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A bstract

A canonicalfom alisn for sopherical sym m etry, originally developed by K uchar
to describe vacuum Schw arzschild black holes, is extended to include a spher-
jcally symm etric, m assless, scalar eld source. By Introducing the ADM
m ass as a canonical coordinate on phase space, one nds that the super—
Ham iltonian and supermn cm entum oonstraints for the coupled system sin —
plify considerably. Yet, despie this sinpli cation, it is di cult to nd a
functional tin e form alisn for the theory. First, the con guration variable
that plyed the rok of tine for the vacuum theory is no longer a space—
tin e scalar once spherically symm etric m atter is coupled to gravity. Second,
although it is possbl to perform a canonical transformm ation to a new set
of variabls in tem s of which the superH am ittonian and supem om entum
constraints can be solved, the new tin e variable also fails to be a spacetim e
scalar. A s such, our solutions su er from the so-called spacetin e probkm of
tim e. A candidate for a tin e variable that is a spacetim e scalar is presented.
Problm s with tuming this varabl into a canonical coordinate on phase
soace are discussed.

PACS number(s): 0420, 0460, 9760L

1. Introduction

C anonical quantization is wellksuited for the study of collapsing m atter sys—
tam s. F irst, by quantizing both geom etry and m atter, canonicalquantization
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goes beyond the sam iclassical approxin ation used, for exam ple, In the stan—
dard treatm ent of Haw king radiation flj]. Second, by working on arbitrary
Cauchy hypersurfaces, one can study what happens to the canonical data
inside a black hok as one approaches the curvature singularity. Third, by
perform Ing a m disuperspace reduction to spherically sym m etric spacetin es,
one obtains sin plr m odels that, hopefiilly, one can then solve. Canoni-
cal quantization is thus a prom ising m ethod for investigating the form ation
and evaporation ofblack holks, and for studying the nature of horizons and
sihgularities In quantum theory.

As a rst step toward cbtaining a better understanding of spherically
sym m etric gravitational collapse, K uchar] has given a detailed and elegant
analysis of the canonical quantization of vacuum Schwarzschild black holes.
Hewas abl to cast the classical and quantum dynam ics of prim ordialblack
holes into a sin ple and geom etrically transparent form by tuming the curva-
ture radiuisR and K illing tin e T ofthe Schw arzschild solution Into canonical
coordinates on the geom etrodynam ical phase space:

m;p; T @);Pr); R();Pr (@) : @)

T and R thusbecom e embedding variables T (r) and R (r) that specify how the
Caudhy hypersurfaces are drawn In the spacetin e. The canonical variables
m and p also have a sin pl physicalm eaning: m is the Schwarzschild m ass
of the spacetin ¢, and p is the di erence between proper tin es at the right
and kft in nitdes.

In tem s of these canonical variabls, the superH am iltonian and super-
m om entum constraints are equivalent to

Pr(@)=0; Pr@=0: @)

The Ham iltonian, which is a lnear com bination of these constraints, weakly
vanishes, n plying that the canonical variablesm and p are constants ofm o—
tion. The D irac quantization ofthis theory is also particularly simple. W ave
functions = @ ;t;T;R]satisfying the quantum version of the constraints
Q) are independent of T (r) and R (r). Since the Ham iltonian of the theory
vanishes, wave finctions are also Independent of the labeltine t. The nal
result: = fm).

The next step is to extend the above analysis to include a spherically
sym m etric, m assless, scalar eld source.



To som e extent, the geom etrodynam ics of a spherically sym m etric, m ass—
Jess, scalar eld coupled to graviy has already been worked out. Berger,
Chitre, M oncrief, and Nutku BCM N ) 3] addressed thisproblm in the early
1970’s. Subsequently, Unruh 4] and Haj ceki5] carefully analyzed the BCM N
m odel, especially In regard to black hole evaporation and the properties of
apparent horizons in the canonical form alisn .

But in allofthese treatm ents, the action for the coupled system is reducad
to a privilkged foliation speci ed by the vanishing of the \radial" m om en—
tum . The Caucy hypersurfaces are no longer arbitrary; they are sslected
by the above slicing condition. For the vacuum theory, this slicing condi-
tion am ounts to working on the surfaces of constant K illing tine T . These
hypersurfaces thus cover only the static regions of the K ruskal diagram and
fail to penetrate the horizon. Haj cekib] also chooses to fliate spherically
symm etric spacetin es In such a way that the region interdior to an apparent
horizon is rem oved.

This isnotwhat we want to do.

R ather, we want to be abl to choose Cauchy hypersurfaces so that we
can study what happens to the canonical data inside a black hok as we
approach the curvature singularity. A s such, we need our foliation to cover
thewhole spacetim e; the hypersurfacesm ust be able to penetrate an apparent
horizon. In addition, we want to know how the hypersurfaces are located
In the spacetin e. Thism eans that we need to have em bedding varables as
canonical coordinates on phase space. G wven that the super# am iltonian and
superm om entum constraints can then be solved forthem om enta canonically
conugate to these variables, the D irac quantization of the theory would
be descrbed by wave functions satisfying rst-order functional Schrodinger
equations. In thisway, we would avoid the di culties associated w ith solving
the second-order W heelerD el itt equation.

In other words, we desire a functional tim e form alisn for our collapsing
m atter system .

A sm entioned earlier, KudqarQ] sucoeeded to nd a functional tin e for-
malism for vacuum spherically symm etric spacetin es. The purpose of this
paper is to present two attem ptsto nd a functionaltim e form alisn for the
coupled system , and to show how these attem pts fail. Basically, the solu—
tionssu er from the so-called spacetim e probkm oftim efg]. That is, thetine
variables that we Introduce as canonical coordinates on phase space are not
Soacetin e scalars, and hence fail to qualify as true embedding varables.



T he plan ofthe rest of the paper is as follow s: In section 2, we brie y de-
scribe the canonical form alisn for a spherically sym m etric, m assless, scalar
eld oouplkd to graviy. In section 3, we Introduce the ADM mass as a
canonical coordinate on phase space, thereby sim plifying the constraints jast
asKudchar did for the vacuum theory. In section 4, we de ne what wem ean
by the spacetin e problam of tine and show that the tine variablk T (r),
origihally introduced for the vacuum theory, is not a spacetin e scalar once
soherically symm etric m atter is coupled to gravity. W e also point out that,
although one can introduce a new tine variable T (r) in tem s of which we
can solve the superH am iltonian and supem om entum oconstraints, T (r) also
failsto be a spacetin e scalar. F inally, in section 5, we conclude by presenting
a natural candidate fora tin e variable that is a spacetin e scalar| the curva-—
turetin e T ofthe general, soherically sym m m etric, soacetim e line elam ent|
and discuss the problem s of tuming this privileged spacetin e coordinate into
a canonical coordinate on phase soace.

2. Canonical form alism

Let ( ;9) be a 3-din ensional, spherically sym m etric, R iam annian space w ith
coordinates x* = (r; ; ) adapted to the symm etry. The lineelement d on
can be w ritten as

d?= ?@drf+ R%@md ? ()

whered 2 = d 2+ sin® d ? is the line elem ent on the unit 2-sphere. Note
that d is com plktely characterized by two functions (r) and R (r) of the
radial abelr 2 ;1 ). The point r= 0 is the center of spherical sym m etry.

M odulo boundary tem s, the vacuum dynam ics of the gravitational eld
follow s from the the ADM action

Z 7,
s® = dt dr P —+PgR NH® N'HS @)
0
where
H® = R 'PgP + R ?P?

1 1
+ 'RR? ‘RR? %+ = R® = ®)

2 2
HS = pPgRrR? p°? 6)



are the gravitational superH am iltonian and supem om entum . T he dynam ics
of a spherically sym m etric, m assless, scalar eld propagating on this space—
tin e ollow s from the action

z 7,
S = dt dr — NH N'H, 7)
0
where
1 1 2 2 2 @
H = 5 R + R 8)
H, = 0 ©))

are the energy density and m om entum density ofthe scalar eld. The scalar
eld is coupled to graviy by adding the two actions: S¢ + S . The total
superH am iltonian and superm om entum are then

H=H®°+H ; H,=HS+H_: (10)

T he details leading to all of the above resuls can be found in [2].

Boundary temm sand f2allo conditionsplay an in portant role for vacuum
prin ordial black holes. They ply an equally inportant rok for gravity
coupled to a spherically symm etric m atter source. But rather than write
down the 2llo conditions in alltheirdetail, ket us just state them ain results.
N am ely, it is possble to choose 2llo conditions on the canonical variables
(; 7 ;P ;R;Pr)andon the lapse and shift N;N*)atr= 0Oandr! 1
such that: (i) the totalaction S® + S is welkde ned; (i) the t = const
surfaces are free of conical singularities at r= 0; (i) no boundary tem s are
needed to com pensate the variation of the scalar eld varablesat r= 0 and
r! 1 ;and () no boundary tem s other than

z
dtN; ©M ; ) 11)

are needed to com pensate the variation ofthe gravitationalvariablesatr= 0
andr ! 1 . Expression (11) is equal to the boundary tem at the right
in nity for the vacuum theory. See B] for details.)

For the boundary term {11) w ritten as above, the lapse fiinction cannot
be freely varied at r! 1 . Ifitwere, wewould nd M, () = 0, mplying
that spacetine is at. W e can ram ove this restriction on the variation of



the lpse by Introducing the proper tine ; atr ! 1 as an addiional

dynam icalvariabl. Slhce N; = _; ,we can rew rte the boundary tem as
z

S@ = dt_l M, : (12)
T he total action is then given by
S=58°+5 + S, : 13)

Tt is to be thought of as a functionalof ( ; ; ;P ;R;Pr;N;N*; ).

3.ADM m ass as a canonical coordinate

T he total superH am iltonian and superm om entum

1
H = R 'pgP +§R2P z
+ 'RR® ‘RR° oy 1 IRC 1
2 2
l 1 2 2 2 2
> R +R 14)
H, = PR p % © (15)

are com plicated expressions of the gravitationalvariabls ( ;P ;R;Pr).We
desire a canonical transform ation to a new sst ofvariables, in term s ofwhich
the constraints H = 0= H, sinplifyl|

For vacuum spherically symm etric spacetin es, Kucharf] ound such a
canonical transform ation. He showed that the mapping ( ;P ;R;Pr) 7
M ;Py ;R;Pgr) given by

1 1 1
M = =R 'P? I °2RR®%+ IR (16)
2 2 2
Py, = R 'pP a7
R = R 18)

1 1
Pr = P 5RlP 5RlFlP
R' F (P )RRY) (P )RRY? 19)

1A tematively, one may choose to solve the constraints H = 0 = H, by inposig
the coordinate and slicing conditionsr = R;P = 0. This is the approach followed by
BCMN H], Unruh i), and Haj cekl[5] in their papers. W e will not llow their approach
here, since we do not want to restrict ourselves to a privileged foliation.




where 1
F = — — (20)

is a canonical transform ation on the gravitationalphase space irrespective of
constraints or dynam ics. A s such, it rem ains a canonical transform ation on
the extended phase space that includes the scalar eld variables ( ; ).

In tem s of the new canonical variables, the expressions for the super-
Ham iltonian and supem om entum sim plify considerably:

1
H = F 'M®R FPMPR+5 R?224R?C 1)
H, = PgR+p,M%+ °© @2)
where
F=1 2M=R: 23)

N otice that the Jeft hand side of £1) isthe productof 6 OandH .W e are
allowed to perform such a scaling w ithout changing the constraint H = 0.

For vacuum spherically sym m etric spacetin es, the canonical coordinate
M (r) is the Schwarzschid mass of the spacetine. In fact, Kucharf]] ob-
tained expression {1§) HrM (r) by equating the ADM form ofthe spacetin e
Iine elem ent (constructed from N, N ©, and d ) wih the Schwarzschild line
elem ent

2M oMt
ds’ = 1 — dr*+ 1 —  dr*+R%d °? 4)
R R
for an arbitrary param etrization: T = T (t;r); R = R (5 r). Ik tums out that
this reconstruction program for the m ass also works for gravity coupled to
an arbitrary, spherically symm etric, m atter source. Instead of £4), we have
|
Tl

2M (T;R
ds?= G (T;R)dT?+ 1 %) dr? + R?4 ? @5)

where G (T;R) is in generaldi erent from
FT;R)=1 2M (T;R)=R : (26)

A s chown, forexam pk, by Synge[l]and Thomef],M (T;R) equals the total
ADM m ass ofthe spacetin e contained w ithin the sphere of curvature radius
R at the tine T . Thus, the canonical coordinate M (r) has a good physical
m eaning forany spherically sym m etric m atter source coupled to gravity. (See
also the papers by Guven and O M urchadha(9].)



4, Spacetin e problem oftim e

Forvacuum spherically sym m etric spacetim es, the Introduction of the Schw —
arzschild m ass as a canonical variabl served only as an intem ediate step.
A fter carefully taking into account the boundary tem s at the left and right
in nities, Kucharil] subsequently perform ed a transfom ation that tumed
the K illing tine T of the Schwarzschild solution into a canonical coordinate
T (r) on the geom etrodynam icalphase space, and then solved the constraints.
A smentioned in Sec. 1, the nalresul is extrem ely sinple:

Pr(@®=0; Pr@®=0: @7)

For graviy coupled to a spherically sym m etric m atter source, the sam e
transfomm ation (m odi ed slightly to account for the di erent topology of )
can be perfom ed. Unfortunately, the nalresult for this case is not nearly
as nice. First, the constraints H = 0 = H . do not lend them selves to any
obvious solution. Second, even ifwe could solve the constraints for the m o—
m enta canonically conjuigateto T (r) and R (r), T (r) isno longer a spacetin e
scalar once soherically symm etric m atter is coupled to graviy. Thus, this
solution of the superH am iltonian and superm om entum oonsttajnts| even if
it exists| su ers from the so-called spacetim e problem of tim e G].

Let us be more speci c. Consider the transform ation (; ;M ;Py ) 7
(T;Pr) given by

Z r
Tk = 1 ) drPy (r); @8)

M @) : 29)

e}

=

B
"

This is K uchar’s canonical transform ation adapted to the topology = R °.

Them apping £8){ Q9 is nvertble:

M @ = drPr (¥); (30)
0
Py ) = T%°0); (31)
1 = T@Q) (32)
Tt also sends
Z 4 Z 4
drPy @) M @) M; , 7 drPr (r) T (x) 33)

0 0



modulo an exact di erential. Thus, ( ; ;R;Px;T;Pr) is a canonical chart
on the extended phase space.

In temm s ofthese new varables, the superH am iltonian and supem om en—
tum are given by

H = F 'P;R% FPRTO+é RZ224R20C (34)
H, = PgR°+pP,T%+ ° (35)

where 5 2.
F@o=1+ % , drP: (v) : (36)

A Tthough these expressions for H and H , aremuch sim pler than they were
orighally (see Egs. (14) and (I5)), it is still not obvious how to solve the
constraintsH = 0= H,.The culpritsaretheF ! andF factorsmuliplying
the rst two tem s of the scaled superH am ittonian @4). T hese factors are
resoonsible for the nonlinear dependence of H on P . W e did not succeed
to solve these equations for Py and Py on a generalhypermrﬁoe:f:

2TIf we choose to inpose the coordihate and slicing conditions r = R; T°= 0 @which
are equivalent to the BCM N gauge conditionsr = R;P = O| see Potnote 1), we can
solve the constraints for them om enta Pt and Py, and recover the BCM N -Unruh reduced
Ham ittonian. T he solution is

Pr R) = i 5(l ; PrR)= R) °R) (37)
TR = S FI ; PrR)=
where Z . Z . Z .
F R)J= R ' exp s dR exp S 38)
1 0 1
and
S Ry =R 'R 224+R%2® . (39)

The Ham iltonian for the reduced theory is sin ply
Z 1 Z " Z g : ¥
Hral; 1= dRPr R)= = dR exp S 1 (40)
0 2 1

which agrees (up to a factor of%) with the BCM N-Unruh reduced Ham ittonian. This
calculation just serves as a check on our results. A sm entioned In Sec. 1, we prefer not to
work on a privileged foliation.



But ket us suppose, for the sake of argum ent, that we were abl som e~
how to solre the constraints for Py and Pg. Could we then clain that we
found a satisfactory functional tim e form alian for a soherdically sym m etric,
m assless, scalar eld coupled to gravity? The answer is \no." The reason
is the follow Ing: A true embedding variable must be a spacetin e scalar; it
should not depend on the hypersurface from which it was constructed. Iftwo
hypersurfaces and © intersect at the same event E in spacetin e, and if
the canonical data on each of these hypersurfaces are related by the E Instein
equations, then the values ofthe embedding variablk at E (obtained from the
two sets of canonical data) must be equal. O therw ise, the em bedding vari-
abl would assign di erent values to the sam e spacetin e point. Since, aswe
shall show below, T (r) is not a spacetin e scalar, it is not a true em bedding
variable. W e do not have a functional tin e form alisn for our theory, and
this solution su ers from the spacetin e problm oftin efg].

T he requirem ent that a dynam ical variable be a spacetin e scalar can be
expressed in purely canonical languagef6]. N am ely, a dynam icalvariable s (x)
is a spacetin e scalar if and only if: (I) the function s &) is a spatial scalar;
and (i) the value s x) isunchanged, m odulo the constraints, ifwe evolve the
canonical data w ith a sn eared superH am ittonian whose sn earing finction
vanishes at x. Condition (i) is equivalent to

fsx);H (V)9 / &iy) (41)

where / (x;y) is shorthand notation for tem s proportional to  (x;vy).
T hus, the Poisson bracket of a spacetin e scalar w ith the superH am iltonian
isweakly proportionalto a —function.

A fairly sinple calculation shows that condition (41) is not satis ed for
T (r). Explicitly,

fT(r); WH )g F '@R°@®) @o+ / @« 1) 42)

where the coe cients of the tem s multiplying the step function (( 1)
are not weakly equal to zero unlkss the scalar eld vanishes. Thus, T (r)
is not a spacetine scalar, and this solution of the constraints| even if it
ex13ts| su ers from the spacetin e problem oftim e.

To oconclude this section, we point out that, m odulo certain technical
di culties?, we can perform a transform ation to a new tinevariabke T (r) in

3T hese am ount to the non-invertibility of the transform ation M;%){ Cfl-é) . Wecan only

10



tem s of which we can explicitly solve the constraints. T he transfom ation
(1M ;Pu;R;Pr) T (T;Pr;R;Pgr)is

Zr

Tk = 1 . drF (r)Py (r) 43)

!
P, = d K ¥ J (44)

T = ar > J
R = R (45)

1
Py = PR+§FPM F! 1+mh¥Fj 46)
where

F=1 2M=R: @7)

T he transform ed constraints are

1
H = PTRO+PRT°+5 R 224Rr2%2C
R T®% p ! 1+mh¥Fj 48)
H, = PRR°+pP,T%+ ° 49)
where !

2 %rx

F @©j= exp drPr (r) : (50)
R (v)

T he solution of the constraints is

E R (¥)

Pr (r) = = 5 ¥ @3 b1)
Py (r) o Er OT’0+  @© "o (52)
where
Z r Z r Z r
F @j=R ") exp S drR °(r) exp S (53)

recover the absolute value of F ifwe try to invert the the transform ation. (See Eg. {_5-§'i) 2
Ifwe try to avoid this problem by restricting ourselves to one sign ofF, say F (r) > O,
then we lose the hypersurfaces which penetrate an apparent horizon F (r) = 0.

11



and

1
S @)= 2R 'R® T®H * T ° 5ROR 22+ R*® 1 (59
Ifwe in pose the coordinate and slicing conditionsr= R ; T °= 0, our solu-
tion again reproducesthe BCM N -Unruh reduced H am ittonian. (See footnote
2)
Unfortunately, Just ke T (r), T (r) is not a spacetin e scalar:

fT (©); @WH ()g R °@®) @Wwo+ / € 1) (55)

where again the coe cients of the temm s m ultiplying the step function are
not weakly equalto zero. T hus, this explicit solution of the constraints also
su ers from the spacetin e problem of tin e.

5. D iscussion

Thetin evariablsT (r) and T (r) that we Introduced as canonical coordinates
on phase space both faikd to be spacetin e scalars. A s such, they did not
qualify as true embedding varables. It is In portant to stress, however, that
the two attem pts presented in this paper do not constitute a proof that a
functional tin e form alisn for spherically sym m etric m atter system s coupled
to gravity does not exist. In fact, aswe shall argue below , our current belief
is that a functional tin e form alisn for these system s does exist. W e need
only be m ore clever in our choice of tin e variabl:

Indeed, a natural candidate for a tin e variablk that is a spacetin e scalar
is the curvature tin e of the general, spherically symm etric, spacetin e line
elem ent

ds*= G (@T;R)dT*+ F (T;R) "dR*+ R*d *° (56)

where
FT;R)=1 2M (T;R)=R : (57)

(See also the discussion at the end of Sec. 3.) By itsde nition, the curvature
tine T is a spacetin e scalar, and lke the curvature radius R, T has an

‘A fiinctionaltin e form alisn for spherically sym m etric spacetin es has also been dis—
cussed by B raham t_l(_j] Tt appears that his solution of the constraints also su ers from the
spacetin e problem of tin e. The \em bedding" variables given in f_l(_)'] are not spacetin e
scalars.

12



Invariant geom etricalm eaning: (i) the surfaces of constant T are orthogonal
to the Ines of constant R, , and ; and (i) the labeling ofthe T = const
surfaces is speci ed (up to the choice of tim e origin) by requiring that T
measure proper tine at R = 0. Regquirement (i) im poses the boundary
condition G T;R = 0)= 1on G.

The problem is how to tum this privilkeged spacetin e coordinate into a
canonical coordinate on our phase space.

For vacuum spherically symm etric spacetin es, there is no problem . Fol-
Jow Ing the reconstruction program forthem ass described in Sec. 3, one nds

= IR ! P (58)

w here !

F= — (59)

Asshown in B], T°() isthem om entum canonically conjigate to the Schw -
arzschid massM (r). Then, by carefully taking into acoount the boundary
tem s at the keft and right In nities, one can perform another transform ation
that tums T itself into a canonical coordinate on phase space. (See ] for
m ore details.)

For gravity coupled to a soherically sym m etric m atter source, things are
not so sin ple. Equation (58) is replaced by

G:T°=F 2R ' P 60)

whereF is given by our old expression (59). T hus, we have only been able to
reconstruct the product G 2T in term s ofthe original gravitationalvariables.
To obtah an expression ©rG orT ° ssparately, we m ust som ehow involve the
m atter variables.
An idea that Inm ediately suggests itself is to use one of the E instein
equations[}]:
Z R
G@R)=F ([IjR)exp 8 ~ dRRF “(I;R)  (T;R)+ p(T;R)  (61)

where

= T/; p= Iy (62)
are two com ponents of the energy-m om entum tensor T  for the soherically
sym m etricm atter source. Theproblem w ith thisapproach isthat the integral

13



in (61) isovera T = const surface. Even though it is possbl to express
the integrand of (61}) in temm s of the original canonical variables, we still
have to evolve the canonical data from  to the T = oconst surface before
we can do the Integration. Sihoce is an arbirary spherically symm etric
hypersurface, need not agree with the T = oconst surface anywhere. The
resulting expression for G, and hence for T, would be non-local in tine as
wellas In space.

A nother approach, which appears to be m ore prom ising, has a som ew hat
di erent starting point. The idea isto rst reduce the E Instein-H ibert ac—
tion to spherically symm etric spacetin e m etrics of the form  (56) and 57),
and then param etrize the resulting action to ntroduce the curvature tine T
and itsconjugatem om entum ascanonicaldata on arbitrary, soherically sym —
m etric, hypersurfaces. In thism anner, we would sucoeed In prom oting both
the curvature radiisR and curvature tine T to canonical coordinates R (r)
and T (r) on phase space. The spacetin e problem of tin e would thereby be
avoided. But a possibl problem w ith this approach isthe existence of second
clhss constraints. In the process of elin nating the second class constraints
prior to quantization, wem ay lose T (r) asone ofour canonicalvariables. W e
are currently Investigating these issues.
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