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Hawking radiation from stationary black holes using gravitational anomaly
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Among all the different techniques to derive the Hawking effect, the approach based on gravita-
tional anomaly by Robinson and Wilczek provides a simple and satisfactory origin of the black hole
radiation. In this picture, the effective near horizon physics becomes chiral and contains gravita-
tional anomaly. Nevertheless, the underlying description must be generally covariant, and therefore
we require a compensating energy-momentum flux whose divergence cancels the anomaly at the
horizon. Remarkably, the energy flux associated with the Hawking emission from the horizon ex-
actly cancels the gravitational anomaly and restores the general covariance at the quantum level. In
this work, we present a generalization of the original derivation for a stationary axisymmetric black
hole solution of any gravity theory which differs perturbatively from general relativity. The crucial
input of the calculation is a remarkable simplification of the near horizon geometry and the validity
of the zeroth law of black hole mechanics.

I. INTRODUCTION

The physics of black holes has provided remarkable
insights into the nature of quantum theory in curved
spacetime. The most intriguing prediction of the
quantum theory in the presence of a black hole is the
existence of Hawking radiation. In the original work by
Hawking [1], the origin of the black body radiation lies
in the time dependence of the background collapsing
geometry, which populates the late time vacuum by
Hawking quanta. The black hole temperature is calcu-
lated by evaluating the Bogolyubov coefficients between
the asymptotic ‘in’ and ‘out’ vacuum states. The result
is a Planckian spectrum at temperature T = ~κ/2π,
where κ is the surface gravity associated with the final
stationary black hole.

Since the original derivation by Hawking, the same
result has been derived from various approaches. Apart
from the canonical derivation, a path-integral approach
can be used to obtain the same result [2]. Also, the
radiation can be ascribed to the tunneling of virtual
particles from an eternal black hole [3]. Since all these
approaches yield identical results, the Hawking effect is
considered a solid prediction of quantum field theory in
curved spacetime. In fact, the derivation of Hawking
radiation is also regarded as a low energy consistency
check of any proposal for quantum gravity.

Among all the different techniques to derive the Hawk-
ing effect, the approach based on gravitational anomaly
[4] provides a simple and satisfactory origin of the
black hole radiation. In this picture, the effective near
horizon physics becomes chiral and contains gravita-
tional anomaly. Nevertheless, the underlying description
must be generally covariant, and therefore we require a
compensating energy-momentum flux whose divergence
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cancels the anomaly at the horizon. Remarkably, the
energy flux associated with the Hawking emission from
the horizon exactly cancels the gravitational anomaly
and thereby restores the general covariance of the theory
at the quantum level. Therefore, the Hawking flux
originated from the covariance of quantum field theory
near the horizon of a black hole.

The original derivation of the Hawking radiation from
anomaly was done for a spherically symmetric black
hole spacetime. The derivation is later generalized
to stationary Kerr and time-dependent Vaidya black
holes [5, 6]. In all cases, the derivation depends on the
crucial fact that the effective physics near the horizon is
essentially (1 + 1) dimensional; the only relevant part is
the ‘r − t’ sector of the metric.

In this work, we generalize the derivation of the Hawk-
ing radiation from gravitational anomaly beyond spheri-
cal symmetry and for general static as well as stationary
black holes. We show that the derivation is possible be-
cause of a remarkable simplification of the near-horizon
geometry, which is demonstrated by [7, 8]. As in the
spherically symmetric case, close to the black hole hori-
zon, the field theory can be described using an infinite
collection of (1 + 1)-dimensional fields, each propagat-
ing in a spacetime with a two-dimensional metric. This
allows us to repeat the calculation of the anomaly can-
celing flux as the Hawking radiation from the horizon.
Our calculation also indicates an interesting relationship
between the derivation of the Hawking flux and the ap-
plicability of the zeroth law of black hole mechanics.

II. STATIC BLACK HOLE: GEOMETRIC SET

UP

In this section, we will present a generalization of
the derivation of Hawking radiation using gravitational
anomaly for a static black hole. Before proceeding with
the main derivation, we recall that an anomaly in a
quantum field theory is a conflict between a symmetry
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of the classical action and the procedure of quantization.
While the anomaly associated with global symmetries
indicates interesting physics, the gauge anomaly, i.e., the
violation of a local gauge invariance by quantum effects,
signals theoretical pathology. All gauge anomalies must
cancel out; otherwise, it will lead to an inconsistency
in the quantum theory, particularly unphysical negative
norm states.

In classical gravity, the conservation of a matter
energy-momentum tensor Tµν is due to the diffeomor-
phism invariance of the theory. This can easily be ver-
ified by calculating the variation of the action func-
tional of gravity under boundary preserving diffeomor-
phism. Nevertheless, quantum effects may lead to the
non-conservation of Tµν leading to the violation of the
general covariance. This gravitational anomaly occurs
when Weyl fermions or self-dual anti-symmetric tensor
fields are coupled to gravity [9]. Also, as a simple model,
gravitational anomaly arises when we consider a chiral
scalar field in 1 + 1 dimensions. The expression of the
anomaly is then given by [10, 11]

∇µT
µ
ν =

1

96π
√−g ǫ

βδ∂δ∂αΓ
α
νβ . (1)

In [4], the notion of gravitational anomaly is used
to model the near horizon physics and to derive the
Hawking radiation. The key idea is to consider the near
horizon effective theory by tracing over modes which
leads to a singular contribution of the energy-momentum
tensor. The proposal was to remove these modes from
the theory near the black hole horizon at the expense of
making the theory chiral. This is exactly similar to the
setup used in [12] to derive the gravitational anomaly
for a chiral scalar field. This gravitational anomaly
presents a serious inconsistency in this prescription,
leading to a violation of general covariance. Then, it
turns out that the gravitational anomaly in the form
of a current can be exactly canceled by the flux of
Hawking radiation. Therefore, in this picture, Hawking
radiation arises as a compensating current canceling the
troublesome gravitational anomaly and restoring the
general covariance of the near horizon physics.

The crucial mathematical step which allows us to
complete the derivation is the fact that the action of a
scalar field in a D-dimensional spacetime in the near
horizon region can be described using an infinite collec-
tion of (1 + 1) -dimensional fields, such that the effective
near horizon physics is only 1 + 1 dimensional and we
can use the result of [4]. This step requires explicit use
of the spherical symmetry of the problem. Later, it was
generalized to Kerr black holes also [5]. Nevertheless, we
do not have a demonstration of this simplification for
general static and stationary black holes. In this work,
we aim to achieve such a generalization.

We start with a static, asymptotically flat black hole
spacetime described by the metric [7],

ds2 = −N2(n, xa)dt2 + dn2 + γab(n, x
a)dxadxb, (2)

where a = 2, 3 · · · . The existence of a Killing vector
field, (∂t)

µ, for the metric in Eq.(2) indicates that space-
time has time-translational symmetry. We are using the
Gaussian coordinate system (t, n, xa) with n denoting the
normal distance to the horizon, and xa are arbitrary co-
ordinates on the (D-2) spacelike surface. Then the norm
of the timelike Killing vector vanishes at N = 0, and
that is the location of the Killing horizon of the space-
time. We chose the coordinates such that n = 0 implies
N(n, xa) = 0. Then, the surface gravity associated with
this Killing horizon is defined as

κ ≡ lim
n→0

∂nN. (3)

Though it is not obvious, the surface gravity κ is
actually a constant on the horizon of a static black hole,
independent of the transverse coordinates xa. We will
extensively use this property in the derivation.

In this geometry, consider a minimally coupled real
massless scalar field ϕ(xµ), described by the action

S[ϕ] =
1

2

∫

dDx
√−g ϕ�ϕ. (4)

For the static background, described by the metric in
Eq. (2), the action for the scalar field becomes

S[ϕ] =
1

2

∫

dDx
√
γ ϕ

[

− 1

N
∂2t ϕ+

1√
γ
∂n

(

N
√
γ∂nϕ

)

+
1√
γ

{

N∂a

(√
γγab∂bϕ

)

+ ∂aN
(

γab
√
γ
)

∂bϕ
}]

. (5)

where γ is the determinant of the metric γab. We like to
know the form of this action in the near horizon limit.
It is worth noting that in the horizon limit, the second
term in the Eq.(5) becomes ∂n(N∂nϕ), and the third
term vanishes due to N(n, xa) = 0 at the horizon. In
order to make the theory effectively two-dimensional near
the horizon, we must eliminate the transverse coordinate
dependence in Eq.(5). As a result, it is necessary for us
to express the lapse function as N(n, xa) = f(n)G(xa)
only in the vicinity of the horizon with the property at
n→ 0 limit f(n) = 0. Due to this expression of the lapse
function, the fourth term in Eq.(5) becomes zero in the
horizon limit, and the action, S[ϕ] takes the following
simple form,

S[ϕ] =
1

2

∫

dDx
√
γ ϕ

[

− 1

f(n)G(xa)
∂2t ϕ (6)

+G(xa) ∂n

(

f(n)∂nϕ
)]

.
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There is still a term G(xa), which is a function of
the transverse coordinates in the action, and this term
makes it difficult to reduce the theory to effectively
two-dimensional in the near horizon limit. To describe
the physics near the Killing horizon in terms of the
‘t − n’ section of the full spacetime metric in Eq. (2),
we impose a constraint on G(xa) such that the term
becomes a constant. To understand this constraint,
we calculate the surface gravity κ associated with the
timelike Killing vector at the Killing horizon N = 0.
Then the condition G(xa) to be constant on the horizon
can be mapped into the validity of the zeroth law
of black hole mechanics, asserting the constancy of
the surface gravity everywhere on the Killing horizon.
Therefore, to satisfy the zeroth law, we impose that the
lapse function N(n, xa) is independent of the transverse
coordinates in the near horizon limit.

To justify this constraint, we note that the zeroth law
is an identity for static black hole spacetime, indepen-
dent of the dynamics of gravity [13]. Therefore, the sur-
face gravity of a static black hole is a constant on the
horizon, irrespective of the field equation and the matter
content. Alternatively, we can motivate this choice using
the results of [7], where the same condition is used to ar-
gue the finiteness of the curvature scalar on the horizon.
In fact, following [7], we may express the lapse function
as a Taylor expansion around the horizon at n = 0 as,

N(n, xa) = κn+
κ2(x

a)

3!
n3 +O(n4),

This Taylor expansion ensures the regularity of the cur-
vature scalars on the horizon and justifies our constraint.

Proceeding further, we note that it is always possible
to expand any arbitrary function on a compact space
in terms of spherical harmonics Ylm(θ, φ · · · ), which are
functions of spherical coordinates (θ, φ · · · ). We can also
use the same coordinates in our case. But, to keep the
things general, we consider xa to be a general set of
transverse coordinates and use a transformation between
(θ, φ · · · ) and xa, which allows us to replace Ylm(θ, φ · · · )
by Ỹlm(xa). Furthermore, Ỹlm(xa) must satisfy a certain
normalization condition

∫

dx
√
γ Ỹlm(xa)Ỹl′m′(xa) = δll′δmm′ , (7)

Now we can express ϕ(xµ) as,

ϕ(xµ) =
∑

l,m

Φlm(t, n)Ỹlm(xa).

If we substitute the above expression of ϕ in Eq. (6), the
action will have the following form

S[ϕ] =
1

2

∫

dt dn
∑

l,m,l′,m′

Φl′m′

[{

− 1

N
∂2tΦlm

+ ∂n(N∂nΦlm)
}{

∫

dx
√
γ Ỹlm(xa)Ỹl′m′(xa)

}]

.

Using the orthogonality relationship, we then arrive at
an expression for the action of the scalar field as,

S[ϕ] =
1

2

∫

dt dn
∑

l,m

Φlm

[

− 1

N
∂2tΦlm + ∂n(N∂nΦlm)

]

,

(8)

where the lapse function is a function of coordinate n
only. Thus, even without the spherical symmetry, our
D- dimensional action in the near horizon limit reduces
to an action of an infinite set of the scalar fields on the
2-dimensional metric,

ds2 = −Ndt2 + 1

N
dn2. (9)

Given this setting, we can now use the expression of
gravitational anomaly as in the case of a spherically sym-
metric black hole. We discard the ingoing modes that are
close to the horizon at N = 0, as they have no impact on
the behavior of the scalar fields beyond the horizon. As
a result, our two-dimensional theory becomes chiral, and
the energy-momentum tensor will display an anomaly of
the form (1) and can be written as,

∇µT
µ

(χ)ν = Aν =
1√−g ∂µN

µ
ν , (10)

with nonzero components of Nµ
ν are

Nn
t =

1

192π

[(∂N

∂n

)2

+N
∂2N

dn2

]

,

N t
n = − 1

192πN2

[(∂N

∂n

)2

− ∂2N

dn2
N
]

.

The anomaly described by Eq.(10) is timelike in nature
as At 6= 0 and An = 0 with the background metric of
the form (9). Following the same procedure as in [4], an
effective action due to the interaction between metric gµν
and matter can be written as

W [gµν ] = −i ln
(

∫

D[matter]eiS[matter,gµν ]
)

,

where S[matter, gµν ] is the classical action functional.
Under infinitesimal general coordinate transformation
xµ → xµ − λµ, effective action W changes by

−δλW =

∫

d2x
√−g λν ∇µ

[

T µ

(χ)νH + T µ

(o)νΘ+

]

=

∫

d2xλt
[

∂n

(

Nn
t H

)

+
(

T n
(o)t − T n

(χ)t +Nn
t

)

∂Θ+

]

+

∫

d2xλn
[(

T n
(o)n − T n

(χ)n

)

∂Θ+

]

. (11)
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The function Θ+ = Θ+(n − ǫ) is a scalar step function,
and H = 1 − Θ+ is a scalar “top hat” function which
is 1 in the region 0 < n < ǫ and zero elsewhere. Note
the integration measure d2x is the infinitesimal area ele-
ment of the (t−n) spacetime. Energy-momentum tensor
T µ

(o)ν is covariantly conserved in the region n > ǫ. How-

ever, the energy-momentum tensor T µ

(χ)ν describes the

chiral anomaly through Eq.(10). Time independence and
Eq.(10) limit the possible form of the energy-momentum
tensor T µ

ν up to an arbitrary function of n. An Integra-
tion over Eq.(10) yields the explicit expression for the
energy-momentum tensor

T t
t = −K +Q

N
− B(n)

N
− I(n)

N
+ Tα

α ,

T n
n =

K +Q

N
+
B(n)

N
+
I(n)

N
,

T n
t = −K + C(n) = −N2T t

n.

where C(n) =
∫ n

0 At(n) dn, B(n) =
∫ n

0 NAn(n) dn,

I(n) = 1
2

∫ n

0 Tα
α

∂N
∂n

dn, and K and Q are constants of

integration. We have taken an assumption that I
N
|n=0 =

1
2T

α
α |n=0 to be finite. Note that all terms in the above

expression associated with Aν vanish in the limit n→ 0.
Thus, the variation (11) becomes

−δλW =

∫

d2xλt
[

∂n

(

Nn
t H

)

+
{

−Ko +Kχ +Nn
t

}

δ(n)
]

+

∫

d2xλn
{Ko +Qo −Kχ −Qχ

N

}

δ(n). (12)

The general covariance of the full quantum theory de-
mands this variation of the effective action under the
diffeomorphism must be zero. But, the above equa-
tion also suggests the potential loss of general covari-
ance, in theory, arises from the on-horizon values of the
energy-momentum tensor. Nevertheless, our arbitrary
variational parameters (λt and λn) are independent; dif-
feomorphism invariance implies that each curly brackets
term must equal zero, but only on the Killing horizon.
This leads to,

Ko = Kχ +Nn
t |n=0,

Qo = Qχ −Nn
t |n=0,

where Nn
t |n=0 = (κ2/192π). We can neglect the fi-

nite trace terms as it makes no contribution compared
to the divergent K + Q terms in the Killing horizon
limit. Thus, the total energy-momentum tensor T µ

ν =
T µ

(χ)νH + T µ

(o)νθ+ transforms into, in the limit ǫ→ 0,

T µ
ν = T µ

φν + T µ
cν ,

where T µ
cν is our conserved energy-momentum tensor

with no quantum effects, and T µ
cν is a conserved tensor

with K = −Q = Nn
t |n=0, a pure flux. The flux of a

massless blackbody radiation beam, which travels in

the positive n direction and has a temperature of T ,
has the expression φs = π/(12T 2). We require this
flux to cancel the gravitational anomaly at the horizon.
Thus comparing φs with Nn

t |n=0, we get the Hawking
temperature of a static black hole T = κ/4π, where κ is
the surface gravity of this static spacetime.

Note that the calculation of this section is almost sim-
ilar to the spherical symmetry case. But this is only
possible because, in the near horizon limit, the action
of the scalar field becomes effectively two-dimensional.
This requires that the lapse function is of a form N =
f(n)G(xa), and the dependence of the transverse coor-
dinates drops off in the near horizon limit. Intriguingly,
this can also be motivated from the zeroth law of black
hole mechanics, i.e. the constancy of the surface gravity
on the horizon.

III. STATIONARY BLACK HOLE: GEOMETRIC

SET UP

In this section, we will do a similar analysis, but for
stationary, axisymmetric black holes, and understand
Hawking radiation as the gravitational anomaly.

In the coordinate system used in [8], the line element
of a stationary, axially symmetric black hole spacetime
is given by,

ds2 = −Ñ(n, z)2dt2 + gφφ(n, z){dφ− ω(n, z)dt}2 + dn2

+gzz(n, z) dz
2, (13)

where ω = −(gφt/gφφ) is an angular-rotation parame-
ter. The existence of two Killing vector fields, (∂t)

µ and
(∂φ)

µ, in the above line element makes it clear that space-
time has both axial and time-translational symmetries.
As discussed in [8], there is a Killing horizon at Ñ = 0
and the surface gravity associated with this Killing hori-
zon is defined as,

κ ≡ lim
n→0

∂nÑ.

The metric in Eq.(13) does not represent the most
general form of the stationary axisymmetric black hole
spacetime. Apart from being stationary and axisymmet-
ric, we have assumed circularity to write down the above
metric. The assumption of circularity has simplified
the line element further and allowed us to write the
metric with only a single off-diagonal term gtφ. This
seems to be a restrictive assumption because there is no
guarantee that all stationary, axisymmetric spacetimes
to be circular unless it is a vacuum solution of general
relativity [14]. But, recently, it has been proven that
even for modified gravity theories, which differ from
general relativity perturbatively, all stationary and
axisymmetric black hole solutions must be circular [15].
This result supports our choice of the line element. Also,
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for a circular black hole, the zeroth law holds indepen-
dent of the field equations, and the surface gravity is a
constant on the horizon [16]. Moreover, it has also been
established that if the gravity theory is perturbatively
related to general relativity, the rigidity theorem holds
[17]. All these results provide enough justification to
use the line element in Eq.(13) for our analysis. This
metric represents a stationary and axisymmetric black
hole solution of any theory which differs from general
relativity perturbatively.

The action of a minimally coupled real massless scalar
field in this stationary background can be written as,

S[ϕ] =
1

2

∫

d4x
√
gzzgφφ ϕ

[

− 1

Ñ
∂2t ϕ− 2ω

Ñ
∂t∂φϕ

+
(

− ω2

Ñ
+

Ñ

gφφ

)

∂2φϕ+ Ñ∂2nϕ+
Ñ

gzz
∂2zϕ

+
1

√
gzzgφφ

{

∂n

(

gnn
√−g

)

∂nϕ+ ∂z

(

gzz
√−g

)

∂zϕ
}]

,

(14)

where g = −Ñ2gφφgzz is the metric determinant. As in
the case of a static spacetime, we assume the lapse func-
tion, near the Killing horizon, to be of the formN(n, z) =
f(n)G(z) with the property at n → 0, f(n) = 0. How-

ever, the explicit expression of Ñ(n, z), far away from the
horizon, is still unknown. An assumption on G(z) to be
constant in the Killing horizon limit makes the effective
theory 2-dimensional. This arises from the requirement
of the validity of the zeroth law of black hole mechan-
ics such that the surface gravity becomes independent of
the z coordinate [8]. We also want our analysis to be
consistent with the rigidity theorem. Thus, the angular-
rotation parameter ω must be independent of z on the
Killing horizon and denoted by ωH . In the limit, n→ 0,
metric elements gzz and gφφ become a function of z only,
and the action takes the form

S[ϕ] =
1

2

∫

d4x
√
gzzgφφ ϕ

[

− 1

Ñ
∂2t ϕ

−2ωH

Ñ
∂t∂φϕ− ω2

H

Ñ
∂2φϕ+ ∂n

(

Ñ∂nϕ
)]

, (15)

Consider a transformation [5],

ψ = φ− ωHt,

ξ = t, (16)

to eliminate t − φ and φ − φ derivative terms from the
Eq.(15), and rewrite the action as

S[ϕ] =
1

2

∫

d4x
√
gzzgφφ ϕ

[

− 1

Ñ
∂2ξϕ+ ∂n

(

Ñ∂nϕ
)]

.

(17)

Note that coordinate z on the Killing horizon is arbi-
trary. Therefore, we assume here also exists a co-ordinate

transformation (similar to the case of static spacetime
discussed in the previous section) under which Ylm(θ, φ)

transformed into Ỹlm(φ, z) and Ỹlm(φ, z) satisfies a nor-
malized condition similar to the Eq.(7). Decomposing

ϕ(xµ) into Φlm(ξ, n) and Ỹlm(z, φ), we can write down
the action in the following simple form,

S[ϕ] =
1

2

∫

dξdn
∑

l,m

Φlm

[

− 1

Ñ
∂2ξΦlm + ∂n

(

Ñ∂nΦlm

)]

,

(18)

where the lapse function Ñ depends on n only. Thus,
The Eq.(18) is an action for an infinite set of scalar fields
in the 2-dimensional spacetime with the metric,

ds2 = −Ñdξ2 + 1

Ñ
dn2. (19)

Now using a similar argument explained in Sec. II, we
can find the form of the Hawking temperature for the
stationary black holes as T = (κ/4π), where κ is the
surface gravity of the Killing horizon in this stationary
spacetime.

IV. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSION

The derivation of the Hawking radiation using grav-
itational anomaly depends on the near horizon geome-
try. Since the gravitational anomaly appears only for
(4k + 2) dimensions, the near horizon physics is anoma-
lous, provided it is effectively two-dimensional. In the
case of spherically symmetric spacetimes, this can be
easily established by integrating over the angular coordi-
nates. Also, for specific solutions beyond spherical sym-
metry, like a Kerr black hole, this is shown to be true [5].
These suggest that there must be a general derivation
that can establish the effective two-dimensional nature
of the physics near a general stationary black hole hori-
zon. In our work, we have demonstrated such property
and derived of the Hawking radiation flux from gravita-
tional anomaly for a general stationary black hole.
Our work suggests an intriguing feature that the

derivation works provided the surface gravity is a con-
stant on the horizon i.e. the zeroth law of black hole me-
chanics holds. The zeroth law has been first established
for stationary black hole solutions of general relativity
using dominant energy condition [14]. But, later, the
derivation was generalized for the Lovelock class of theo-
ries [18]. Recently, it was shown that the zeroth law holds
for any metric theory of gravity provided it is perturba-
tively connected to general relativity [19]. Therefore, we
are justified to impose the constancy of the surface grav-
ity on the black hole horizon in our geometric setup, and
that leads to the derivation of Hawking radiation as a
gravitational anomaly. This is also consistent with the
idea that Hawking radiation is only dependent on the
geometric structure of the horizon, independent of the
dynamics of gravity [20].
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