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1 Introduction

The BTZ black hole is a solution of 3D pure gravity with a negative cosmological constant.

It also arises in string theory as a near-horizon region of a non-extremal system of 1- and

5- branes. This geometry has no curvature singularity because [1] it is a discrete quotient

of SL(2,R). The work of [2, 3] provided a complete understanding of the spectrum of

the AdS3 (SL(2,R)) string sigma model. In particular, the authors argued that additional

spectrally flowed representations of the SL(2,R) Kač-Moody algebra form a necessary part
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of the string spectrum. These representations were necessary to lift the bound on the mass

of string states in AdS3, otherwise imposed by the absence of ghosts. The ‘long strings’

were then necessary to obviate the restriction on spacetime energy of spectrally flowed

discrete series representations of the SL(2,R) conformal field theory (CFT) (while keeping

the internal conformal weights fixed).

In [4], the spectrum of the 2D Lorentzian black hole, which is a coset CFT of SL(2,R),

was studied. In this case, even point-like states of the string theory were obtained after

spectral flow with the spectral flow parameter being identified with the spacetime energy.

The ‘spacelike’ long strings appeared when the energy increased above the mass parameter

of the state. The spectrum so constructed was argued to be consistent with an earlier

proposal [5] for the partition function of this Lorentzian black hole.

If we adopt the view that the black hole is a highly excited state (or density matrix) of

the global AdS3 string theory, then all the representations of the latter carry over as states

of the black hole geometry. However, since the time coordinates of the two spacetimes do

not obviously “rotate” into each other, this continuation is not immediate. In fact, the

twisted sectors of the BTZ orbifold arise from spectral flow along the orbifolding direction,

which is different from the direction of spectral flow in the AdS3 theory. Thus, it is not

obvious if the twisted sector states of the BTZ black hole can be viewed as being states of

the spectrally flowed sectors of the AdS3 theory.

We know that in the case of AdS3, the principal continuous series arose by quantising

spacelike geodesics. In this case also, we expect to see the same, but there is a question

of representation-theoretic interest. The principal continuous representations of SL(2,R),

when written in the basis [6] that diagonalizes the ‘hyperbolic’ generator J (2), contain two

eigenvectors |λ,±〉 for each real eigenvalue λ of J (2). In the 2D black hole [4], the need for

this doubling was associated with the presence of two distinct asymptotic regions. We can

therefore try to understand the need for doubling of the spectrum in terms intrinsic to the

BTZ geometry.

Finally, the extended BTZ geometry has regions containing closed timelike curves

(CTCs). An important puzzle that is not yet resolved is how to handle these regions in

string theory. In [7], it was suggested that these regions maybe be fully excised by using

involutions in SL(2,R). However, the question of consistency can be considered settled only

if one can exhibit a modular invariant partition function. We can expect that analysing

the geodesics from the point of view of the WZW model could shed some light on these

questions.

This document is organised as follows. After a brief recap of the geometry of the BTZ

black hole as a discrete quotient of the SL(2,R) manifold, we present a detailed study of

the geodesics of the black hole. In particular, we use this to identify a geodesically complete

spacetime. We then examine the effect of certain discrete symmetries to understand the

multiplicities of representations upon quantisation. We follow this up with a study of

twisted sectors and the Virasoro conditions, which give us information about the possible

states that make up the spectrum of this CFT. We then propose that the AdS3 partition

function of [5] contains all these identified states in a manner that is consistent with the

orbifold CFT. Finally, we conclude with a summary and discussion. Special cases of the
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non-rotating and extremal black holes are discussed in Appendix B. Other appendices also

contain supplementary material for a self-contained presentation.

2 BTZ as an orbifold

We recap results from [1, 7, 8] about the BTZ geometry which is defined as the spacetime

with the metric

ds2 = −
(r2 − r2

+)(r2 − r2
−)

`2r2
dt2 +

`2r2

(r2 − r2
+)(r2 − r2

−)
dr2 + r2

(
dφ− r+r−

`r2
dt
)2

, (2.1)

where the coordinate φ is periodic with period 2π. Henceforth, we set the AdS3 radius

` = 1. If needed, this may be restored by the transformation (ds, r, r±, t) 7→ `(ds, r, r±, t).

The metric above suggests that the coordinate r2 has the range [0,∞). However, as we

will see, most geodesics freely pass to regions beyond. Thus, we are forced to include

additional regions to define a geodesically and causally complete manifold. The surface

r2 = 0 is termed the BTZ singularity even though the entire space has constant (negative)

curvature, because the periodic φ coordinate becomes timelike in the region r2 < 0. Hence

this region contains CTCs.

This spacetime may also be viewed as (a part of) a discrete quotient of the SL(2,R)

group manifold, which is defined as the set of real 2× 2 matrices with unit determinant:

g =

(
x1 − x2 x3 − x0

x3 + x0 x1 + x2

)
, det g = 1 . (2.2)

The quotienting relation is

g ∼ P+ g P− ∀ g ∈ SL(2,R) , P± = eπ(r+∓r−)σ3
. (2.3)

The metric (2.1) is equal to the invariant metric (Killing-Cartan form) of SL(2,R) provided

we choose coordinates as described below. The special case of the extremal black hole with

r+ = r− requires other forms for the charts [9] that we shall discuss in Appendix B.

The SL(2,R) group manifold may be fully covered once, by matrices of the form

g = (−I)ε1 e
1
2

(r+−r−)(t+φ)σ3
(iσ2)ε2 p e−

1
2

(r++r−)(t−φ)σ3
, (2.4)

where ε1,2 ∈ {0, 1} and p is one of eρσ
1
, eiρσ

2
or
(

1 0
ρ 1

)
. In the first and last cases ρ ∈ R

while in the second case ρ ∈ [−π
4 ,

π
4 ]. The third choice for p is applicable for SL(2,R)

matrices with zero entries. It parametrises the horizons r2 = r2
±. The BTZ identification

(2.3) implies that the φ-coordinate is 2π-periodic. Hence, the (t, φ) coordinates define the

“boundary” cylinder at ρ→∞.

Following [7], we shall refer to these coordinate charts using the notation ±D±i where

i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}, which is to be understood as follows. The charts D1,4 use p = eρσ
1

while

D2,3 use p = eiρσ
2
. The D3,4 charts are obtained by setting ε2 = 1 while the D1,2 charts

have ε2 = 0. The sign in front of the Di represents (−I)ε1 while the sign in the superscript
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denotes the sign of ρ. When written explicitly, the chart +D+
1 of SL(2,R) has matrices of

the form

g = e
1
2

(r+−r−)(t+φ)σ3

(
cosh ρ sinh ρ

sinh ρ cosh ρ

)
e−

1
2

(r++r−)(t−φ)σ3
. (2.5)

With this parametrisation and the substitution cosh2 ρ =
r2−r2

−
r2
+−r2

−
, the Killing-Cartan form

ds2 = −1
2Tr(dg−1 dg) becomes the BTZ metric (2.1). Hence, the +D+

1 chart covers the

region r2 > r2
+ outside the outer horizon.

We note here that global AdS3 is a cover of SL(2,R) obtained by unwrapping the

timelike elliptic (compact) direction in SL(2,R). This is, however not the time direction

of the BTZ black hole.

The other SL(2,R) charts can also be mapped to other regions of the BTZ geometry.

The region r2
− < r2 < r2

+ between the inner and outer horizons is parametrised by the

D2,3 charts with cos2 ρ =
r2−r2

−
r2
+−r2

−
. The D4 charts with sinh2 ρ = − r2−r2

−
r2
+−r2

−
parametrise the

region r2 < r2
− inside inner horizon. These charts also include the r2 < 0 regions containing

CTCs. Thus, the entire BTZ geometry (i.e., for all r2 ∈ R) is fully covered once, by the

atlas Ω1 = D+
1 ∪ D

−
2 ∪ (−D+

3 ) ∪ (−D−4 ). This combination of charts ensures that the

vector field ∂
∂ρ is continuous. The atlas Ω2 = D−1 ∪ D

+
2 ∪ D

−
3 ∪ D

+
4 is defined to consist

of complementary charts obtained from Ω1 by σ3 conjugation. Together with two more

atlases −Ω1,2, a single cover of the SL(2,R) group manifold includes four copies of the BTZ

black hole.1 On the other hand, if we consider global AdS3 which is the universal cover of

SL(2,R) and then impose the BTZ identification, we get a geometry with infinitely many

copies of the black hole and boundary components [8].

3 Geodesics of the BTZ

The motion of a string on the BTZ geometry is governed by the action

SWZW[g] = − k

8π

∫
dτ dσTr

(
∂agg

−1∂agg−1
)

+ kΓWZ[g] . (3.1)

The Wess-Zumino term ΓWZ represents the pullback of the NS-NS B-field to the world

volume of the string. Due to the WZ term, it can be seen that the right and left currents,

defined as

J− = kg−1∂−g , J+ = −k∂+gg
−1 (3.2)

respectively, are chirally conserved i.e., ∂±J∓ = 0. Here, x± = τ ± σ and ∂± = 1
2(∂τ ± ∂σ).

The worldsheet stress tensor of this theory has components

T±± =
1

2k
Tr(J±J±) . (3.3)

In the parametrisations (2.4), the action (3.1) is invariant under t and φ translations. Let

us denote the associated conserved quantities as E and L respectively. These will turn out

1The way these atlases cover SL(2,R) is described in Section 4.
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to be the energy and angular momentum from the point of view of asymptotic observer

outside the outer horizon (r2 > r2
+). When evaluated along geodesics (i.e., ‘collapsed’

strings) these are expressible in terms of the currents as

kE = −∆−J
(2)
+ −∆+J

(2)
− , kL = −∆−J

(2)
+ + ∆+J

(2)
− . (3.4)

Here, ∆± = r+ ± r− and the components are computed as J
(2)
± = 1

2Tr(σ3J±). However,

for stringy configurations (extended worldsheets), an additional total derivative term is

required in the definition of the angular momentum for consistency with the level matching

condition [7, 10–12].

The Euler Lagrange equations of motion for point-like trajectories gives us the geodesic

equations on the BTZ geometry (2.1). These equations [13, 14] are

ẏ(τ)2 = 4m2

(
−y2 +

α

m2
y +

β

m2

)
, (3.5a)

ṫ+ φ̇ =
1

(r+ − r−)

(
Er+ + Lr−
r2

+ − r2
+
Er− + Lr+

r2 − r2
−

)
, (3.5b)

ṫ− φ̇ =
1

(r+ + r−)

(
Er+ + Lr−
r2

+ − r2
− Er− + Lr+

r2 − r2
−

)
, (3.5c)

where y = r2, α = E2 − L2 + Mm2 and β = L2M − 1
4m

2J2 + ELJ . It is perhaps worth

mentioning a pedagogical point. The radial equation (3.5a) has solutions with constant y at

roots of the quadratic on the right-hand side. However, these do not solve the second-order

geodesic equations unless ṫ+ φ̇ or ṫ− φ̇ vanish.

The equations of the WZW model amount to conservation of the left and right currents.

For pointlike trajectories, these imply the geodesic equations. That is to say, the geodesic

equations can be written as

∂2
τ g − ∂τgg−1∂τg = 0 ⇐⇒ ∂τ (g−1∂τg) = 0 = ∂τ (∂τgg

−1) . (3.6)

These equations are solved by any one parameter subgroup i.e., g(τ) = A exp(mτT )B

is a solution for any matrices A,B ∈ SL(2,R) and where T is an element of the Lie

algebra of SL(2,R). Thus, we can rewrite the solutions as SL(2,R) matrices using the

parametrisations (2.4). In the process of uplifting the geodesics as SL(2,R) matrices,

several sign choices have to be made. These choices can be interpreted as representing

the same BTZ geodesics in different SL(2,R) regions/charts. Due to the symmetries of

the BTZ geometry, one can always shift t and φ in the solution, which is equivalent to

multiplying the solution matrix by constant diagonal SL(2,R) matrices on the left and

right.

We will now discuss the various solutions to the geodesic equations. We also focus on

conditions that isolate geodesics which do not trespass into the regions containing CTCs.

3.1 Timelike geodesics

In this case, the solution to (3.5a) is given by

r2(τ) =
α

2m2
+

γ

2m2
sin(2m(τ − τ0) + c) , (3.7)
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where we have defined α = E2−L2+m2M , β = L2M+ELJ− 1
4m

2J2 and γ2 = α2+4m2β.

Without loss of generality, we will set the integration constant c = 2mτ0 to simplify various

expressions, in what follows.

These trajectories, in general, oscillate from outside the outer horizon to inside the

inner horizon. However, if β < 0, the trajectories do not pass through the singularity

(r2 = 0) into the region containing closed timelike curves. If α < 0, the trajectories

already start behind the singularity at τ = 0. Imposing β < 0 then ensures that these are

prevented from entering the region r2 > 0.

Using the radial solution (3.7), we can integrate (3.5c) and (3.5b). The resulting

solutions can lifted as SL(2,R) matrices using (2.5). The lifts of timelike geodesics are

(
γ

m2(r2
+ − r2

−)

)1/2


sin(mτ+

φ−
2

)√
tan

φ−
2

cos(mτ−φ+
2

)√
cot

φ+
2

sin(mτ+
φ+
2

)√
tan

φ+
2

cos(mτ−φ−
2

)√
cot

φ−
2

 , (3.8)

where the angles φ± ∈ [0, π] are defined by cotφ± = 2m(Er±+Lr∓)
(E2−L2)∓(r2

+−r2
−)m2 . Note that the

normalisation factor written here is proportional to
√

sinφ− − sinφ+. In particular, it may

be purely imaginary. In these cases, the matrix is to be interpreted only after dropping

the overall i and flipping the sign of exactly one row or column (to retain det = 1).

The conserved quantities evaluated along the solution (3.8) are

T±± = −k
4
m2 , J

(2)
± = ±k

2
m

[
cot

(
φ+ ∓ φ−

2

)]±1

= − k(E ± L)

2(r+ ∓ r−)
. (3.9)

Since T±± < 0, upon quantisation, we can expect that these will belong to the discrete

series representation of SL(2,R).

From the definition of cotφ±, we see that special solutions occur when φ± = 0 or

φ± = π
2 . The condition φ± = 0 is equivalent to E2 − L2 = ±m2(r2

+ − r2
−) and can be

rewritten as

J
(2)
+ J

(2)
− = ∓kT±± . (3.10)

These solutions satisfy a relation

cos[2(r∓t− r±φ)] =
1

2

(
r2

+ − r2
−

r2 − r2
±

)
. (3.11)

The second set of special solutions which satisfy φ± = π
2 obey

J
(2)
+ = ∓J (2)

− ⇐⇒ r±t− r∓φ = constant . (3.12)

These geodesics touch the horizon r2 = r2
± before turning back. Clearly, the geodesics with

φ− = π
2 (and arbitrary φ+) do not explore the region with CTCs and indeed satisfy β < 0.

In the further special case φ+ = π
2 = φ−, they also remain between the horizons. The other

set φ+ = π
2 do not necessarily satisfy β < 0.

Each time the geodesic (3.8) crosses a horizon, one of the matrix entries becomes zero

(see chart (2.4)). Thus, there are three natural time scales that appear in the solution (3.8)
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viz., the proper time taken to traverse: (a) from the past outer horizon to the future outer

horizon ∆τ+; (b) from the past inner horizon to the future inner horizon ∆τ−; (c) between

the outer and inner horizons ∆τ0.

The proper time interval to traverse from past horizon to future horizon (while outside

the outer horizon) is |m∆τ+| = |φ+− π
2 |. Similarly, the proper time taken to traverse from

past horizon to future horizon (while inside the inner horizon) is |m∆τ−| = |φ−− π
2 |. Also,

the proper time taken to traverse from outer horizon to inner horizon (while between the

horizons) is the lesser of |m∆τ1| = |π2−
1
2(φ++φ−)| and |m∆τ2| = 1

2 |φ+−φ−|. Remarkably,

all these time-scales can be expressed in terms of the currents as

tan |m∆τ±| =

∣∣∣∣∣km2
(

J
(2)
+ ± J (2)

−

J
(2)
+ J

(2)
− ∓ kT

)∣∣∣∣∣ , (3.13a)

tan |m∆τ1| =

∣∣∣∣∣ km2J
(2)
−

∣∣∣∣∣ , tan |m∆τ2| =

∣∣∣∣∣ km2J
(2)
+

∣∣∣∣∣ , (3.13b)

where T = T±± = −k
4m

2 denotes the stress tensor evaluated along the timelike geodesic

(3.8). The fact that all these timescales are well defined is consistent with the fact that

the timelike geodesics cross all four horizons at finite proper times.

3.2 Spacelike geodesics

As in AdS3, we see that none of the timelike geodesics reaches the boundary observer. We

may expect spacelike geodesics to include such scattering solutions.

Spacelike geodesics of the BTZ black hole were also considered in [14]. We write the

solutions as

r2(τ) =
−α
2m2

± 1

4

(
e2mτ +

α2 − 4m2β

m4
e−2mτ

)
, (3.14)

where now α = E2 − L2 −m2M and β = L2M + ELJ + 1
4m

2J2. If α2 − 4m2β 6= 0 then,

this may be rewritten upto a shift of τ as

r2(τ) =
1

2m2

(
−α±

√
α2 − 4m2β cosh 2mτ

)
if α2 − 4m2β > 0 , (3.15a)

r2(τ) =
1

2m2

(
−α±

√
|α2 − 4m2β| sinh 2mτ

)
if α2 − 4m2β < 0 . (3.15b)

First, we observe that the geodesics (3.15b) with α2 − 4m2β < 0 necessarily cross into

the region containing CTCs. For (3.15a) with the upper sign choice, there is a minimum

distance of approach r2
∗ = −α

2m2 + 1
2m2

√
α2 − 4m2β. This is positive if α < 0 or β < 0,

whence the geodesic stays out of the region with CTCs. Unlike timelike geodesics, there

are solutions that stay out of this region but do not satisfy β < 0. Interestingly, the

constraint β < 0 does not allow for values |E| <
√
m2M of the energy irrespective of the

angular momentum L. However, these values of energy are allowed if α < 0 instead.
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With the angular equations (3.5b) and (3.5c) integrated, we can uplift the solutions

(3.15a) as the SL(2,R) matrices(
e−mτA11 + emτ e−mτA12 + emτ

e−mτA21 + emτ e−mτA22 + emτ

)
√

4m2(r2
+ − r2

−)
,

A11 = (L−mr+)2 − (E +mr−)2 ,

A12 = (L+mr−)2 − (E −mr+)2 ,

A21 = (L−mr−)2 − (E +mr+)2 ,

A22 = (L+mr+)2 − (E −mr−)2 .

(3.16)

The lift of (3.15a) with lower sign choice is obtained by flipping the signs of all Aij followed

by sign flips of exactly one row or column. The worldsheet stress tensor and the conserved

charges evaluated along this solution are

T±± =
k

4
m2 , J

(2)
± = − k(E ± L)

2(r+ ∓ r−)
. (3.17)

Since T±± > 0, we can expect these geodesics to arise from the principal continuous series

of SL(2,R) upon quantisation.

The lifted solution can also be written purely in terms of these conserved charges using

k2Aij = (r2
− − r2

+)(2J
(2)
+ − (−1)ikm)(2J

(2)
− + (−1)jkm). Clearly, special solutions occur at

(J
(2)
± )2 = kT±± when α2 − 4m2β = 0. This implies that r2 asymptotes to a constant as

τ → −∞. We can see that these solutions satisfy

e±2(r++r−)(t−φ) =
r2 − r2

−
r2 − r2

+

, E + L = ±m(r+ − r−) , J
(2)
+ = ∓k

2
m ; (3.18a)

e±2(r+−r−)(t+φ) =
r2 − r2

−
r2 − r2

+

, E − L = ±m(r+ + r−) , J
(2)
− = ∓k

2
m. (3.18b)

For another special case J
(2)
+ = ±J (2)

− , the diagonal or off-diagonal entries become

independent of E and L after a shift of τ . These solutions satisfy α2−4m2β = (α+2m2r2
∓)2

and similar to the timelike case, these spacelike geodesics touch the horizons at r2 = r2
∓,

as seen from (3.14).

As for the timelike geodesics, we can calculate the time scales associated to a spacelike

geodesic with α2−4m2β > 0 (and upper sign choice in (3.15a)). As before, let us denote the

proper time taken to traverse: (a) from the past outer horizon to the future outer horizon

as ∆τ+; (b) from the past inner horizon to the future inner horizon as ∆τ−; (c) from

outer horizon to inner horizon as ∆τ0. These time-scales can be expressed in terms of the

currents (3.17) as

tanh |m∆τ±| =

∣∣∣∣∣km2
(

J
(2)
+ ± J (2)

−

J
(2)
+ J

(2)
− ± kT

)∣∣∣∣∣ , (3.19a)

tanh |m∆τ0| = min

{∣∣∣∣∣ km2J
(2)
+

∣∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣∣ km2J

(2)
−

∣∣∣∣∣
}
, (3.19b)

where T = T±± = k
4m

2 denotes the stress tensor (3.17) evaluated along the spacelike

geodesic. It is to be noted that the right hand side needs to be less than unity for the
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corresponding time scale to be defined. This will be the case, whenever the geodesic is

such that it crosses the appropriate horizons. We will return to this point in Section 4

where we discuss the geometry of the solutions.

3.3 Null geodesics

The most general null geodesic of the BTZ black hole is

αr2(τ) =

(
ατ +

√
αr2

0 + β

)2

− β if α 6= 0 , (3.20a)

r2(τ) = 2E(r+ ± r−)τ + r2
0 if α = 0 , (3.20b)

where α = E2 − L2, β = L(LM + EJ) and r0 = r(0). When α > 0, these geodesics reach

the boundary of AdS3. If α < 0, they inevitably penetrate through to the region r2 < 0

which contains CTCs. If α > 0 they always penetrate inside the inner horizon because

min{α(r2(τ)−r2
−)} = −(Er−+Lr+)2 ≤ 0. In addition to α > 0, if β < 0 these geodesics do

not pass into the region r2 < 0 containing CTCs. This maybe viewed as a bound |E|M > |LJ |
on the energy E which is stronger than E2 > L2 (since |J | < M).

The lifts of null geodesics to SL(2,R) (upto a τ shift) are

1√
|α|(r2

+ − r2
−)

(
ατ − (Er− + Lr+) ατ + (Er+ + Lr−)

ατ − (Er+ + Lr−) ατ + (Er− + Lr+)

)
if α > 0 , (3.21a)

1√
|α|(r2

+ − r2
−)

(
ατ − (Er− + Lr+) −ατ − (Er+ + Lr−)

ατ − (Er+ + Lr−) −ατ − (Er− + Lr+)

)
if α < 0 . (3.21b)

The geodesics (3.20a) cross each of the inner and outer horizons exactly twice. As in the

case of spacelike geodesics (3.15a), null geodesics also reach the boundary at a finite time

(t = 0, in particular). For this reason, we expect that the null geodesics form a special case

of spacelike geodesics.

The conserved quantities evaluated along the solution (3.21) are

T±± = 0 , J
(2)
± = − k(E ± L)

2(r+ ∓ r−)
. (3.22)

The time scales associated to these geodesics

∆τ± =
k

2

∣∣∣∣∣J
(2)
+ ± J (2)

−

J
(2)
+ J

(2)
−

∣∣∣∣∣ , (3.23a)

∆τ0 = min

{∣∣∣∣∣ k

2J
(2)
+

∣∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣∣ k

2J
(2)
−

∣∣∣∣∣
}

(3.23b)

are seen to be the m→ 0 limits of corresponding time scales (3.19) for spacelike geodesics

as well as (3.13) for timelike geodesics.

To summarise, we see that for timelike geodesics, a single condition β < 0 keeps them

out of the region containing CTCs. On the other hand, there are spacelike geodesics which

do not satisfy β < 0 but nevertheless stay out of this region.
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4 Geometry of the solutions

+D+
1

−D−4

−D+
1

+D−4

+D−1

−D+
4

−D−1

+D+
4

+D+
2

+D−2

−D+
3

−D−3

−D+
2

−D−2

+D+
3

+D−3

r2 = r2
+

r2 = r2
−

r2 = 0

+Ω1

−Ω2

Figure 1. Penrose diagram

of the single cover of SL(2,R)

group manifold

In this section, we shall pay close attention to the trajectories

of geodesics as they traverse various regions of the BTZ geom-

etry. Using the matrices representing each class of solutions,

we can track their evolution through the Penrose diagram of

SL(2,R). This shows the manner in which the various re-

gions and copies of the BTZ geometry sit inside SL(2,R) (in

this consideration, we ignore the orientation of the affine pa-

rameter τ). An issue in the physics of the BTZ geometry is

the presence of regions containing CTCs. Hence, the ques-

tion of their consistent excision is important. A second issue

is that four copies of the BTZ geometry cover SL(2,R) once.

Therefore, we will attempt to gather a minimal set of charts

from {+D±i ,−D
±
i } required to make a geodesically complete

spacetime by first considering the null and timelike geodesics.

Subsequently, we shall discuss spacelike geodesics since these

are important only in the string theory.

Figure 1 shows the Penrose diagram of the SL(2,R) group

manifold showing the regions covered by the various charts in

the notation discussed in Section 2. Consider the null geodesic

(3.21a) with J
(2)
+ > J

(2)
− > 0. This geodesic for large negative

τ has all entries of the matrix negative and thus lies in the

chart −D+
1 . As τ increases, the number of negative entries

changes gradually from four to none and the geodesic passes

through the charts

−D+
1 → −D

+
2 → −D

−
3 → −D

−
4 → −D

+
3 → +D−2 → +D+

1

finally ending in the chart D+
1 for large positive τ . Similarly,

the order in which timelike geodesics traverse the charts can

also be found. For instance, if 0 < φ+ < π − φ− < π
2 ⇔

sgn(m)J
(2)
± < 0 then the timelike geodesic (3.8) traverses the

charts in the order

+D+
1 → +D−2 → −D

+
3 → −D

+
4 → −D

−
3 → −D

+
2 → −D

+
1

as mτ varies in the range [0, π]. Evolution beyond mτ ∈ [0, π]

may be found using the observation that mτ 7→ mτ + π is

equivalent to multiplication by −I. This analysis can also

be repeated for other values of J
(2)
± . Of particular interest

are the special geodesics (3.12) with φ− = π
2 (and φ+ = π

2 ).

The matrices (3.8) corresponding to them have equal diagonal

(anti-diagonal) entries and hence, they vanish together at some value of τ . Such geodesics

pass through the intersection of the future and past horizons r2 = r2
− (and r2 = r2

+).
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The spacelike geodesics however start and end in asymptotic regions. Here, we repro-

duce the matrix√
r2

+ − r2
−

4m2

(
emτ− e

−mτ
k2

{
(2J

(2)
− −km)(2J

(2)
+ +km)

}
emτ− e

−mτ
k2

{
(2J

(2)
− +km)(2J

(2)
+ +km)

}
emτ− e

−mτ
k2

{
(2J

(2)
− −km)(2J

(2)
+ −km)

}
emτ− e

−mτ
k2

{
(2J

(2)
− +km)(2J

(2)
+ −km)

}
)
, (4.1)

that represents the spacelike geodesic (3.14) with upper sign choice (upto a τ shift). When

J
(2)
+ > k|m|

2 and J
(2)
− < −k|m|

2 , terms in braces in the above matrix are all negative and

none of the matrix entries change sign as τ varies. Hence, these geodesics start and end in

+D+
1 . Note that although the right hand sides of (3.19) are less than unity, the time scales

∆τ± and ∆τ0 for this geodesic are not defined, because it never crosses any horizon. On

the other hand, when |J (2)
± | <

k|m|
2 , only the terms in braces on the diagonal are negative.

When J
(2)
− = 0 = J

(2)
+ , such geodesics pass through the bifurcation point from +D−1 to

+D+
1 . More generally, they traverse via +D±2 if ±m(J

(2)
+ +J

(2)
− ) < 0. Since they cross only

the outer horizon twice, it is satisfactory that tanh |m∆τ0| > 1 in (3.19), thereby rendering

the time scale ∆τ0 undefined. However, although tanh |m∆τ±| < 1, only the time scale

∆τ+ is applicable to these geodesics. These are clearly folded strings, but rather than

ending at the horizon, these end on the boundary much as in the 2D black hole [4].

There are also geodesics that end in D+
1 starting from one of the D4 charts. For

instance, geodesics with −km < 2J
(2)
+ < km and −2J

(2)
− < km < 2J

(2)
− start from −D+

4

and end in D+
1 . Similar analyses can be repeated for spacelike geodesics (3.14) with the

lower sign choice.

From this analysis, it is clear that each of the {+D±i ,−D
±
i } charts can be accessed

from every other chart by traversing (piecewise) geodesic trajectories. Hence, geodesic

completeness requires that we keep all these charts. In particular, we are forced to include

the D4 charts containing the regions with CTCs. This will mean that the quantum wave-

functions corresponding to these geodesics will certainly have nonzero support in these

charts.

5 Discrete symmetries

In this section, we shall consider the action of various discrete symmetries to get a handle

on the multiplicities of solutions with the same quantum numbers. Our approach will

be in the spirit of covariant quantisation – we will examine the effect of the symmetries

on the space of solutions. Some of these discrete symmetries, such as time-reversal, are

interpretable at the level of the BTZ geometry itself. Some arise naturally by considering

the matrix representation of the solutions.

5.1 BTZ symmetries

The BTZ metric exhibits several discrete symmetries. It is invariant under a simultaneous

sign flip of t and φ. It is also invariant under r+ ↔ r−. Since these transformations

preserve the geodesic equations (3.5), they act on a solution (a geodesic) and produce

another solution, in general. For instance, the transformation (t, φ) 7→ (−t,−φ) when
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applied to a solution with energy E and angular momentum L gives us a solution with

energy −E and angular momentum −L. However, all these transformations leave the

quantities α and β invariant.

The string sigma model with the BTZ geometry as target space is also invariant under

r+ ↔ r−. This is because the NS B-field can be written, up to a gauge trivial term as

BNS = (r2 − r2
+ − r2

−) dφ ∧ dt . (5.1)

This transformation is akin to quotienting by the ‘vectorial’ action of P+ in (2.3) if the

earlier action is termed ‘axial’.

Interchanging E ↔ L together with t ↔ φ and r2 − r2
+ ↔ r2

− − r2 also leaves the

geodesic equations invariant [7]. To see this, it helps to rewrite the radial equation (3.5a)

as

ẏ2

4m2
= −

(
y − M

2

)2

+
E2 − L2

m2

(
y − M

2

)
+
M(E2 + L2) + 2ELJ

2m2
+
M2 − J2

4
. (5.2)

The interchange r2−r2
+ ↔ r2

−−r2 now corresponds to y−M
2 7→

M
2 −y. Along with E ↔ L

and t ↔ φ, this leaves all the geodesic equations (3.5) invariant. This transformation

can be implemented on any solution of the WZW model by right multiplying the solution

matrix by iσ2. When acting on a geodesic having energy and angular momentum (E,L),

it results in a new geodesic with energy and angular momentum (E′, L′) = (L,E). In fact,

the matrix obtained by right multiplying any solution of the WZW model by iσ2 is also a

solution. If we replace the worldsheet τ variable by σ, this solution will turn out to have

same conserved charges as the original geodesic. This is analogous to usual T-duality where

we obtain new states of the theory by τ ↔ σ, thereby changing sign of the right moving

current J−. This procedure was used to obtain new stringy states of the 2D Lorentzian

black hole [4].

To summarise, we realised that the discrete symmetry (t, r2
+ − r2) ↔ (φ, r2 − r2

−) of

the BTZ sigma model acts on lifts of its solutions to SL(2,R) as right multiplication by

iσ2. Hence, it is part of the SL(2,R)×SL(2,R) symmetry of the WZW model and does

not lead to multiplicities of representations upon quantisation. This is also true about the

(equivalent) discrete symmetries (t, φ) 7→ (−t,−φ) and r± 7→ −r±. Both of these act on

solution matrices as conjugation by iσ2.

5.2 SL(2,R) symmetries

When we regard the solution as an SL(2,R) matrix, several natural discrete symmetries

become visible. Given a solution, the inverse of the matrix gives a new solution. We can

also consider the transpose of the matrix or multiply by −I. Conjugation by Pauli matrices

also produces more solutions. These transformations are discrete isometries of SL(2,R).

Therefore, they will act as global symmetries on the space of classical geodesic solutions

of the WZW model. Of these transformations, multiplication by −I and conjugation by

σ3 commute with the orbifolding. Hence, they will act on the space of states of the BTZ

black hole as well.
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Conjugation by Pauli Matrices. Conjugation by iσ2 is part of the SL(2,R)×SL(2,R)

symmetry of the WZW model and hence, does not lead to multiplicities of representations

upon quantisation. Under its action on a solution, the diagonalised components of WZW

currents evaluated along the solution transform as J
(2)
± 7→ −J (2)

± . For a BTZ geodesic

having energy E and angular momentum L, this implies (E,L) 7→ (−E,−L). On the other

hand, conjugation by σ3 is not part of the SL(2,R)×SL(2,R) symmetry – it is an outer

automorphism and leaves the diagonalised components J
(2)
± invariant. Finally, conjugation

by σ1 is simply the conjugation by iσ2σ3.

Inverse and Transpose. The inverse (g(τ))−1 and transpose (g(τ))t of a matrix g(τ)

obtained by lifting a BTZ geodesic also project to BTZ geodesics. However, this is not

true for generic σ-dependent solutions of the WZW model. This is easily seen by noting

that g 7→ g−1 and g 7→ gt do not preserve the WZW equations of motion ∂±J∓ = 0

(see Appendix A for conventions). However, combining the two operations preserves the

equations of motion. In fact, it is equivalent to conjugation by iσ2.

Multiplication by −I. This transformation acts differently on lifts of different kinds of

BTZ solutions. Consider a solution g(τ) of the WZW model obtained by lifting a timelike

BTZ geodesic. Multiplying this by −I leaves it unchanged because such a solution is

periodic, and its sign can be flipped by a translation mτ 7→ mτ +π of the affine parameter.

However, for the spacelike geodesics, g(τ) and −g(τ) represent two distinct solutions of the

SL(2,R) WZW model (which project to the same BTZ geodesic, albeit in different charts).

We propose that this is the classical version of the statement that for each value s2 + 1
4 of

the quadratic Casimir, the corresponding principal continuous series representation (in the

hyperbolic basis) has two states with identical energy and angular momentum quantum

numbers [6]. Such a doubling is of course, absent for the discrete series.

Summary. We summarise the discussion by asking how many distinct geodesics exist for

given values (E,L,m2) of energy, angular momentum and quadratic Casimir. For the sake

of concreteness, we focus on the spacelike geodesic (4.1) with J
(2)
+ > k|m|

2 and J
(2)
− < −k|m|

2 ,

which remains entirely in the +D+
1 chart. Conjugation by σ3 transforms this to a geodesic

lying entirely in +D−1 . Multiplying these two solutions by −I results in geodesics lying

entirely in the charts −D+
1 and −D−1 respectively. Hence, upon quantisation, we expect

4 states corresponding to spacelike geodesics for given quantum numbers (E,L, s2 + 1
4).

On the other hand, because multiplication by −I leaves timelike geodesics invariant, we

expect only 2 states corresponding to them for a given (E,L,−j(j+ 1)). The states of the

string theory will be obtained by quantizing these geodesics and winding strings obtained

by twisting them.

6 Twisted sectors

In this section, we shall study the twisted sector solutions following [7, 8, 10]. The twisted

sector solutions are defined by the equation

gΩ(τ, σ + 2π) = eΩπ(r+−r−)σ3
gΩ(τ, σ)eΩπ(r++r−)σ3

, (6.1)
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with Ω defining the twisting parameter. It maybe observed – in the parametrisation (2.5),

for example – that the right hand side translates into the shift φ 7→ φ + 2πΩ. Since

φ ∼ φ+ 2π (due to the BTZ identification), the twisted solutions will be compatible with

the orbifolding if Ω is an integer. More explicitly, given a solution g̃ of the WZW model

such that g̃(τ, σ + 2π) = g̃(τ, σ), the following is a twisted sector solution:

gΩ(τ, σ) = e
Ω
2

(r+−r−)σ3(τ+σ)g̃(τ, σ)e−
Ω
2

(r++r−)σ3(τ−σ) (6.2)

i.e., gΩ satisfies the orbifolding condition (6.1).

The components of currents evaluated along the twisted solution (6.2) are

J
(2)
± = J̃

(2)
± −

k

2
Ω(r+ ∓ r−) , (6.3a)

J
(+)
± = e−Ω(r+∓r−)(τ±σ)J̃

(+)
± , (6.3b)

J
(−)
± = e+Ω(r+∓r−)(τ±σ)J̃

(−)
± . (6.3c)

Here, J̃± denote currents evaluated on the solution g̃ before twisting. These relations

imply that the Poisson brackets (A.7) are invariant under twisting. The stress tensor of

the twisted solution evaluates to:

T±± = T̃±± +
k

2
Ω(Ẽ ± L̃) +

k

4
Ω2(r+ ∓ r−)2

= T̃±± − Ω(r+ ∓ r−)J̃
(2)
± +

k

4
Ω2(r+ ∓ r−)2

(6.3d)

In the quantum theory, this implies transformations of the corresponding zero-mode eigen-

values

L0 = L̃0 − Ω(r+ ∓ r−)J̃
(2)
±,0 +

k

4
Ω2(r+ ∓ r−)2 +N , (6.4)

where the level N is a non-negative integer. This differs from the AdS3 case in an important

way for the discrete series representations. Consider the spectrally flowed lowest weight

discrete series D̂+,w
j in elliptic basis, for which

L0 =
−(j + 1

2)2

k − 2
+

1

4(k − 2)
+ wJ̃

(0)
±,0 −

k

4
w2 +N , J̃

(0)
±,0 ∈ {j, j + 1, j + 2, . . .} . (6.5)

We have used w to denote the AdS3 spectral flow parameter. As is well known, this

representation is identified with a highest weight discrete series having one less unit of

spectral flow i.e.,

D̂+,w
j = D̂−,w−1

− k
2
−j . (6.6)

This may be verified by shifting w in (6.5) and completing a square. However, this is not

possible in (6.4). Hence, there is no such identification in the BTZ case.

The spacetime energy was defined in equation (3.4); using the above, we see that the

winding number Ω adds to the spacetime energy as

E = Ẽ + ΩM . (6.7)
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On the other hand, for the spacetime angular momentum, it was pointed out by Hemming

and Keski-Vakkuri [10] that for consistency with level matching on the worldsheet, we

should use

Qφ =

∫ 2π

0

dσ

2π

(
−∆−J

(2)
+ + ∆+J

(2)
− +

k

2
J∂σφ

)
(6.8)

to define the φ translation operator. For the twisted solution, the angular momentum

kL = Qφ evaluates to

L = L̃− Ω

2
J . (6.9)

Note that only t and φ coordinates of the worldsheet change under twisting but the radial

extent (in the BTZ geometry) of the worldsheet is not affected:

t(τ, σ) 7→ t(τ, σ) + Ωτ , φ(τ, σ) 7→ φ(τ, σ) + Ωσ , r2(τ) 7→ r2(τ) . (6.10)

This implies that if a geodesic g̃(τ) lies entirely in the region r2 > 0 without CTCs, then

the twisted (winding) string gΩ also remains in the region without CTCs.

The definition of β appearing in the geodesic equations (3.5) may be extended to the

twisted sector by replacing the−1
4m

2 appearing in it by 1
2k (T+++T−−). Rather remarkably,

the condition β < 0 is now seen to be invariant under twisting:

β = ML2 + ELJ + (T++ + T−−)
J2

2k
= ML̃2 + ẼL̃J + (T̃++ + T̃−−)

J2

2k
= β̃ . (6.11)

At this stage, we are left with a somewhat mixed situation. As far as the timelike

geodesics are concerned, there is a single condition β < 0, which eliminates the need to

consider the regions with CTCs. It is also satisfactory that this condition is invariant under

the spectral flow which produces the twisted sectors. However, there is an entire family of

spacelike geodesics with β > 0 which never penetrate the region with CTCs (those with

α < 0 and upper sign choice in (3.15a)). Thus, it may be incorrect to impose β < 0 as

a condition on all geodesics to keep them out of the region with CTCs. Hence, a natural

question is whether the Virasoro constraints remove geodesics that enter the region with

CTCs.

7 Virasoro conditions

In this section, we will explore if a consistent excision of the states penetrating the unphys-

ical region can occur by using the Virasoro conditions. Physical states in string theory, at

the classical level, require the vanishing of the worldsheet stress tensor

T++ + h+ = 0 = T−− + h− , (7.1)

where h± is the contribution from the ‘internal CFT’. We assume that the internal CFT

is unitary and hence, h± ≥ 0. Clearly, only timelike geodesics (and possibly null) with

T++ = −k
4m

2 can be physical in the untwisted sector. However, the Virasoro constraints

−k
4m

2 + h± = 0 on timelike geodesics constraint only the quadratic Casimir m2 but not
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their energy and angular momentum. Hence, they do not already prevent them from

exploring the region with CTCs.

In the twisted sectors with twist Ω, the Virasoro conditions become

T̃±± − Ω(r+ ∓ r−)J̃
(2)
± +

k

4
Ω2(r+ ∓ r−)2 + h± = 0 . (7.2)

By adding the Virasoro conditions, we get a relation for the energy

kΩẼ = −2T̃±± −
kMΩ2

2
− (h+ + h−) = kΩ(E − ΩM) . (7.3)

We see that for fixed h± and Ω > 0, the energies of spectral flows of timelike geodesics

(T̃±± < 0) are bounded below

E >
MΩ

2
− h+ + h−

kΩ
(7.4)

as in the case of AdS3 studied in [2]. Clearly, states of the continuous series (T̃±± > 0)

will step in to obviate this restriction on energy. The difference with the AdS3 case is

the presence of the black hole mass factor. As in AdS3, the states of the continuous series

(spacelike geodesics) scatter out to the boundary. Thus, these can play the role of operators

of the dual CFT [15].

The solution obtained by Ω units of spectral flow on a timelike geodesic does not enter

the region with CTCs, if it satisfies β < 0. Rewriting this condition using the Virasoro

constraints (7.2), we find(
h+ − h− −

k

2
JΩ2

)
[(h+ − h−)M + J(h+ + h−)] <

k

2
m2J(h+ − h−) . (7.5)

Clearly, this condition is not automatic for a generic internal CFT. In fact, we find that

physical states of the string theory which satisfy2

E <
M

kΩ
(h+ − h−) +

J

kΩ
(h+ + h−)− JΩM

2
− J2Ω

2

(
h+ + h−
h+ − h−

)
− h+ + h−

kΩ
+
MΩ

2
, (7.6)

do pass into the region with CTCs. However, it may be possible to choose an internal CFT

so that β < 0 is automatic. For example, h+ = h− automates β < 0 but this is perhaps,

too strong a requirement. In any case, (7.5) does not prevent physical timelike geodesics

from entering the region with CTCs. It only ensures that physical winding strings do not

explore this region. Since β is invariant under twisting, it also prevents geodesics that lead

to physical winding strings from exploring these regions.

All these considerations do not apply to spacelike geodesics since there are spacelike

geodesics that exist entirely in the region with CTCs. Thus, in conclusion, the Virasoro

conditions do not help truncate the space of states to those that remain in a causally

sensible region of the BTZ geometry.

2This was derived assuming (h+ − h−)Ω > 0.
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8 Torus partition function and modular invariance

In this section, we show that the modular invariant partition function for global AdS3

constructed in [5] contains all the states of the BTZ black hole that were discussed previ-

ously.3 The fact that these are two different spacetimes arises when we try to identify the

spacetime quantum numbers from the partition function.

We start with the partition function for AdS3 as written in [5] (see Appendix C for

notation):

Z = 4
√
τ2(k − 2)

3
2

∫ 1

0
d2s

∫ 1

0
d2t

e
2π
τ2

(Im(s1τ−s2))2

|ϑ1(s1τ − s2|τ)|2

×
∑

m,w,m′,w′∈Z
ζ

[
w + s1 − t1
m+ s2 − t2

]
(k) ζ

[
w′ + t1
m′ + t2

]
(−k)

(8.1)

In what follows, we first expand this partition function as a power series in q to identify the

states. This allows us to identify the spacetime isometry currents for these states and make

contact with the analysis of [7]. Finally, we compare this identification of the currents with

the corresponding relation for AdS3.

8.1 Series expansion of the partition function

We follow the procedure detailed in [5] to expand the partition function (8.1). First, we

expand the factor |ϑ1|−2 as explained in Appendix C and trade off (m,m′) for (n, n′) by

Poisson resummation. The exponent in s1 can be linearised by introducing a Gaussian

integral over s allowing us to integrate s1 out and obtain:

Z =
4(k − 2)

π

∑
w,w′,n,n′∈Z
q,q̄,N,N̄

∫ 1

0
dt2

∫ 1

0
ds2 exp

[
2πit2(n− n′) + 2πis2(q̄ − q − n)

]

×
∫ 1

0
dt1

∫ ∞
−∞

ds

[
1

2is+ q + q̄ + 1 + k(w − t1)
− e−2πτ2(2is+q+q̄+1+k(w−t1))

2is+ q + q̄ + 1 + k(w − t1)

]
× exp

[
2πiτ1(n(w − t1) + n′(w′ + t1) +N − N̄)

]
× exp

[
−2πτ2

(
2s2

k − 2
− 1

4
+
n2

2k
− n′2

2k
+
k(w − t1)2

2
− k(w′ + t1)2

2
+N + N̄

)]
(8.2)

The integrals over t2 and s2 lead to the constraints n = n′ = q̄− q. Of the two integrals in

the second line, we change variables in the second as

s̃ = s+
i

2
(k − 2) , w̃ = w + 1 , Ñ = N + q , ˜̄N = N̄ + q̄ . (8.3)

This change of variables corresponds to a spectral flow if (8.1) is interpreted as the global

AdS3 partition function. Hence, the sum over (q, q̄, N, N̄) differs from that over (q, q̄, Ñ , ˜̄N)

only in the signs of zero mode contributions [3] (denoted P±,0 in (C.7a)) to (q, q̄). The factor

e−2πτ2(2is+q+q̄+1+k(w−t1)) is now completely absorbed into the new variables. However, the

3A similar remark has already been made by Eberhardt [16] in the tensionless limit.
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s̃ integral now runs along R + i
2(k − 2). This differs from the integral in the first term by

residues of poles in the strip enclosed by R+ i
2(k− 2) and R. Collecting these residues, we

obtain the net result:

Z = 8i(k − 2)
∑

w,w′,n,n′∈Z
N,N̄

δn,n′

∫ 1

0
dt1

{∫ ∞
0

ds ρ(s) exp

[
−2πτ2

(
2s2 + 1/2

k − 2

)]

+
∑
q,q̄

δn,q̄−q exp

[
−2πτ2

(
−2j(j + 1)

k − 2

)]
1
2
<−j= q+q̄

2
+ k

2
(w−t1)< k−1

2

}
× exp

[
2πiτ1(n(w − t1) + n′(w′ + t1) +N − N̄)

]
× exp

[
−2πτ2

(
n2

2k
− n′2

2k
+
k(w − t1)2

2
− k(w′ + t1)2

2
− 3k

12(k − 2)
+N + N̄

)]
(8.4)

Here, the second line corresponds to states of the discrete series. The first line is obtained

by combining the s and s̃ integrals over R and further combining the contributions from

positive and negative values of the integration variable. This denotes contribution from

the continuous series representations, whose density of states for a given quadratic Casimir

s2 + 1
4 is

ρ(s) =
1

πi
Re

[∑+

q,q̄

δn,q̄−q
2is+ q + q̄ + 1 + k(w − t1)

−
∑−

q,q̄

δn,q̄−q
2is+ q + q̄ − 1 + k(w − t1)

]
,

(8.5)

where the superscripts on sums indicate signs of zero mode contributions to (q, q̄). They

lead to divergences that need to be regularised [3] to obtain

∑
N,N̄

ρ(s) =
∞∑

P±,p,P
+
±,p,P

−
±,p=0

p∈{0,1,2,3,...}

{
ln ε

πi
+

1

4πi

d

ids
ln

[
Γ(1

2 − is+ |n+q′−q̄′|+q′+q̄′
2 + k

2 (w − t1))

Γ(1
2 + is+ |n+q′−q̄′|+q′+q̄′

2 + k
2 (w − t1))

×
Γ(1

2 − is+ |n+q′−q̄′|−q′−q̄′
2 − k

2 (w − t1))

Γ(1
2 + is+ |n+q′−q̄′|−q′−q̄′

2 − k
2 (w − t1))

]
+O(ε)

}
, (8.6)

where (q′, q̄′) denote the expressions (C.7a) for (q, q̄) void of the zero mode contributions

(i.e., P+,0 = 0 = P−,0).

We can now identify the J
(2)
±,0 eigenvalues J̃± (and J±) before (and after) spectral flow

respectively as
J̃+

J+

J̃−
J−

 =
k

2


− cosh θ+ sinh θ+ 0 0

− sinh θ+ cosh θ+ 0 0

0 0 − cosh θ− sinh θ−
0 0 − sinh θ− cosh θ−



w′ + t1 − n′

k

w − t1 + n
k

w′ + t1 + n′

k

w − t1 − n
k

 , (8.7)

where e−θ± = ∆∓ = r+ ∓ r−. This identification ensures that L0 ± L̄0 for primaries (i.e.,
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N = 0 = N̄) read off from (8.4) have exactly the forms

L0 − L̄0 =
1

k
(−J̃2

+ + J2
+)− 1

k
(−J̃2

− + J2
−) ,

L0 + L̄0 =
1

k
(−J̃2

+ + J2
+) +

1

k
(−J̃2

− + J2
−) +

2(s2 + 1
4)

k − 2
,

J± = J̃± −
k

2
Ω∆∓ , (8.8)

which are as expected from the classical result (6.3d) for a spectrally flowed primary. The

same expressions for L0 ± L̄0 were also obtained in the quantised CFT by Natsuume and

Satoh [7]. Along with the expected form of L0 ± L̄0, this identification also ensures the

following:

• The spectral flow parameter turns out to be Ω = −(w + w′) as is clear from

J+− J̃+ =
k

2

(
w + w′ +

n− n′

k

)
∆− , J−− J̃− =

k

2

(
w + w′ − n− n′

k

)
∆+ , (8.9)

using the constraint n = n′ appearing in (8.4). This constraint ensures that the

winding number along the non-compact t direction of the BTZ geometry is zero.

• While analysing geodesics on the BTZ geometry, we expressed the energy and angular

momentum of a geodesic as linear combinations (3.4) of WZW currents. Evaluating

these using the identification (8.7), we find that

kL̃ = −∆−J̃+ + ∆+J̃− = −n− k

2
(w + w′)J , (8.10a)

kẼ = −∆−J̃+ −∆+J̃− = −k
2

(w − w′ − 2t1) +
k

2
(w + w′)M , (8.10b)

where J = 2r+r− and M = r2
+ + r2

− are the black hole angular momentum and

mass, respectively. Setting Ω = −(w+w′) = 0 we observe that angular momentum is

quantised, while the energy is an arbitrary real number. This is exactly as expected

for geodesics on the BTZ geometry because the φ coordinate is 2π-periodic while the

t coordinate is non-compact. So, we may identify the states appearing in (8.4) with

w + w′ = 0 as those obtained by quantizing the geodesics of the BTZ black hole.

• As discussed previously, the energy and angular momentum of a solution twisted by

Ω units are related to those before twisting as in (6.7) and (6.9). The identification

(8.7) also reproduces these results

kL = −∆−J+ + ∆+J− +
k

2
ΩJ = −n = k

(
L̃− Ω

2
J

)
, (8.11a)

kE = −∆−J+ −∆+J− = −k
2

(w − w′ − 2t1)− k

2
(w + w′)M = k(Ẽ + ΩM) .

(8.11b)

Notice that it is the generator Qφ defined in (6.8) that is quantised rather than the

combination −∆−J+ + ∆+J−. Hence, our identification (8.7) is consistent with the

Noether ambiguity pointed out by Hemming and Keski-Vakkuri [10].
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• From our analysis of discrete symmetries in Section 5, we concluded a doubling of

continuous series representations relative to the discrete series. However, considering

winding strings and descendants as in Section 6, an identification similar to (6.6)

was found to be missing in the BTZ case. This revealed a doubling of discrete series

representations in BTZ relative to AdS3. Hence, it is satisfactory that our BTZ

interpretation of the AdS3 partition function follows without changing the relative

degeneracy between discrete and continuous series contributions in (8.4).

Having identified the physical quantum numbers (E,L), we can rewrite the density of states

(8.6) in terms of them as

∑
N,N̄

ρ(s) =
∞∑

P±,p,P
+
±,p,P

−
±,p=0

p∈{0,1,2,3,...}

1

4πi

d

ids
ln

[
Γ(1

2 − is+ |kL−q′+q̄′|+q′+q̄′
2 − k

2 (E − Ω
2 (M − 1)))

Γ(1
2 + is+ |kL−q′+q̄′|+q′+q̄′

2 − k
2 (E − Ω

2 (M − 1)))

×
Γ(1

2 − is+ |kL−q′+q̄′|−q′−q̄′
2 + k

2 (E − Ω
2 (M − 1)))

Γ(1
2 + is+ |kL−q′+q̄′|−q′−q̄′

2 + k
2 (E − Ω

2 (M − 1)))

]
, (8.12)

where we have set ε = 0 after omitting the ln ε divergence for the sake of brevity. It is

interesting that this expression does not involve the black hole angular momentum J .

To summarise, we have shown that the primaries (states with N = 0 = N̄) read off

from the partition function (8.1) are in one-to-one correspondence with quantised geodesics

on the BTZ black hole and string worldsheets winding around its φ direction, obtained by

twisting the geodesics.

Now, let us consider the states with non-zero (N, N̄). As described in Appendix C,

the quantum numbers (N, N̄) and (q, q̄) arise from expansion of the factor |ϑ1|−2 present

in (8.1). This factor includes six terms – three holomorphic and three anti-holomorphic

– along with two factors that contribute only to (q, q̄) but not (N, N̄). In what follows,

we attempt to understand these quantum numbers using the vertex operator constructions

proposed in [17, 18].

8.2 Vertex operators

We begin this section with a brief review of the free field realisation of ŝl(2)k introduced by

Satoh [17]. Then, we describe the vertex operators written by Satoh [17] and Hemming [18],

corresponding to the primary states read off from the partition function. We shall use these

vertex operators to propose an interpretation for the quantum numbers (q, q̄, N, N̄) and

therefore the factor |ϑ1|−2 appearing in (8.1).

The free field realisation of the ŝl(2)k algebra provided by Satoh [17] consists of three

chiral bosonic fields Xa (with a ∈ {0, 1, 2}) satisfying OPEs

Xa(z)Xb(w) ∼ −ηab ln(z − w) , ηab = diag(−1, 1, 1) . (8.13)
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The holomorphic ŝl(2)k algebra in hyperbolic basis (see Appendix A) and its Sugawara

stress tensor is realised in terms of these fields as

iJ
(±)
+ = e

∓
√

2
k

(X0−X1)

(√
k

2
∂X0 ∓

√
k − 2

2
∂X2

)
, (8.14a)

iJ
(2)
+ =

√
k

2
∂X1 , (8.14b)

T++ = −1

2
ηab∂Xa∂Xb −

1√
2(k − 2)

∂2X2 . (8.14c)

Using this free field realisation, we may verify that the holomorphic vertex operator

V C
j,J̃+,J+

= exp

[(
iJ̃+X0 − iJ+X1

)√2

k
+ jX2

√
2

k − 2

]
(8.15)

has L0 eigenvalue −j(j+1)
k−2 + 1

k (−J̃2
+ +J2

+) and J
(2)
+,0 eigenvalue J+. Thus, the vertex operator

V C
− 1

2
+is,J̃+,J̃+− k2 Ω∆−

corresponds to the holomorphic part of a state obtained by a twist of

Ω units from a continuous series state with J
(2)
±,0 eigenvalues J̃±.

On the other hand, the interchange X0 ↔ iX2 yields another free field realisation of

the same ŝl(2)k algebra. It was pointed out by Hemming [18] that this realisation can be

used to write the vertex operators V D
j,J̃+,J+

corresponding to holomorphic parts of discrete

series states. These are obtained from (8.15) by the same interchange X0 ↔ iX2.

Similarly, we may use anti-holomorphic parts X̃a (with a ∈ {0, 1, 2}) of the bosonic

fields to obtain a free field realisation of the anti-holomorphic current algebra and corre-

sponding vertex operators. The vertex operators corresponding to states read off from the

partition function (8.1) are then Vj,J̃+,J+
Ṽj,J̃−,J− with

J̃± =
k
2 (w − w′ − 2t1)± n

2∆∓
− k

4
(w + w′)∆∓ , J± = J̃± +

k

2
(w + w′)∆∓ . (8.16)

We shall use this to propose an interpretation of the denominator |ϑ1|2 appearing in (8.1).

To begin with, the factors in |ϑ1|−2 do not represent the modes (J
(2)
±,n≤0, J

(+)
±,n<0, J

(−)
±,n<0).

If this were the case, then the hyperbolic basis commutation relations (A.7b) would imply

that they contribute (iq, iq̄) additively to (J
(2)
+,0, J

(2)
−,0) eigenvalues, without any (∆−,∆+)

factors. Instead they contribute ± q̄−q
2∆∓

to J
(2)
±,0 eigenvalues as is clear from (8.16) and the

constraint n = q̄ − q from (8.4). Furthermore, the second line of (8.4) makes it clear

that the factor |ϑ1|−2 also contributes − q+q̄
2 to j-values of the discrete series. Hence, the

denominator |ϑ1|2 has to be interpreted differently for states of the discrete and continuous

series.

An interpretation of the factors in |ϑ1|−2 that is consistent with these observations is

as follows. In terms corresponding to the continuous series in (8.4), the six factors in the

infinite product from |ϑ1|−2 can be attributed to the operators

J
(2)
+,−p , A±+,−p = J

(2)
+,−pV

C
0, ∓1

2∆−
, ∓1
2∆−

Ṽ C
0, ±1

2∆+
, ±1
2∆+

, (8.17a)

J
(2)
−,−p , A±−,−p = J

(2)
−,−pV

C
0, ±1

2∆−
, ±1
2∆−

Ṽ C
0, ∓1

2∆+
, ∓1
2∆+

, (8.17b)
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for each p ∈ {1, 2, 3, ...}. These operators contribute to both (q, q̄) and (N, N̄). On the

other hand, the two factors in |ϑ1|−2 that diverge as s1, s2 → 0 are due to

A+
+,0 = V C

0, −1
2∆−

, −1
2∆−

Ṽ C
0, 1

2∆+
, 1
2∆+

, A+
−,0 = V C

0, 1
2∆−

, 1
2∆−

Ṽ C
0, −1

2∆+
, −1
2∆+

. (8.18)

These operators contribute only to J
(2)
±,0 (via q and q̄) and not to L0 ± L̄0, just like the

corresponding factors in |ϑ1|−2. This interpretation reproduces the exact degeneracies of

(q, q̄) and (N, N̄) as they appear in (8.4). To see this, note that the contribution of these

operators to J̃± and J± is precisely ∓ q−q̄
2∆∓

where

q = #A+
+,0 +

∞∑
p=1

(#A+
+,−p −#A−+,−p) , (8.19a)

q̄ = #A+
−,0 +

∞∑
p=1

(#A+
−,−p −#A−−,−p) , (8.19b)

and their contribution to (N, N̄) is also as expected from the expansion of |ϑ1|−2 (see

Appendix C) viz.,

N =
∞∑
p=1

p(#J
(2)
+,−p + #A+

+,−p + #A−+,−p) , (8.20a)

N̄ =

∞∑
p=1

p(#J
(2)
−,−p + #A+

−,−p + #A−−,−p) . (8.20b)

Comparing expressions (8.19) and (8.20) with (C.7) confirms that our interpretation re-

produces degeneracies appearing in the partition function.

As already explained, the same interpretation does not apply to |ϑ1|−2 multiplying

terms corresponding to the discrete series in (8.4). The various factors in |ϑ1|−2 are now

to be interpreted as arising due to the following operators

J
(2)
+,−p , A±+,−p = J

(2)
+,−pV

D
∓1
2
, ∓1
2∆−

, ∓1
2∆−

Ṽ D
∓1
2
, ±1
2∆+

, ±1
2∆+

, (8.21a)

J
(2)
−,−p , A±−,−p = J

(2)
−,−pV

D
∓1
2
, ±1
2∆−

, ±1
2∆−

Ṽ D
∓1
2
, ∓1
2∆+

, ∓1
2∆+

, (8.21b)

A+
±,0 = V D

−1
2
, ∓1
2∆−

, ∓1
2∆−

Ṽ D
−1
2
, ±1
2∆+

, ±1
2∆+

, (8.21c)

for each p ∈ {1, 2, 3, ...}. This interpretation correctly ensures the appearance of q+q̄
2 in the

discrete series j-values.

In summary, we have shown that the AdS3 partition function (8.1) contains quantised

geodesics of the BTZ black hole and states obtained by twisting them. The same partition

function also captures the doubling of the continuous series and the non-degeneracy of the

discrete series. In addition, we have also shown that the spectrum of primaries agree with

vertex operator constructions. All in all, this makes a strong case that the AdS3 states

carry over into the BTZ spectrum.
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8.3 Comparison with AdS3

The partition function (8.1) is exactly the one written by Israel et al. [5] for AdS3. So, let

us examine the difference in interpretation that also revels the BTZ spectrum it encodes.

The conformal weights for global AdS3, where the elliptic timelike component J
(0)
±,0 (see

Appendix A) is diagonalised, can be written as

L0 − L̄0 =
1

k
(J̃2

+ − J2
+)− 1

k
(J̃2
− − J2

−) ,

L0 + L̄0 =
1

k
(J̃2

+ − J2
+) +

1

k
(J̃2
− − J2

−) +
2(s2 + 1

4)

k − 2
,

J± = J̃± ±
k

2
Ω , (8.22)

where J̃± (and J±) now denote J
(0)
±,0 eigenvalues before (and after) spectral flow by Ω units.

Comparing this with the coefficients of 2πiτ1 and −2πτ2 in the exponent of (8.4) we find:

J̃+ =
k

2

(
w − t1 +

n

k

)
, (8.23a)

J+ = −k
2

(
w′ + t1 −

n′

k

)
, (8.23b)

J̃− = −k
2

(
w − t1 −

n

k

)
, (8.23c)

J− =
k

2

(
w′ + t1 +

n′

k

)
. (8.23d)

This is the correct identification because it reproduces the correct quantisation of spacetime

currents. The spectral flow parameter as calculated from both J+− J̃+ and J−− J̃− match

and turn out to be Ω = −(w + w′). This follows after using the constraint n = n′, which

implies that there is no winding along the time direction of AdS3 in global coordinates.

Now, we may verify that for states with w+w′ = 0, the AdS3 energy J̃+−J̃− is an arbitrary

real number while the angular momentum J̃+ + J̃− is quantised.

It is important that the direction conjugate to the current (J
(0)
+ , J

(0)
− ) in the AdS3

geometry is not the direction conjugate to (J
(2)
+ , J

(2)
− ), along which the BTZ orbifolding

has been performed. We claim that this is reflected in the fact that there is no choice of

θ+, θ− ∈ C that can be used in (8.7), to get the AdS3 currents (8.23). Instead, the matrix

in (8.7) needs to be replaced by a rotation matrix as in (8.23), to obtain the AdS3 currents.

9 Summary and Discussion

In this work, we revisited the spectrum of the BTZ black hole CFT first discussed in [7],

starting with a careful study of the geodesics. The space of classical solutions, appropriately

quantised, will provide a basis of states to construct the current algebra representations.

We first identified conditions on solutions that restrict them to regions of the BTZ

geometry without CTCs. Such a condition should be necessary because in regions with

CTCs, the time coordinate ceases to be single-valued on the worldsheet. This will prevent a

lightcone gauge choice and hence lead to difficulties in constructing a well-defined spacetime

spectrum.
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The continuous series states include worldsheets that reach the boundary of AdS3 and

thus represent operators of the dual CFT. It will be interesting to explore these operators

in a putative dual such as the symmetric product CFT. The classical analysis revealed

natural time scales associated with these geodesics, which could be expressed in terms of

the currents. Therefore, we can expect that these time scales appear in the correlators of

the corresponding operators in the dual CFT. This may lead to insights about the black

hole interior [19, 20].

Lifting the geodesics to classical solutions of the SL(2,R) WZW model revealed more

discrete symmetries of the space of geodesics than the ones obvious from the BTZ point

of view. The study of discrete symmetries was used to predict multiplicities of quantum

numbers in the quantised sigma model on the BTZ background. Among the discrete

symmetries was multiplication by −I. It revealed a classical version of the doubling [6] of

continuous series representations of SL(2,R) in the hyperbolic basis. A similar doubling

was also found in the 2-dimensional Lorentzian black hole [4]. In that context, however,

it was time-reversal symmetry that motivated this doubling. Another important discrete

symmetry was (r2 − r2
+, t) ↔ (r2

− − r2, φ). As proposed by Natsuume and Satoh [7],

orbifolding with respect to this T-duality could be interpreted as truncating the BTZ

geometry to exclude the region with closed timelike curves.

We also studied solutions of the sigma model obtained by twisting the geodesics. We

noted that solutions obtained by twisting geodesics that do not explore the region with

CTCs remain in the causally sound region. Also, the β < 0 condition was invariant under

twisting once the Noether ambiguity was taken into account. However, β < 0 is too strong

a constraint to impose on all solutions because many winding strings obtained by twisting

spacelike geodesics do not satisfy β < 0; yet, they stay out of the region with CTCs and

may also satisfy Virasoro conditions.

While studying twisted sectors, we also noted that the highest weight discrete series

does not map to another lowest weight discrete series under spectral flow in the hyperbolic

basis. This is unlike the case in AdS3 and implies a doubling of the discrete series, just like

the continuous series. This fits nicely with the fact that BTZ states may be read off from

the AdS3 partition function without changing the relative contributions to the partition

function from continuous and discrete series representations.

The quantum spectrum of the BTZ geometry is expected to contain states obtained by

quantising the geodesics. These were already identified through a coset construction by [7].

We then showed that the partition function of the AdS3 sigma model as constructed in [5]

contains all the states identified classically. Expanding this partition function in a q-series,

we showed that it is possible to reinterpret the quantum numbers of primaries read off from

this expansion to match those calculated by Natsuume and Satoh [7]. This interpretation

reproduced correct geometric features of the spectrum, such as angular momentum quan-

tisation and the absence of winding around the non-compact direction. We also verified its

consistency with the Noether ambiguity [10] encountered in the study of twisted sectors.

The descendants of these primaries and their degeneracies could also be understood using

free field realisations of the ŝl(2)k algebra introduced by Satoh and Hemming [17, 18].

The fact that the same partition function could describe two distinct spacetimes de-
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serves some comment. The BTZ interpretation required the introduction of spacetime

moduli r± defining the black hole. This differed from its usual AdS3 interpretation in

an essential way – the target space isometry currents were related to quantum numbers

appearing in the partition function by a boost in the former case and by a rotation in the

latter.

However, the partition function includes discrete series primaries (even in the untwisted

sector) corresponding to geodesics that explore the region with CTCs. This unsavoury

situation could mean that the actual set of states is a subset, perhaps restricted by the

β < 0 condition. If so, the internal CFT will have to be chosen so that primaries with

β > 0 are not physical. In this context, it is instructive to examine the wavefunctions

for scalar fields near the BTZ singularity r2 = 0. It is easy to show that the relevant

eigenvalue problem reduces to ( d2

dy2 − 4M
J2

d
dy + 4

J4β)Φ = 0 (where y = r2) near r2 = 0. If

β < 0, this only has exponential solutions Φ±(y) ∝ exp[ 2y
J2 (M ±

√
M2 − β)] which can be

interpreted to mean that there is no probability current (at the level of spacetime QFTs)

into or from the region r2 < 0. One can expect that the tensor product of such exponential

wavefunctions will give only exponentials. Thus, the OPE of such representations in the

CFT will also close among themselves. This is perhaps satisfactory. Of course, we have to

check that the level matching condition suffices to ensure that OPEs are single-valued on

the worldsheet.

Alternatively, we may orbifold the spectrum read off here by the T-duality symmetry

as proposed in [7]. It will be interesting to study the target space interpretation of pri-

maries twisted under T-duality. We also wonder if this orbifold involves a projection onto

discrete energy (and angular momentum) eigenvalues, similar to those appearing in Satoh’s

proposal [17]. This proposal was constructed by starting with states having J+ = ±J−. As

we already observed, one set of such timelike geodesics (3.12) does not necessarily satisfy

β < 0 and hence, may pass into the region with CTCs. Finally, a more radical conclusion

could be that the regions containing CTCs are tolerated in string theory.

A more technical question is whether it is possible to rewrite the proposed partition

function (8.1) (or propose another modular invariant spectrum) in a manner that replaces

|ϑ1|−2 with its analytic continuation natural to ŝl(2)k in the hyperbolic basis. Interestingly,

one possible answer to this question arises from a double Wick rotation from AdS3 to BTZ.

Consider the global parametrisation exp[ iσ2
2 (tg+φg)] exp(ρσ3) exp[ iσ2

2 (tg−φg)] of AdS3.

Here, φg denotes a 2π-periodic angular coordinate and tg denotes a non-compact timelike

coordinate. Now, decompactify the φg direction4 and then perform the double Wick rota-

tion:

(φg, tg) = (it̂, iφ̂) ,
t̂ = r+t− r−φ ,

φ̂ = r+φ− r−t .
(9.1)

Under this double Wick rotation, the action (hence, metric and B-field) of the SL(2,R)

WZW model transforms into that of the BTZ sigma model (A.1). Also, the 2π-periodicity

4The AdS3 metric ds2 = −dt2g+dρ2+ρ2dφ2
g for small ρ is that of plane parametrised by polar coordinates

(ρ, φg). Hence, decompactifying φg maps the single point ρ = 0 to an entire line parametrised by φg.
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of the BTZ angular coordinate φ implies the compactification (equivalently, a Z orbifold)

(φ̂, t̂) ∼ (φ̂, t̂) + (2πr+,−2πr−) . (9.2)

As a result, one may expect that the BTZ partition function is obtained by setting the

temperature and chemical potential in the thermal AdS3 partition function obtained by

Maldacena et al. [3] to be (β, µβ) = (2πr+,−2πir−). This results in the following modular

invariant

ZWickRotated = r+

√
k − 2

τ2

∑
m,n∈Z

e
−πk
τ2
r2
+|nτ−m|2+ 2π

τ2
(r+(nτ1−m)−ir−nτ2)2

ϑ1(−i∆−(nτ −m)|τ)ϑ̄1(i∆+(nτ̄ −m)|τ̄)
. (9.3)

In contrast to the partition function (8.1), notice that the denominator ϑ1 and ϑ̄1 have

purely imaginary arguments for τ ∈ R. This is natural to the hyperbolic basis for the

following reason. Just like the global coordinates (tg +φg, tg−φg), the arguments of ϑ1 and

ϑ̄1 are chemical potentials conjugate to zero modes (J
(0)
+,0, J

(0)
−,0) of the elliptic generator.

So, the double Wick rotation (9.1) maps them to chemical potentials conjugate to the

hyperbolic generator. This allows us to interpret the sum in (9.3) as a sum over twists and

shifts, that would naturally arise from the orbifolding condition (2.3) that defines the BTZ

black hole.

Exactly as in the case of thermal AdS3 [3], the contribution −πk
τ2
r2

+|nτ −m|2 to the

exponential is the zero mode WZW action for the sector with φ(z+ 2π, z̄+ 2π) = φ(z, z̄) +

2πn and φ(z + 2πτ, z̄ + 2πτ̄) = φ(z, z̄) + 2πm. We may attempt to expand this modular

invariant as a q-series to read off the spectrum it encodes. If r− were purely imaginary, this

simply reveals the spectrum of a CFT with thermal AdS3 target space having (β, µβ) =

(2πr+,−2πir−). However, for purely real r−, it is not clear to us how an expansion that

reveals the Lorentzian BTZ spectrum can be performed.

Finally, it will of be some interest to study the spacetime modular transformation [9]

between Euclidean BTZ and thermal AdS3 in terms of the partition functions (8.1) and

(9.3).

A The SL(2,R) WZW model

In this appendix, we present the details of the SL(2,R) WZW model to clarify our con-

ventions. The action for this model is given by

SWZW[g] =
k

8π

∫
dτ dσ

√
−hTr

(
∂a g

−1∂a g
)

+ k ΓWZ[g] , (A.1)

ΓWZ[g] = − 1

12π

∫
εabc Tr

(
∂ag g

−1∂bg g
−1∂cg g

−1
)
. (A.2)

Here, the trace is calculated in the 2-dimensional representation of SL(2,R).

We chose the normalisation of SL(2,R) generators such that Tr(τaτ b) = 1
2η

ab and

where ηab = diag(−1, 1, 1). More specifically, τ0 = iσ2

2 , τ1 = σ1

2 and τ2 = σ3

2 . The WZW

currents are defined as J+ = −k∂+g g
−1 and J− = kg−1 ∂−g. Here, ∂± denote derivatives
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with respect to worldsheet lightcone coordinates x± = τ ± σ. The equations of motion

that follow from (A.1) are ∂±J∓ = 0. The components J
(a)
± of currents are defined by

J
(a)
± = Tr(τaJ±) and J

(±)
+ = J

(0)
+ ± J (1)

+ . The stress tensor (defined as Tab = −4π√
−h

δSWZW

δhab
)

turns out to be T±± = 1
kηabJ

(a)
± J

(b)
± in terms of the currents. In the +D+

1 charts (2.5), the

WZW action evaluates to

SWZW[g] =
−k
2π

∫
dx+ dx−

[
(r2
− + r2

+ − r2)∂+t∂−t+
r2∂+r∂−r(

r2 − r2
−
) (
r2 − r2

+

) + r2∂−φ∂+φ

− r−r+(∂−t∂+φ+ ∂−φ∂+t) +
(
r2 − r2

+

)
(∂+φ∂−t− ∂+t∂−φ)

]
, (A.3)

and the components of currents to be diagonalised upon quantisation are expressed as

J
(2)
+ =

−k
r+ − r−

[
∂+φ

(
r2 − r+r−

)
+ ∂+t

(
r2

+ + r2
− − r+r− − r2

)]
, (A.4a)

J
(2)
− =

k

r+ + r−

[
∂−φ

(
r2 + r+r−

)
+ ∂−t

(
r2 − r2

+ − r2
− − r+r−

)]
. (A.4b)

From the equations of motion, it follows that the currents J+ and J− evaluated along

a classical solution are purely left- and right- moving, respectively. Hence, they admit the

following mode expansions in terms of worldsheet lightcone coordinates:

J
(a)
+ =

∑
n∈Z

J
(a)
+,n e

−inx+
J

(a)
− =

∑
n∈Z

J
(a)
−,n e

−inx− (A.5)

Expressing the components in terms of the coordinates (r, t, φ) and their corresponding

momenta (each, indexed by the worldsheet coordinate σ) allows us to compute the following

equal-τ Poisson brackets{
J

(2)
+ (·, σ), J

(2)
+ (·, σ′)

}
= πk∂σδ(σ − σ′) , (A.6a){

J
(2)
+ (·, σ), J

(±)
+ (·, σ′)

}
= ∓2πJ

(±)
+ (·, σ′)δ(σ − σ′) , (A.6b){

J
(+)
+ (·, σ), J

(−)
+ (·, σ′)

}
= 4πJ

(2)
+ (·, σ′)δ(σ − σ′)− 2πk∂σδ(σ − σ′) . (A.6c)

We may Fourier transform these Poisson brackets evaluated along a classical solution and

then promote them to commutators via [·, ·] = i{·, ·}. This canonical quantisation results

in the ŝl(2)k algebra, expressed in the hyperbolic basis as[
J

(2)
+,n, J

(2)
+,m

]
=
k

2
nδn+m,0 , (A.7a)[

J
(2)
+,n, J

(±)
+,m

]
= ∓iJ (±)

+,n+m , (A.7b)[
J

(+)
+,n, J

(−)
+,m

]
= 2iJ

(2)
+,n+m − knδn+m,0 . (A.7c)

The right-moving current modes J
(a)
−,n also satisfy the same algebra.
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B Special cases

In this appendix, we shall consider some special cases of previous considerations, namely

the non-rotating (r− = 0) and the extremal (r+ = r−) black holes.

In the case of the non-rotating black hole, the BTZ identification becomes the axial

action by eπr+σ
3
. At the level of geodesics, we see that β = L2r2

+ > 0. Therefore,

all the timelike geodesics enter the region with closed timelike curves. We also observe

that ∆+ = ∆− which implies θ+ = θ− in the identification (8.7) of currents. With this

substitution, the interpretation of quantum numbers appearing in the partition function

follows without any change.

However, this is not the case with the extremal limit. Naive substitution of r− = r+

in the parametrisation (2.5) gives singular matrices. Further, substituting r+ = r− in the

currents evaluated along geodesics (say (3.9)) makes them singular. So, we need to proceed

with a little care. To realise the left and right SL(2,R) symmetries of the extremal BTZ

black hole, we need to parametrise SL(2,R) by charts such that the BTZ identification

φ ∼ φ+ 2π takes the form discussed in the work of Maldacena and Strominger [9]. Such a

chart is

e
1
2

(t+φ)σ+

(
− r+

ρ
1
2ρ

−ρ − ρ
2r+

)
e−r+(t−φ)σ3

, (B.1)

where σ± = σ1 ± iσ2 and ρ2 = r2 − r2
+. With this parametrisation, the energy E and

angular momentum L of a geodesic may be expressed in terms of the left parabolic generator

J
(+)
+ = 1

2Tr(σ+J+) and the right hyperbolic generator J
(2)
− evaluated along the geodesic as

J
(+)
+ = −k

2
(E + L) , J

(2)
− = −k

2

E − L
2r+

. (B.2)

Twisted sectors of the extremal case are also different from those of generic BTZ black

holes. The analogue of twisting (6.2) in the extremal case is

gΩ(τ, σ) = e
Ω
2
x+σ+

g̃(τ, σ)e−Ωr+x−σ3
, x± = τ ± σ , (B.3)

and components of the left current evaluated along the twisted solution are related to those

before twisting in a manner different from the r+ 6= r− case. In particular, the component

of the left current to be diagonalised upon quantisation retains its value after twisting

J
(+)
+ = J̃

(+)
+ , J

(+)
− = e−2r+x−ΩJ̃

(+)
− , (B.4a)

J
(−)
+ = J̃

(−)
+ + kΩ + 2Ωx+J̃

(2)
+ + (Ωx+)2J̃

(+)
+ , J

(−)
− = e+2r+x−ΩJ̃

(−)
− , (B.4b)

J
(2)
+ = J̃

(2)
+ + Ωx+J̃

(+)
+ , J

(2)
− = J̃

(2)
− − kr+Ω . (B.4c)

We may verify that the currents evaluated along the twisted solution also satisfy the same

Poisson brackets (A.7) as those evaluated along the solution before twisting.

The relation between values of the stress tensor evaluated along twisted and untwisted

solutions follows from (B.4); it is

T++ = T̃++ − ΩJ̃
(+)
+ , T−− = T̃−− − 2r+ΩJ̃

(2)
− + kr2

+Ω2 . (B.5)

– 28 –



This agrees with L0 ± L̄0 read off from the expansion (8.4), if we identify eigenvalues

(J+, J−) and (J̃+, J̃−) of (J
(+)
+ , J

(2)
− ) after and before spectral flow respectively as

J̃+

J+

J̃−
J−

 =
k

2


1
2 −

1
2 0 0

1
2 −

1
2 0 0

0 0 − cosh θ− sinh θ−
0 0 − sinh θ− cosh θ−



w′ + t1 − n′

k

w − t1 + n
k

w′ + t1 + n′

k

w − t1 − n
k

 , (B.6)

where e−θ− = ∆+ = 2r+. Notice that the matrix used has zero determinant. In this sense,

it is different from the generic BTZ case (8.7) as well as the AdS3 case (8.23). Exactly as

in those cases, we can verify that with this identification, the spectral flow parameter is

Ω = −(w+w′). The energy and angular momentum before and after spectral flow have the

same expressions (8.10) and (8.11) as the generic case, but with M = 2r2
+ = J . Hence, this

identification is consistent with angular momentum quantisation and allows the energy to

have an arbitrary real value. It is also quantitatively consistent with the Noether ambiguity

(6.8) discussed earlier.

C Free boson conformal blocks and the ϑ1-function

The free boson conformal blocks appearing in the partition function (8.1) are defined as

ζ

[
w

m

]
(k) =

√
k

τ2
exp

(
−πk
τ2
|wτ −m|2

)
. (C.1)

The ϑ1-function is defined as

ϑ1(v|τ) =
∑
p∈Z

eπiτ(p+ 1
2

)2+2πi(v+ 1
2

)(p+ 1
2

) . (C.2)

It can also be expressed (letting, q = e2πiτ ) as the infinite product

ϑ1(v|τ) = −2q1/8 sinπv
∞∏
p=1

(1− e2iπvqp)(1− qp)(1− e−2iπvqp) . (C.3)

To expand |ϑ1|−2 as a power series to obtain (8.2), we start with the product representation

1

|ϑ(v|τ)|2
=

(qq̄)−1/8

4 sin(πv) sin(πv̄)

∞∏
p=1

1

(1− qp)(1− q̄p)

× 1

(1− e2ivπqp)(1− e−2ivπqp)(1− e−2iv̄π q̄p)(1− e2iv̄π q̄p)
. (C.4)

Each factor in the product may be expanded into a geometric series. However, for the

series to converge, a different expansion needs to performed depending on Im(v). In the

partition function (8.1), we have v = s1τ−s2 with s1, s2 ∈ (0, 1) and hence 0 < Im(v) < τ2.

A convergent series expansion of the prefactor from (C.4) in this domain is

1

4 sin(πv) sin(πv̄)
=

e−2πs1τ2

(1− e2iπ(s1τ1−s2)e−2πs1τ2)(1− e−2iπ(s1τ1−s2)e−2πs1τ2)

= e−2πs1τ2

∞∑
P+,0,P−,0=0

e2iπ(s1τ1−s2)(P+,0−P−,0)e−2πs1τ2(P+,0+P−,0) .
(C.5)
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Its convergence follows from |e±2iπ(s1τ1−s2)e−2πs1τ2 | < 1 (for τ2 > 0). A similar expansion

can be used for each factor in the infinite product part of (C.4). These expansions will

converge because s1 < p ∈ {1, 2, 3, . . .}. The resulting expansion is

1

|ϑ(s1τ − s2|τ)|2
=

∑
q,q̄,N,N̄

e2πis2(q̄−q)+2πiτ1[s1(q−q̄)+N−N̄ ]−2πτ2[s1(1+q+q̄)− 1
4

+N+N̄ ] , (C.6)

where the sum
∑

q,q̄,N,N̄ is shorthand for a sum over P+
±,p, P

−
±,p (with p ∈ {1, 2, 3, . . .}) and

P±,p (with p ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .}), each ranging over {0, 1, 2, . . .} with (q, q̄) and (N, N̄) defined

as

q = P+,0 +
∞∑
p=1

(P+
+,p − P−+,p) , q̄ = P−,0 +

∞∑
p=1

(P+
−,p − P−−,p) , (C.7a)

N =
∞∑
p=1

p(P+,p + P+
+,p + P−+,p) , N̄ =

∞∑
p=1

p(P−,p + P+
−,p + P−−,p) . (C.7b)
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