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Abstract

In this paper, we discuss the quantization of an interesting model of Carlip
which appeared recently. It shows a way to associate boundary degrees of
freedom to the stretched horizon of a stationary non-extremal black hole,
as has been done in JT gravity for near-extremal black holes. The path
integral now contains an integral over the boundary degrees of freedom,
which are time reparametrizations of the stretched horizon keeping its length
fixed. These boundary degrees of freedom can be viewed as elements of
Diff(S1)/S1, which is the coadjoint orbit of an ordinary coadjoint vector
under the action of the Virasoro group. From the symplectic form on this
manifold, we obtain the measure in the boundary path integral. Doing a
one-loop computation about the classical solution, we find that the one-loop
answer is not finite, signalling that either the classical solution is unstable or
there is an indefiniteness problem with this action, similar to the conformal
mode problem in quantum gravity. Upon analytically continuing the field,
the boundary partition function we get is independent of the inverse temper-
ature and does not contribute to the thermodynamics at least at one-loop.
This is in contrast to the study of near-extremal black holes in JT gravity,
where the entire contribution to thermodynamics is from boundary degrees
of freedom.
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I Introduction

In recent years, the connection between dimensionally reduced four dimen-
sional near-extremal black holes and Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity [1],[2]
in two dimensions has been extensively explored in [3], [4],[5], [6], [7], [8],
[9] 3 . In particular, in many of these examples, the path integral for the
dimensionally reduced system becomes that of a boundary theory with ac-
tion which is a Schwarzian derivative of time reparametrizations (a review of
these developments can be found in [13]). These boundary degrees of free-
dom contribute non-trivially to the thermodynamics. In a very interesting
development, Carlip [15] has argued that under certain choice of boundary
conditions, the dimensionally reduced near-horizon region of an arbitrary
stationary non-extremal black hole also gives rise to a Schwarzian-like ac-
tion on the stretched horizon, treating the stretched horizon as a boundary.
The action differs from the usual Schwarzian action by a pre-factor. Never-
theless, it leads to the question of whether we can generalize results in JT
gravity for near-extremal black holes to stationary non-extremal black holes.
In particular, are there boundary degrees of freedom that can be associated
with the stretched horizon for a stationary non-extremal black hole similar
to near-horizon degrees of freedom for near-extremal black holes? Carlip’s
proposal can also be seen as a first step in this direction. Other approaches
to flat space JT gravity can be found in [14].

In this paper, we analyze and attempt to quantize two boundary actions
corresponding to two different boundary conditions in Carlip’s paper. More
precisely, we are interested in obtaining one-loop corrections to the classical
actions. In the context of JT gravity and near-extremal black holes, one-loop
corrections to the Schwarzian action have been obtained and the Schwarzian
action was shown to be one-loop exact [16]. This used the fact that the
time reparametrization is an element of Diff(S1)/SL(2, R) which is the or-
bit of a particular coadjoint vector under the action of the Virasoro group
(the exceptional orbit). Thus Diff(S1)/SL(2, R) is a symplectic manifold
and there is a natural symplectic measure that can be used in the one-loop
computation. Further, results from mathematics (the Duistermaat-Heckman
formula) imply that the Schwarzian theory is one-loop exact. We argue that
in Carlip’s model, the boundary degrees of freedom can be seen as elements

3Connections between JT gravity and other nonsupersymmetric black holes have been
discussed in [10], [11]. Connections between near-extremal black holes and dimensionally
reduced higher derivative gravity are discussed in [12].
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of Diff(S1)/S1 which is the orbit of an ordinary coadjoint vector under the
action of the Virasoro group (the ordinary orbit). This is also a symplectic
manifold and we can use the symplectic measure on this manifold to compute
one-loop corrections to the classical solutions to Carlip’s actions. The mea-
sure depends on two constants, the coadjoint vector and the central charge.
When we attempt to compute the one-loop correction about the classical
solution, we find the correction is divergent due to Gaussian-like integrals
with the wrong sign. This is indicative of either the classical solution being
unstable, or a problem due to the indefiniteness of this particular boundary
action similar to the conformal mode problem in Euclidean quantum gravity.
Since the action has higher derivative terms, we are unable to find more than
one classical solution easily and therefore, it is not possible to determine if
this problem occurs for other classical solutions. However, we can certainly
do an analytic continuation of the perturbation to imaginary values, similar
to that done in Euclidean quantum gravity by Gibbons, Hawking and Perry
[31]. Upon doing this, we find that the correction to the partition function is
independent of β, the inverse temperature and thus, this correction does not
contribute to thermodynamics. This is different from that obtained in JT
gravity for the quantization of the Schwarzian action. There, the boundary
contribution was the only contribution and it had a non-trivial dependence
on the inverse temperature β. Thus we come to the conclusion that either
the classical solution is unstable or, doing the analytic continuation, the one
loop correction does not affect thermodynamics. There does not seem to be
any way for horizon degrees of freedom to contribute to the thermodynamics
of the non-extremal black hole in the way they do for near-extremal black
holes using the Schwarzian theory.

The outline of the paper is as follows: In section II, we summarize some
of the key assumptions and results of Carlip’s model to set the stage for
computations in following sections. In section III, we motivate and describe
how to quantize the boundary actions of Carlip from the previous section.
In section IV, we describe the reparametrizations of the stretched horizon as
elements of the ordinary orbit of a set of coadjoint vectors under the action of
the Virasoro group. This manifold is Diff(S1)/S1, which is symplectic. We
write the symplectic form on this space whose Pfaffian gives the symplectic
measure on this manifold. We use this measure while computing the one-loop
correction. In section V, we discuss the classical solutions to Carlip’s actions
and compute the classical contribution of the actions. In sections VI and
VII, we consider perturbations about the classical solutions and the one-loop

3



corrections. In section VIII, we discuss possible generalizations of this model
and quantization. In section IX, we discuss the dilaton as an external cou-
pling in the boundary action. Section X provides a summary and discussion
of the results in this paper. In Appendix A, we discuss classical solutions to
dilaton gravity. In Appendix B, we discuss the corrections to Carlip’s actions
coming from the induced metric computed using the exact two-dimensional
classical metric in spherically symmetric reduced gravity in comparison to
the flat metric as Carlip has done. The corrections are higher order in the
length of the stretched horizon (the small parameter in our problem), than
what we have considered in this paper. Appendix C deals with some technical
details of the symplectic form on the symplectic manifold. In Appendix D,
we write the one-loop corrections around an arbitrary classical solution. Fi-
nally, in Appendix E, we write results in zeta function regularization needed
to compute the one-loop corrections to the classical solution.

II Summary of results in Carlip’s work

We review certain assumptions and results in Carlip’s paper [15] to set the
stage for the computations in subsequent sections. Consider the general
metric of a D + 1 dimensional stationary black hole written in the form

ds2 = g̃abdx
adxb + φµν(dy

µ + Aa
µdxa)(dyν + Ab

νdxb) , (II.1)

Here, a, b = 0, 1 label the r − t plane while Greek indices run from 2,...,D-1
and label the coordinates transverse to the r-t plane. As shown by Carlip in
[17], the dimensionally reduced near-horizon action is

S =
1

16πG

∫

M

d2x
√
g {ϕR + V [ϕ]}+ . . . , (II.2)

where

ϕ =
√

| detφµν |. (II.3)

g̃ab = ϕ
−(D−3)
D−2 gab, (II.4)

and the scalar curvature in (II.2) is with respect to gab. The ellipses denote
the fact that the near horizon action has additional terms with Kaluza Klein
fields from the dimensional reduction. The action also has a (dimensionally
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reduced) Gibbons-Hawking-York (GHY) boundary term when the metric is
fixed at the boundary, given by

SGHY =
1

8πG

∫

∂M

dx
√
hϕK , (II.5)

The equations of motion arising from the near-horizon action (II.2) computed
in [17] are (ignoring matter-like fields which arise in dimensional reduction):

∇a∇bϕ− gab∇c∇cϕ+ (1/2) gabV = 8πGTab;

R + dV/dϕ = 0. (II.6)

Here, Tab is the matter stress-energy tensor corresponding to some other
fields which are decoupled from ϕ. In what follows, we will not consider
these other fields for simplicity, and our Tab = 0. We will also not consider
other fields arising from dimensional reduction in the analysis in this paper.
The contribution of some of these matter-like fields in the action is zero in
the case of dimensional reduction of the Schwarzschild or Reissner-Nordstrom
black holes. Further, when we go sufficiently close to the horizon, the terms
in the action involving the fields arising from dimensional reduction simpli-
fies considerably. For dimensionally reduced spherically symmetric gravity
V (ϕ) = 1

2
√
ϕ
, we have the general solution [18]

ds2E =
1

2

(

(r − r+)dτ
2 +

r2

r − r+
dr2

)

(II.7)

where ϕ = r2/4 and r+ = 2GM is the black hole horizon. Near the horizon,
this metric simplifies approximately to the flat metric.

In fact, sufficiently close to the horizon of any stationary, non-extremal
black hole, the two dimensional metric g̃ab is flat (Rindler) [17]. Consider
the Schwarzschild metric. The r − t plane part of the metric can be written
sufficiently close to the horizon as the flat metric in the form (II.9) below.
To see this, we Wick rotate the Schwarzschild time coordinate τ = it, and
change from the Schwarzschild radial coordinate r to ρ as

r = r+ +
1

2
κρ2, (II.8)

where κ is the surface gravity. Here, r+ is the radius of the horizon. τ , the
Euclidean time has been defined such that it is periodic with period β = 2π

κ
.
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So τ ∼ τ + β. We note that this differs from the τ in Carlip’s paper by a
factor. In his paper, the coordinate has period 2π. We then end up with the
flat metric

ds2 = dρ2 + κ2ρ2dτ 2 . (II.9)

This is not in contradiction with the equations (II.6) because sufficiently close
to the horizon, the dilaton is a constant and the potential V (ϕ) ∼ k where k
is a constant. Then the flat metric is indeed a solution to (II.6). Of course,
the metric receives corrections which are of O(ρ4), but to leading order in ρ
we can assume the metric to be (II.9). Also, in the Schwarzschild context,
sufficiently close to the horizon, this metric is g̃ab which differs from gab by a
conformal factor. The conformal factor is trivial at leading order in ρ due to
the boundary conditions we place on the dilaton, as we see below. In these
coordinates, the horizon is at ρ = 0. We now consider a stretched horizon in
the ρ− τ plane, given by the curve (ρ(σ), τ(σ)), where σ is a parameter with
range [0, 2π]. We denote the stretched horizon by ∆. Its length is

ℓ =

∮

ds =

∫ 2π

0

ε dσ with ε =
ds

dσ
=

(

ρ′2 + κ2ρ2τ ′2
)1/2

, (II.10)

Carlip chooses a parameter σ such that ε is constant on the stretched horizon.
This closely parallels how the boundary curve in the near-horizon region is
parametrized in JT gravity [3]. ε is taken small as the stretched horizon is
close to the actual horizon at ρ = 0. Crucially, Carlip also assumes ρ is O(ε)
while ρ′ is O(ε2).

If ϕ is a constant on the stretched horizon, it can be seen that the GHY
boundary term reduces to the leading entropy term - it is a constant. First,
we note that the classical solution for the dilaton in the bulk from (II.6) is
ϕ++k/4 (ρ2) when V (ϕ) = k. When V (ϕ) is more general, we can still have
the dilaton being ϕ ∼ ϕ++C (ρ2)+ .... for a large class of potentials and the
ellipses refer to terms with higher powers of ρ. We show this in Appendix
A (XII). We will only consider such potentials in this paper. This class of
potentials includes the dimensionally reduced gravity on the sphere.

In subsequent sections, where we consider the gravity path integral, we
will only consider variations of the dilaton where the dilaton is held fixed
at the boundary. We will consider the dilaton to be ϕcl + ϕ̃ where ϕcl is
the classical solution for the dilaton. We will fix the boundary value of the
dilaton to be the limiting value of the classical solution at the stretched
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horizon boundary so ϕ̃ = 0 on the boundary. This boundary value is ϕb =
ϕ++C (ρ2)+ ... evaluated at the stretched horizon. Note that if the potential
V (ϕ) = 0, then the boundary value of the dilaton is a constant ϕ+.

The relevant boundary term to be added with Dirichlet boundary con-
ditions on the induced metric and ϕ to make the variation of the action
well-defined is the GHY boundary term. We denote these boundary condi-
tions DD as both the dilaton and induced metric obey Dirichlet boundary
conditions. The GHY boundary term, to leading order in ε is

SDD =
1

8πG

2π

β

∫

∆

dτ ϕ

(

1− β2

4π2

[

1

2

τ ′′ 2

τ ′ 4
+

1

τ ′ 2
{τ, σ}

])

. (II.11)

Here, {τ, σ} is the Schwarzian derivative of τ , defined as

{τ, σ} =
τ ′′′

τ ′
− 3

2

τ ′′2

τ ′2
(II.12)

and primes refer to derivatives with respect to σ.
For ϕ constant, (i.e., when V (ϕ) = 0) the boundary GHY action reduces

to a constant. Therefore, for interesting boundary dynamics, we will have to
choose a potential V (ϕ) which is not zero. If we consider a general potential
V (ϕ) with classical solutions such that ϕ ∼ ϕ+ +C (ρ2) + .... then the form
of the boundary action (II.11) is universal at leading order in ρ. The GHY
boundary term (II.11) is obtained in [15] from the leading contribution to
the extrinsic curvature coming from the flat metric (II.9). For spherically
reduced gravity, which is what is relevant for the non-extremal black hole,
the next order correction to the extrinsic curvature coming from the exact
classical solution to dilaton gravity, the Schwarzschild metric, comes at order
ε3 as we show in Appendix B (XIII). The exact nature of the correction is
such that it does not affect the action evaluated at the classical solution nor
the one-loop corrections at the order we are considering. We also observe
that for the ϕb that we have chosen, to leading order, it obeys the differential
equation

ϕb = ϕ+ +
1

2
ρ∂ρϕ . (II.13)

If instead, in the variation of the action, ϕ and na∇aϕ are kept fixed at
the boundary (we denote this DN , for Dirichlet-Neumann), this necessitates
adding another boundary term to the action in addition to the GHY term.
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The total boundary term, evaluated at the stretched horizon is (to leading
order in ε, and upon using (II.13))

SDN =
1

8πG

2π

β

∫

∆

dτ ϕ+ − 1

16πG

∫

∆

dσ
β2

4π2

ε

τ ′ 2
∂ρϕ

(

4π2

β2
τ ′ 2 − {τ, σ}

)

.

(II.14)

We have assumed that the boundary value of ϕ is its classical value ϕb =
ϕ+ + Cρ2 + .... Then, ∂ρϕ = 2Cρ. Alternately, we can say that ∂ρϕ is fixed
to be that for the classical solution. Plugging this back in (II.14) and using
the fact that at leading order, ε ∼ ρτ ′, we get

SDN =
1

8πG

2π

β

∫

∆

dτ ϕ+ − 2C

16πG

∫

∆

dσ
β3

8π3

ε2

τ ′ 3

(

4π2

β2
τ ′ 2 − {τ, σ}

)

.(II.15)

Thus, we see that the boundary action at the stretched horizon has the
Schwarzian with a pre-factor 1

τ ′3
. The Schwarzian {τ, σ} has an SL(2, R)

symmetry - it is invariant under τ → aτ+b
cτ+d

where ad − bc = 1. However, we
see that the pre-factor breaks this symmetry both above in (II.15) and in
the GHY boundary term (II.11) relevant for the situation when we fix the
boundary metric. The action is now only invariant under τ → τ + c where c
is a constant.

III Quantizing the boundary action

One could now consider quantizing the theory given by the boundary action
(II.11) or (II.14) in the spirit of similar work in JT gravity. We motivate
such a computation further. Consider the bulk partition function in dilaton
gravity, where we set Dirichlet boundary conditions for the metric and the
dilaton at the boundary,

∫

[Dgab]

∫

[Dϕ]D[τ ]e
∫
d2x

√
g(ϕR+V (ϕ))eSGHY (III.16)

Here we have explicitly introduced an integral over the boundary degrees of
freedom, which are all configurations corresponding to time reparametriza-
tions of the stretched horizon. This is similar in spirit to what has been done
for near-extremal black holes. This is an integral over boundaries, keeping
boundary length fixed. The case when potential V (ϕ) = cϕ was studied
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in JT gravity. There, the path integral was simplified by considering the
contour for the dilaton integral to go on the imaginary axis [24]. Then, the
integral over the dilaton resulted in a delta function of the factor multiplying
the dilaton in the action. The justification given for this contour procedure
was that in the corresponding Lorentzian path integral, these configurations
were the dominant ones [25]. This important argument reduced the inte-
gral over the metrics to be a sum of constant curvature metrics. One was
then left with just the boundary degrees of freedom, i.e., the theory with
a Schwarzian action. The dilaton integral resulted in δ(R + 1/L2) in the
path integral, restricting the integral over metrics to be a sum over constant
negative curvature configurations. The case V (ϕ) = k is similar to the JT
gravity case, except now the integral over metrics reduces to a sum over zero
curvature configurations.

However, we are interested in more general V (ϕ) such as that in spheri-
cally symmetric reduced gravity. The integral over the dilaton and the met-
ric are no longer trivial as in JT gravity. We now use the background field
method. We consider the one-loop corrections about the classical solution
for the metric and dilaton in the bulk. So, gij = gclij + g̃ij and ϕ = ϕcl + ϕ̃
where the fluctuations in the metric and the dilaton vanish at the boundary.
Plugging this in the path integral (III.16), we see that the leading contribu-
tion from the boundary degrees of freedom comes from the boundary path
integral with classical values for the metric and dilaton,

∫

D[τ ]eSGHY (gcl,ϕcl). (III.17)

The near-horizon form of gcl is the flat metric to leading order in ε. Thus,
SGHY is the boundary action of Carlip corresponding to DD boundary con-
ditions, (II.11). We confirm this in Appendix B where we show that the
correction to the extrinsic curvature from taking the corrections to the flat
metric are higher order in ε than those considered in this paper.

There is also a subtle difference between the boundary path integral
(III.17) and what has been done in JT gravity for near-extremal black holes
[3] which we spell out clearly to avoid confusion. In the case of near-extremal
black holes, the integral over the dilaton in the bulk could be done exactly.
The integral over the bulk metric restricted the metric to have constant neg-
ative curvature. To compute SGHY , we need as input both the dilaton on
the boundary as well as the ambient metric in the bulk. Thus the ambient
metric in the boundary action was taken to be the anti-de Sitter metric. The
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boundary value of the dilaton was an external coupling and the correspond-
ing boundary path integral was also done exactly in the case when the dilaton
was a constant.

Here, our bulk one-loop computation implies that our boundary value
of the dilaton is what it is for the classical solution. This does depend on
ρ(σ) and thus changes as we change the boundary. This seems to be the
only way to find the leading contribution from the integral over boundaries
in the case when we cannot perform the bulk path integral exactly and have
to resort to one-loop approximations about the classical solution. We make
some comments on viewing the dilaton as an external coupling in section
IX. We will get a similar result with the path integral with DN boundary
conditions with ϕ and na∇aϕ kept fixed at the boundary with the boundary
action SDN given by (II.14), except that in the end, we will also have to
integrate over the length of the stretched horizon boundary, since it is not
held fixed.

With these motivations, we now quantize the boundary actions (II.11)
and (II.14). In particular, we will attempt to compute the one-loop correc-
tions to the classical solution for the time reparametrization in both cases.
For this, we first need the appropriate measure for integrating over τ(σ).
We show in the next section that the boundary path integral is an integral
on Diff(S1)/S1 which is a symplectic manifold. It is in fact an ordinary
coadjoint orbit of the Virasoro group (basics of these orbits are reviewed in
the next section). There is a corresponding symplectic form with an associ-
ated symplectic measure which we can use. This measure depends on two
numbers: the particular coadjoint vector whose orbit we are considering and
the central charge.

IV Reparametrizations of the stretched hori-

zon

Treating the stretched horizon as a boundary, as we have seen, the gravita-
tional action is not invariant under diffeomorphisms that change the bound-
ary. As ε is a constant on the boundary, ρ and τ are not both indepen-
dent. Further, ρ ∼ O(ε). Therefore, at leading order in ε, τ(σ) represents
reparametrizations of the stretched horizon, and the boundary action explic-
itly depends on it. The boundary action is invariant under a constant shift
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in τ which we can take as a rigid rotation since τ is periodic. Thus, we
can take τ(σ) as an element of Diff(S1)/S1 as for example in JT gravity
where the time reparametrization is an element of Diff(S1)/SL(2, R) [16].
In [16], Diff(S1)/SL(2, R) was the exceptional orbit of a certain coadjoint
vector under the action of the Virasoro group. Similarly Diff(S1)/S1 is the
ordinary orbit of a certain set of coadjoint vectors under the action of the
Virasoro group [19], [20]. Let us briefly review the salient features of coad-
joint vectors. Consider the Lie group Diff(S1). Its elements are monotonic
functions φ(θ + 2π) = φ(θ) + 2π, θ ∈ [0, 2π). The Lie algebra is given by
infinitesimal diffeomorphisms which are vector fields on S1, given by f(θ) d

dθ
.

Denote by D̂iff(S1) the Virasoro group, which is the central extension of
Diff(S1). Its Lie algebra is given by elements f d

dθ
− iafc denoted by (f, af )

where af is a real number multiplying the central element c. The commuta-
tor of two elements of this algebra is defined as (we follow the conventions of
[22] )

[f
d

dθ
− iafc, g

d

dθ
− iagc] = (fg′ − gf ′)

d

dθ
+

ic

48π

∫ 2π

0

dθ(fg′′′ − gf ′′′)(IV.18)

These are the adjoint vectors. Coadjoint vectors are defined to be linear
functionals acting on adjoint vectors. For the Virasoro group, they are given
by b(θ)dθ2+ itc̃, denoted (b, t) where c̃ is the central element of the coadjoint
representation and t is a real number. The action of a coadjoint vector (b, t)
on the adjoint vector (f, a) is given by the pairing

< (b, t), (f, a) >=

∫ 2π

0

dθbf + at. (IV.19)

The orbit of a coadjoint vector under the Virasoro group is given by how it
changes under a finite diffeomorphism. Let the inverse diffeomorphism be
φ(θ). Then the coadjoint vector transformation is

(b0, c) → (b(φ), c) = (b0φ
′2 − c{φ, θ}

24π
, c). (IV.20)

Here, {φ, θ} is the Schwarzian derivative of φ. For b0 6= −cn2

48π
where n

is an integer, we have the ordinary coadjoint orbits of the Virasoro group,
Diff(S1)/S1. The other orbits are referred to as exceptional orbits. The
first exceptional orbit b0 = − c

48π
is the manifold Diff(S1)/SL(2, R) . In
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JT gravity, the time reparametrization is an element of Diff(S1)/SL(2, R)
as the Schwarzian action is invariant under this symmetry. However, in the
gravitational boundary action, which is a Schwarzian multiplied by a pre-
factor, the pre-factor is not invariant under SL(2, R) transformations. So
the diffeomorphism can actually be viewed as an element of the ordinary
coadjoint orbit for b0 6= −cn2

48π
.

The fact that Diff(S1)/SL(2, R) is a coadjoint orbit under the action
of the Virasoro group was used by Stanford and Witten to prove that the
partition function of the Schwarzian theory is one-loop exact. Coadjoint
orbits are symplectic, and one can define a symplectic form on them. The
symplectic form is defined as follows: consider the adjoint vectors F1 =
(f1(θ), a1) and F2 = (f2(θ), a2). Consider the coadjoint vector (b, c). Let
X1 and X2 be elements of the tangent space to the orbit at b obtained from
diffeomorphisms F1 and F2 (the detailed action of the diffeomorphism on b
can be found in [19]). Then, the symplectic form ω on the coadjoint orbit is
given by

ω(X1, X2) = − < (b, c), [F1, F2] > (IV.21)

Following Stanford and Witten, we will consider σ(τ) to label points on
this coadjoint orbit, and write the symplectic form in terms of the inverse dif-
feomorphism τ(σ). The symplectic form on the coadjoint orbit Diff(S1)/S1

of a coadjoint vector b0 is

ω = −
∫ 2π

0

dσ[
c

48π

dτ ′ ∧ dτ ′′

τ ′2
+

4π2

β2
b0dτ ∧ dτ ′]. (IV.22)

Here, c is the central charge of the Virasoro algebra. The Pfaffian of ω is
the natural measure on a symplectic manifold. Our strategy is to compute
the ‘boundary path integral’ over τ(σ) with this measure and with Carlip’s
boundary actions. The measure depends on the constants c and b0. Before
we move on to the next section, we also revisit the result in [16] that the
Schwarzian theory is one-loop exact.

As is done in [16], let us consider an infinitesimal Diff(S1) transforma-
tion δσ = α(σ) under which we have δτ = α(σ)τ ′. This is a vector field Vα

on the space of functions τ . On the space of functions Diff(S1)/S1, we can
consider the interior product ιVα

ω. The task then is to find a function (the
Hamiltonian) Hα such that ιVα

ω = dHα. Stanford and Witten argue that
the integral

∫

[dτ ]Pf(ω)e(Hα/g2) (IV.23)
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is one-loop exact by the Duistermaat-Heckman formula [21]. Here Pf(ω) is
the Pfaffian of ω. It turns out that for the space of functionsDiff(S1)/SL(2, R)
which is the coadjoint orbit of a special coadjoint vector, the Hamiltonian
is precisely the Schwarzian action. The result implies that the path inte-
gral with the Pfaffian measure and the Schwarzian action is one-loop exact.
Stanford and Witten also give a proof based on fermionic localization for this
result.

To investigate whether we can obtain such a result in our case, we need to
find the Hα corresponding to the symplectic form (IV.22). We would like to
see if the boundary actions (II.11) or (II.14) are of the form Hα for some α.
We have not found a ready expression for Hα corresponding to the ordinary
orbits. So we compute it in Appendix C (XIV). Here, we merely give the
final answer.

Hα =

∫ 2π

0

dσα[
2c

48π
{τ, σ} − 4π2

β2
b0τ

′2]. (IV.24)

We note that this is not of the form of Carlip’s boundary action (II.11) or
(II.14) for any b0 and c despite the fact that τ(σ) can actually be viewed
as an element of the ordinary coadjoint orbit for b0 6= −cn2

48π
. However, the

one-loop Carlip boundary action (II.14) quadratic in fluctuations about the
classical solution is equal to (IV.24) evaluated about the classical solution
to quadratic order in fluctuations for a particular ratio b0

c
in the DD case,

and a different numerical constant for the ratio in the DN case. It would
be interesting to see if this implies that the higher loop corrections from the
fluctuation are zero. We may choose to fix the ratio b0

c
using this, however

many of our conclusions in the paper do not depend on the exact numerical
value of the constant b0

c
.

V The classical contribution to the boundary

path integral

Let us consider the boundary action of Carlip for DN boundary conditions,
where we fix ϕ and na∇aϕ on the boundary. This can be written as

SDN =
ϕ+

4G
+ SDNextra (V.25)
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where

SDNextra = − 1

16πG

∫

∆

dσ
ε

τ ′2
∂ρϕ

(

τ ′2 − β2

4π2
{τ, σ}

)

. (V.26)

For Dirichlet boundary condition on ϕ and on the metric we get

SDDextra =
ℓ

32π2G

∫

∆

dσ∂ρϕ
(

1− β2

(2π)2

( τ ′′2

2τ ′2
+

1

τ ′2
{τ, σ}

))

(V.27)

where ϕ+ is the value of ϕ at ρ = 0. At leading order in ρ, we have ϕ =
ϕ+ + ρ∂ρϕ or ϕ = ϕ+ + Cρ2 + .... Using ρ = ε β

2π
/τ ′ we get

SDNextra = − 1

g2

∫

∆

dσ
β

2πτ ′3

(

τ ′2 − β2

4π2
{τ, σ}

)

(V.28)

where the coupling constant in the action 1
g2

= 2Cℓ2

64π3G
. We can write the

action for DD case as,

SDDextra =
1

g2
β

2π

∫

∆

dσ
1

τ ′

(

1− β2

(2π)2

( τ ′′2

2τ ′2
+

1

τ ′2
{τ, σ}

))

(V.29)

The classical equation of motion (EOM) for τ in the boundary action SDNextra

is
(

− 1

τ ′2
+

β2

4π2

( 4

τ ′4
{τ, σ} − 3τ ′′2

2τ ′6

))′
= 0 (V.30)

It can easily be seen that τ(σ) = βσ
2π

is a solution to the above EOM. Actually
the classical solution can be any integer multiple of this solution. This will
correspond to multiple windings which we do not consider here. We can
also choose the reparametrization with the opposite orientation, which we
will not do. We will have more to say about this solution later. We now
compute the action evaluated at this classical solution. Only the first two
terms in the action Sboundary ( V.25) will contribute. In the DN case, the
corresponding contribution from the action evaluated at the classical solution
to the boundary path integral is denoted 4 ZDN

cls and we have

logZDN
cls = Scls

DN =
ϕ+

4G
− 2Cℓ2

32π2G
(V.31)

4With Carlip’s sign convention for the action, the partition function is defined as
∫

D[φ]eS[φ]. This is determined from Carlip’s action as the choice of sign yielding the
correct Bekenstein-Hawking entropy.
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This expression is obtained by substituting the value of the coupling constant.
Similarly, we can compute the EOM for DD boundary conditions and it can
easily be checked that τ(σ) = βσ

2π
is again the classical solution. Therefore,

the contribution from the classical solution in the boundary path integral in
the DD case is ZDD

cls , given by

logZDD
cls = Scls

DD =
ϕ+

4G
+

2Cℓ2

32π2G
(V.32)

This is as expected, ϕ|∆
4G

.

VI Perturbations around the classical solu-

tion

The perturbation around the classical solution is

τ(σ) =
β

2π
σ + λǫ(σ) (VI.33)

where ǫ(σ) is a perturbation about the classical solution and λ is a pertur-
bative parameter, which is of order of O(ε). For example one can choose5

λ =
√
Gℓ
β

, also notice that ǫ(σ + 2π) = ǫ(σ). Expanding the action (V.25) up
to quadratic order in ǫ gives,

SDNextra = − 1

g2

∫

∆

{

1− 2πλ

β
ǫ′ +

4π2λ2

β2
ǫ′2 +

10π2

β2
λ2ǫ′′′ǫ′

}

dσ. (VI.34)

We can write SDNextra = −2Cℓ2/32π2G+ SDN
ǫ , where we got the first term

by substituting the value of the coupling and

SDN
ǫ = −4π2λ2

g2β2

∫

∆

dσ
(

ǫ′2 +
5

2
ǫ′′′ǫ′

)

. (VI.35)

Now using the fact that ǫ is periodic in 2π, we can expand it in a Fourier
basis.

ǫ(σ) =
∞
∑

n=−∞
Cn exp(inσ). (VI.36)

5We will see that partition function will be independent of the choice of λ.
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Plugging this expansion in (VI.35), we get

SDN
ǫ = −4π2λ2

g2β2

∫

∆

{

∑

n,m

(

− nmCnCm +
5

2
m3nCnCm

)

exp i(n +m)σ
}

dσ.

(VI.37)
Using the identity

∫ 2π

0

exp i(n +m)σ dσ = 2πδn+m,0 (VI.38)

the equation (VI.37) becomes

SDN
ǫ =

(2π)3

β2

λ2

g2

n=∞
∑

n=−∞

(5

2
n4 − n2

)

CnC−n (VI.39)

We have already seen that τ(σ) = βσ/2π is the classical solution for SDDextra.
We can perturb the action about this classical solution as in equation (VI.33)
for SDNextra. Now if we take τ(σ) = β

2π
σ+λǫ(σ) and expand the action (V.27)

to quadratic order in ǫ, we will get

SDDextra =
2Cℓ2

32π2G
+ SDD

ǫ

=
2Cℓ2

32π2G
+

4π2λ2

g2β2

∫

∆

(

ǫ′2 − 2ǫ′′′ǫ′
)

dσ. (VI.40)

We can again write ǫ(σ) =
∑∞

n=−∞Cn exp(inσ), which will give

SDD
ǫ =

(2π)3λ2

g2β2

∑

n

(

2n4 + n2
)

CnC−n (VI.41)

Since ǫ is real, from (VI.36) we get

C−n = C̄n (VI.42)

where C̄n is the complex conjugate of Cn.

VII Calculation of 1-loop partition function

Let us now compute the boundary path integral at one loop about the clas-
sical solution in the DN case. We use the fact that the path integral is over

16



Diff(S1)/S1 which has the symplectic form (IV.22) whose Pfaffian will give
the symplectic measure. c is central charge and b0 is some constant coadjoint
vector. The one loop partition function for the DN case can written as,

ZDN
1−loop = ZDN

cls

∫ ∞
∏

n=1

λ2dCndC̄nPf(ω) exp
((2π)3λ2

g2β2

n=∞
∑

n=−∞

(5

2
n4 − n2

)

CnC−n

)

(VII.43)
The actual partition function for this case involves one more integral over
the length of the stretched horizon, which is not fixed for these choices of
boundary conditions. To get the measure we just have to calculate the Pfaf-
fian of the symplectic form. One can expand about the identity in Diff(S1)
i.e (τ = β

2π
σ + λ

∑∞
n=−∞Cn exp(inσ)). Calculation of ω about the classical

solution ( Cn = 0) will give,

ω = i
4π2λ2

β2

∑

n

c

24

(

n3 +
48πb0n

c

)

dCn ∧ dC−n. (VII.44)

where Pf(ω) for the above symplectic form is

Pf(ω) =
∞
∏

n=1

4π2

β2

( ic

24

)(

n3 +
48πb0n

c

)

. (VII.45)

n = 0 is a zero mode that we just omit from the measure as the path integral
is on Diff(S1)/S1. We can write the above equation as

Pf(ω) = Pf(ω)|β=2π

∞
∏

n=1

4π2

β2
=

β

2π
(Pf(ω)|β=2π). (VII.46)

After regularization, Pf(ω)|β=2π will give some quantity which depends only
on c and b0. This quantity is derived in appendix E (XVI). Now, let us
compute the partition function with the symplectic measure

ZDN
1−loop =

ZDN
cls β

2π

∫

(Pf(ω)|β=2π)
∞
∏

n=1

λ2dCndC̄n exp
((2π)3λ2

g2β2

n=∞
∑

n=−∞

(5

2
n4 − n2

)

CnC−n

)

(VII.47)
We can write CnC̄n as (CRe

n )2 + (CIm
n )2 and dCndC̄n as −2id(CRe

n )d(CIm
n ).

Let αDN =
ZDN
cls

β

2π
(Pf(ω)|β=2π. Then the partition function becomes

ZDN
1−loop = αDN

∫ ∞
∏

n=1

(−2iλ2)d(CRe
n )d(CIm

n ) exp
(16π3λ2

g2β2

n=∞
∑

n=1

(5

2
n4 − n2

)[

(CRe
n )2 + (CIm

n )2
])

(VII.48)
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We see from (VII.48) that we have ‘Gaussians with the wrong sign’, and
a divergent path integral 6. There are two possibilities: either we are dealing
with a unstable classical solution or with an indefinite action reminiscent
of the conformal mode problem in quantum gravity [31]. In Appendix D
(XV), we compute the one-loop action about a general classical solution in
the DN case (the DD case is similar). The sign of the one-loop part of the
action seems to depend non-trivially on the classical solution. But in that
Appendix, if the derivative of the classical solution τ ′c > 0 and the fluctuation
δτ can be expanded in Fourier modes, then the one-loop action has the wrong
sign. One trivial way that we can change the wrong signs is by choosing the
classical solution τ = − β

2π
σ, corresponding to changing the orientation of

the S1. But if we do this, and restrict to negative orientation τ , the leading
term in the partition function with the classical action will change sign and
the entropy will pick up a minus sign. In order to fix that negative sign,
we will have to change the convention for the path integral to

∫

D[φ]e−S[φ].
This will lead to the correct sign for the entropy but our Gaussians in the
one loop computation will again pick up the wrong sign corresponding to
opposite orientation τ(σ).

If the classical solution is unstable, it signals that we cannot ascribe
boundary degrees of freedom to the stretched horizon and obtain a finite
partition function as happens for the near-extremal black hole in JT gravity.
However, the problem we are facing could be due to the indefiniteness of the
action as well. Unlike the Schwarzian action in the case of near-extremal
black holes, the Carlip actions are not SL(2, R) invariant and there is no
scaling symmetry, so whether the orientation is positive or negative also
seems to affect the sign. If the problem has arisen due to the indefiniteness
of this action, then one can do an analytic continuation similar to Gibbons,
Hawking and Perry [31] — i.e., we can take the perturbations lying in this
space to be purely imaginary in order to make the path integral converge in
the one-loop approximation. This changes the relative sign between the one
loop correction and the classical action. Since such a computation is doable,
let us go ahead, do this and see what answer we get.

Therefore to make the above path integral convergent, we can take CRe
n →

6It was suggested to us by Steve Carlip that we could investigate instead, the action
for σ(τ) to see if we get finite one-loop fluctuations about the classical solution. We have
investigated this, but the problem persists with the action for σ(τ).
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iCRe
n and CIm

n → iCIm
n . This yields

ZDN
1−loop = αDN

∫ ∞
∏

n=1

(2iλ2)d(CRe
n )d(CIm

n ) exp
(

− 16π3λ2

g2β2

n=∞
∑

n=1

(5

2
n4 − n2

)[

(CRe
n )2 + (CIm

n )2
])

(VII.49)
The above equation can be thought of as a product of two Gaussian integrals
for each n. Also, note that λ2 will cancel out. Using standard Gaussian
integrals, we get

ZDN
1−loop =

ZDN
cls β

2π
(Pf(ω)|β=2π)

∏

n=1

(2iλ2)

∞
∏

n=1

{ g2β2

16π2λ2
(

5
2
n4 − n2

)

}

(VII.50)

Using zeta regularized product identities7(for details look at appendix E
XVI), we get

ZDN
1−loop =

ZDN
cls β

2π
µ exp

(

− log
(16π2

g2β2

)

ζ(0)−
∞
∑

n=1

log
(5

2
n4 − n2

))

(VII.51)

where,

µ = (Pf(ω)|β=2π)
∏

n=1

(2i) (VII.52)

ZDN
1−loop = #DN

ZDN
cls β

2π
µ

√

16π2

g2β2
. (VII.53)

The value #DN and µ is calculated in appendix E (XVI) using zeta function
regularization. We can put the value of g−2 to make the ℓ dependence explicit,

ZDN
1−loop = #DN

Zclsβ

2π
µ

√

2Cℓ2

4πGβ2
(VII.54)

If we substitute the value of µ, computed in appendix E (XVI), we get the
full partition function as 8,

ZDN
1−loop =

Zclsβ

2π

{ 1

4π sin
√
2π√
5

}(

i

√

2

b0
sinh

(

π

√

48πb0
c

))

√

2Cℓ2

4πGβ2
(VII.55)

7
∏

∞

n=1 λn = exp−ζ′λ(0) where ζλ(s) =
∑

∞

n=1 λ
−s
n .

8Depending on sign of b0,the µ have either a hyperbolic sine or sine. We have written
µ assuming b0 > 0, in the case b0 < 0 replace sinh with sin.
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.
Finally, we have to do an integral over ℓ, the length of the stretched

horizon, which is not fixed for DN boundary conditions. However, we will
not bother to do this, since we see that terms involving β cancel out in the
partition function, and it is independent of β. It therefore does not contribute
to thermodynamics. This is true whatever be the numerical value of the ratio
b0
c
— even with this ratio fixed, the partition function is only obtained up to

an overall constant factor, but it seems to be β independent whatever be the
numerical values of these constants. Following the same steps, we can write
the one loop partition function for DD boundary conditions,

ZDD
1−loop = ZDD

cls

∫ ∞
∏

n=1

λ2dCndC̄nPf(ω) exp
((2π)3λ2

g2β2

∑

n

(

2n4 + n2
)

CnC−n

)

.

(VII.56)
We have already computed the Pfaffian in (VII.46). We can write the above
equation as

ZDD
1−loop =

ZDD
cls β

2π
(Pf(ω)|β=2π)

∫ ∞
∏

n=1

λ2dCndC̄n exp
((2π)3λ2

g2β2

∑

n

(

2n4 + n2
)

CnC−n

)

(VII.57)

Let αDD =
ZDD
cls

β

2π
(Pf(ω)|β=2π. Then the partition function becomes

ZDD
1−loop = αDD

∫ ∞
∏

n=1

(−2iλ2)d(CRe
n )d(CIm

n ) exp
(16π3λ2

g2β2

n=∞
∑

n=1

(

2n4 + n2
)[

(CRe
n )2 + (CIm

n )2
])

.

(VII.58)
The above path integral again is divergent. Similar to the DN case, we can
analytically continue CRe

n → iCRe
n and CIm

n → iCIm
n in order to make the

path integral convergent. This yields

ZDD
1−loop = αDD

∫ ∞
∏

n=1

(2iλ2)d(CRe
n )d(CIm

n ) exp−
(16π3λ2

g2β2

n=∞
∑

n=1

(

2n4 + n2
)[

(CRe
n )2 + (CIm

n )2
])

.

(VII.59)
The above equation can be thought of as a product of two Gaussian integrals
for each n. Using standard Gaussian integrals, we get,

ZDD
1−loop =

ZDD
cls β

2π
(Pf(ω)|β=2π)

∏

n=1

(2i)

∞
∏

n=1

{β2g2

32π2

} 1

(n2(n2 + 1
2
))

(VII.60)
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Now, using zeta function product identities given in appendix E (XVI)

ZDD
1−loop = #DD

ZDD
cls β

8π3
µ

√

32π2

β2g2
(VII.61)

where µ is defined in the equation (VII.52). Substituting the values of µ and
#DD computed in appendix E (XVI), we get 9

ZDD
1−loop =

ZDD
cls

8π3

{ 1

4
√
2π

1

sinh π√
2

}(

i

√

2

b0
sinh

(

π

√

48πb0
c

))

√

2Cℓ2

2πG
(VII.62)

#DD is a numerical constant evaluated in appendix E (XVI). Notice that in
the equation (VII.54) and (VII.61) there is no explicit β dependence. So, after
the analytic continuation of the field, there is no nontrivial thermodynamics
obtained from the one-loop partition function for the boundary action with
the symplectic measure on Diff(S1)/S1. Further, it is imaginary due to the
analytic continuation. We conclude that there does not seem to be any way
of nontrivially associating boundary degrees of freedom for the non-extremal
black hole in such a way that it affects thermodynamics at least at one-loop.
This is very different from what has been obtained for the near-extremal
black hole where the Schwarzian describes boundary degrees of freedom in
the near-horizon region and the resulting partition function has a non-trivial
β dependence. Finally, we would like to add that it was pointed out to us by
Steve Carlip that if one was only interested in the β dependence, then one
could simply scale the Fourier mode Cn = βDn and then the β dependence
will go away both in the action and measure, so it is easy to see that Z is β
independent. This happens precisely because of the prefactors multiplying
the Schwarzian in the action (which is what is different to the near-extremal
case) as well as the choice of the symplectic measure.

VIII Changing the fundamental assumptions

of the model

As we saw, the one-loop computation about the classical solution does not
seem to affect thermodynamics. Here we will relax one of the assumptions

9Depending on sign of b0,the µ has sinh or sin. We have written µ assuming b0 > 0, in
the case b0 < 0 replace sinh with sin.
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in Carlip’s model. We analyze a general boundary action on the stretched
horizon. Instead of assuming ρ′ ∼ O(ε2), we assume ρ′ ∼ O(ǫ). Consider the
action obtained in [15]

Ibdry =
1

8πG

∫

∆

dσϕ
(

τ ′ −
(

1− ρ′2

ε2

)−1/2(ρ′

ε

)′)
(VIII.63)

As before,
ε2 = ρ′2 + κ2τ 2ρ2. (VIII.64)

Notice that when φ is constant, the action is just a total derivative. Also,
one can always choose the parametrization in such a way that ε is constant.
Using (VIII.64) we can write the action completely in terms of ρ and then
we can consider the action as a functional of ρ instead of τ .

Ibdry =
1

8πG

∫

∆

ϕ
(1

ρ

√

ε2 − ρ′2 − ρ′′
√

ε2 − ρ′2

)

(VIII.65)

The Euler Lagrange equation is

∂L
∂ρ

− d

dσ

∂L
∂ρ′

+
d2

dσ2

∂L
∂ρ′′

= 0 (VIII.66)

where L is Lagrangian for the action in (VIII.65).

∂L
∂ρ

=
1

8πG

(

∂ϕ
(1

ρ

√

ε2 − ρ′2 − ρ′′
√

ε2 − ρ′2

)

− ϕ

ρ2

√

ε2 − ρ′2
)

d

dσ

∂L
∂ρ′

=
1

8πG

(

−∂ρϕ
( ρ′2

ρ
√

ε2 − ρ′2
+

ρ′2ρ′′

(ε2 − ρ′2)3/2

)

+ϕ
( ρ′2

ρ2
√

ε2 − ρ′2
− ρ′′

ρ
√

ε2 − ρ′2

+
ρ′2ρ′′

ρ
√

ε2 − ρ′2
− ρ′′′ρ′

(ε2 − ρ′2)3/2
− ρ′′2

(ε2 − ρ′2)3/2

− 3ρ′2ρ′′2

(ε2 − ρ′2)3/2

))

(VIII.67)

d2

dσ2

∂L
∂ρ′′

= −
( ∂2

ρϕρ
′2

√

ε2 − ρ′2
+

∂ρϕρ
′′

√

ε2 − ρ′2
+

2∂ρϕρ
′2ρ′′

(ε2 − ρ′2)3/2

+
ρ′′2ϕ

(ε2 − ρ′2)3/2
+

ϕρ′ρ′′

(ε2 − ρ′2)3/2
+

3ϕρ′2ρ′′2

(ε2 − ρ′2)5/2

)
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When ϕ = Const. the action is a total derivative. So in the equation of
motion only the non-constant part of ϕ contributes. Now with ϕ = Cρ2+ ...,
it is easy to see that ρ′ = 0 is not the solution to the Euler Lagrange equation.
Moreover, one can check if we put ρ′ = α, where α is a non-zero constant,
then the Euler Lagrange equation reduces to

C
√

ε2 − ρ′2 − Cρ′2
√

ε2 − ρ′2
= 0 (VIII.68)

which implies ρ′ = ε√
2
is a solution to the equation of motion. But, notice

that this solution is not periodic in σ. The equations are complicated and it
is not possible to get a periodic solution by inspection.

IX Dilaton as an external coupling

What we have done so far has subtle differences from the corresponding
calculations in JT gravity for near-extremal black holes as in [3]. In those
calculations, first of all, the integral over the dilaton in the bulk path inte-
gral can be done exactly. In the boundary Schwarzian action, the dilaton
is therefore an external coupling that can be an arbitrary function of the
boundary coordinate. Different choices of this function change the saddle
points. For the dilaton being a constant, the boundary path integral can be
done exactly.

In our computation, since we are working with spherically symmetric
reduced gravity, the potential V (ϕ) is much more complicated, and we are
forced to do a one loop computation in the bulk. This also means that the
boundary value of the dilaton in the boundary action is whatever it is for
the classical solution, to leading order.

However, we now briefly discuss the Carlip boundary action with the
dilaton being an external coupling ϕ(σ) = ϕ+ + A(σ). If the dilaton is a
constant, the terms it multiplies in the action are a total derivative, so the
contribution of the part ϕ+ to the action just gives the Bekenstein Hawking
entropy. The reason for writing the external coupling in this fashion is to
explicitly display the entropy contribution.
Let us consider the Carlip’s action for the DD case before splitting up the
dilaton,

IDD
bdry =

1

8πG

∫

∆

dσϕ(σ)
(

τ ′ +
( τ ′′

τ ′2

)′)
(IX.69)
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In this whole section, for simplicity, we take β equals to 2π. Using ϕ =
ϕ+ + A(σ),

IDD
bdry =

ϕ+

4G
+

1

8πG

∫

∆

dσA(σ)
(

τ ′ +
( τ ′′

τ ′2

)′)
(IX.70)

It is easy to check that the equation of motion for the (IX.69) action is

ϕ′ + 2
(

ϕ′ τ
′′

τ ′

)′
+
( ϕ′

τ ′2

)′′
= 0. (IX.71)

We can now ask for what ϕ(σ) is τ ′ = 1 the classical solution of equation of
motion. This is true for ϕ solving the equation

ϕ′′′ = −ϕ′ (IX.72)

Apart from ϕ = ϕ+, the other solutions are sin σ and cosσ. In spherically
symmetric reduced gravity, the dilaton is positive (since it is like the squared
radius of the sphere). We do not have a nice interpretation for ϕ < 0. But
in principle, we can simplify the action for ϕ = sin σ (or cosine). However,
we do not straightforwardly have Gaussian integrals, and we have coupling
between adjacent Fourier modes. We will not have much more to say about
this case.

For more general ϕ(σ), let us consider the action for DD boundary con-
ditions.

IDD
bdry =

1

8πG

∫

∆

dσ
ϕ(σ)

τ ′

(

τ ′2 + {τ, σ} − 1

2

τ ′′2

τ ′2

)

(IX.73)

The action looks simpler written in terms of σ(τ) as the dynamical variable.

We use dτ(σ)
dσ

= 1
dσ(τ)
dτ

and {τ, σ} = −τ ′2{σ, τ}.
In terms of σ(τ), the action is

IDD
bdry =

1

8πG

∫

∆

dτϕ(σ)
(

1− {σ, τ} − 1

2
σ′′2

)

(IX.74)

In the above equation prime is a derivative with respect to τ . We can write
the above expression in the following form :

IDD
bdry = − 1

8πG

∫

∆

dτϕ(σ){σ, τ}+ 1

8πG

∫

∆

dτϕ(σ)
(

1− 1

2

σ′′2

σ′2

)

. (IX.75)

The first term is like the Schwarzian with external coupling ϕ(σ). It is not
easy to quantize either (IX.75) for σ(τ) or (IX.73) for τ(σ) in the presence
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of an arbitrary external coupling that is not a constant. However, one pos-
sible way is to first compute ZND, the partition function with fixed trace of
extrinsic curvature and induced metric, which is discussed for JT gravity in
([30]). Then the partition function we are after, ZDD can be obtained as the
inverse Laplace transform of ZND.

One can similarly ask what will happen to Carlip’s DN action (II.14)
when we switch the dynamical variable from τ(σ) to σ(τ). Using {τ, σ} =
−τ ′2{σ, τ} one can easily obtain

IDN
bdry =

1

8πG

∫

∆

dτϕ+ − ε

16πG

∫

∆

dτσ′∂ρϕ
(

1 + {σ, τ}
)

(IX.76)

where ϕ = ϕ+ + ρ∂ρϕ and prime denotes a derivative with respect of the τ
variable. In the DN case, ∂ρϕ is fixed on the boundary, and therefore one of
the choices is to make it constant. Now, with this choice, if we quantize this
action to one loop with either the τ(σ) variable or the σ(τ) variable, we find
that the one loop correction is divergent due to Gaussian-like integrals with
the wrong sign, exactly as what we saw in previous sections. Upon doing
an analytic continuation as in sections (VI) and (VII), the partition function
has no β dependence. Thus, there is no contribution from these boundary
modes to the thermodynamics. Notice that when ∂ρϕ is constant, the value
ϕ will depend on the particular boundary curve via ϕ = ϕ++ρ∂ρϕ. One can
also fix ∂ρϕ = εB(σ) , where B(σ) is some function sourcing the Schwarzian
action.

X Summary and discussion

In this paper, we have studied the quantization of an interesting model of
Carlip which provides a way of ascribing boundary degrees of freedom to
a non-extremal black hole. This model has strong parallels to JT gravity
which has been successfully used to associate boundary degrees of freedom
to near-extremal black holes. Carlip’s model is in the context of two dimen-
sional dilaton gravity (spherically symmetric dimensionally reduced gravity).
It introduces a stretched horizon which is allowed to fluctuate with the length
fixed. In this paper, we have discussed the quantization of this model. The
stretched horizon fluctuations, which reduce to time reparametrizations, are
the boundary degrees of freedom in this model, exactly as in JT gravity. The
bulk action contains the appropriate boundary terms required to make the
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variation of the action well-defined. The new feature in the quantization is
that the path integral now contains an integral over time reparametrizations
of the boundary in addition to the integral over the bulk fields. This is in the
spirit of similar computations in JT gravity. Doing the bulk integrals in a
one-loop approximation about the classical solutions, we see that the leading
contribution to the boundary path integral comes from an integral over the
boundary action with the boundary values of the classical metric and dilaton
as input. We attempt to quantize this boundary action. Recognizing that
the time reparametrization is an element of Diff(S1)/S1, we use the sym-
plectic form on this symplectic manifold to get a measure for the boundary
path integral. This symplectic form comes from viewing Diff(S1)/S1 as the
coadjoint orbit of a coadjoint vector under the action of the Virasoro group.
The measure depends on two constants, the coadjoint vector and the central
charge. We find the classical solution to the boundary action in two cases:
one with Dirichlet boundary conditions on the metric and the dilaton in the
bulk path integral, and the other with the dilaton and its normal derivative
fixed. We then consider one-loop fluctuations about the classical solution in
both cases. We find that the fluctuations are Gaussians with the wrong sign
and the one loop path integral is not finite. Either the classical solution is
unstable or the action is indefinite, reminiscent of the conformal mode prob-
lem in quantum gravity. If the classical solution is unstable, this construction
to ascribe boundary degrees of freedom to the non-extremal black hole has
a problem. To cover the other possibility, we can perform an analytic con-
tinuation of the fluctuation to imaginary values (as was done by Gibbons,
Hawking and Perry to deal with the conformal mode problem). We perform
the analytic continuation and after appropriate zeta function regularizations,
we find the one-loop correction to the path integral evaluated with the clas-
sical action. This correction is independent of the inverse temperature β,
unlike in JT gravity. This is true whatever be the numerical value of the
coadjoint vector or the central charge. So the correction to the path integral
due to these boundary degrees of freedom does not contribute to the thermo-
dynamics at least at one-loop. This is upon taking the integration measure
to be that arising from the symplectic form. The bulk path integral, which
is now non-trivial gives the entire contribution to the thermodynamics. We
contrast this to JT gravity where the thermodynamics of near-extremal black
holes is entirely due to the boundary degrees of freedom in the path integral.

We also consider relaxing one of the assumptions in the model we studied.
However, we then have a problem even finding classical solutions where ρ(σ)
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is periodic in σ. Finally, we also discuss viewing the dilaton as an external
coupling, as was done in JT gravity. Again, for the case where we can
quantize the action with the dilaton as external coupling, we find that the
one-loop correction to the classical contribution in the path integral is not
finite, and we need to analytically continue the field modes to imaginary
values. Upon then quantizing, the path integral is again independent of β
and does not contribute to thermodynamics.
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XII Appendix A

We want to analyze equation (II.6) for the static case i.e(∂τφ = 0) with
metric gab = e2ξ(ρ,τ)(dρ2 + ρ2dτ 2). The equation (II.6) for ρτ will become

∂ρ∂τϕ− ∂τξ∂ρϕ−
(1

ρ
+ ∂ρξ

)

∂τϕ = 0. (XII.77)

Since ϕ is static, ∂τξ∂ρϕ must vanish. This implies that either ϕ should be
just a constant, which is the trivial case or ∂τξ = 0. We will consider the
latter. The equation (II.6) for ρρ and ττ is

∇τ∇τϕ =
1

2
gττV (ϕ);

∇ρ∇ρϕ =
1

2
gρρV (ϕ). (XII.78)

Using the fact that gττ = ρ2gρρ and the above equations, we get

ρ2∇ρ∇ρϕ = ∇τ∇τϕ. (XII.79)

Upon simplification, it becomes

∂2
ρϕ− 2∂ρξ∂ρϕ− 1

ρ
∂ρϕ = 0 (XII.80)
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On solving the above equation one can easily obtain

∂ρϕ = C̃ρe2ξ(ρ) (XII.81)

where C̃ is a constant. Thus the leading ρ dependence of ϕ beyond the
constant term for all ξ which are well behaved and which can be written as
power series in ρ about ρ = 0 is quadratic. Note that the equation (XII.81)
must be obeyed with any allowed potential V (ϕ). Of course, ϕ must also
solve (XII.78). But this tells us that for a wide class of potentials V (ϕ), the
dilaton ϕ = ϕ+ + Cρ2 + ..... to leading order in ρ.

XIII Appendix B

The general solution to a general 2-D dilaton model is [18]

ds2 = −
(

N(ϕ)−M
)

dt2 +
1

N(ϕ)−M
dφ2 (XIII.82)

where,

N(ϕ) =

∫ ϕ′

0

V (ϕ′)dϕ′ (XIII.83)

For spherical symmetric dimensionally reduced solutions of general relativity

V (ϕ) =
1

2
√
ϕ

(XIII.84)

For the spherically symmetric solution the metric takes following form,

ds2 = −
(√

ϕ−M
)

dt2 +
1√

ϕ−M
dφ2 (XIII.85)

After doing Wick rotation and setting ϕ = r2

4
and r+ = 2M , we get

ds2E =
1

2

(

(r − r+)dτ
2 +

r2

r − r+
dr2

)

(XIII.86)

Now let us make a coordinate transformation r = r+ + κρ2

2
, where κ = 1

2r+
,

ds2E =
1

4κ

(

κρ2dτ 2 + (1 + κ4ρ4 + 2κ2ρ2)dρ2
)

(XIII.87)
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We can break the above metric as g
(0)
ab which is the flat metric and g

(1)
ab as

correction to the metric. Under the assumption that ρ is small, we can
expand the connection Γ = Γ(0) + Γ(1), where Γ(0) is with respect to g0 and
Γ(1) is the leading correction. It can be checked that

Γτ(0)
ρτ =

1

ρ
Γρ(0)
ττ = −κρ ∼ O(ε) (XIII.88)

Γρ(1)
ρρ ∼ O(ε) Γρ(1)

ττ ∼ O(ε3) (XIII.89)

Other connection symbols are zero. Let σ be the coordinate on the stretched
horizon. The induced metric ε2 on the stretched horizon is,

ε2 = κρ2τ ′2 +Xρ′2 (XIII.90)

where X = 1+2κ2ρ2+κ4ρ4. The tangent and normal vector to the stretched
horizon is,

ta =
1

ε

(

ρ′, τ ′
)

na =
ρκ

ε
√
X

(

τ ′,− ρ′X

κ2ρ2

)

(XIII.91)

We can expand na = na
(0) + na

(1) where na
(0) ∼ O(1) and na

(1) ∼ O(ǫ2). The
extrinsic curvature of the stretched horizon is

K = gbct
atb∇an

c = gbct
atb∇an

c
(0) + gbct

atb∇an
c
(1) (XIII.92)

Since K contains terms which are either proportional to na or tb∂bn
a, n(1)

will only contribute in higher order terms. We only want terms of order ε.
So we will only concentrate on the n(0) term.

K = (g
(0)
bc + g

(1)
bc )t

atb(∂an
c
(0) + (Γ

c(0)
ad + Γ

c(1)
ad )nd

(0)). (XIII.93)

Therefore,

K = K(0) + g
(0)
bc t

atbΓ
c(1)
ad nd

(0) + g
(1)
bc t

atbΓ
c(1)
ad nd

(0) + (∂an
c
(0) + Γ

c(0)
ad nd

(0))g
(1)
bc t

atb

(XIII.94)
whereK(0) ∼ O(ε) is Carlip’s extrinsic curvature. Before going further notice
that

ρ ∼ O(ε), ρ′ ∼ O(ε2), τ ′ ∼ O(1), τ ′′ ∼ O(ε) (XIII.95)
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tρ ∼ O(ε) tτ ∼ O(1/ε) nρ
(0) ∼ O(1) nτ

(0) ∼ O(1)

g(0)ρρ ∼ O(1) g(0)ττ ∼ O(ε2) g(1)ρρ ∼ O(ε2)

In the above expression, the first line in the equations are Carlip’s assump-
tions. Now to compute order of correction to the Carlip’s extrinsic curvature,
consider (XIII.94) term by term,

g
(0)
bc t

atbΓ
c(1)
ad nd

(0) = g(0)ρρ t
ρtρΓρ(1)

ρρ nρ
(0) + g(0)ρρ t

ρtτΓρ(1)
ττ nτ

(0). (XIII.96)

Using (XIII.95) it is easy to see that each term in the above expression is
O(ε3). Therefore the above term contributes at O(ε3). To see what would
have been the correction due to n(1), we can replace n(0) with n(1) which will
increase the order by ε2. Therefore, the n(1) correction contributes at O(ε5).
Similarly

g
(1)
bc t

atbΓ
c(1)
ad nd

(0) = g(1)ρρ t
ρtρΓρ(1)

ρρ nρ
(0) + g(1)ρρ t

ρtτΓρ(1)
ττ nτ

(0). (XIII.97)

Each term in the above expression is O(ε5). To see what would have been
the correction due to n(1), replace n(0) with n(1) which will increase the order
by ε2. Therefore the n(1) correction contribute at O(ε7). Now let us analyze
the last term in (XIII.94) — for that let us first consider

Γ
c(0)
ad nd

(0)g
(1)
bc t

atb = Γρ(0)
ττ nτ

(0)g
(1)
ρρ t

τ tρ. (XIII.98)

Using (XIII.95), the above term contributes atO(ε5). To see what would have
been the correction due to n(1), replace n(0) with n(1) which will increase the
order by ε2. Therefore n(1) correction contribute at O(ε7). Now we are just
left with

g
(1)
bc t

atb∂an
c
(0) = g(1)ρρ t

ρtb
∂σnρ

(0)

ε
(XIII.99)

It is easy to check the above term is of O(ε3). To see what would have
been the correction due to n(1), replace n(0) with n(1) which will increase the
order by ε2. Therefore the n(1) correction contributes at O(ε5). Therefore
the extrinsic curvature is

K = K(0) +O(ε3) (XIII.100)
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XIV Appendix C

In this appendix, our task is to find a function Hα such that ιVα
ω = dHα.

We simplify the expression for ω in (IV.22) to

ω =

∫ 2π

0

dσ[− c

48π

dτ ′

τ ′
∧ ∂σ(

dτ ′

τ ′
)− 4π2

β2
b0dτ ∧ ∂σdτ. (XIV.101)

Let

ω1 =

∫ 2π

0

dσ − (
c

48π
)
dτ ′

τ ′
∧ ∂σ(

dτ ′

τ ′
)

ω2 =

∫ 2π

0

dσ
4π2

β2
(−b0)dτ ∧ ∂σdτ. (XIV.102)

We use

ιVα
(β ∧ γ) = (ιVα

β) ∧ γ + (−1)pβ ∧ (ιVα
γ), (XIV.103)

for p form β and q form γ. Consider ιVα
ω1. This is

ιVα
ω1 =

∫ 2π

0

dσ(− c

48π
)
∂σ(ατ

′)

τ ′
∂σ(

dτ ′

τ ′
)

+ (−1)

∫ 2π

0

dσ(− c

48π
)(
dτ ′

τ ′
)∂σ(

∂σ(ατ
′)

τ ′
). (XIV.104)

We now integrate the second integral by parts (with boundary terms going
to zero) to get

ιVα
ω1 =

∫ 2π

0

dσ(−2
c

48π
)[α′ + α

τ ′′

τ ′
]∂σ[

dτ ′

τ ′
] = dHα1 (XIV.105)

where

Hα1 = − c

48π

∫ 2π

0

dσ [2α′ τ
′′

τ ′
+ α(

τ ′′

τ ′
)2]. (XIV.106)

Similarly,

ιVα
ω2 = −

∫ 2π

0

dσ
4π2

β2
b0ατ

′∂σdτ

+

∫ 2π

0

dσb0dτ∂σ(ατ
′). (XIV.107)
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After integration by parts, this is

ιVα
ω2 = −2

∫ 2π

0

dσ
4π2

β2
b0ατ

′dτ ′ = dHα2, (XIV.108)

where

Hα2 = −
∫ 2π

0

dσ
4π2

β2
b0ατ

′2. (XIV.109)

Finally, after several integrations by parts, we get

Hα = Hα1 +Hα2 =

∫ 2π

0

dσα[
2c

48π
{τ, σ} − 4π2

β2
b0τ

′2]. (XIV.110)

XV Appendix D

XV.1 1- loop action about arbitrary classical solution

Just for completeness we want to write 1-loop action about any arbitrary
classical solution. Let τ = τc is some classical solution, then the perturbation
about the classical solution can be written as τ = τc + δτ . Consider Carlip’s
action

Inonbdry = − 1

16πG

∫

∆

dσ
ε

τ ′2
∂ρϕ{τ ′2 − {τ, σ}} (XV.111)

since
{τ, σ}
τ ′2

=
τ ′′′

τ ′3
− 3

2

τ ′′2

τ ′4
(XV.112)

It is straightforward to show

{τ, σ}
τ ′2

=
{τc, σ}
τ ′2c

+
(δτ ′′′

τ ′3c
− 3δτ ′τ ′′′c

τ ′4c
− 3τ ′′c δτ

′′

τ ′4c
+

δτ ′τ ′′c
τ ′4c

)

+
(6δτ ′2τ ′3c

τ ′5c
− 3δτ ′′2

2τ ′4c
+

12δτ ′τ ′′c δτ
′′

τ ′5c
− 15τ ′′2c δτ ′2

τ ′6c
− 3δτ ′δτ ′′′

τ ′4c

)

(XV.113)

Now the action looks like

Inonbdry = − 1

16πG

∫

∆

dσε∂ρϕ
[

1− {τc, σ}
τ ′2c

−
(δτ ′′′

τ ′3c
− 3δτ ′τ ′′′c

τ ′4c
− 3τ ′′c δτ

′′

τ ′4c
+
δτ ′τ ′′c
τ ′4c

)

−
(6δτ ′2τ 3c

τ ′5c
− 3δτ ′′2

2τ ′4c
+

12δτ ′τ ′′c δτ
′′

τ ′5c
− 15τ ′′2c δτ ′2

τ ′6c
− 3δτ ′δτ ′′′

τ ′4c

)]

. (XV.114)
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If we take ∂ρϕ = Cρ2 and ρ = ε/τ ′ then

Inonbdry = − 2Cε2

16πG

∫

∆

dσ
{[ 1

τ ′c
−{τc, σ}

τ ′3c

]

+
[δτ ′

τ ′2c
−
(δτ ′′′

τ ′4c
−4δτ ′τ ′′′c

τ ′5c
−3τ ′′c δτ

′′

τ ′5c
+
15δτ ′τ ′′c

τ ′6c

)]

+
[δτ ′2

τ ′3c
−

(10δτ ′2τ ′3c
τ ′6c

− 3δτ ′′2

2τ ′5c
+

15δτ ′τ ′′c δτ
′′

τ ′6c
− 45τ ′′2c δτ ′2

2τ ′7c
− 4δτ ′δτ ′′′

τ ′5c

)]}

.

(XV.115)

The first term corresponds to the value of action at classical solution. The
second term has to be zero once the equation of motion for the classical
solution is imposed and the third term is the 1-loop action. One can trivially
see that τ ′ = Const is a solution (the second term will vanish). Also notice
that, the sign of the third term depends non-trivially on the details of the
classical solution.

XVI Appendix E

XVI.1 Zeta function regularization

Using the zeta function one can regularize divergent series and integrals. The
zeta function is defined as

ζ(s) =

∞
∑

n=1

1

ns
(XVI.116)

for Re(s) > 1 and is given by its analytic continuation elsewhere. Values of
ζs for various s are known, for example, ζ(0) and dζ

ds
|s=0 are

ζ(0) = 1 + 1 + 1 + ... = −1

2
(XVI.117)

and

ζ ′(0) = −
∞
∑

n=1

log n = −1

2
log 2π (XVI.118)

Now consider the following infinite product

∞
∏

n=1

(αnx). (XVI.119)
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We can write it as

∞
∏

n=1

(αnx) = exp
(

∞
∑

n=1

log(αnx)
)

. (XVI.120)

Using property log(ab) = log a+ log b and (XVI.120), we get

∞
∏

n=1

(αnx) = exp
(

logα

∞
∑

n=1

1 + x

∞
∑

n=1

logn
)

. (XVI.121)

Now using (XVI.117),(XVI.118) and (XVI.121), we obtain

∞
∏

n=1

(αnx) = exp
(

− 1

2
logα +

x

2
log 2π

)

. (XVI.122)

Therefore, using zeta function summation

∞
∏

n=1

(αnx) =

√

(2π)x

α
(XVI.123)

XVI.2 Calculation of #DN , #DD and Pf(ω)|β=2π

We can write

∞
∏

n=1

(n4

b2
− n2

)

= exp
{

∞
∑

n=1

(

log
1

b2
+ 2 logn+ log (n2 − b2)

)}

. (XVI.124)

In the expression above, the use of logAB = logA+ logB inside the infinite
sum can give rise to multiplicative anomaly in the infinite product while using
zeta function regularization [32]. But we will show that anomaly vanishes in
the cases we are interested in this subsection. It has already been shown in
[32] that there is no multiplicative anomaly in the infinite product expression
(XVI.123) in the previous subsection. Using ζ(0) and ζ ′(0), we get

∞
∏

n=1

(n4

b2
− n2

)

= 2πb exp
{

∞
∑

n=1

(

log (n2 − b2)
)}

(XVI.125)

Using the identity
∞
∑

n=1

1

n2 − a2
=

1− aπ cot (aπ)

2a2
, (XVI.126)
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multiplying both the sides with 2a and integrating with respect to a from 0
to b yields

∞
∑

n=1

log (n2 − b2) = log
(2 sin bπ

b

)

when sin bπ ≥ 0. (XVI.127)

Using (XVI.125) and (XVI.127), we get

∞
∏

n=1

(n4

b2
− n2

)

= 4π sin bπ when sin bπ ≥ 0. (XVI.128)

In equation (VII.51), b2 = 2/5 for which sin
√
2π√
5
> 0. Therefore

∞
∏

n=1

(5n4

2
− n2

)

= 4π sin

√
2π√
5

(XVI.129)

#DN =
∞
∏

n=1

(5n4

2
− n2

)−1

=
1

4π sin
√
2π√
5

(XVI.130)

One can derive an identity similar to (XVI.127),

∞
∑

n=1

log (n2 + b2) = log
(2 sinh bπ

b

)

(XVI.131)

Since

#DD =
∏

n=1

1

n2(n2 + 1
2
)

(XVI.132)

which can be written as

#DD = exp
(

−
∑

n=1

logn2 −
∑

n=1

log
(

n2 +
1

2

))

, (XVI.133)

using the identity in (XVI.127) and (XVI.123), we get

#DD =
1

4
√
2π

1

sinh π√
2

. (XVI.134)

Now, we can easily derive µ using the above identities, since Pfaffian Pf(ω)|β=2π

is

Pf(ω)|β=2π =
∞
∏

n=1

( ic

24

)(

n3 +
48πb0n

c

)

(XVI.135)
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and
µ = Pf(ω)|β=2π

∏

n=1

(2i) (XVI.136)

Therefore

µ =
∞
∏

n=1

(−c

12

)(

n3 +
48πb0n

c

)

(XVI.137)

which can be written as

µ = exp
(

∑

n=1

log
(−cn

12

)

+
∑

n=1

log
(

n2 +
48πb0
c

))

. (XVI.138)

Using identity (XVI.131) and (XVI.123)

µ = i

√

2

b0
sinh

(

π

√

48πb0
c

)

(XVI.139)

In the above expression b0 > 0. When b0 < 0 the above expression will
become

µ = i

√

2

|b0|
sin

(

π

√

48π|b0|
c

)

(XVI.140)

XVI.2.1 Multiplicative anomaly

Zeta function regularization should be used with care as pointed out before.
The use of logAB = logA + logB inside an infinite sum can give rise to a
multiplicative anomaly in infinite products while using zeta regularization.
It is nicely discussed in [32]. Here we want to show that for the cases done in
the above subsection, this anomaly vanishes. Let us say we want to compute

∞
∏

n=1

λnµn = exp
(

∞
∑

n=1

log(λnµn)
)

(XVI.141)

now,
∞
∑

n=1

log(λnµn) =
∞
∑

n=1

log(λn) +
∞
∑

n=1

log(µn) + α (XVI.142)

where α is the multiplicative anomaly. In our case, λn = (n2 + b2) and
µn = n2.

∞
∑

n=1

log(n2(n2 + b2)) =
∞
∑

n=1

log(n2 + b2) +
∞
∑

n=1

log(n2) + α(b). (XVI.143)
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This is because the anomaly coefficient α can depend in general on b. Now
when b = 0, λn = n2 and µn = n2 and therefore there will be no anomaly, as
has been shown in [32]. This implies α(0) = 0. Using the results from the
last subsection10, we can write (XVI.143) as

∞
∑

n=1

log(n2(n2 + b2)) = log
(4π sinh(πb)

b

)

+ α(b) (XVI.144)

Now, define F (b) =
∑∞

n=1 log(n
2(n2 + b2)), then

dF

db
= 2b

∞
∑

n=1

n2

(n2(n2 + b2))
(XVI.145)

Using
∑∞

n=1
n2

(n2(n2+b2))
= 1

2b

(

π coth(πb)− 1
b

)

in the above equation11, we get

dF

db
=

(

π coth(πb)− 1

b

)

(XVI.146)

also notice that,

d

db
log

(4π sinh(πb)

b

)

=
(

π coth(πb)− 1

b

)

(XVI.147)

This implies dα(b)
db

= 0. Now together with the fact that α(0) = 0, it implies
α(b) = 0. Hence the anomaly vanishes in this case. By taking b to ib in this
sub-section, we can also derive that the anomaly vanishes for other infinite
products we encounter in the DN case. Using the result that when λn = cµδ

n

where c, δ ∈ R, there will be no multiplicative anomaly [32] in the other
infinite products in the expression for the partition function, such as that in
the previous subsection.
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