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Quantum field theory on the Bertotti-Robinson space-time
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We consider the problem of quantum field theory on the Bertotti-Robinson space-time, which arises
naturally as the near-horizon geometry of an extremal Reissner-Nordstrom black hole, but can also arise
in certain near-horizon limits of nonextremal Reissner-Nordstrom space-time. The various vacuum
states have been considered in the context of AdS, black holes [M. Spradlin and A. Strominger, J. High
Energy Phys. 11 (1999) 021] where it was shown that the Poincaré vacuum, the global vacuum and the
Hartle-Hawking vacuum are all equivalent, while the Boulware vacuum and the Schwarzschild vacuum
are equivalent. We verify this by explicitly computing the Green’s functions in closed form for a
massless scalar field corresponding to each of these vacua. Obtaining a closed form for the Green’s
function corresponding to the Boulware vacuum is nontrivial, and the novel computational technique
employed may well be useful in deriving closed form Green’s functions in other space-times. Having
obtained the propagator for the Boulware vacuum, which is a zero-temperature Green’s function, we can
then consider the case of a scalar field at an arbitrary temperature by an infinite image imaginary-time
sum, which yields the Hartle-Hawking propagator upon setting the temperature to the Hawking
temperature. Finally, we compute the renormalized stress-energy tensor for a massless scalar field in

the various quantum vacua.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The near-horizon limit of an extremal Reissner-Nordstrom
black hole is described by the direct product space-time
AdS, X S? [1] known as the Bertotti-Robinson space-time
[2,3]. The AdS, X S? geometry also arises in various
other inequivalent near-horizon limits of the nonextremal
Reissner-Nordstrom black hole [4]. Quantum effects in the
Bertotti-Robinson space-time have been previously consid-
ered [5-7] in the context of particle production in a
Bertotti-Robinson universe. In recent decades, interest in
the Bertotti-Robinson space-time has gained impetus from
a string theory perspective [4,8,9], where anti-de Sitter black
holes have played a crucial part in the AdS/CFT correspon-
dence, particularly in the two-dimensional case [10-18]. Of
particular relevance to this paper is the work of Spradlin and
Strominger [8] who derive the two-dimensional propagators
for various quantum states on the AdS, black hole space-time
and use these results to compute the renormalized stress-
energy tensor for massive and massless scalar fields. When
discussing vacuum states on the Bertotti-Robinson space-
time, one can ignore the angular degrees of freedom since the
vacuum state is determined by requiring modes to be positive
frequency with respect to a particular time coordinate.
Hence, the quantum states will be equivalent to those on
AdS,. However, the physical quantities of interest on the
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Bertotti-Robinson space-time, such as the renormalized
stress-energy tensor, involve the Green’s function for the
wave equation whose structure is very different in the two-
dimensional and four-dimensional cases. We shall consider
only the massless scalar field; the massive field propagator
cannot be obtained in closed form but one can employ a
large-mass approximation for the stress-energy tensor which
does not depend on the global properties such as the quantum
state. Such large-mass approximations have been adopted
in the study of the quantum-corrected Bertotti-Robinson
space-time (see, for example, [19] and references therein).
The Green’s function on the Bertotti-Robinson space-time
was derived in closed form in Poincaré coordinates by
Kofman and Sahni [20], which corresponds to the field in
the Poincaré vacuum defined by choosing modes to be posi-
tive frequency with respect to Poincaré time. Spradlin and
Strominger [8] show that this vacuum is equivalent to the
global vacuum and the Hartle-Hawking vacuum and, hence,
the Green’s functions for these states are equal. By definition,
the Hartle-Hawking vacuum respects the isometries of the
space-time and, hence, the corresponding propagator has a
very simple structure, factorizing into a part that depends on
the geodesic distance on AdS, and a part that depends on the
geodesic distance on S?. The Green’s function in the
Boulware or Schwarzschild vacuum is more complicated
than the Hartle-Hawking Green’s function and to the best
of our knowledge has not been obtained in closed form.
We present a closed form representation here, verifying our
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result by reproducing the known Hartle-Hawking Green’s
function by an infinite image imaginary-time sum.

The mode-sum representation of the Green’s function in
the Boulware vacuum involves a sum over associated
Legendre functions of noninteger order. Performing this
sum is crucial in arriving at the closed form Green’s func-
tion. The method employed is to associate the sum with a
three-dimensional Green’s function on a dimensionally
reduced space-time which satisfies a Helmholtz equation
whose zero-potential solution is known in closed form. We
then expand about the zero-potential solution which yields a
closed form. This expansion is similar in spirit to Copson’s
method [21] for obtaining the electrostatic potential in
Schwarzschild space-time. Although this computational
method and associated closed form Green’s function are
important results in this paper, we defer the calculation to
the Appendix rather than disrupt the continuity of the dis-
cussion of quantum fields on Bertotti-Robinson space-time.

The layout of this paper is as follows: In Sec. II, we
review the various limits of Reissner-Nordstrém space-
time that result in the Bertotti-Robinson geometry. We
also discuss the many coordinate systems that define the
vacuum states. In Sec. III, we derive the Feynman Green’s
function for several quantum states. There are essentially
three distinct cases: the zero-temperature Boulware vac-
uum which we denote by |B), the mixed state for a field at
arbitrary temperature 7 = 1/8 which we denote by |3),
and the mixed state for the field at the Hawking tempera-
ture, which is analogous to the Hartle-Hawking state in
Schwarzschild space-time [22] and which we denote by
|H). Finally, in Sec. IV, we obtain analytic expressions for
the renormalized stress-energy tensor for a massless field
in each of these states.

II. THE BERTOTTI-ROBINSON SPACE-TIME
AS A LIMIT OF THE REISSNER-NORDSTROM
SOLUTION

In this section, we show how the Bertotti-Robinson
geometry emerges as the near-horizon limit of the extreme
Reissner-Nordstrom black hole and also in certain near-
horizon limits of nonextremal Reissner-Nordstrom black
holes.

The Reissner-Nordstrom solution is the unique static,
spherically symmetric solution of the Einstein-Maxwell
equations. In units where the speed of light, Planck’s con-
stant, the Boltzmann constant and the Coulomb constant are
set to unity, the metric is given by

r2

A (2.1)

A
ds? = — = d; + —dr* + r’dQj,
s
where A = (r — r_)(r — r4) and dQ)3 is the metric on the
two-sphere. We choose to denote the usual Schwarzschild
time coordinate here by ¢,. The Cauchy horizon r_ and the
black hole horizon r, are
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— 72 2a02 — N2
ro = L2M * Ly[L2M? — 02,

where L, = VG is the Planck length in these units. The
Hawking temperature and entropy of the black hole are
functions of the location of the inner and outer horizons

2.2)

2

ry —7r- Ty
Ty = ——5—, Sgg = —5—- 23
4arr? B L2 @3)

Very near extremality (M = Q/L,), the usual semiclassical
analysis of the thermodynamic properties of the black hole
breaks down [23]. To see this, we define

E=m-2

L, 24)

the excitation energy above extremality. The horizons may
then be written in terms of E, yielding

r. = OL, + EL? + \2QEL} + E*L3,

For the near-extremal solution we have E < 1; hence,
substituting (2.5) into the expression for the Hawking tem-
perature (2.3) for small E gives the energy-temperature
relationship

(2.5)

E~27*L,0°T}. 2.6)

When the energy of a typical quantum of Hawking radia-
tion, which is of the order of the Hawking temperature 7y, is
of the order of the excitation energy above extremality, the
semiclassical analysis breaks down. This occurs at

1

Tn~Eep = 53
14

, 2.7
where in stringy black holes, the black holes have a mass
gap and this energy represents the energy of the lowest-lying
excitation [24].

In the extreme case, E = 0, the horizons coincide, r;, =
r« = QL, and Ty = 0. The line element for extreme
Reissner-Nordstrom is

)2 2
dr= - e T gy 2408 28)
r (r—ory,
The near-horizon limit is obtained by defining
d—_ 2.9)
y= .
L;
and then considering the limit
L,—0, v, Q fixed. (2.10)
The metric becomes
ds? 2 2
BV g+ L a0l @1
Ly Q y

which is the Bertotti-Robinson space-time with geometry
AdS, X S?, or more accurately, CAdS, X S?, where
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CAdS, is the universal covering of anti-de Sitter space
obtained by unwrapping the closed timelike curves. The
form of this metric that we will find particularly useful is
obtained by the transformation

t, * Qy2 = tanh(% (t * % ln('ﬁli))) (2.12)

yielding

ds® 2 2 2 —14.2 2
= —(p* — Ddr* + (p* — 1) 'dp* + dQs.

@ = (2.13)

We may also consider various inequivalent near-horizon
limits for nonzero temperatures. For example, in terms of
the coordinate
_ r—r +
B 2

Ly

U , (2.14)

one can fix the geometry as the near-horizon limit is taken
by keeping Ty fixed, since the temperature is related to the
periodicity of the time coordinate. We consider the limit

L,—0 0, Ty fixed, (2.15)
and the metric in this limit reads
ds? +47Q*T dU?
Iy _ UL AmOT) 4, v a0
0’12 0 U(U + 47 Q*Ty)
(2.16)

This may be recast in precisely the form of metric (2.13) by

the coordinate transformation

1
277' TH

U=2mQ’Ty(p — 1), t I (2.17)
Yet another near-horizon limit of the Reissner-
Nordstrom black hole reduces to the metric of Eq. (2.13);
if we define
_r—ry
T o272
Q°L,
and now hold E and Ty fixed, a near-horizon limit again
emerges as L, — 0. In this case, the charge Q must diverge
according to the scaling in Eq. (2.6); i.e., we take the limit

Vv

(2.18)

L,—0,  ETyfixed Q~L,"*—oc. (219
The metric reduces to
E23 dv?
( : /g’)ds? =—V(V+4nTy)dt? + —————+d03.
Ly V(V+47Ty)
(2.20)
With the coordinate transformation
V =27T, - 1), ty = t, 2.21
™ H(P ) 27Ty ( )

we again obtain the right-hand side of Eq. (2.13).
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So it is clear that the Bertotti-Robinson metric (2.13)
appears in a number of near-horizon limits of the Reissner-
Nordstrom space-time. This form of the metric has a
natural AdS, black hole interpretation even though the
Bertotti-Robinson geometry is itself an electrovac solution
to Einstein’s field equation, not necessarily containing any
horizons. This is due to the fact that we have inherited the
time coordinate from the Reissner-Nordstrom solution
which, as we can see from the Penrose diagram in Fig. 1,
only covers part of the timelike boundary, which we call
spatial infinity, of the covering space of AdS,. The future
“black hole’ horizon is then the boundary of the region
from which nothing can escape to spatial infinity, while the
past horizon is the boundary of the region which cannot be
accessed from spatial infinity.

This is analogous to the BTZ black hole [25] in three
dimensions, where, despite the fact that all negative curva-
ture spaces are locally equivalent to AdS;, for certain
global identifications there exists a black hole solution.

That we have a black hole solution only for this pre-
ferred choice of time can be seen by transforming to global
coordinates; for example, if we make the coordinate trans-
formation

U= 277Q2TH<\/1 + x? cosr),

1 _q 1+ x2 .
t, = tanh™' | ——— sin7
27TTH X

in the line element (2.16), we obtain

(2.22)

T
A
s
S—
2
B\
N
7
13 .
A
I N 2
Q// S
Q
Vs
r=_x
ﬁ 2
&
/v
<
_ 3
T2

FIG. 1. Penrose diagram showing the various coordinate
patches on the Bertotti-Robinson space-time. It is clear from
the diagram that the time, ¢, only covers the part of the timelike
boundary from —7/2 < 7 < 7/2 leading to a black hole inter-
pretation in (#, p) coordinates.
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ds?

o —(1+x3)d7 + (1 +x?) " dx* + dQ}

(2.23)

which covers all of CAdS, for x € (—oo,0), 7E
(—00, ). On the other hand, only the part of the timelike
boundary from —7/2 < 7 < 77/2 is covered by the coor-
dinates (1, p) which is easily seen from their coordinate
relations

x = (p? — 1)"/2 cosht,

__ sin—l[ (p? — 1)"/2 sinhr ]
(1 + (p% — 1cosh?r)/2 [

(2.24)

Each new coordinate system defines a new vacuum, by
choosing normalized modes to be positive frequency with
respect to a particular time coordinate. For example, taking
modes to be positive frequency with respect to ¢ in the
metric (2.13) defines the Boulware vacuum, while taking
modes to be positive frequency with respect to the global
coordinates (2.23) defines the global vacuum. Other
common choices are the Poincaré vacuum and the
Schwarzschild vacuum. The Poincaré vacuum is defined
by choosing positive frequency modes with respect to
Poincaré coordinates for which the metric is conformally
flat. Making the coordinate transformations

(p? — 1)'/2sinht
p + (p? — )2 cosht’
1
p + (p2 — D)2 cosht’

~1
Il

(2.25)

F

in Eq. (2.13), we arrive at the Poincaré form of the metric,
ds?

272

0°L;,

Finally, the Schwarzschild coordinates are defined by

= F2(—dP + dP + PdD3).  (2.26)

. 1 1p—l
= n—’
p 47Ty p+1

(2.27)

which yields

ds* ( 27Ty
Q*L3  \sinhQuTyp*)

2
) (—d? + dp*?) + dQ3. (2.28)

Since the transformation (2.27) is independent of the time
coordinates, the Schwarzschild vacuum is equivalent to the
Boulware vacuum.

ITI. VACUUM STATES AND PROPAGATORS
ON BERTOTTI-ROBINSON

In this section, we derive the Feynman Green’s function
for massless scalars for the various quantum states. Of the
vacua already mentioned, only two are distinct, the Boulware
and Hartle-Hawking states [8]. We will also consider the
case of a field at an arbitrary temperature, not necessarily

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 86, 104067 (2012)

equal to the Hawking temperature. For the remainder of this
paper, we set L20? = 1 which may be restored by dimen-
sional analysis.

The physical quantity of interest in the semiclassical
theory is the renormalized expectation value of the stress-
energy tensor in a unit-norm quantum state |A). This is
closely related to the Feynman Green’s function which is
defined by

Galx, x') = KA|T{@(x), ¢(x")}A), (3.1)

where T denotes the time-ordered product of the quantum
field operators such that

ifr>7¢
if ¥ >t

o1, x)&(f, x)

32
5(¢, )31, X) G2

T{6(,%), ¢, x)} = {

The field operator @(x) is expanded in terms of normalized
mode functions which satisfy the homogeneous wave
equation whereby the choice of boundary conditions on
these mode functions determines the quantum state. It is
straightforward to show that the canonical commutation
relations satisfied by ¢(x) imply that the Feynman Green’s
function satisfies the inhomogeneous wave equation [26]

OG,(x, x') = —g7128(x — X)), (3.3)
where [ = g#"V,V, is the d’Alembertian operator and
g = | detg,, | is the metric determinant. Since the Bertotti-
Robinson metric has vanishing scalar curvature, the
Green’s function does not depend on the field’s coupling
to the curvature, though the stress-energy tensor will. We
will find it convenient to express the Feynman Green’s
function in terms of the Wightman function and its com-
plex conjugate

Ga(x, x') = i0(AD)G (x, X') + i0(—ANG, (x, x'),  (3.4)
where At =t — ¢ and
G (x, x) = (Al¢(x)@(x)|A) (3.5)

is the Wightman function with G (x, x’) as its complex
conjugate.

We now consider the pure, zero-temperature vacuum
states and the mixed thermal states separately.

A. Boulware vacuum

The Boulware vacuum, which we denote by |B), is
defined by requiring that the normal modes are positive
frequency with respect to the timelike Killing vector 9/d1z.

The homogeneous wave equation is

1 9% 9 0 1 9 0
= T i =)L)+ — L singZ
[ (p>—1) 072 ap(( )ap) sin080(sm ae)
1 92
+sinzea¢2]¢(x)zo' oo
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A complete set of mode functions may be obtained by a
separation of variables:

uwlm(x) = NweiithIm(e’ ¢)Rwl(p):

where Y, (6, @) are the spherical harmonics normalized
such that

3.7)

20+ 1
3.8
) (3-8)

[
> Y0, §)Y;,, (0, ) = = —,

m=-—1

and R,(r) satisfies

(di) ((pz _ 1);;) + (p2w—21) — 10+ 1))Rw,(p) —0.
(3.9)

Solutions of this equation are the associated Legendre
functions of pure imaginary order, P;"*“(p) and Q;“(p),
where the specific combination of these solutions is deter-
mined by the boundary conditions on the field. Much like
in AdS space-time, the Bertotti-Robinson space-time is not
globally hyperbolic and it possesses a timelike boundary at
spatial infinity through which information can propagate.
We impose vanishing boundary conditions at spatial infin-
ity since this timelike surface is an infinite proper distance
from any finite radius. This condition rules out the asso-
ciated Legendre functions P;"*(p) in our mode function
expansion of the field operator since these functions di-
verge as p — co. Choosing R,;(p) = Qi“(p), then the
normalization condition

<uwlm’ Uy'im!) = 6(‘” - wl)gll’amm’ (310)
fixes the normalization constant to be
1
N, = —e®™+/sinh(w ), (3.11)
T

where

(Pr @2) = i fz(ﬂawz — kS (3.12)

is the Klein-Gordon inner product.
The field operator expanded in terms of normalized
mode functions is therefore

0o 00 !
o(x) =/0 dwz Z ot D)8 i + Wy, (DAL,

=0 m=—1
(3.13)

where u,,, is given by Eqgs. (3.7) and (3.11). It is straight-
forward to show that the commutation relations satisfied by
the field operator and its conjugate momentum are equiva-
lent to the commutation relations

[&wlmr &Z)’l’m’] = 5((1) - w/)all’ 8mm” (3.14)
[&wlm’ &w/l/m/] = [&I)lm’ &I)’l’m’] = 0.
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To obtain the Feynman Green’s function, we compute
the Wightman function defined by Eq. (3.5). In terms of the
mode functions, this is given by

() N !
Gy (x x) = [ 40> Sty ()
0

I=0m=—1

= # /:O dwe 198 20T sinh(7rw)
X Y (21 + 1)P(cosy) Qi (p)[ Qi (p")]",
=0
(3.15)

where cosy = cosf cosf’ + sinf sind’ cos(¢ — ¢'). Using
standard results relating associated Legendre functions
[27], the Wightman function may be recast in the following
form,

G} (x, x)
i « —iw <
:W[o dwe A’l:z'é(2l + 1)P;(cosy)
X [e“TP ' (p")Q”(p) — e~ “TP*(p) Q[ (p)].

(3.16)

The particular combination of associated Legendre func-
tions appearing in square brackets above is invariant under
the interchange of the radial coordinates and hence we
have

Gj(x, x')
i * —iw S
= W[o dwe AZIZZO(21+ 1)P;(cosy)
X [ewﬂpfiw(p<)Q§w(P>) - eiwﬂ-P;w(P<)Qzﬂw(p>)]y

(3.17)

where p. = min{p, p'} and p-~. =max{p, p'}. Performing
the / sum in this expression is crucial if we are to obtain a
closed form representation of the Green’s function for the
Boulware vacuum. This is a nonstandard summation for-
mula and to the best of our knowledge has never been
published, except for the case of associated Legendre
functions of real integer order [28]. Rather than include
the derivation here, we defer it to the Appendix. The
result is

d . _ e k1
2(21 + 1)P(cosy)e TP, M(P<)Q;L(P>) = W,
=0

(3.18)

where w is an arbitrary complex constant and
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!
pp — COSYy
coshny = R
(pz _ 1)1/2(p/2 _ 1)1/2
R = p? + p*> —2pp'cosy — sin’y

= (p2 — 1)(p”* — 1)sinh7. (3.19)

Using the result (3.18) for © = *iw in Eq. (3.17), we
obtain

1 00 .
— —iwAt 3
G; (X, )C/) = W j(; dwe ! Sln(w 77) (320)

The w integral is not immediately convergent which is a
consequence of the fact that the Green’s function is a
distributional quantity, being the solution of a wave equa-
tion with a delta distribution source. We can obtain a closed
form representation by the usual ‘i€’ prescription [29] by
adding a small negative imaginary part to the time coor-
dinate so that the integral converges and then taking the
e— 0T,

1
Gi(x, x) = AR lim [ dwe iwdio sin(wn).

77.2Rl/2 e—0" Jo
(3.21)
The integral is now trivial, yielding

1 U
lim .
mR'? 0t (—(At — i€)* + n?)

From the definition (3.4), the Feynman Green’s function
for the Boulware vacuum is

Gi(x, x) = 1 (3.22)

n

i
Gg(x, x') = li . 3.23
s ) = i I iy O
For small €, we can rewrite this as
i ) n
Gglx, x) = 1 , 3.24
5% ¥) 472R'/? ei»I(I)1+ (—AP + 9 + ie) ( )

where we have absorbed the 2|A¢| into the definition of €
and we have ignored O(€?) terms. We now make use of the
distributional identity

1 1 )
i Pa- 7id(z?),  e— 0", (3.25)
where P denotes the principal part, to obtain
N — i n
+——=8(—AFP +7n?). (3.26)

A7 1/2

B. Thermal states

The Boulware Green’s function is a zero-temperature
propagator since it is the expectation value of a product of
field operators in a pure state, namely the Boulware vacuum.
We can also consider mixed thermal states where the field is

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 86, 104067 (2012)

at some arbitrary temperature. Moreover, if we consider the
Bertotti-Robinson geometry arising as the near-extremal
Reissner-Nordstrom black hole, then we can define the
Schwarzschild analog of the Hartle-Hawking ‘‘vacuum”
[22] which corresponds to the field in thermal equilibrium
with the black hole horizon, and its defining feature is
regularity on the past and future horizon.

We will make use of the following relation between the
Feynman Green’s function, the symmetric Green’s func-
tion, G(x, x'), which is the average of the advanced and
retarded Green’s functions, and the Hadamard two point
function, GV (x, x'),

Gu(x, ) = G(x, x') + %iGX)(x, X). (327
The retarded and advanced Green’s functions, and hence
G(x, x'), are expectation values of “‘c-number” operators
(multiples of the identity) and hence do not depend on the
vacuum state. On the other hand, the definition of the
Hadamard function hinges on the decomposition of mode
solutions into positive and negative frequency parts and,
therefore, depends on the vacuum. The thermal Hadamard
function is given as an infinite imaginary-time image sum of
the corresponding zero-temperature Hadamard function [29],

[e e}

Z Gg)(t + kB, x; 1, x'),

k=—00

Gy(x, x') = (3.28)
where 8 = 1/T is the inverse temperature of the field. It

follows that the Feynman Green’s function for a mixed ther-
mal state is

i n
2R1/2 Z o (—(At + ikB)* + )

Gglx, x') =

S(—=A2 + n?). (3.29)

* 477'R1/2

The k sum may be performed yielding a closed form propa-
gator for a massless field at temperature 7,

G ) = iT sinh(27Tn)
X, X
B 47R'2 " (cosh(2mTn) — cosh(27wTAt))
F s (AP + ), (3:30)

To the best of our knowledge, this result has not previously
been given in the literature.

For the near-extremal Reissner-Nordstrom limit, we can
define the Hartle-Hawking state whereby the field is in
thermal equilibrium with the black hole at the Hawking
temperature Ty = /27, where « is the surface gravity
given by

VA k,) VA (KE,)

2 — 1’
K 4Kk, it

(3.31)

where k#* = (1,0,0,0) is a Killing vector normal to the
horizon. The Green’s function now simplifies considerably,
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i 1
P
872 (p2 —1)1/2(p”2 —1)1/2" (coshn — coshAr)

n A2 42

where 1 and R are given by Eq. (3.19). This can be recast
into the succinct form

Gu(xx')=

n=tp U i1 scosha -
Gulx ) 87>~ coshA —cosy 8w (cos cosy),

(3.33)

where A is the geodesic distance on AdS, satisfying
coshA = pp’ — (p2 — DY2(p> — 1)/2coshAr (3.34)
and 1y is the geodesic distance on the two-sphere satisfying

cosy = cosf cost’ + sinf sind’ cos(¢p — @').  (3.35)

One can verify that the Hartle-Hawking state is equivalent
to the global and Poincaré states by explicitly constructing
the Green’s functions. For example, the normalized modes
in Poincaré coordinates are

1 L.
—=e 'Y}, (0, ¢)F1/2J1+]/2(w?).

uwm:
"2

Following a similar procedure to the previous section,
we obtain the following mode-sum expression for the
Wightman function:

G7(x x')

1 o
_ ﬂwAtd
e [0 e w

X Z(ZI + 1)PI(COS’}/)?1/2?/1/2JH_1/2(&)7)][.9_1/2((1)?6.
=0

(3.36)

(3.37)

The [ sum may be performed using standard summation
formulas for Bessel functions [27], yielding

i

rr

Gp(x, x) = oy

[ Y oM ginwldw,  (3.38)
0

where

£ =P + 2 — 2FF cosy. (3.39)

As before, the integral here does not converge and we follow
the distributional treatment of the previous subsection to
obtain the following representation of the Feynman Green’s
function in the Poincaré vacuum (which could have been
directly inferred by the conformal flatness of the metric and
massless field equations in Poincaré coordinates),

==

i T
Gplx,x) =—1i .
plx ) A ot (AP + O + ie)

(3.40)

Employing the identity (3.25) again gives
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1 1
+ — 8(coshA — cosy)

i
Gplx,x)=—P— —
Pl ¥) 872" coshA —cosy 8w

(341)

where, in Poincaré coordinates, the geodesic distance on
AdS, is defined by

—AP + 2 + 72

coshA = —
2FF

(3.42)
This form of the Green’s function has been previously given
by Kofman and Sahni [20]. It is clearly identical to the
Hartle-Hawking propagator (3.33). A similar calculation
reveals that it is also identical to the Green’s function in
the global vacuum.

IV. THE RENORMALIZED
STRESS-ENERGY TENSOR

The stress-energy tensor operator ought to provide an
absolute measure of the energy-momentum density for the
fields in the state |A), as well as governing the backreaction
on the classical gravitational background via the semiclas-
sical Einstein equations

1 R
R — 5gabR = 87 (A|T"|A), 4.1)
where classically the stress-energy tensor for a massless
field ¢ in a space-time with vanishing scalar curvature is
given by
1

T = (1 -28)¢ e + (25 - E)g“”ﬁo;cqo;" — 2@

+2£g" o0 + ERY% @2, (4.2)

where ¢ is the field’s coupling to the scalar curvature in the
action. The right-hand side of Eq. (4.1) is clearly divergent,
reflecting the fact that it involves products of operator-
valued distributions evaluated at the same space-time point
and, therefore, requires renormalization. It proves useful to
write it as a coincidence limit of a “point-split” stress-
energy tensor operator

(AIT*"|A) = —i[#° G, (x, x)] = —ilim #° G4 (x, '), (4.3)

where G,(x, x') is the Feynman Green’s function for the
quantum state |A) and #° is a differential operator defined

so that #*? @ (x)@(x') yields (4.2) in the coincidence limit.
For example, we take

pab — (1 _ 2§)gb/bVavb’ 4 (25 _ %)gabgc/CVCvd
— 2£VIVP + 2£g%V VE + R, (4.4)

where ga,b denotes the bivector of parallel transport sat-
isfying the differential equation a;“ga,b;c = 0 subject to
the boundary condition [g,,*] = 8,°, so that g ,*u" is the
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result of parallel transporting u® along the geodesic from
x' to x.

We shall employ the Hadamard renormalization pre-
scription [30,31] which relies on the Hadamard represen-
tation [32] of the Feynman Green’s function corresponding
to a unit-norm state |A),

: A 1/2 : / )
Galx, x') = # (Wm + V(x, x) In(o(x, x') + i€)
+ W,(x, x’)), 4.5)

where o(x, x) is Synge’s world function, A(x, x') is the Van
Vleck-Morette determinant, and V(x, x’) and W, (x, x') are
symmetric, regular biscalars. Global information such as the
boundary conditions and information about the quantum
state is encoded in W,. We have added the usual ie pre-
scription to indicate that G, is really the boundary value of
a function which is analytic in the lower-half o plane. The
geometrical nature of the divergences inflicting the expec-
tation value of the stress-energy tensor operator is explicit
in the Hadamard representation of the Feynman Green’s
function, where o vanishes in the coincidence limit.

Substituting the Hadamard representation of the Green’s
function into the wave equation and equating logarithmic
and power terms separately yields

av =0, (4.6)

oOW, = =2V =20V, — VA~ V2(A2),) ~T(A'2).
4.7

Moreover, V and W, can be expanded in powers of o,

Vix, x') = i V,(x, x)a",
n=0 (4.8)

WA(x’ x/) = z WAn(x’ x/)a.n’
n=0
which when substituted into Eqgs. (4.6) and (4.7) gives a
set of recursion relations that completely determine the V,,
(for n = 0) and also determine the W,,, (for n = 1) once
W40 1s given.

The spirit of the point-splitting renormalization scheme
is to subtract from the Green’s function an appropriate
parametrix that results in a finite quantity in the coinci-
dence limit. The obvious candidate parametrix is the direct
part of the Hadamard representation of the Green’s func-
tion, which upon subtraction gives

AT e = —[FWy ()] (49)
87
Although this is finite, in general it is not conserved, a
property satisfied by the classical stress-energy tensor and
required for consistency of the semiclassical Einstein equa-
tions. The classical conservation equations are

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 86, 104067 (2012)

T“b;b = e =0, (4.10)
which implies the following point-split quantity,
[#90,, Wa(x, x)] = [g“V,OW,(x, x)].  (4.11)

The recursion relations for V,, may be used in Eq. (4.7) to
show that

OW,(x, x') = —6v,(x) + 2v,(x)., 05 + O(o), (4.12)

where we have used the covariant Taylor expansion

Vilx, x') = v(x) — %vl(x);aa;“ + -+ where wv(x)=
[V, (x, x")]. It follows that
[790,, Walx, x)] = —2v,(x)*, (4.13)

so that the conserved, renormalized stress-energy tensor
operator is

A )y = 5 (W (5 )] + 20, (). (4.14)

The biscalar W,(x,x’) may be covariantly Taylor
expanded as
1 .
Walx, x') = wy(x) = 5wy (x)00%
1
+ @y ()Tt + O(037?), (4.15)

2

where wy(x) = [W,4(x, x)] and w4,,,(x) is a second-rank
tensor at x. The odd-order coefficients may be determined
recursively by using the fact that W4 (x, x’) is symmetric in
its arguments [31]. Note that, as a consequence of the
defining equation for o, 20 = 0“0, we must have
O(0*) ~ O(a'/?). Substituting the Taylor expansion into
Eq. (4.14) and taking coincidence limits [33] yields

g 1 (1 L1 1.,
A1 ) =5 (50~ 260w, +5 (2630 Doy
1
—w§b+§8“bwgc+§R“bwA+25“bv1).
(4.16)

Similarly, substituting the Taylor expansion into Eq. (4.12)

and taking coincidence limits gives the constraint
WA()C)aa = _6U1(X), (417)

which may be employed in obtaining the trace of the stress-
energy tensor,

A 1 1
AT ) = 5 (20100 +3( — JPwa0). @19
Hence, we reproduce the standard trace anomaly for a

conformally coupled scalar field. For massless scalar
fields, we have
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1 1 1 1\2
010) = o RupeaR = s RyR (= ) R

1 1
- ﬁ(g - g)DR (4.19)

In Bertotti-Robinson space-time in our conventions
RupeaR“=8, R,R™®»=4, R=0 (4.20)

o)
_ 1 4.21

Ul = 150 (4.21)
Note that, in this particular case, the finite stress-energy
tensor in Eq. (4.9) is already conserved and one need
not add the geometrical term involving wv;(x) in
Eq. (4.14); however, its inclusion is necessary if we are
to obtain the standard trace anomaly, so we prefer the latter
definition.

To obtain explicit expressions for the components of
the renormalized stress-energy tensor in Eq. (4.16),
we require the global terms w,(x) and wy4(x),, which
cannot be obtained directly from the quasilocal
Hadamard expansion, but by subtracting the Hadamard
parametrix from the globally defined closed form expres-
sions derived in Sec. III. This is a particularly neat method
in the present case where A'/2 and o can be calculated
in closed form and V = 0 for conformally flat space-times.
Note that Bertotti-Robinson space-time falls into the class
of space-times where V(x, x') = 0, but v,(x) # 0 so that
the choice W(x, x’) = 0 does not define a Green’s function.

For direct product space-times, o factorizes as a sum of

the square of the geodesic distances on the two parts of the
space-time. For the Bertotti-Robinson space-time, we have
1,
S (4.22)
where A is the geodesic distance on the AdS, part of the
metric which in (7, p) coordinates is given by Eq. (3.34),
while v is the geodesic distance on S? given by Eq. (3.35).
The Van Vleck-Morette determinant correspondingly fac-
torizes as the product of determinants on the two parts of
the space-time,

1
0'=0'Ads+0'S2=§)\2+

A= AAdSASZ’ (423)
where
A 4
= , = 4.24
AdS T ginhA §? siny ( )

Hence, the direct part of the Hadamard form is

i A N2L oy N2 ]
4.2
Glaivloe, ¥') = 41 (sinh/\) (siny) A2+ 2 (425)

where we have suppressed the ‘ie’ for compactness.
From Egs. (4.25) and (3.33), it is straightforward to
calculate that

Wy = —87%i(Gy — Gaiy) (4.26)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 86, 104067 (2012)

= — 2 2 3/2
24O(A +92) + 0(a*?) (4.27)
== L g ‘o, + O(a?). (4.28)
240 ‘

Comparing with the Taylor expansion (4.15), we can
read off

1
wy(x) =0, WH(x)ab = - mSab, (4.29)

and hence the renormalized stress-energy tensor for the
field in the Hartle-Hawking state is

1

H|T, |H)ppy = ——— 89, 4.30
< | bl >ren 288077_2 b ( )
To compute W for the Boulware vacuum, we note that
WH - WB = _8772I(GH - GB) (431)

1
_6(p2— 1)1/2(p/2_ 1)1/2

X <1 —%(Mﬂ +1192)+ (9(03/2)), (4.32)

which implies

1 pAp 60p% + 19 )

6> = 1) 6(p? — 12 360(p> — 1)

WBZ_

+ ! p_30t-602-19 ,
120(p% — 1) 720(p? — 1)?
I,
— A2+ 3/2 4.
=510 A2+ O(a?). (4.33)
Now noting that
ol = At — ), (4.34)
P =Ap—tp(p? —DAR+—L A2+ O(AS)
2 2(p*—1) ’
(4.35)

which may be inverted to give
o1 . p .
Ap=0cP += 2_1 2 ,p2+@ 3/2,
p=0r+5p(p*—1)(07) 72(}02_1)(0 )>+0(c*?)
(4.36)
we find
1 p _I_p —22p>+3
6(p> — 1) 6(p>— 127 240(p* — 1)
. 3p* + 54p% + 41
X N
0 = oy
3p —6p>—19 i
720(p2 — 12 5F

WB:_

B+ 037, (4.37)
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where «, B range over the angular coordinates. We can
now read off

wp = _6(,721—1)’ (4.38)
@'y = — %, (4.39)
@y, = — 3”;63(/5);"’_2 ;3241, (4.40)
@y = @yt = —W, (4.41)

which can be seen to satisfy the constraint Eq. (4.17).

Applying the above results in Eq. (4.16), we find that the
renormalized stress-energy tensor for the field in the
Boulware vacuum is

. I e I
<B|T t|B>ren - 2880#2 16772(/)2 _ 1) 8772(p2 _ 1)2’
(4.42)
. o (€-1 (é—&
(BT ;| B}ren 288072 1672(p2—1) 2472 (p>—1)%
(4.43)
1 (-9

BIT?)|B)en = (BIT? 4|B)yen = -
< | f)l >e < | (/,l >e 28807T2 16772(/)2_1)
(¢ %
TG - 1 (4.44)

A similar analysis for the Green’s function for the field
at an arbitrary temperature T = 1/8 = k/2 reveals

k2

= + 4.45

T e =) *4)
kK2(10p* — k?)

’lD’Bt, = ’(D'Btt - m, (446)

k2(30p% + 20 — k?)
wg, = wy’, 80— 17 (4.47)
k(10 + k%)
0 = ¢ = o ———— 7 4.48
A A A A T pe e SRS
so that

. N — /

;}E)Wﬁ (-xr X ) WB(X, X ): (449)

as expected. Finally, from Eq. (4.16), we obtain the follow-
ing expressions for the renormalized stress-energy tensor
for the field at an arbitrary temperature 7,

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 86, 104067 (2012)

(¢ -9’ +1)

7 = (B|T"/|B)en +
<:8| t|:8>ren < | tl >ren 16772([)2_1)2

k4

- e (4.50)
R " K (& = HBp* = 1)
<:8|Tpp|ﬁ>ren = <B|Tpp|B>ren B 4877_2(6p2 _ 1)2
4
K 4.51)

J’_
14407%(p*> — 1)*’

(E—9Bp*+1)
4872 (2 — 1)

<:8|T00|ﬁ>ren :<B|T00|B>ren +

K -
+ 1440772([)2 _ 1)2 <B|T ¢|B>ren' (452)

In Fig. 2, we have plotted the renormalized stress-
energy tensor for the conformally coupled field for the
three distinct quantum states, where for the thermal state
we include a graph for the field with a temperature greater
than the Hawking temperature and a graph where the field
is less than the Hawking temperature. The temperature
T = k/27 can be increased continuously from zero,
which corresponds to the Boulware state. We see that
for T < Ty (k<1), we have (B|T",|8) — (H|T",|H) > 0,
while for T > Ty, this difference becomes positive,
reflecting the fact that the black hole is a more efficient
attractor of a particle with a temperature greater than the
Hawking temperature. From the expressions (4.50), we
see that the contribution from the temperature is O(T%),
which dominates for k > 1, but which is suppressed for
k < 1. The components for the Boulware and thermal
states are asymptotically equal to the Hartle-Hawking
state so that all observers at fixed large radius will mea-
sure a thermal spectrum at the Hawking temperature,
regardless of the quantum state. As expected, with the
exception of the Hartle-Hawking state, the stress-energy
tensor is singular at the horizon.

In Fig. 3, we plot the renormalized stress-energy tensor
for the minimally coupled field. We have most of the
same qualitative features as in the conformally coupled
case, with a few minor exceptions. The temperature de-
pendence of the stress-energy tensor components is now
stronger for the field at a temperature less than the Hartle-
Hawking temperature, compared with the conformally
coupled case. This arises as a result of the O(T?) terms in
(4.50). For T > Ty (k> 1), the O(T*) will still dominate,
yielding a behavior qualitatively similar to the confor-
mally coupled case. The angular components of the
stress-energy tensor exhibit very different behavior for
the conformally and minimally coupled cases; the sign
of the angular components for the conformally coupled
field in the Boulware or thermal states relative to the
Hartle-Hawking state is different from that of the
minimally coupled field. For example, the angular
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FIG. 2 (color online).
quantum states.

Plots of the renormalized stress-energy tensor components for the conformally coupled field for the various
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FIG. 3 (color online).
quantum states.

stress-energy tensor components of the conformally
coupled field in the Boulware vacuum are negative rela-
tive to the components in the Hartle-Hawking state,
whereas the angular components of the minimally
coupled field in the Boulware vacuum are positive relative
to the components in the Hartle-Hawking state.
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APPENDIX: GREEN’S FUNCTION ON THE
DIMENSIONALLY REDUCED BERTOTTI-
ROBINSON SPACE-TIME

In this appendix, we derive a closed-form expression for
the three-dimensional Green’s function on the dimensionally
reduced Bertotti-Robinson space-time, obtained by factoring
out the temporal dependence by a Fourier transform.
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Plots of the renormalized stress-energy tensor components for the minimally coupled field for the various

The method employed is a novel expansion about the zero
frequency solution, similar in spirit to the method adopted by
Copson [21] to derive the electrostatic potential in the
Schwarzschild space-time. It may seem surprising that such
an expansion truly captures the global properties of the
solution since it is well known that a Hadamard expansion
in the geodesic distance cannot capture the global properties
but only captures the singular behavior of the Green’s func-
tion [32]. However, the crucial point is that our method is not
an expansion about a purely geometrical quantity such as the
geodesic distance, but rather it is an expansion in the zero-
frequency solution, which already encodes the boundary
condition of the problem. Hence, the expansion need only
capture the “potentialness” of the problem. This method
might prove useful in obtaining closed form Green’s func-
tions in other space-times of interest.

We work with the metric of Eq. (2.13) with L20? = 1.
The Green’s function for a massless scalar field on this
space-time satisfies
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1 9> 9 0 1 9
- —2+—(<p2—1>—)+—. -
(p?—1) 9 adp d sinf 90

x(sn0 )+ L T Nt = st - ).
inf — x, X)) = —8(x — x
90)  sin260 a¢> sin

(AD)

To obtain a unique solution to the wave equation for a
specific set of boundary conditions, we Euclideanize the
metric by analytically continuing the temporal coordinate
t = —i7. Then the relationship between the Euclidean and
Feynman Green’s functions is given by [29]

Gp(t, x;t,x") = —iGg(it, x;it, X'). (A2)

It is straightforward to show that by a separation of vari-

ables, the Euclidean Green’s function may be written in the
following form:

1 00
Ge(x,x) = — f dw cosw(T — 7')
47 Jo

X Y 2L+ DP(cosy) xulp, p'),  (A3)

=0

where cosy = cosf cost’ + sinf sind’ cos(¢p — ¢'), and
X Satisfies the inhomogeneous equation

29 w /

[ (( ) dp) el D Jaiten o)
= —68(p — p'). (A4)
The solutions of the corresponding homogeneous equation
are the associated Legendre functions [27] of noninteger
order where the particular choice depends on the boundary
conditions or the quantum state for the problem under
consideration. Requiring regularity at the horizon p = 1
and vanishing at infinity corresponds to taking the associ-
ated Legendre function of the first kind, P;""'(p), to be
the inner solution, and the associated Legendre function
of the second kind, Qltl“’l(p), to be the outer solution,
where the product of homogeneous solutions is normalized
by the Wronskian. The Wronskian takes a particularly

simple form for the set of solutions {Pf'”", Q'l”"},

d0}”(p) dP, (p)

wip el 011 = Pr1l(p) i 0"\ (p)
ei|w|7T

- A5

(p*— 1) (A3

The Green’s function then takes the form

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 86, 104067 (2012)

1 00
GE(x,x’)Z—zj dw cosw(T—17)
47 Jo

X 2(21 +1)P)(cosy)e TP “(p-)0¢(p=),
1=0

(A6)

where we can drop the absolute value since w only runs
over non-negative values.

We will now show that the /-sum in this mode sum is
itself a three-dimensional Green’s function on a dimen-
sionally reduced Bertotti-Robinson space-time. Writing
the four-dimensional Green’s function as

Gp(x, x') = — f dw cosw(t — )G, (x,x') (A7)

and substituting into our wave equation, it is easy to see
that G, (x, x') satisfies

a(, , ] 1 o 3 1 92
—((p* = 1)—) + — —(sin# —
[ap<(p )8p> sind aa(sm ae) sin’g 9
2

w

IRVEEE))

Dividing across by (p> — 1) gives the Helmholtz equation

1
]Gw(x, x') = — mé(x —x'). (AB)

A 21)2]‘;‘0("”"): —g'Pa(x—x), (A9

where V2 and g are the Laplacian and metric determinant,
respectively, on the three-metric

ds} = Zopdx*dxP = dp* + (p* — 1)d6?

+ (p® — 1)sin?0d > (A10)

Comparing the mode-sum expression Eq. (A6) with
Eq. (A7) yields

G,(x, x') = Y (21 + 1)Py(cosy)e P *(p-)Qf (p-).
=0

(A11)

We wish to obtain a closed form solution for G, (x, x').
Since the sum on the right-hand side of Eq. (A11) is not
known, except for integer values of w [34], we must
employ an alternative method for obtaining the closed
form solution. Moreover, if such a closed form representa-
tion can be obtained, we have derived a new summation
formula for the product of associated Legendre functions
of arbitrary order appearing in Eq. (A11).

Another way of writing the Green’s function of a wave
equation in arbitrary dimensions is in Hadamard form [35],
which is an expansion in Synge’s world function o (x, x)
which is half the square of the geodesic distance between x
and x'. This expansion is purely geometrical and, therefore,
fails to capture the boundary conditions. Rather than
expanding about o, we could try an expansion about the
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zero-potential solution in Eq. (Al1) since, for w =0, a
closed form solution is known [34],

1
G()(X, X/) = W, (AlZ)
where
R = p? + p?> —2pp’ cosy — siny. (A13)

We shall show that this approach does give the globally
valid closed form solution.
The problem may be simplified by assuming the Ansatz

e*mU(x,x’)

Gw(X, X/) = W

(Al4)

and substituting into the Helmholtz equation to get

50U U g*P aU R w?

_ v2U+ 25 s - T
@ @ ax®axP TR 9x* oxP (p*—1)?
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g*f oU oR _

ViU —
R 9x2 oxP

(A17)

The first of these equations, though nonlinear, turns out to
be easier to solve. We look for a series solution of the
form

U x) = Y alp, RV,
k=0

(A18)

where the dependence of the a; coefficients as functions
of p and R only is a consequence of the spherical sym-
metry. Substituting this series solution into Eq. (A16) and
eliminating any cosy dependence in favor of p and R
using

cosy = pp' — (R + (p> — 1)(p? — 1))/

=0. (A15) w (1 m
=pp' = > |2 K
Equating powers of w, we arrive at the following equations S\ m ) (p* — )12 (p? — 1y
which must be simulljtane;usly satilsﬁed (A19)
aU a
~0z[§’_a —,B VY = 0, (A16)
ax® axP  (p* —1) we obtain
6U aU day da da
YRk+s+1_ /2_1 25s+1 Rk+s /2_1 2k+1 _SRk+s
ax P (= 1)2 ZOSZ;_)( ap ap p(p” —=1)(2s )a p(p” —1)( )ay ip
k+s+1 ) (p/2_ 1) .
—k+1)2s+ Dayap—5——+ Qk+ 1)(2s + Da,a, (1 —2p*) 7 RS
(p>—1) (p*=1)
0 % Rk+s+m
+(2s+1)a — Z-( )(p S AR 1y
o0 1 k+s+m
5 R
*+( Z ’ 1/2( o2 +1/2
=o\m ) (p* = 1)1 (p?—1)m
1 Rk+s+m 1
+(2k+1)2s+ Da,a2pp’ nz( )(p S AR Ty 1/2) PR (A20)
|
Equating terms proportional to R, we get
quating terms prop g 1(p) = exp( [ #ordp) (A22)
da?
_o(plz_1)1/2(p/(p2_1)1/2_p(p/2_1)1/2) where
dp
(p/z -1 (p _ 1)1/2 P(p) = ZPP/(.D2 - 1)1/2 + (1 - 2}92)(17/2 - 1)1/2
rai (0200200 ) (07 = D20 (p? = D2 = (o — )17
1 (A23)
- = (A21) . :
(p*—1) The integral here may be performed to give
1p)=(p*> = D'(p(p* = )/>=p(p” = 1)'?).  (A24)

This is a simple first order differential equation which may
be solved using an integrating factor. Dividing across by
the coefficient of a3, then the integrating factor is given by

Multiplying across by the integration factor we may rewrite
the equation in the succinct form,

104067-13



ADRIAN C. OTTEWILL AND PETER TAYLOR
d 1

2 -
%(Clo](p)) - (p2 — 1)3/2(/)/2 — 1)1/2' (A25)
Integrating both sides and dividing across by I(p), we get
2 =P = D'+ f(p)p* — D'(p” — 1)
ay = ,
© (= D = DI = D2 = p(p” — 1)1V
(A26)

where f(p’) is a function of p’ only (arising as the integra-
tion “constant” in the integral with respect to p) and is
chosen in such a way that a is symmetric in p and p’. This
condition fixes f(p’) to be

/

N — P
f(p") PEEE)

(A27)
so that
_ 1
o = (02 — D12(p2 — )12 (A28)

Similarly, equating terms that are linear in R, we obtain

2007 = D2 (p'(p? = )2 = p(p” - 1)1/2)}?
D

(= 1)+ (1~ 2~ 1)l

(p*—1)
ap
+————==0, A29
(p* =17 (A2
where we have used the fact that
d
D___P g4 (A30)

dp (p*—1)

Dividing across by the coefficient of the first term, we may
rewrite as

o_dar,  3alpp'~(p*~ 1)!2(p” —1)1/2]
dp (pz_l)l/z[p/(pz_l)l/z_p(p/Z_1)1/2]
+ %o
2(0° =D (p* = 1’[p'(p* = D2 = p(p” — )]

(A31)

With an integrating factor
1
I(p) = —5[p'(p* = D> = p(p” = D' (A32)
p

the equation for a; may be solved in an analogous way to
give

1 1

6 (pz _ 1)3/2(p’2 _ 1)3/2'

(A33)

Cll=_

In fact, all of the a;’s may be obtained in this way
(though the algebra becomes increasingly cumbersome).
The first few terms are

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 86, 104067 (2012)

1
a = y
0 (pz _ 1)1/2(p’2 _ 1)1/2
o 1
“@ =" (02 — 1)2(p2 — 1)3/2
5 ! A34
a) = — »
27 40 (pz _ 1)5/2(p/2 _ 1)5/2 (A34)
_ 5 1
ST (02— 1)2(p2 — 1)/
35 1

etc.

as = 1152 (pz _ ])9/2(p/2 _ 1)9/2’

The coefficients here may be shown by induction to cor-
respond to the series

1 3

cosh™!((x + 1)1/2) = x1/2 — 6x3/2 + Exs/z
- %xm e (A35)
Therefore, we have that U(x, x') is given by
R 1/2
Ux,x') = cosh“I:((}02 P =T + 1) ]
I
= coshll:(p2 _p{))m(;gsz 1)1/2]. (A36)

The closed form expression for the Green’s function on the
dimensionally reduced Bertotti-Robinson space-time is,
therefore, given by

o
G, (x x') = —;1 - (A37)
where
I _
coshy = PP _— 0% (A38)

(pz _ 1)1/2(p/2 _ 1)1/2'

Equating Eq. (A37) with its equivalent mode-sum
expression yields the following new summation formula
for associated Legendre functions of arbitrary order:

D @21+ 1)P(cosy)e TP (p-) Q¢ (p=)
=0
e “n

(p* + p" = 2pp’ cosy — sin’y)!/2’ (A39)

It is worth noting that, since the derivation of the closed
form expression did not impose any restrictions on w, this
result is valid for arbitrary complex w. In the case where
o = n, an integer, then the left-hand side is invariant under
n — —n and so we must choose @ = |n| on the right-hand
side to reflect this. This summation formula was crucial in
obtaining the closed form representation of the Green’s
function in the Boulware vacuum and for a field at an
arbitrary temperature in Sec. III.
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There are also contexts in which it is useful to be able to
write a product of associated Legendre functions as an
integral whereby all of the dependence on the order of
the Legendre functions is contained in an exponential
function. For example, multiplying on both sides by
Py (cosy) and integrating with respect to cosy, we arrive at

e TP (p )P (p-)
1 [ e  “"P(cosy)
= _ d(cos
> f_l ( 7) (p2 + pl2 _ zpp/cos'y — Sinz’y)l/Z
(A40)

where we used the standard normalization for the Legendre
functions [27]

fl P)(x)Py(x)dx = Sy (A41)
-1

2
21+1)
Such integral representations are useful since the only
dependence on the noninteger order is in the argument of
the exponential, which is typically easier to sum or inte-
grate in a mode-sum expression. In Ref. [36], we have used
result (A40) to obtain a closed form solution for the
retarded Green’s function for a static scalar particle in
the Kerr space-time and, hence, obtain the self-force for
such a particle.

A similar but more succinct form may be obtained by
changing the integration variable to 7,

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 86, 104067 (2012)

e TP “(p<) 07 (p=)

1 N+ _
=5 | dne"Pilpp' = (p? = 1)!2(p” ~ 1) 2coshy),
n-
(A42)
where

pp' =1
(pz _ 1)1/2(p/2 _ 1)1/2]' (A43)

N = cosh_l[

Yet another form may be obtained by further changing
the radial variable p = coshé which decouples the
“primed” coordinates from the “‘unprimed” coordinates
in the integration limits, yielding

eiiwﬂ-P;w(P<)Q?)(P>)
1 +
=5 ! dne~®"P;(coshé coshé’ — sinhé sinh&’ coshn),
-

(A44)

where now the limits of integration are given by

Ne = — logl:tanh(%)] * log[tanh<%):|. (A45)
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