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A bstract

Recently it was shown[1]that the im aginary part ofthe canonicalparti-

tion function ofSchwarzschild black holes with an energy spectrum E n =

�
p
nE P ;n = 1;2;:::;haspropertieswhich -naively interpreted -leadsto

theexpected unusualtherm odynam icalpropertiesofsuch blackholes(Hawk-

ing tem perature,Bekenstein-Hawking entropy etc.).

The present paperinterprets the sam e im aginary partin the fram ework of

dropletnucleation theory in which the rate oftransition from a m etastable

state to a stable one isproportionalto the im aginary partofthe canonical

partition function.Theconclusionsconcerning theem erging therm odynam -

icsofblack holesareessentially thesam easbefore.

The partition function forblack holes with the above spectrum was calcu-

lated exactly recently[1].Itisthesam easthatoftheprim itiveIsing droplet

m odelfor nucleation in 1st-order phase transitions in 2 dim ensions. Thus

onem ightlearn aboutthequantum statisticsofblack holesby studying that

Ising m odel,the exact com plex free energy ofwhich is presented here for

negativem agnetic�elds,too.
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1 Introduction

In arecentpaper[1]Idiscussed propertiesofthecanonicalpartition function

fora quantum energy spectrum

E n = �
p
nE P ;n = 1;2;:::; E P = c

2

q

c�h=G ;� = O (1) ; (1)

wherethen-th levelhasthedegeneracy

dn = g
n
;g > 1 : (2)

The m ain interestin thisspectrum com esfrom the m any,di�erently justi-

�ed,proposals(seethecorresponding quotationsin ref.[1])thata quantized

Schwarzschild black holem ighthavesuch aspectrum !Theassociated canon-

icalpartition function

Z(t;x)=

1X

n= 0

e
nt
e
�
p
nx

; t= lng ;x = ��EP ; (3)

converges only for jgj� 1,whereas one is interested in its properties for

g > 1.However,thefunction Z(g;x)can be continued analytically into the

com plex g-planeby m eansoftheintegralrepresentation[1]

Z(g= e
t
;x) =

x

2
p
�

Z
1

1

du
e
�x2=(4lnu)

ln
3=2

u

1

u� g
(4)

=
x

2
p
�

Z
1

0

d�

�3=2
e
�x2=(4�) 1

1� e(t� �)
; (5)

which exhibitsa branch cutofZ(g;x)from g = 1 to g = +1 .Approaching

thecutfrom aboveyieldsa com plex Z,with an im aginary part

Zi(t;x)=

p
�x

2t3=2
e
�x2=(4t) (6)

and theprincipalvalueintegral

Zr(t;x)= p.v.
1

�

Z
1

0

d� Zi(�;x)
1

1� et� �
(7)

2



asitsrealpart.

Am azingly onegetsessentially alltheexpected therm odynam icalproperties

ofablackhole,includingtheHawkingtem perature,ifone-naively -usesthe

im aginary partZi above fortheirderivation. This isstrange and provoca-

tive and needs furtheranalysis. Ifsuch an approach can be substantiated,

one willhave an indication which quantum states ofa black hole could be

responsibleforitsunusualtherm odynam icalproperties!

In thefollowingIshalltrytoputthepropertiesm entioned intoacertain per-

spectiveand especially discusstheirrelationship to otherapproaches(which

was notdone in ref.[1]),nam ely the euclidean path integral(sem iclassical)

quantisation ofblack holesby Hawking and othersand thetheory ofdroplet

nucleation associated with m etastablestates.

The paperisorganized asfollows:In chapter2 the propertiesofthe m odel

arebrie
y sum m erized and itstheoreticaland physicalpotentialsand lim ita-

tionssketched.Partsofitrecallwell-known m aterialwhich servestohavethe

discussion m ore orlessself-contained. Chapter3 discusses the relationship

ofthe m odelto Hawking’seuclidean path integralapproach to the therm o-

dynam ics ofblack holes,where he also gets a purely im aginary partition

function[2]! Chapter4 dealswith the nucleation ofdropletsoccuring when

a system changesfrom a m etastable state to a stable one,e.g. in 1st-order

phasetransitionsorin thedecay of"false" ground states.Langer[3]wasthe

�rstone to relate the im aginary partofthe canonicalpartition function to

the transition rate ofsuch processes. Later Gross,Perry and Ya�e[4]in-

terpreted the im aginary part ofthe sem iclassicaleuclidean path integral-

i.e.the canonicalpartition function -forthe Schwarzschild black hole ("in-

stanton")in thiscontext,thusgiving a di�erentinterpretation ofthe sam e

quantity Hawking em ployed.

In chapter5therelation ofthepartition function (3)tothatoftheprim itive

Ising dropletm odelfornucleation in 2 dim ensionsisdiscussed and itisvery

easy to see thatboth are exactly the sam e. The integralrepresentation (4)

thereforeprovidesan exactfreeenergy expression forthism odel,too,which

asfarasIknow,isnew[5].Chapter6 presentssom econclusions.
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2 Scope ofthe m odel

In the background oftrying to push the quantum analysis -including its

quantum statistics-ofthesim pleisolated Schwarzschild gravitationalsystem

asfaraspossible are the following considerations: The quantized radiation

em itted by a "classical" Schwarzschild black hole has a therm al(Planck)

distribution governed by the(Hawking)tem perature[6]

kB TH � �
� 1

H =
c3�h

8�GM
; (8)

where M is the m ass ofthe black hole. Assum ing that this tem perature

ofthe radiation arises from its therm alcontact with the black hole ofthe

sam etem perature,theim m ediatequestion was-and stillis-,how doesthe

black holegetsthistem perature? Asthetem perature(8)isproportionalto

Planck’sconstantthequantum theoryofgravity hastoplay adecisiverolein

itsunderstanding.Especiallyonewould liketoidentifythem icroscopicquan-

tum gravitationaldegreesoffreedom which yield thecorrespondingquantum

statisticsand itsm acroscopictherm odynam ics.

M any attem ptshave been m ade to achieve thisand Ishallm ention only a

few ofthem in the following. The m ost active and enthusiastic reseach in

thisarea presently takesplace in connection with string theory. Ishallsay

nothing aboutthatin the following and referto the very recent review by

Horowitz[7].

In view ofthe lack ofa generally accepted quantum theory ofEinstein’s

GeneralRelativity it seem s di�cult to extract those m icroscopic gravita-

tionaldegreesoffreedom within thisfram ework. However,the situation is

notquite eshopelessasitm ightappear.The reason isthatEinstein’sthe-

ory forarotationally sym m etricisolated gravitationalsystem ,Schwarzschild

gravity,can consistently be quantized,nam ely by �rst identifying its clas-

sicalobservablesin the sense ofDirac by solving the constraintsassociated

with thegauge(di�eom orphim s)degreesoffreedom and then quantizing the

rem aining gauge-independentphysicaldegrees offreedom afterwards. This

has been done by Thiem ann and m yself[8]in the fram ework ofAshtekar’s

form alism and brie
y afterwards by Kucha�r[9]in the geom etrodynam ical

fram ework,theresultsbeing equivalent.They havebeen brie
y sum m erized

in ref.[10].

Theessentialpointisthatthissystem classically hasjustonecanonicalpair
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of(Dirac)observables,nam ely itsm assM and asthecanonically conjugate

quantity ofM atim efunctionalT[g;�](ofthem etricg)which describesthe

di�erence�+ � �� in propertim e� oftwo observersatthetwo (asym ptotic)

endsofthe1-dim ensionalspacelikehypersurface� which,togetherwith the

2-dim ensionalspheresS2,providesa tim eslicing ofthe4-dim ensionalm ani-

fold.Form ally thequantity

� = T[g;�]� (�+ � �� ) (9)

istheconstantDiracobservable.

Thus,foranobserverattheasym ptoticendwherer! +1 ontheSchwarzschild

m anifold with the tim e � � �+ there are -in the fram ework ofthism odel-

onlytwoquantitiesavailablein ordertodescribethesystem :itsM assM and

hispropertim e �! Everything else hasto be expressed by them (and som e

fundam entalconstantslikeG;c;�h;kB ).Exam plesare:theSchwarzschild ra-

diusR S = 2M G=c2 orany m ultiplethereof,thearea A = 4�R2
S ofthehori-

zon,butalsoanytim einterval�associated with thesystem ,i.e.�= 
R S=c,

where
 issom enum ber,e.g.
 = 4� forthetim eperiod �H oftheeuclidean

section[2]ofthecom plex Schwarzschild m anifold.

Having elim inated the(in�nite)gaugedegreesoffreedom classically onecan

now quantisetherem ainingphysicaldegreesoffreedom [8-10].Theextrem ely

sim pleSchr�odingerequation forthissystem ,

i�h@��(�)= M c
2
�(�); (10)

hastheplanewavesolutions

�(M ;�)= �(M )e
�
i

�h
M c

2
�
; (11)

where M iscontinuousand > 0.So at�rstsightthere isno such spectrum

like(1).However,onecan getitby changing theboundary conditions.

M y doing so in ref.[10] was stim ulated by the paper of Bekenstein and

M ukhanov[11],in which they discussed propertiesofthe spectrum (1)with

�2 = lng=(4�);g = 2. Already in 1974 Bekenstein[12]discussed thisspec-

trum asarising from a Bohr-Som m erfeld typequantisation ofthearea ofthe

horizon (A / n�h).Sincethen m any authorshaveproposed such a spectrum

(seerefs.[3-23]in ref.[1]).
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Oneknowsfrom elem entary quantum m echanicshow tom akethecontinuous

m om entum in planewavesdiscontinuousby periodicboundary conditionsin

space.Applying corresponding boundary conditionsin tim e(with period �)

to theplanewaves(11)yields

c
2
M � = 2��h n ;n = 1;2;:::: (12)

Introducingsuch boundary conditionsiseasierthan justifyingthem by phys-

icalargum ents. In any case itm eansthatthe system isrepresented by the

planewavesonlyforthetim e�afterwhich itisabruptlyterm inated,e.g.,by

form ing ofthe horizon. Thism ay happen,e.g.,because the state described

by theplanewaveisa m etastableone-seebelow.Thereareseveralphyscal

tim e scales � = 
R S=c associated with a black hole allofwhich[10]have


 � O (1),so that

E n =

s
�




p
nE P � �

p
nE P : (13)

3 Euclidean path integralas canonicalparti-

tion function ofa Schw arzschild black hole

FirstIwantto recallhow Hawking’spath integralapproach to thecanonical

partition function in a sem iclassicalapproxim ation leadsto a purely im agi-

nary partition function,too:

Shortly after Hawking’s discovery thatthe quanta em itted by a collapsing

black holehaveatherm aldistribution governed by thetem perature(8)Gib-

bonsand Hawking[13]em ployed therelationship between thecanonicalpar-

tition function ofa system and thecorresponding euclidean path integralin

order to tackle the canonicalquantum statistics ofa black hole itself. For

puregravity thatpartition function Z isform ally given by

Z =

Z

D [g]e�IE [g]=�h ; IE =
1

16�G

Z

d
4
xR(g)(g)1=2 + surfaceterm s;(14)

whereIE istheeuclidean action ofpuregravity (form oredetailsofthepath

integralapproach to quantum gravity seethereprintcollection in ref.[2]).In

principle one hasto take into accountall�eld con�gurationsg�� which are

periodicin euclidean tim ewith period �h� and which obeyappropriatespatial
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boundary conditions. In practice the path integralhasbeen evaluated only

sem iclassically:Oneputs

g�� =
0
g
�� +h�� ; (15)

where
0
g
�� isa classicalsolution ofthe euclidean �eld equationscom patible

with the boundary conditions just m entioned and the h�� denote (sm all)

quantum 
uctuationsaround the classicalsolution. Inserting (15)into the

action (14)and keepingonly term sup toorderO (h2��)givesthesem iclassical

approxim ation

I
scl
E = I

cl
E [

0
g]+ I

(2)

E ; I
(2)

E =

Z

d
4
x(

0
g)1=2(hA(

0
g)h); (16)

whereA(
0
g)isa second orderdi�erentialoperatordepending on theclassical

m etric
0
g
��.

Gibbonsand Hawking evaluated IclE forthe euclidean Schwarzschild m etric

and obtained

I
cl
E [Schwarzschild]=

1

2
�H M c

2
; (17)

wheretheperiod�h�H followsfrom therequirem entthattheeuclideanSchwarzschild

section hasno conicalsingularities.Theassociated partition function

Z
cl
S = e

��H M c
2
=2 = e

�E 2

P �
2

H =(16�) (18)

givesthe desired therm odynam icsofblack holes,especially the Bekenstein-

Hawking entropy

SB H =kB =
A

4l2P
;l

2

P = G�h=c3 : (19)

Theapproach appearsto becom e"unconventional",ifoneincludestheterm

I
(2)

E forwhich the path integral(14)isa Gaussian one which -form ally -is

proportionalto the inverse square rootofthe productofthe eigenvaluesof

the operator A (=(det(A))� 1=2). For the Schwarzschild case the term I
(2)

E

has been evaluated by Gibbons and Perry[14]. A crucialpoint is that the

operatorA hasjustonenegativeeigenvalue[4]which contributesafactorito

thepartition function.Thecom bined contribution to thepartition function

Z scl
S ofthe classicaleuclidean Schwarzschild solution and the 
uctuations
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around itisgiven by [4,14]

Z
scl
S = iZgZG H P ;

ZG H P =
1

2

V

64�3l3P
(a�H )

212=45
e
�E 2

P �
2

H =(16�);Zg = e
�
2
V=(c3�h

3
�
3

H );(20)

where V isthe spatialvolum e ofthe system and a isa "cuto�" associated

with the �-function regularization ofdet(A). (The index "GHP" standsfor

"Gibbons,Hawking,Perry".) ThefactorZg isthesam easonewould obtain

for 
at space (
0
g
��= ���). It represents the gas offree therm algravitons

surrounding theblack hole.

Exceptforthespatialvolum efactorthestructureofZG H P in eq.(20)isvery

sim ilarto thatofZi in eq.(6)above:If�
2 = t=(4�)-see ref.[1]-then the

exponentialsin both casesareequalfor� = �H .Thefactorswith thepowers

of� -which in eq.(20)com es from short-distance 
uctuations around the

classicalsolution -aredi�erentin both cases.Howeverthisisnotsurprising

because both approaches are so di�erent. These factors m ay give rise to

logarithm ic corrections[1]to the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy (19)which is

dom inated by theexponential.Ishallcom eback to thisin thenextchapter.

Hawking has argued[2,ch.15.8]thatthe partition function (20)has to be

im aginary in orderforthedensity ofstatesN (E )in theLaplacetransform s

Z(�)=

Z
1

0

dE N (E )e��E ; N (E )=
1

2�i

Z
+ i1

� i1

d�Z(�)e�E (21)

to be realifZ cl from eq.(18) is inserted into the last integraland which

exists only ifthe contourofintegration isrotated by �=2! Because ofthis

Hawking hasconcluded[2]thatthe canonicalensem ble is inappropriate for

thedescription ofblack holes.

Recently Hawking and Horowitz have discussed[15]a m ore re�ned version

ofthe relationship between the classicaleuclidean gravitationalaction (14)

-especially itsboundary term s-and the entropy ofthe system . Thiswork

is related to that ofYork and collaborators[16]who suggested to im prove

theapproach ofGibbonsand Hawking[13]and Gross,Perry and Ya�e[4]by

em ploying a m ore m icrocanonicalfram ework. Related is also the work of

Iyerand W ald[17].

In any case,the im aginary partsZG H P ofeq.(20)orZi ofeq.(6),respec-

tively,do seem to yield interesting though unconventionaltherm odynam ical
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properties,ifonetreatesthem asifthey were "norm al" partition functions.

Asthey im ply negativeheatcapacitiesthey signalinstabilitiesofthesystem .

This leadsusto a closely related interpretation ofthe im aginary partofa

partition function,nam ely ofbeingassociated with thedecay ofam etastable

stateinto stableonein theform ofnucleation:

4 Im aginary part of partition functions and

droplet nucleation

In a seriesofvery in
uentialpapers[3]Langerdiscussed the im aginary part

ofpartition functionsforsystem swith a1st-orderphasetransition wherethe

transition from a m etastablestateto a stableoneisinitiated by the"nucle-

ation" ofdroplets. Langer suggested that the nucleation transition rate is

proportionalto the im aginary partofthe partition function. Colem an and

Callen[18]discussed this approach in the context ofinstanton solutions in

theeuclidean version ofotherwiselorentzean �eld theoriesand theirrolefor

the decay of"false" (m etastable)vacua. The m ethodsinvolved have found

wideapplicationsin di�erent�eldsofphysics[19].

The m ain procedure is very sim ilar to the one described above forthe eu-

clidean section oftheSchwarzschild solution:Theinstantons(or"bounces")

are classicalsolutions ofthe "euclideanized" �eld equations satisfying ap-

propriate boundary conditionsofa certain path integral. The quantum (or

therm al)
uctuationsaround theseclassicalsolutionsleavethesystem stable

ifalltheeigenvaluesofthesecond-variation operatorA (seeabove)areposi-

tive.However,ifoneoftheeigenvaluesisnegative,then theclassicalsolution

isnotrelated to a m inim um ofthe euclidean action integral,butonly to a

saddle pointand the 
uctuationscan drive the system from itsm etastable

stateinto a m orestablelowerone.

Thetransition rateisessentially determ ined by =(Z scl)=Z0,whereZ0 isthe

realpartofthecanonicalpartition function (which representsthem etastable

state)and by theabsolutevalueofthenegativeeigenvalue.

Itisthisfram eworkin which Gross,Perry and Ya�e[4]interpreted thecontri-

bution (20)ofthe euclidean Schwarzschild solution ("Schwarzschild instan-

ton"):

Eq.(20)representsthe"1-instanton" contribution to thepartition function.

9



The nextstep isa dilute-gasapproxim ation: Neglecting the "interactions"

between theinstantons,thecontribution ofN ofthem to thegrand partition

function ZG is

Zg

1

N !
(iZG H P )

N
: (22)

Sum m ing overallN gives

ZG = Zge
iZG H P (23)

and thegrand canonicalpotential

	(�;V;�)= lnZ G = �pV ; d	= �Ud� + p�dV � �N d� ; (24)

(� � ���;� :chem icalpotential,p:pressure)herehastheform

	= lnZ g + iZG H P ; (25)

whereasthegeneralstructureis[3,19]

	= lnZ 0 + i=(Z scl)=Z0 : (26)

Because ofthe specialform ofZ scl in (20) the factor Zg,representing the

m etastablegraviton gas(i.e. Zg = Z0)dropsoutin eq.(26)!

According to Langer[3](and others[18,19])therate� oftransition perunit

volum efrom them etastablestate(herethegraviton gas)to thestablestate

(heretheblack hole)isgiven by

�=
j�j

�
=( )=

j�j

�
=(Z scl

=Z0);  = 	=V ; (27)

were� isthesinglenegativeeigenvaluem entioned above(thatalargeclassof

system swith possible negative eigenvalueshasjustoneofthem wasproven

by Colem an[20]).

The factorj�jin eq.(27)isa dynam icalone,depending on nonequilibrium

propertiesofthesystem [3,19].Asto m orerecentevaluationsofj�jforrela-

tivisticsystem sseerefs.[21].

Therelationbetween theentropy(19)andtheexponentialfactorexp(��2=(16�))

in thetransition rate(27)associated with eq.(25)isperhapsnotso obvious

anym ore.However,in thecaseofnucleation onewrites[3,19]

=(Z scl)=Z0 = e
��(Fscl� F0);F scl= �

1

�
ln=(Z scl);F0 = �

1

�
lnZ0 (28)
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and interprets F̂ = F scl� F0 astheexcessfreeenergy ofthecritically large

droplet.In ourcasewehaveZ0 = Zg and therefore F̂S = �(1=�)lnZG H P .In

thissenseZG H P representsthepartition function ofthebare black hole,i.e.

itdescribesthe therm odynam icsofthe black hole withoutthe surrounding

graviton gas.

Thus,the m ore sophisticated nucleation picture essentially leadsto the sam e

therm odynam icalpropertiesofSchwarzschildblackholesasthe"naive"use[1]

ofthe im aginary partofthe partition function!

Still,itseem sdesirabletohaveam oresystem aticanalysisoftherelationship

between thetwo approaches.

Page[22]hasgiven a detailed analysisoftherate(27)forthetransition ofa

gasinto a black hole.Thepicturethatblack holesareform ed by nucleation

from a gaswasalready discussed by Gibbonsand Perry[23].

5 Schw arzschild black hole quantum statis-

tics and Ising droplet nucleation in 2 di-

m ensions

One ofthe m ostam azing partsofthe whole analysispresented here isthat

the quantum partition function (3) associated with a Schwarzschild black

holeisthesam easthatofthe(prim itive)Ising dropletm odelfornucleation

(in 1st-orderphasetransitions)in 2 dim ensions[24]:

Suppose a d-dim ensional(d � 2)lattice ofN Ising spinsbelow the critical

tem perature Tc to be in a positive m agnetic �eld H so thatalm ostallthe

spinsareup (+1).Ifone then slowly turnsthe m agnetic �eld negative,the

system com esintoam etastablestatein which thetotalm agnetization isstill

positive,before �nally becom ing negative,too. A sim ple m odelto describe

the transition into that stable state is the following: Assum e that (sm all)

droplets containing ldown-spins form ,in a background ofup-spins. The

droplets are supposed to be noninteracting (dilute-gasapproxim ation) and

thenum bernl ofdropletsofsizelto begiven by

nl= N e
���l ;l= 1;:::: (29)
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The droplet form ation energy �l is assum ed to consist oftwo (com peting)

term s,thebulk energy 2H land a surfaceenergy term �l(d� 1)=d,so that

�l= 2H l+ �l
(d� 1)=d

: (30)

Theinteresting partofthecanonicalpartition function ZN isthe�nitesum

ZN =N =
X

l

e
��2H l� ��l

(d� 1)=d

: (31)

LettingN goto1 andem ployingthegrandcanonicalensem bleinexactlythe

sam eway asfortheinstanton gasaboveyieldsthefollowing grand canonical

potential perspin

 (�;H )=

1X

l= 0

e
�2lH �

e
�l(d� 1)=d��

: (32)

The theoreticalinvestigations ofthe function  have focussed m ainly on

its behaviour for negative H (where the sum no longer converges!) in the

neighbourhood ofH = 0. It is clear that  m ust have a singularity at

H = 0,the so-called "condensation point". M any approxim ate analytical

calculations and rigorous estim ates[25]suggested that  has an essential

singularity there,a supposition supported by num ericalcalculations[26].

Now ford = 2 theseries(32)isjustthesam eas(3)which hasbeen sum m ed

exactly in ref.[1]by using Lerch’sobservation[27]thattherelation

e
�
p
nx2 =

jxj
p
�

Z
1

0

dve
�x2v2=4� n=v

2

(33)

=
jxj

2
p
�

Z
1

0

d�

�
3=2

e
�x2=(4�)� n�

turns the series into a geom etricalone which can be sum m ed under the

integralsign and then continued analytically. W e only have to put t =

�2�H ;x = �� and then getfrom eq.(6)theexactresult

=( )(�;H < 0)=

p
�

4
p
2
��

� 1=2jH j� 3=2e�(�
2
�)=(8jH j)

: (34)

Thus,there isindeed an essentialsingularity atH = 0. Instead ofjH j� 3=2

in front ofthe exponentialfactor the approxim ation m ethods ofLanger[3]
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and G �untheretal.[25]yield the factorjH j. The m odi�ed m ethod used by

Harris[26]givesthecorrectjH j-dependence!

The realpartof isto be calculated by m eansofthe principalvalue (dis-

persion) integral(7) (ifthe sum (32) starts with l= 1 etc.corresponding

changeshaveto bem ade[1]).

In ref.[1]Ipointed outthattherealpart(7)can becom e negative forsm all

x.The dropletnucleation picture m ighthelp to understand the (physical?)

background ofthis.

Fora recentdiscussion ofm etastability in the2-dim ensionalIsing m odelit-

selfseeref.[28].

Itwasalready stressed in ref.[1]thatthe series(3)obeysthe heatequation

@tZ = @2xZ:The corresponding partialdi�erentialequation for  in d=3

dim ensions is @2t = �@3x . This ought to help analysing the behaviour

of in the neighbourhood oft = 0 for d=3, too! I shallonly indicate

whatto expect: Asthatpartialdi�erentialequation isinvariantunderthe

scale transform ation t! �t;x ! �2=3x,there should existsolutionsofthe

type f(y);y = x3=t2. Inserting this gives for f(y) the ordinary di�.eq.

27f000+ (4+ 54=y)f00+ 6(1=y + 1=y2)f0 = 0. For t! 0;y ! 1 ,there is

theapproxim atesolution f00� exp(�(4=27)y)which agreeswith theform of

theexpected essentialsingularity astosm allnegativeH in 3dim ensions[25].

However,m oreanalysisiscertainly necessary here.

6 C onclusions

It appears that there can be hardly any doubt that the square root spec-

trum (1)isclosely related to the expected therm odynam ics ofblack holes.

Itistherefore im portantto understand itsphysicalm eaning and the theo-

reticalbackground better.Becauseitim pliesthatthearea A ofthehorizon

isproportionalto �h oneshould probably look hereforan interpretation[11].

Thiscorrespondsto otherrecentinvestigationswhich stresstheim portance

ofbifurcatehorizonsand theassociated surfacesforunderstanding thether-

m odynam icsofblack holes[29].

Furtherm ore,thediscussion aboveshowsthata"naive" and adropletnucle-

ation interpretation,respectively,ofthe im aginary partofa partition func-

tion providejusttwo di�erentaspectsofthetherm odynam icalpropertiesof

m etastablesystem s.
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Sim ilarlyim portantisthephysicalunderstandingofthedegeneracy(2)which

is equally essentialforthe derivation ofthe therm odynam ics. In the Ising

dropletm odelabove g isreplaced by the factorexp��H which represents

thein
uenceofthedrivingexternal(negative)m agnetic�eld.Thesam erole

can havea(positive)chem icalpotential[3,19].Bekenstein and M ukhanov[11]

used inform ation theoreticalargum ents to put g = 2. However,the argu-

m ents above go through with any g > 1. The physicalbackground ofthe

degeneracies(2)probably needsfurtherunderstanding.(The"driving �eld"

behind g > 1 ism ostlikely the gravitationalattraction which leadsto the

black hole.)

In addition itwillbe interesting to see whetherand how the above consid-

erationscan beextended to thetherm odynam icsoftheReissner-Nordstr�m

m odel[30]whereinvestigationssim ilartothoseofrefs.[8,9]fortheSchwarzschild

caseexist[31].

Veryexcitingisthepossibilitytom apthequantum statisticsofaSchwarzschild

black hole onto the statistics ofthe 2-dim enionsalIsing m odelfor droplet

nucleation. Thism ightallow to learn from a known �eld ofphysics foran

unknown one.

Finallyitissurprisingthatthepursuitofblack holephysicsleadstoan exact

m athem aticalsolution foran old condensed-m atterproblem .

I am very m uch indebted to M alcolm Perry for drawing m y attention to

refs.[3]and [4].

Note added in response to a question ofthe referee:

IfoneconsidersaSchwarzschild blackholein d+1space-tim edim ensions[32],

d � 3,then itsSchwarzschild radiusR S isproportionalto M 1=(d� 2),where

M isthe m assofthesystem .Thus,ifwe again assum e the tim e interval�

in eq.(12)above to be proportionalto R S,then
p
n in eq.(13)isreplaced

by n(d� 2)=(d� 1) and theresulting partition function isthesam easthatofthe

Ising dropletm odelfornucleation in d-1 dim enions(seeeq.(32))!

R eferences

[1]H.A.Kastrup,Canonicalquantum statisticsofan isolated Schwarzschild

black hole,gr-qc/9707009,to appear in Phys.Lett.B;to the list of

14

http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9707009


quoted authors discussing the spectrum (1) the following should be

added:T.Brotzand C.Kiefer,Phys.Rev.D 55(1997)2186

[2]S.W .Hawking in:GeneralRelativity,an Einstein centenary survey,ed.

by S.W .Hawking and W .Israel(Cam bridge University Press, Cam -

bridge etc.1979)ch.15;(reprinted in:Euclidean Quantum Gravity,ed.

by G.W .Gibbonsand S.W .Hawking (W orld Scienti�c,Singapore etc.

1993)p.29;thisbook containsreprintsoftherefs.[4],[13],[20]and [23]

ofthepresentpaper,too)

[3]J.S. Langer, Ann. Physics 41(1967)108; 54(1969)258; Physica

73(1974)61;in:System sFarfrom Equilibrium (LectureNotesin Physics

132),ed.by L.Garrido (Springer-Verlag,Berlin etc.1980)p.12

[4]D.J.Gross,M .J.Perry and L.G.Ya�e,Phys.Rev.D 25(1982)330

[5]Ithank H.M �uller-Krum bhaarand D.Stau�erforcorresponding private

com m unications

[6]S.W .Hawking,Nature248(1974)30;Com m .M ath.Phys.43(1975)199

[7]G.T.Horowitz,gr-qc/9704072

[8]T.Thiem ann and H.A.Kastrup,Nucl.Phys.B 399(1993)211;H.A.Kas-

trup and T.Thiem ann,Nucl.Phys.B 425(1994)665;H.A.Kastrup and

T.Thiem ann,in:Geom etry ofConstrained Dynam icalSystem s,ed.by

J.M .Charap (Cam bridgeUniversity Press,Cam bridge1995)p.158(this

papercontainsa briefcom parison with Kucha�r’sarticle(ref.[9]))

[9]K.Kucha�r,Phys.Rev.D 50(1994)3961;see also D.Louis-M artinez,J.

Gegenberg and G.Kunstatter,Phys.Lett.B 321(1994)193;D.Louis-

M artinez and G.Kunstatter,Phys.Rev.D 49(1994)5227;T.Strobl,

Phys.Rev.D 51(1994)7346

[10]H.A.Kastrup,Phys.Lett.B (1996)75

[11]J.D.Bekenstein and V.F.M ukhanov,Phys.Lett.B 360(1995)7

[12]J.D.Bekenstein,Lett.Nuovo Cim .11(1974)467

[13]G.W .Gibbonsand S.W .Hawking,Phys.Rev.D 15(1976)2752

15

http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9704072


[14]G.W .Gibbonsand M .J.Perry,Nucl.Phys.B146(1978)90;seealsoG.W .

Gibbons,S.W .Hawking and M .J.Perry,Nucl.Phys.B 138(1978)141

[15]S.W .Hawking and G.T.Horowitz,Class.Quantum Grav.13(1996)1487

[16]J.W .York,Jr.,Phys.Rev.D 33(1986)2092;H.W .Braden,B.F.W hiting

and J.W .York,Jr.,Phys.Rev.D 36(1987)3614;J.D.Brown and J.W .

York,Jr.,Phys.Rev.D 47(1993)1407,1420;gr-qc/9405024;J.D.Brown,

Phys.Rev.D 52(1995)7011

[17]V.Iyerand R.M .W ald,Phys.Rev.D 52(1995)4430

[18]S. Colem an, Phys. Rev. D 15(1977)2929, D 16(1977)1248(E); C.G.

Callan,Jr.and S.Colem an,Phys.Rev.D 16(1977)1762;S.Colem an,

in:The W hysofSubnuclearPhysics,ed.by A.Zichichi(Plenum Press,

New York and London 1979)p.805(reprinted in S.Colem an,Aspectsof

Sym m etry (Cam bridgeUniversity Press,Cam bridgeetc.1985)p.265)

[19]See,e.g.,J.D.Gunton,M .San M igueland P.S.Sahni,in Phase Transi-

tionsand CriticalPhenom ena,vol.8,ed.byC.Dom b and J.L.Lebowitz

(Academ ic Press,London etc.1983)p.267;J.D.Gunton and M .Droz,

Introduction to the Theory ofM etastable and Unstable States(Lecture

Notes in Physics 183, Springer-Verlag, Berlin etc.1983); P.H�anggi,

P.Talkner and M .Borkovec,Rev.M od.Phys.62(1990)251;J.Zinn-

Justin, Quantum Field Theory and CriticalPhenom ena,3rd Edition

(Oxford University Press, Oxford etc.1997) chs.37-42; H.Kleinert,

Path Integralsin Quantum M echanics,Statisticsand Polym erPhysics,

2nd Edition (W orld Scienti�c,Singaporeetc.1995)ch.17

[20]S.Colem an,Nucl.Phys.B 298(1988)178

[21]L.P.Csernaiand J.I.Kapusta,Phys.Rev.D 46(1992)1379;M .E.Car-

rington and J.I.Kapusta,Phys.Rev.D 47(1993)5304;J.Garriga,Phys.

Rev.D 49(1994)5497,6327

[22]D.N.Page,in:Black Hole Physics,ed.by V.DeSabbata and Z.Zhang

(KluwerAcadem icPublishers,Dordrechtetc.1992)p.185

[23]G.W .Gibbonsand M .J.Perry,Proc.R.Soc.Lond.A.358(1978)467

16

http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9405024


[24]J.Frenkel,Kinetic Theory ofLiquids (Dover Publications,Inc.,New

York 1955)ch. VII; F.F. Abraham , Hom ogeneous Nucleation Theory

(Academ icPress,New York and London 1974);K.Binderand D.Stauf-

fer,Adv.in Physics 25(1976)343;J.S.Langer,ref.[3]; Gunton et al.,

ref.[19];K.Binder,Rep.Prog.Phys.50(1987)783

[25]A.F.Andreev,Sov.Phys.JETP 18(1964)1415;J.S.Langer,ref.[3];M .E.

Fisher,Physics3(1967)255;K.Binder,Ann.Physics98(1976)390;N.J.

G �unther,D.A.Nicole and D.J.W allace,J.Phys.A 13(1980)1755;D.J.

W allace in: Phase Transitions, Carg�ese 1980,ed.by M .L�evy, J.-C.

Le Guillou and J.Zinn-Justin (Plenum Press,New York and London

1982)p.423;R.K.P.Zia,Zeitschr.Phys.B 41(1981)129;rigorousresults

give: S.N.Isakov,Com m .M ath.Phys.95(1984)427;R.H.Schonm ann,

Com m .M ath.Phys.161(1994)1

[26]K.Binderand D.Stau�er,ref.[24];M .J.Loweand D.J.W allace,J.Phys.

A 13(1980)L381;C.K.Harris,J.Phys.A 17(1984)L143;D.Stau�er,Int.

J.M od.Phys.C 3(1992)1052;P.A.Rikvold,H.Tom ita,S.M iyashita

and S.W .Sides,Phys.Rev.E 49(1994)5080;thelasttwoarticlescontain

furtherreferences

[27]M .Lerch,M onatsheftef�urM athem atik und Physik 8(1897)377

[28]E.N.M .Cirillo and J.L.Lebowitz,cond-m at/9705311;this paper con-

tainsreferencesto previouswork.

[29]G.’tHooftin:SALAM FESTSCHRIFT,A Collection ofTalksfrom the

Conferenceon HighlightsofParticleand Condensed M atterPhysics,ed.

by A.Ali,J.Ellisand S.Randjbar-Daem i(W orld Scienti�c,Singapore

etc.1994)p.284,= gr-qc/9310026;gr-qc/9402037;Int.J.M od.Phys.A

11(1996)4623;L.Susskind,J.M ath.Phys.36(1995)6377;R.M .W ald,

gr-qc/9702022;J.D.Brown,gr-qc/9704071

[30]S.W . Hawking, G.T. Horowitz and S.F. Ross, Phys. Rev. D

51(1995)4302;C.Teitelboim ,Phys.Rev.D 51(1995)4315

[31]T.Thiem ann,Nucl.Phys.B 436(1995)681;J.Louko and S.W .W inters-

Hilt, Phys.Rev.D 54(1996)2647; T.Brotz and C.Kiefer, ref.[1]; J.

M �akel�a and P.Repo,gr-qc/9708029

17

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9705311
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9310026
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9402037
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9702022
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9704071
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9708029


[32]F.R.Tangherlini,Nuovo Cim .27(1963)636;R.C.M yersand M .J.Perry,

Ann.Physics172(1986)304

18


