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1. Introduction

W e propose here a connection between two seam ingly unrelated problam s in black hole
theory: i) the wellkknown problem of the backreaction from quantum e ectson a black
hole geom etry, and ii) the description of a black hole in an AdS braneworld, as in the
R andall-Sundrum m odelw ith an In nite extra dinension, RS2 [1]. Quantum elds in
a black hole background Jead to particle production and black hole evaporation via
Hawking radiation [2]. To leading order In perturbation theory, this yields an expec-
tation value of the renom alized stressenergy tensor of quantum elds hT 1, which
Includes quantum corrections. The backreaction of HT i on the classical geom etry
m odi es it according to the one-loop corrected Einstein’s equation G = 8 G, HT i.
Unfortunately, the stressenergy tensor T i in a black hole spacetim e can only be
com puted approxin ately, while determ Ining its backreaction is even m ore di cul [3].

Only In dinensionsD < 4 was it possible to nd exact solutions [4, 5,6, 7].

O n the other hand, an AdS braneworldd consists ofa bulk AdSp ;1 space ending on
abD 1-dim ensionaldom ain wall, or brane. A prototype is the R S2 m odelw here A dS
ends on a 3-brane, which should m odel our 3+ 1 din ensional world. It is therefore
natural to look for a suitable description of a black hole in this scenario. H owever,
the attem pts to nd exact, static, asym ptotically at black hole solutions localized on
the brane in AdSy . 15 4, with regular horizons both on and o the brane, have com e



em pty-handed to date (for published exam ples see, eg., [8HI12]). It has even been
suggested that static, asym ptotically at, spherical black holes on the brane m ight not
altogether exist in the R S2m odel [9 t.c ontrasting this, exact static solutions localized
on a 2-brane n AdS,; have been found in [14, 15].

Here we adopt the point of view that the di culties in constructing these solutions
are no m ere accident, but are intricately related to the e ects induced by quantum
corrections. W euse am odi cation of AdS/CFT corregpondence [16]for theR S2 m odel
[L7H23] to connect both problem s. O urm ain result is the follow iIng con Ecture:

T he black hole solutions localized on the brane in the AdSp,; braneword
which are found by solving the clssical buk equations in AdSy , ; with the
brane boundary conditions, correspond to quantum —corrected black holes in
D din ensions, rather than classical ones.

T his confcture follow s naturally from the AdS/CFT correspondence adapted to
AdS branewords. A ccording to it, the classicaldynam ics in the AdSp , ; buk encodes
the quantum dynam ics of the dual D -dim ensional conformal eld theory (CFT), In
the planar lm it of a large N expansion. Cutting the bulk w ith a brane introduces a
nom alizable D -dim ensional graviton m ode [1, 24], whilke on the dual side this sam e
D din ensional gravity m ode ism erely added to the CFT , which isalso cuto in the
ultraviolet. T hen, solving the classicalD + 1-dim ensional equations in the bulk is equiv—
alent to solving the D -dim ensional Enstein equationsG = 8 Gp NI i..,., where
the CFT stressenergy tensor incorporates the quantum e ects of all planar diagram s.
T hese include particle production In the presence of a black hole, and possibly other
vacuum polarization e ects.

T his con cture has In plications in two directions. O n the one hand, it allow s us
to view the brane-induced m odi cations of the m etric of a D din ensional black hole
as quantum corrections from a CFT , a dualview that sheds light on both problem s.
On the other hand, we can use the con gcture to Infer, from the known properties of
the classical bulk solutions, the properties of the cuto CFT coupled to gravity. Even
if som e of the conclusions are derived using the AdS/CFT correspondence, they are
typically Independent of the existence of a bulk dual: any strongly coupled CFT w ith
a lJarge num ber of degrees of freedom  is lkely to behave, when coupled to weak gravity,
In a sin ilarm anner.

W e subm it the confcture to the test by reinterpreting the exact solutions on the
2-brane In an AdS,; braneword [14, 15]as quantum —corrected, gravitating CFT states
In thedual2+ 1 theory, either w ith orw ithout a negative cosm ological constant in 2+ 1

IR ef. [13] obtains a num erical solution for a static star on an R S2 brane.



dim ensions, ;.Asistypicalin testsoftheAdS/CFT corregoondence, the calculations
on theCFT side can only be perform ed at weak "t H ooft coupling, often at the one-loop
order only, and therefore com parisons w ith the strongly coupled dual of the classical
buk theory, which includes all planar diagram s, are di cult. Even then,we nd some
Instances w here the equivalence between the results at weak and strong coupling hods
to a great degree of detail.

An interesting spin© of the analysis is a realization of quantum censorship of
conical singularites, which we argue is a generic e ect independent of the AdS/CFT
duality. Gravity In 2+ 1 dim ensions is known to describe m assive particles In termm s
of conical singularities [25]. W e nd that when quantum corrections from a CFET
are included, the singularity of a su ciently m assive particle is dressed by a reqular
horizon. This result is iIn fact true independently of whether the CFT is strongly or
weakly coupled, and acts more e ciently when it has a large num ber of degrees of
freedom .

Since we have a detailed description of the solutions in the AdS, braneword, we
can apply it to describe the objcts which ardise n the cuto CFT.W hen 3 = O,
the theory is characterized by three m ass scales: the UV cuto oftheCFT, yv ,the
4D Planck m ass and the 3D Planck m ass, in ascending order. T hese scales naturally
organize the range of CF'T con gurations into three categories: (i) the fam iliar Iight
CFT states, with m asses below the CFT cuto , which are not black holes because of
the quantum uncertainty-induced sm earing; (ii) states w ith m asses between the CFT
cuto and the 4D Planck m ass, which also are not black holes because of quantum
an earing and m ay receive large quantum corrections in the buk;and (iii) black holes,
which are the states w ith m asses above the 4D Planck m ass. These black holesm ay
be an aller than the CFT length cuto ,~= yv ,but their description should be reliable
since both the buk and the 2+ 1 gravity corrections are an all. O ur argum ent that the
cuto CFT can be trusted to distancesm uch shorter than the UV cuto isanalogousto
a fam iliar situation in string theory [26], suggesting that the Interm ediate m ass states
and light black holes behave asCFT solitons.

A negative cosm ological constant 3 < 0, allows for chssical BTZ black holes
[27]. A Ithough the AdS/CFT duality is not filly understood for the case of negatively
curved branes, we nd that the solutions localized on the 2-brane are naturally inter—
preted as BT Z black holes with CFT quantum corrections, which are In equilibrium
w ith a them albath in AdS;. There are other localized solutions, all w ith m ass less
than M ,.x = 1=(24G3), with di erent features, but we nd explanations for all of
them within the context of our con fcture. B lack holes of m ass larger than M , .x are
delocalized black strings occupying an in nite region of the bulk, and it isunclear how
to describe them w ithin the con nes of the 2+ 1 theory; in fact, it is lkely that such



a description should not be possible in term s of only local physics.

In the physically m ore relevant case of a 3-brane in AdSs we can not go into
a sin ilar level of detail since there are no exact solutions, and classical gravity in
3+ 1 din ensions is dynam ical. However we can still explore the consequences of our
conEcture in a sam iquantitative m anner. T he description In term sofa CEFT coupled
to gravity is not reliable until the horizon is larger than the ultraviolet cuto of the
CFT,ie., the black holk is su ciently heavy. For these black holes, the CFT + gravity
theory allow s us to reinterpret the alleged obstruction for nding a static black hole [9]
as a m anifestation of the backreaction from Hawking e ects. T he analysis of the trace
anom aly of the CFT stress tensor allow s us to m ake this point precise. A s Iong as the
anom aly is consistent w ith the asym ptotic A dSs geom etry, the conform al sym m etry of
the dualCFT isvald in the infrared, and so there is no m ass gap. Hence any black
hole ata nite tam perature willan it CFT m odes as a them al spectrum of H aw king
radiation, which on the buk side is captured by a defom ation of the buk geom etry
close to the brane, caused by the black hole sourcing the classical gravity equations. W e
llustrate this to the lading order on the CFT side by show ing that the backreaction
from Hawking radiation, encoded in the form of a Vaiddya-type far- eld solution, is
consistent w ith the CFT anom aly. W e also discuss the dual buk picture of Haw king
radiation that arises from our confcture. W ithin this interpretation, the di culties
encountered in the ongoing quest for the black hole localized on the 3-brane in AdSs
are viewed as a natural, subleading quantum correction to the classical solution, rather
than as a nogo theoram for the existence of classical braneword black holes.

2.AdS/CFT duality for AdS B ranew orlds

W e begin with a brief review of several aspects of the two dual descriptions that are
relevant for our conpcture [16 H23]. Sihce we want to discrin inate between classical
and quantum e ects, we retain ~ in our form ulas, while setting c= 1. Then, the D -
din ensionalNew ton’s constant G, , P lanck length ‘p ,and Planck m assM ; are related

to each other as
/D 3

Gp = =2—; Mp=—1: 21
° = 0=+ (21)

In AdS braneworlds the D + 1 dim ensionalbulk New ton’s constant and the bulk cos—
m ological constant p = D (D 1)=2F together determ ine the New ton’s constant
Induced on the D -din ensional brane as

D 2

Gp = oL Gp+1 ¢ (22)




T he precise details of the dual CFT depend on the speci cs of the string/M -theory
construction that yield the AdS background. Here we only need to know the e ective
num ber of degrees of freedom of the CFT,g . ForD = 4, the dual pair are IIB
string theory on AdSs S ofradius L 0@ N )} and N = 4 SU (N ) super Yang-
M ills theory, while forD = 3,thedualpairareM -theory on AdS, S’ and the (poorly
know n) theory describing the worldvolum e dynam ics ofa argenumberN ofM 2 branes.

In these cases
3 2
D = 4);

L
‘
L
- D = 3); (23)
3

where we have usad (22) to get the nalexpressions. g is taken to be a lJarge num ber,
In order to keep am all the quantum corrections to the supergravity approxin ation to
string/M —theory. For the CFT , this isa Jarge N lin it w here planar diagram s give the
leading contribution.

T he Introduction of the brane that cuts o the AdS bulk in plies that very high
energy states of the dualCFT are integrated out, and the conform al invariance of the
theory is broken in the ultraviolet. H owever, the breaking washes into the low energy
theory only through irrelevant operators, generated by integrating out the heavy CFT
states at the scale yvy ~=L,. In the Infrared, at energies E < yvy , the e ects of
the conform al sym m etry breaking are suppressed by powers of E = yy . Cutting o the
buk yields also a nom alizable graviton zero m ode localized on the brane; this sam e
D din ensional gravity m ode is added to the dual theory. H owever, note that the CF'T
cuto gy dsnotegual to the induced D -dim ensional P lanck m ass. Instead,

M 4 M3
uv pg (D = 4); uv g— O =3); (24)

which ismuch an aller than the P lanck m ass on the brane. T he form ulae above can be
w ritten for any AdS space and can be viewed asa de nition ofa cuto CFT ,although
they do not guarantee the existence of ts UV com pletion. W e w ill use them bearing
this In m ind.

3. Quantum Black Holeson atbranesin 2+ 1D In ensions

For the case of D = 3, the exact fourdim ensional solutions constructed in [14] yield
the follow Ing m etric on the 2-brane,

i T 1
g+ 1 2 art+ riar?: (31)
r r

2
daorane = 1



T he param eter ry  xes the position of the horizon, and is determ ined by them assM .
In a locally asym ptotically at space n 2+ 1 them ass is given by the conicalde cit
angkeatin nity, ;1 = 8 G3M = 8 M =M 3. It was shown in [14] that such a de cit
angle is indeed present in (3.1), leading to?

M3 pl+X
M=—1 3 ; (32)
4 1+ EX
where x isde ned by
2 r3
x“(1+ x)=—2' (3.3)

T hese expressions de ne the horizon size ry as a function of them assM in param etric
form . Themassvariesfrom M = 0 (rp; = 0) up to am aximum ,

MmaX: l:4G3:M3:4,° (3.4)

which com es from the constraint that the de cit angle ; be analler than 2 . For
an allm asses M M 5

while for them asses near M .«

ro ! oL L: (3.6)
O 3 L4 o
21 M My .,)

T hepresence of thehorizon atr = rpy m ay appearasa surprise since it isknow n that
there are no asym ptotically atvacuum black holes in 2+ 1 dim ensions [25]. But (3.1)
isnota vacuum solution. Follow ing our con ecture, itm ust adm it an interpretation asa
quantum -corrected solution ofthe 2+ 1 CFT + gravity system . To see this, note that the
general relation between the horizon radiusand them ass isofthe form rp = L £ (G5M ),
with £(G3M ) obtained from (32) and (3.3). In order to correctly dentify quantum —
m echanical e ects we express the results In term s of only those variables which are
m eaningfill in the dual CF T + gravity description. Using (2.1), (22) and (23) we can
write L ~gG 3, S0

by ~gGs3f(GsM ): (3.7)

T he appearance of ~ is a clear ngerprint of the quantum origin of the horizon viewed
from the 2+ 1 perspective. This is in com plete agreem ent w ith our con Ecture: since

°Tn the notation of [14],M 5 was them ass asm easured on the brane, and M 4 the m ass m easured
in the buk. They were shown to be the same,M 3 = M 4. Here we denote them by M , reserving M 3
and M 4 for the three-and four-din ensional P lanck m asses, as in eg. (2.1).



there are no horizons in the classical 2 + 1 theory, any that are found m ust be purely
quantum -m echanical in origin. T he classical theory does not contain any length scale
(G3M isdim ensionless), and only with the introduction of ~ can we form one, nam ely
the Planck length ‘3 = ~G 3, which sets the scale forrg.

W e can test the concture in m ore detail. The solution (3.1) can be form ally
obtained in the dual 2+ 1 CFT coupled to gravity from the quantum -m echanical
backreaction on the spacetin e of a particle ofmass M . Beginning w ith the conical
geom etry corresponding to a localized CFT lum p representing a point particle, w ith
de cit angle ; = 8 M =M 3, one can com pute the Casim ir stressenergy and nd its
backreaction on the m etric. Such a solution was indeed discovered aln ost a decade
ago In [28] for the case of a weakly coupled scalar CFT . Tts C asim ir stress-energy was
com puted in [29]as

~ (M)
r3

nr i= diag(1;1; 2); (3.8)

w here

1 Y du coshu 1 coshfu=(1  4G3M )]
™ )= . — -—— : (39)
128 , sihhu sihh’u (1 4GsM Pshh’fu=(1  4GsM )]

U sing this stress-energy tensor to calculate the backreaction on the conical spacetin e,
ref. 28] found themetric (31), with ry = 4 ~ M )M ;. In our case the CFT has
a large num ber of degrees of freedom g , each of whom contributes to the Casim ir
stress-energy tensor. Thuswe expect to ndrg= 0 (1) ~g M )M 3 where the O (1)
factors can only be calculated when the exact description of the strongly-coupled CFT
isknown. M oreover, we can not expect them assdependence of this ry to agree precisely
with that of (3.3) | am ong other things, we have not even included the contribution
from ferm ions to HT  i. Nevertheless, we m ay hope for som e sin pli cation in the
I iting cases M MszandM ! M 3;=4. In the form er Iin it,

™M )=0 (1)M— ; (3.10)
= o
Se)
M M
rH=00)rg—=00)—L; (3.11)

M

W

M 3

which exactly reproduces eg. (35) up to O (1) coe cients. In the IimitM ! M ;=4,
the Integrand In (3.9) is strongly peaked at u = 0 and M ) can be com puted using
the saddlepoint m ethod,

o (1)

M)= ———=
) (1 4GsM )3

(3.12)



0 the backreaction from the CFT results in

Ng L
r=0(1) -=0(1) =
M3l 4GM ) (1 M =Myax)

(3.13)

which again reproduces the precise param etric dependence in . (3.6).
A Trematively, one can com pare (3.8) with the stressenergy tensor com puted di-
rectly from them etric (3.1),

o
16 G513

diag(l;1; 2): (3.14)

Both (3.8)and (3.14) have the sam e structure and radusdependence, so they determ ine
the sam e geom etry. The equivalence is com pleted by noting that, taking g tines
(38), and com paring to (314), we nd ~g =G 3, as expected. This fom ally
con m s the equivalence between the classical construction in AdS,; and the quantum -
corrected 2 + 1 solution. The quantum corrections are com pletely due to Casin ir-
like vacuum polarization, rather than backreaction from Haw king radiation, since the
classical solutions are not black holes to begin with. The Casin ir e ect acts here as a
quantum censor, hiding the classical conical singularity behind a horizon.

T he agreem ent between the calculations in the two sides of the con cture is strik—
ng,given their com pletely di erent nature (classical vs. quantum ), and we believe that
it provides a strong argum ent in favor of the AdS/CFT correspondence in the context
of A dS branew orlds, beyond the linearized calculation of [21]. O nem ay ask whether the
agream ent is just a consequence of som e comm on sym m etry underlying both problam s.
T hisdoes not seem to be the case. C onform al nvariance is present on both sides: since
thebulk AdS isem pty, it In uences the brane only through the conform alW eyl tensor.
H ow ever, conform al sym m etry alone only determ ines the radialdependence r ® of the
stress tensor (recall that the classical 2+ 1 theory hasno length scale), and its traceless
character. N either the particular structure diag(1;1; 2), nor the dependence on the
din ensionless quantity M =M 3, are xed by conform al invariance.

So far we have been focusing on the m athem atical side of our conpcture and
Ignoring the interpretation of the solutions (3.1). However, sihce we have argued that
the solutions (3.1) are quantum -m echanical in origin, we m ust ask to what extent the
description of a state of massM based on (3.1) is physically valid. In particular, in
the Im it of sm allm asses the curvature of the solution w il be very large outside of the
horizon, iIndicating that higherorder curvature corrections w ill invalidate the solution
(3.1) already In a region larger than the horizon size.

To understand the physics of the solutions (3.1), note that the states of the
CFT+ gravity theory arede ned by three scales: theCFT cuto gy ~=L on the low



end, the 3D Planck massM ;3 on the high end, and the 4D Planck massM 4, In between.
W hileM 4 is an obvious scale from the buk side, from the viewpoint of the dualCFT

coupled to 2+ 1 gravity its presence is slightly m ysterious. There, M 4 em erges because
of the large number of CFT degrees of freedom , as M 4 M3=pg_. Tts in portance
can be seen as ollow s. Any solution of a given massM is characterized by two length
scales: the horizon radius ry and the Com pton wavelength ¢ = ~=M . If . > 19,
the solution cannot be a black hole, because quantum e ects an ear it over a volum e
larger than the horizon, but if ry > , the solution is a black hole, since quantum —
m echanical fuzzying up is not su cient to conceal the horizon. O n the bulk side, this

sin ply m eans that the description of this obfct by a classicalm etric in AdS space is
not appropriate, and that one should instead use wave packets delocalized over . as
In quantum m echanics. Viewed from the bulk it is clear that the m ass scale for the
crossover isM 4. Translated into the 2+ 1 description, this is the sam e value at which
I c:when M M, M3, (35) and (22) Inply rg LM4=M 5 ~=My, c .
T hus, M 4 is consistently the threshold scale for black hole form ation. A bove this scale,
the curvature near the horizon is sub-P lanckian, and the sam iclassical geom etry (3.1)
becom es reliable all the way down to the black hole horizon ry.

Since forM > M 4 the leading CFT corrections are Jarge enough to give rise to a
horizon, one m ay worry that higher order corrections m ay be very large as well, and
render the leading approxim ation m eaningless. A gain, thisdoes not occur. T he higher-
order e ects In the 2+ 1 description correspond to one-loop quantum e ects (Haw king
radiation) in the buk. The black hole tam perature is T ~=p,and when M > M4,
~=r; M7=M < M . Hence the backreaction w ill be sn all, and the larger the horizon
generated at the leading order, the an aller the higher-order corrections outside it.

W e stress that the quantum dressing of the conical sinqularity is in fact com pletely
independent of the AdS/CFT corregpondence. It happens for any 2+ 1 CFT that
couples to 2+ 1 gravity, independently of whether its ("t H ooft) selfcoupling is strong
orweak. W hik ref. 28]clain ed thatwhen g = 1 the solutions (3.1) are never reliable,
because of large quantum corrections outside of the horizon, this is true only in the
regmeofanallmasses. Tn thelimitM ! M , .x the horizon becom es arbitrarily large,
(36),and the solution (3.1) is a black hole. Them ain feature here is that the regin e
of Interm ediate m ass states disappearsasg ! 1 because yy ! My M3, and the
transition between light states and black holes is sudden. Adding a large num ber of
degrees of freedom expands down to M 3=p g the range of m asses w here the horizons
can be trusted and m akes quantum cosm ic censorhip m ore e cient. Note that these
quantum corrected black holes have a large entropy (/ the area In the buk, not on the
brane [14]),and that at rst sight its origin m ay be puzzling, considering the fact that
the classical background which gave rise to this was m odeled as a cone sourced by a



point-dike distrrbution of CF'T energy. H ow ever, this source should really be view ed not
as an individual state but asa ump ofmany CFT degrees of freedom , whose entropy
is resolved w ith the help of gravity and quantum corrections.

T herefore the CFT obfcts fall into three classes as a function of their m ass:

1) Light states with masses M < yy wih ¢ oy, and so they cannot be
reliably described by (3.1). They require a quantum -m echanical description in the
bulk independently of the localized 2 + 1 gravity, and on the AdS,; side are just the
perturbative m assive KK m odes [1].

2) Intetm ediatemassobfcts yy < M < M,4,with ¢ > ry,and so they too are
not black holes. Since their m asses are above the cuto , they cannot be described as
bulk KK modes on the AdS,; side. They are new nonperturbative states, which are
buk deform ations of AdS,;. Their detailed properties are sensitive to the physics at
the cuto scale. If the only new m ode which appears at the cuto is2+ 1 gravity (a
non-dynam icalm ode), they can be viewed as bound CFT states, which m ay however
receive large bulk quantum corrections that are not autom atically under controlbecause

c=rp> 1.

3) Heavy cbfcts M 4, < M Myax With ¢ < 19, and so they really are black
holes. A s with the Interm ediate m ass states, the description of the black holes with
M, < M M ;5 requires physics at distances shorter than the CFT cuto L, which
m ay be com pletely reliable if the only new m ode at the cuto isthe 2+ 1 gravity. T hen
both the 2+ 1 corrections from the graviton and the bulk quantum corrections rem ain
an all since they are proportionalto T=M = ~=rgM < 1, as seen above. These black
holes are unstable to the am ission of Haw king radiation, which on the buk side is a
one-loop e ect, corresponding to non-planar diagram s in the CFT dual.

T he am ergence of the new short distance scale “, = ~=3M 4 L is analogous to the
em ergence of very short distance scales / = gs ‘s In string theory, which can be probed
by solitonic ob fcts —the D Joranes [26].

In closing,we de ne how to take the classical 1im it for the 2+ 1 theory In away in
w hich theblack holes survive. To dentify the appropriate Iim it, cbserve from (3.7) that
to keep the horizon nite we must take simultaneously ~! Oandg ! 1 ,with ~g
nite. Shcealo L = ~g Gz and G4 = ~=M ? LG stay nite, the buk description
ram ains valid. Consider now the black hol entropy S = g x°=(2 + 3x) and the
teamperature T = yy=[4 x 1+ x]. Shee x isa function of only GsM through (3.2),
S and T are written In term s of 2 + 1 quantities only. Both are form ally independent
of ~, and naively seem to ram ain constant as~ ! 0. However, takingalsog ! 1 ,
the black hole tem perature vanishes and its entropy diverges, as they should.
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4.Quantum Black Holesin 2+ 1 D im ensionswith 3< 0O

D ue to the peculiarities of 2+ 1 gravity, in the previous exam ple the black hole horizon
arises only after the leading quantum corrections are included. H aw king radiation and
its backreaction w ill not appear until the next order, which isdi cult to com pute. By
contrast, classical gravity In 2+ 1 din ensions w ith a negative coan ological constant
adm itsnot only the conical spacetim es of point particles, but also classical (BT Z ) black
holes [27]. Spacetin es w ith a negative coan ological constant can also be constructed
as AdS bulk geom etries ending on negatively curved branes if their tension does not
satisfy theR S2 ne-tuning [30]. B Jack holes on negatively curved 2-branes in AdS, have
been constructed in [15], S0 we can use these solutions to study further our con gcture.

H ow ever, the bulk geom etry at Jarge distances from negatively curved branesdi ers
In m portant ways from the bulk surrounding the atbranesdiscussed previously. The
proper size of radial slices decreases away from the brane untila m Inin alsize, a throat,
is reached, after which the space reexpands again. T herefore the totalbulk volum e is
In nite. Because of this, the solutions w ith horizons can be either black holes localized
on the brane, or black strings stretching all the way through the AdS space, depending
on theirm ass. A second, positive tension, requlatorbranem ay orm ay notbe introduced
to cut this volum e o . If the regulator is included, then the relationship between G 3
and G4 changes to [15]

1
Gs= P=—Gy; (4.1)
2 Ls
where L3 is the length scale of the brane coam ological constant, 3 = 1=L§,and is

a din ensionless param eter de ned by

LZ

—: 42
R (42)

If the brane is only slightly curved, Ls L,ie., ' L?=L3 1, we recover (2.2)
approxin ately. The duality as described in Sec. 2 can not be applied In a straight—
forward m anner: the holographic dual ism odi ed In the infrared, and is considerably
Jess understood than in the case of at branes [31, 32, 33]. Essentially, in this case
the presence of the brane that breaks conform al symm etry in the UV comm unicates
the breaking to the IR aswell. This can be easily seen on the buk side. Consider the
setup with a regulator brane on the other side of the throat. T his ensures the valdity
of 2+ 1 gravity at all length scales, but it alters the CFT in the IR by introducing an
IR cuto . The CFT states fall into a discrete spectrum , w ith a m ass gap that scales
asthe R cuto , 1 ~=[3. In the lm it when the requlator is rem oved, the gap
does not disappear: the uctuating bulk m odes, which correspond to the CFT states,
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m ust obey D irichlet boundary conditions at the A dS boundary to rem ain nomm alizable.
T hus the presence of the AdS brane leads to a two-sided boundary value problem and
the gpectrum rem ains quantized.

T hem assgap suppresses H aw king em ission forvery cold, an allblack holes, because
their tam perature isbelow thegap and so the CFT m odes cannot be em itted asthem al
radiation. Then, to Jleading order the backreaction for these would be very suppressed
as long as the tem perature is below the gap. O ther consequences of the m ass gap
w 11l be apparent near the end of this section. In the follow Ing we will work in the
approxin ation where is anall, so the IR and UV regulators are well separated and
(22) ram ains approxin ately vald.

Besides H aw king em ission, we expect quantum corrections from the Casim ir e ect
Induced, as in the previous section, by the identi cations of points in the background.
Tn the cases w here the horizon is absent (or has zero tem perature) at the classical level,
the them alH aw king radiation w illbe absent. But fora BT Z black hole, it isdi cult
to distinguish between them aland Casin ir e ects. A ctually, the distinction is rather
arti cial, since both arise from the sam e non—trivial denti cations of points in AdS5.

W e begin the analysis w ith the solution for a localized black hole on a negatively
curved 2-brane found in [15],

1
ﬁ 8G-M M)

at +
3 r

M)
2

3 r

r?
s} ope = 7 86 dr’ + r*d’?;

=

(43)
which isasym ptotic to AdS;. Thisis sin ilar to the BT Z black hole ofm assM ,w ith an
extra term r; (M )=r. A sin thepreviousexam ple,r; M ) can only begiven in param etric
form . De ning a param eter z via

22 (1+ z)( Z)

2( + 3z2+ 2232

GsM = (44)

then
oL P—z%( + z2)1+ z) 4.5)
I = :
! 3 ( + 3z2+4 2z3)3

The range of masses In (4.3) which do not lead to naked singularities or to delo-
calization of the black hole Into a black string is  1=8G; M 1=24G (obtained by
varying z 2 [0;1 )). ForM = M = 1=8G; the correction term vanishes, r; = 0,
and one recovers AdS; in global coordinates. The range 1=8G; < M < 0 corre-
sponds, In classical vacuum gravity, to conical singularities, but here they are dressed
w ith regular horizons. In Fig. 1 we display the bulk horizon area of all these solutions
[15]. This helps us dentify two branches of solutions: the branch labeled 1 starts at
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M = 1=8G; and endsatM = 1=24G;.Branch 2 begihsatM = 0 and zero area, and
ends at the sam e point as the previous one.

A s before, (4.3) does not solve the vac—
uum E nstein equations w ith a negative cos—
m ologicalconstant. Instead, the stress-energy
tensor that supports (4.3) contains a correc-
tion of the form

1 M) 1

- to o diag(1;1; 2): (4.6) ?
3

Area

W em ust discuss how , in accord w ith our con—
Fcture, these term s encode the quantum ef-
fects in the dual theory. ‘ ‘
The sector  1=8G; M < 0 of the -18G 0 124G

rst branch is naturally interpreted as in the
previous section: these solutions are classi-

M

Figure 1: M ass dependence of the 4D

. . . ) area of black holes on an AdSs brane.
calconical spacetin es dressed w ith a horizon

from the backreaction of the Casin ir energy of the CFT . W e are not aware of any
calculations of the C asin ir energy of a conform al eld in conical M < 0) AdS3 space-
tim es, nor of its backreaction. H owever, we can verify the correspondence between this
sector and the one of the previous section, In the lin it w here the cosm ological constant
vanishes, L3 ! 1 . Ifwe take this lin it for the solutions (4 .3) and rescale the tin e and
radial variables to their canonical form at in nity, we nd

1

I s} .
ds’ ! 1] — df+ 1 — dr” + 8G “qr .
ane (8653 377 8651 I7r AT
(4.7)

This has the sam e om as (3.1),with ry, denti ed asr;=(8G 3M §>2. Them ass of the
Iim iting solution, M” , obtained from the conicalde cit n (4.7), is

M ! lp8GjM' 48)
T 4G, 30 )

The masses in asym ptotically at and AdS spaces are di erently m easured, so it is
not surprising that M” di ers from M . W hat is in portant is that the range of m asses
1=8G; M 0 m aps precisely to the range in asym ptotically at space, 0 M°
1=4G 5. One can also check that in the initLs ! 1 ,1=(8Gs#M §°>2 asa function of
M becom es exactly the sasme asr, In (3.2) and (3.3),with the denti cation z ! 1=x.
Hence we are quite con dent that this sector of AdS; solutions can be interpreted as
C asin ircensored singularities, and where the censorship isreliable for su ciently large

m asses M, as before.
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In the sector O M 1=24G there are two branches of black hols. For a
given m ass, branch 1 solutions have larger area than branch 2. W e will see that the
Interpretation is clearer for the solutions in branch 1.

Fora conform ally coupled scalar at weak coupling residing in the BT Z background,
the renom alized stress tensor il  ihasbeen calculated In [4,5,6],and ithasthesam e
structure as (3.8)%, now with

rp—
_ (86:M P?X  cosh2n  8GM +3
™ )= M= p— 3=2 °
16 2 _, cosh2n = 8G3M 1

(4.9)

Since this T i has the sam e structure as the brane stressenergy tensor (4.6), the
backreaction calculated in [5, 6] results in a geom etry like the branem etric (4.3).

T his stress-energy tensor isnot of the themm altype / diag( 2;1;1). However, this
does not con ict with the fact that the CFT in the presence of the black hole is in a
them alstate. Ref. [5]showed that theG reen’s function from which thishT i isderived
is periodic in im agihary tim e, with a period equal to the local Tolm an tem perature
dictated by the black hole. M oreover, this G reen’s function satis es the analyticity
properties that characterize the HartleH awking state. This m eans that there is a
them al com ponent in the stressenergy tensor of the CFT , In static equilibbrium w ith
the black hole. The fact that the tensor structure of T i does not conform to the
canonical themm alone near In nity re ects the presence ofa Jarge C asim ir contribution.

For theM = 0 black hole, which has zero tam perature in the classical lim it, one
would expect that the backreaction from Hawking radiation is absent at one loop. In
this lim it

(3)
16 47
which is niteand param etrically O (1), ie.,notam all. T his indicates that the quantum —
corrected solution undergoes a Jarge C asin ir backreaction and cannot be the m assless
zero-area solution In the second branch, but rather the black hole in the st branch,
of nite size. For this state

(0)=

(4.10)

8
r (0) = EL: 0@1)~gGs; (4.11)

ie, n(0)=G3 = 0()~g (0),and so the brane and CFT stress-energy tensors agree
and the Interpretation is consistent. The sam e is true for allM > 0 black holes in the

3The form of HT i depends on the boundary conditions at the AdS; boundary. T he brane soli—
tions appear to autom atically select “ransparent’ boundary conditions, while ref. [5]considers instead
D irichlet or Neum ann conditions. T he results for transparent conditions follow by om itting all term s
in [5]with a \ " factor, bringing [4, 5, 6] into agreem ent.
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rst branch: the dependence of r; on M isweak when 1,0r;(M ) rem ains L,
and similarly M )= O (1)in therangeofmasses0< M < 1=24G 5,s0we nd thesam e
agreem ent up to num erical factors. Tt isdi cult to com pare the m ass dependence w ith
the sam e level of rigor as in the asym ptotically at case. For exam ple, the ferm ions
are typically much m ore sensitive to the coam ological constant than scalars, and so
the details of the m ass dependence of the function (M ) for the com plete dualCFT,
even if we ignore the e ects of strong coupling, w ill be quite di erent from the scalar
contrlbution (4.9). For the largest possible m asses, M 1=24G5, the tem perature of
the black hole isof the order of the IR cuto , ~=L3,and hence Hawking radiation is
not suppressed. O nem ay say that it becom es com parable to the Casin ir energy, but
it isdi cult to tellone from the other.

T herefore, all branch 1 solutions at least t consistently w ith our con gcture. T he
black holes of branch 2 m ay also allow an interpretation as follow s. Tn our con pcture,
no speci cation is m ade of what is the vacuum state of the CFT . In particular, the
calculation of M ) in [4,5, 6]was perform ed assum ing that the state n which T i
vanishes is the global AdS; vacuum . H owever, it is also possible to regard theM = 0
state of zero area as a consistent vacuum , In which case the stress tensor would be
renom alized so that T iy _o= 0. ThisM = 0 black hole would ram ain uncorrected,
and the BT Z black holesw ith backreaction from a CFT state above thisvacuum would
result in a branch of solutions starting at zero area atM = 0, just lke branch 2. W hile
it isdi cult to test this dea further, it is tem pting to speculate w ith the possibility
of a decay of theM = 0 vacuum by m aking a transition to the m ore entropicM = 0
state of branch 1, ®llowed by evaporation down to the globalAdS; vacuum *.

Finally, we comm ent on the solutions with massesM > 1=24G 3, which also exist
when 3 < 0. The metric they Induce on the brane is precisely BT Z w ithout any
corrections. In the bul, these black holes are In fact black strings that stretch beyond
the throat region, all the way to the AdS boundary on the other side. T herefore
they are extram ely sensitive to the infrared m odi cations in the dual picture, and
their full dynam ics is clearly not am enable to the description in term s of only 2+ 1
CFT + gravity theory. W hile the apparent absence ofquantum corrections to these black
holes seam s puzzling, a possible resolution is that these black holes are so m assive that
the backreaction on them is not only an all, but even vanishing at the level of planar
diagram s. Note that the one—]@ogsttess—energy tensor of the CFT at weak coupling
becom esexponentially smallin M for largeM (see (49)),which m ay be an indication
of such behavior. A nother indication com es from the higherdim ensionalnature of these

4In the presence of supersym m etry, these two vacua di er in the periodicity conditions for ferm ions,
asNS orR vacua, and therefore fall into di erent superselection sectors.
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solutions: since they extend through the throat, these solutions cannot be described
by 2+ 1 gravity. Instead, for them the 2+ 1 gravity e ectively decouples, and their
tem perature should be viewed as a purely bulk loop e ect, with G ;M reinterpreted as
G m , where m characterizes the m ass per unit length of the string. W e postpone a
detailed consideration of these solutions for future work.

5. Resolving the M ystery of the M issing 3+ 1 B lack H ole

W e now tum to the Randall-Sundrum m odel [1], de ned by a single 3Jorane in the
AdSs buk. W e have far less control over the theory now : on the one hand, gravity
In 3+ 1 din ensions is dynam ical; on the other hand, the absence of exact solutions
m akes the denti cation of CFT states di cult. Let us proceed by analogy w ith the
2+ 1 analysis. In that case black holes of horizon size ry = 1y < L are approxin ately
Spoherical fourdin ensional black holes in the bulk. This feature extends to higher
din ensions. Q uite generally, a black hole of size r; on the brane has an extent into
the buk 1z LIn(l+ =L), so at distances r < L the buk solution becom es
progressively less attened around the brane and rounder, ry B . In the present
context, it is well approxin ated, near the horizon, by a ve-din ensional Schw arzschild
solution. A sy becom es an aller than L an increasing num ber of CFT m odes in the UV
m ust be Interpreted as bulk gravity in order to encode the bulk geom etry. Then it is
notm eaningfill to describe the state asa CFT -corrected 3+ 1 black hole. T he situation
n 2+ 1 din ensionswas in this regard better than one had any right to expect, since the
picture of a classical solution, the conical singularity, dressed by CFT corrections was
actually valid for m asses all the way down to the scale M 3=p g M,, ie., distances
much sm aller than the CFT length cuto ~= yvy L. The reason is that pure classical
gravity iIn 2+ 1 dim ensions is topological, so the CFT corrections give the leading
dynam ical e ects of gravity. In that case, the length scale ry L does not determ ine
any param etrically new m ass scale.
Instead, In 3+ 1 dim ensions the transition point de ned by the equality ry

L GuM (GsM )**? determ ines, through (2.1), (22) and (2.3), the new m ass scale
P gM,. W e can not sensibly describe black holes lighter than this as CF T -corrected
3+ 1 black holes. N evertheless, the buk description holds as long as the backreaction
In the buk ram ains small. This is the case ifM > M ¢ M4=gl:6 . This suggests that
the am allblack holes above this scale are additional states of the CF T , besides the light
modesofmassM < yy . However, since they are very sensitive to the UV regqulator
of the CFT, they are not suitable for testing our concture. Only forM > P gMy,
can the light bulk KK m odes be consistently interpreted asm odes ofa CFT and not

as gravity.
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T herefore, n what ©liows we will focus on black holes with massM > © gM 4,
ie., size ry > L. Since theirm ass ism uch greater than M 4, the backreaction of HT 1
can be regarded as a an all perturbation of the classical black hole solution and treated
order by order as an expansion In ~. In general, iT 1 depends on the de nition of the
quantum vacuum in a crucialway [3,34]. T here are three usual choices, each describing
a di erent physical situation:

(1) The HartleH aw king state, which describes a black hole in a themm albath in
equilbbrium w ith itsown radiation. The state of the CF T isregular at the event horizon.
Far from the black hole iT 1 describes a gas of 4D CFT radiation at the Hawking
tam perature. This is incom patdble with asym ptotic atness. A natural possibility is
that a an allbackreaction results n an FRW universe containing a black hole Inm ersed
in them alradiation.

(2) The Unruh state, which describes the process of black hole evaporation. T he
stress-energy tensor is reqular only at the future horizon, and there is a them al ux
of radiation at future null in nity. Consistent backreaction must produce a tine-
dependent, quantum -corrected , evaporating black hole solution.

(3) TheBoulware state, which describes a static con guration,w ith a stress-energy
tensor that vanishes at In nity but diverges at the horizon. T he backreaction e ects
convert the horizon Into a null singularity. T his sihgularity can be cut away by a static
Interjor solution if it is greater than the singular surface, such as a star.

A ccording to our conpcture, the solution for a black hole on the R S2 brane m ust
correspond to one of these choices. It is now obvious why the search for a static,
asym ptotically atblack hole solution on the brane has been fruitless so far: the state
(1) isnot asym ptotically at, (2) isnot static, and (3) does not have a reqular horizon.
T he physical reason why we expect that the black hole should sense the badckreaction
is easy to see from AdS/CFT . As Iong as the buk has asym ptotic AdSs geom etry,
on the dual side the conform al symm etry of the CFT is vald in the infrared, and so
there is no m ass gap separating the CFT m odes from the vacuum . Any black hole at
a nite tam perature will therefore em it CFT m odes w ith a them al spectrum , which
is precisely the Hawking radiation®. On the buk side, this m ust be described by a

5In the case ofRS2 in AdSs a step towards the eas presented here was entertained by T . Tanaka
[35], and, sin ultaneously, by R .M aartens and one of us (NK ) in the discussions reported in [36], In
order to explain the results of [9]. A naive argum ent that the bulk dynam ics encodes the backreaction
from Hawking radiation would lead one to expect that all asym ptotically at brane-localized black
holes are tim edependent. This would be In con ict with the exact static 2 + 1 solutions of [14,
15]. O ur confcture that the classical bulk dynam ics encodes all quantum corrections at the level of
planar diagram s com pletely resolves this con ict. These exact solutions in fact strongly support the
con Ecture.
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deform ation of the bulk geom etry near the brane, which arises because the black hole
appears as a source in the classical buk gravity equations.

W e should recall here som e proposals for static black hole solutions on the brane.
For reasons that w ill becom e clearer later, such solutions typically becom e singular in
the bulk, so they are not physical. A prototype for this sort of singular behavior is the
black string of [8]. A lthough the branem etric is perfectly reqular, there is a divergence
of the curvature at the C auchy horizon in the bulk.

T he preceding discussion naturally leads us to considering a radiative solution as
the leading-order description of the exterior of a black hole Iocalized on the brane.
T he detailed description of this geom etry on the buk side would require either the
exact bulk solution, which has been m issing so far, or a m uch better approxin ation
than the existing ones. On the side of the 3+ 1 CFT+ gravity, a description at the
sam e level of rigor would require a carefill backreaction analysis, where we should start
w ith a classical Schwarzschild black hole and perturb it by means of the HT i in the
Unruh state evaluated in the classical background geom etry. This analysis rapidly
becom es quite involved, because of the necessity for describing the near and far el
regions of the black hole di erently: a negative energy density ux near the horizon,
well approxin ated by an ingoing Vaidya m etric; the asym ptotic iIn nity approxin ated
by an outgoing Vaidya m etric, and a com plicated geom etry describing the transition
between these asym ptotic form s in between. T he far- ed outgoing m etric encodes the

ux of Hawking radiation pouring out of the black hole, which is described by the

Stress-energy tensor
L (u)

4 r?
w here u is the retarded null coordinate and L (u) is the ux lum inosity. T he perturbed
geom etry is

r ur u; (5.1)

2G .M (u
ds® = p ZM O G sgrdu+ Zd 0 (52)
r
where 2L _ L (u). To check our confcture, we should recover the relation between

du
L and M from leading-order corrections to the black hole geom etry induced from the

bulk. Tom ake any such calculation precise, we should relate the far- eld solution (52)
to a near horizon one, and then m atch this solution to the interior. The m atching
conditions w ill give the precise form of the relationship between the lum inosity L and
the interior param eters.

Tn order to circum vent the details of them atching betw een the near and far regions,
we resort to a sim pler, heuristic calculation that allow s us to reproduce the correct
param etric dependence of the lum inosity. Consider the radiative collapse of a large
dust cloud. M atch this collapsing cloud of dust, whose dynam ics is determ ined in
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O1by a lading-order bulk calculation, to an outgoing Vaidya m etric (5.2), follow ing
the work of [37f. The quantum correction tem s propagate through the m atching
regions, and this relates the outgoing ux of radiation to the sublading correction in
the interior star geom etry, which is / (G 4M L)?=R°, ascalculated in [9], rh s. of their
&J. (6) wWe only consider the Iimit Q = = 0 of this equation, which is su cient for
our purposes). Comparing to (51)we ndL  G,M L)*=R; ~g(GsM )*=R;,where
R is the radius of the m atching surface. For a large collapsing m ass, this w illbe near
2G,M ,0L ~g=(G 4M )*. This is the value that corresponds to a ux of Hawking
radiation of g degrees of freedom of the CF T, at a tam perature Ty ~=(GsM ),
as required. Replacing M (u) by M is consistent since L. / ~ and we are working
In an expansion in ~. W ithin this approach we cannot obtain a detailed form ula w ith
accurate num ericalcoe cients, but it does reproduce the correct scalingsw ith theblack
hole and CFT param eters, in com plete accord w ith our con gcture. A m ore detailed
analysis recovering the precise form of the m atching conditions would be ussful, since
it can display how the outgoing ux is tumed on as a function of tin e.

W hat rem ains is to verify the consistency of the m atching of geom etries across the
horizon. A simple way to check this is to com pare the quantum trace anom alies of
the backreacted states in the exterior and interjor. T he trace anom aly of the quantum
stress tensor is a local geom etric quantity independent of which vacuum the eHd is in
[39,40]. Tthasbeen studied in detailin the AdS/CFT context [41],and in particular in
the case of AdS braneworlds in [42,43,44]. Tt gives us further insight into our problam ,
In that it provides a sin ple leading-order consistency check, which a con guration m ust
pass in order to be described by the leading-order e ects in the duality pair.

For a weakly coupled CFT iIn 3+ 1 dimensions the trace anomaly iT i is, to
leading order, [3]

~

N i= ——(@C%+ IE + cr °R); 53

ik )i (5.3)

where C? = R R 2R R+ R?=3 is the square of the W eyl tensor, E =
R R IR R + R? is the G aussBonnet term . The coe clents a, b and ¢

depend on the speci ¢ m atter content of the theory, and n the case of D = 4N = 4
SUN )SYM at hrge N

R
R R — (54)
3

5T his appears in Ref. [38], who, however, had an outgoing Vaidya m etric everyw here outside the
collapsing sphere, and also continued m atching this solution to a R eissnerN ordstrom geom etry very
far away. T his Jatter step seam s dubious, because this geom etry is very lkely singular in the bulk.
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N ote the cancellation of the term R R . Ref. [41] showed how this anom aly is
precisely reproduced from a com putation in the AdSs buk. T hisresult is perturbatively
dentical to the fam iliar quadratic stressenergy correction temm s that appear in the
e ective long distance 3 + 1 graviy equations in AdS braneworlds [45], which can be
checked explicitly recalling g~ N? [42, 43].

Ifthe CFT isdeform ed by relevant operators the behavior in the infrared changes,
and thebulk side of the geom etry w illbe quickly deform ed away from the A dS geom etry.
W hen this occurs, the anom aly coe cients a; b; ¢ in (5.3) willdeviate away from the
values they take for N = 4 SYM , and generically a + b 6 0, so the anom aly m ay
contain the contrbutions from R R . The appearance of such termm s in plies
that the buk isnotasym ptotically AdSs; it is very lkely that a singularity w ill appear
in thebuk,at som e nitedistance from the brane’. On the other hand, the absence of
tetm s/ R R doesnot m ply that thebulk isasym ptotically AdS.An exam ple is
a radiation dom inated FRW cosm ology, w ith the CFT in a them al state. In the bulk,
this corresponds to an A dS-Schwarzschild solution, where the singularity is hidden by
a horizon at a nite distance from the brane [47, 19, 48, 49], although the anom aly
vanishes.

W e can now reinterpret the ho-go theoraem ’ of ref. [9] within the CFT + gravity
theory. There the authors considered the collapse of pressureless hom ogeneous dust
on a braneworld in AdSs, and follow ing the standard general relativity routine, they
attem pted to m atch this interior to an exterior m etric, as opposad to a radiating one
as we advocated above. Because the interior geom etry was a solution of the AdSs
braneworld junction conditions, it was guaranteed to satisfy the anom aly equation
(54). However, the exterior geom etry, resam bling a deform ation of the Schwarzschild
geom etry, was not required to full 1l these equations, but was tailorm ade to satisfy
the m atching conditions on the envelope of the collapsing dust. R equiring the exterior
geom etry to be static, ref. [9] found that the E instein tensorm ust have a nonvanishing
trace In the exterior region equal to

GaM )

o

G = 1217

This led [9]to conclude that the exterior geom etry can not be static.
T he interpretation of this result is that (5.5) is the quantum anom aly induced by
the backreaction, which is inconsistent w ith the anom aly of the interdor solution. O ne

"T he exception are the situations w here the singularity can be dealt w ith in a physically m otivated
m anner. For instance, a shgularity appears when supersymm etry is broken to produce either a
con ning phase or am ass gap at some nite scale in the infrared, and its resolution is an interesting
problem [46].
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can easily check that the trace (5.5) is proportional to R R . Indeed, the trace
anom aly in the Schwarzschid background is [40]

3@+ b) (GM )

nr i= ~ 5 " ; (56)

which com es entirely from the R iam ann-squared temm . A ccording to our discussion,
the Interior and exterior geom etries consideraed in [9] cannot belong in the sam e theory,
even if they were to be both interpreted in the AdS/CFT context. In fact, using the
AdSs/SYM /RS2 relation L2 = (4= )~N G, in (5.5) suggests that the exterior theory
should have a + b= 2N?. Obviously, such matching is not physically sensible®
Instead, one m ust Jook for a di erent exterior, where the m etric correctly encodes the
quantum badckreaction. This naturally leads to a tim edependent evaporating black
hole (52).

Indeed, the m atching to the far- eld Vaidya metric (5.2), is consistent w ith the
anom aly check. T he tracelessness of the radiation stressenergy In pliessR = 0,and so
the anom aly vanishes, w ith no contributions from theR R term s. A fthough this
argum ent by itself does not fully quarantee that the bulk w illbe free from singularities,
it passes the anom aly check w ith only m inim alassum ptions which are physically well-
m otivated.

T herefore, barring exotic possibilities, we see that the classical bulk dynam ics re-
quires branew orld black holes to be tin edependent. W e have arrived at this conclusion
by studying only the dynam ics profcted on the 3+ 1 braneworld, but we would also
like to understand the picture from the point of view of the fullbulk A dSs spacetin e.
T hen the follow ing questions arise naturally: (i) W hat is the bulk dualof the H aw king
radiation em itted by the black hole? (ii) W hy should a classical black hole on the
brane have to en it anything? (iil) W hy should this em ission, which is classical from
the point of view of the bulk, appear as thermm al radiation in the dual 3+ 1 picture?

The answer to (i) is obvious: in the 3+ 1 CF T + gravity theory, H aw king radiation
consists of CFT m odes, whose dual in the buk are KK gravitons. The buk em ission
consists of classical gravitationalwaves. To answer (ii) we have to nd a naturalm ech—
anisn that causes the black hole to classically aem it these waves into the bulk. O bserve
that the black hole is m oving along w ith the brane in AdSs. T he brane is a dom ain
wall that is accelerating away from the center of AdS. So the black hole also acceler—
ates, and as a conssquence it m ust em it gravitationalwaves. T hism eans that the bulk
dual of Haw king radiation is gravitational brem sstrahlung. Tt would be interesting to
substantiate this qualitative dea w ith a m ore detailed analysis of the relevant classical

SAway from the horizon, the m atching m ay be possble as a bubble at the interface between the
two phases. Thism ight allow an interpretation of the solutions in [111].
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bulk physics. This will also shed light on the In portant question (iii), which for now
is Jeft open. Tt is encouraging to note that we can at least reproduce the estim ate to
leading order for the location of the peak of the distrdbbution , determ Ining H aw king tem —
perature, from purely classical considerations in the buk. Nam ely, the classical waves
w hich would be em itted into the bulk would have a characteristic frequency determ ined
by the nverse gravitational length of the source, which fora 5D theory in the bulk is
given by ! Gs ,where isthe energy density of the region where the gravitational
waves are am itted, M =Vol. Since the black hole is accelerating at a rate 1=L ,we
can estin ate to leading order Vo, £L  GM °L, lading to 1=(G,LM ?), and
o using (22) we nd ! 1=(G4M ), ie. precisely the form ula for Haw king tem pera—
ture! However the com plete classical description of the themm al spectrum is yet to be
determ ined. N ote that the bulk solution m ust be tin e asym m etric, in contrast to the
Jow er-din ensional solutions of [14], where the black hol accelerates etemally and the
net ux of radiation vanishes.

W orking on the bulk side, one should be able to reproduce the black hole um inosity
L ~g=(G4M )? by solving classical 5D equations. Indeed, view ing the radiation loss
as a classical e ect clari es why this em ission rate is so huge. Tt also explains why the
large release of energy into the bulk does not contradict the statem ent that the black
hole radiatesm ainly on the brane [50]: this applied to H aw king radiation into the bulk,
which was com pared to Haw king em ission ofnon-CFT m odes on the brane, in theories
w here therem ay be additionaldegrees of freedom stuck to thebrane. But from thebulk
point of view , the Jarge brem sstrahlung em ission we are considering is not a quantum —

m echanical process, and so is not constrained by the analysis of [50]. It m ust not be
confiised w ith H aw king radiation into the buk, which is a much snaller e ect. From
the dual CFT + gravity point of view , where the radiation is a quantum phenom enon,
the large black hole lum inosity is sin ply a consequence of the large number of CFT
m odes.

Thebuk view would also allow one to follow the evolution of the evaporating black
hole beyond the threshold ry L,M P g M 4 atwhich the description in termm s ofa
3+ 1 theory of gravity+ CFT breaksdown, even down to M 5 M ,,as we have been
arguing above. A black hole of size ry L is approxin ated near the horizon by a

ve-din ensional, static Schwarzschid solution. C lassical radiation into the bulk, and
therefore 3+ 1 Hawking radiation into CFT m odes, is suppressed for such light black
holes. An intuitive understanding of why this happensm ay be gained from tunneling
suppression [B1]. W hile large black holes are shaped lke pancakes around the brane,
they extend to distances larger than the AdS radius L. Thus they couple to all the
CFT m odes, including the lightest ones, w ith M 4 couplings, w ithout any suppressions.
O n the other hand, while the sm allblack holes are bulging away from the brane, they
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aremuch amn aller than the AdS radius, and from the perturbative point of view , they
live inside the R S2 “olcano’. H ence their classical couplings to allbulk graviton m odes
are tunneling—suppressed in the sense of [51], and are exponentially weaker than M 4.
Thus the radiation rate must go down signi cantly °. Hence the light black holes
evaporate, although m ore slow Iy, via bulk Hawking radiation. It is interesting to ask
what would be the bulk description of the nalstages of black hole evaporation. W hile
on the CFT+ gravity side, the classical area theoram s are violated by the quantum

e ects of Haw king radiation, leading to the shrinking of the black hole horizon, on the
buk side there are no quantum e ect to leading order and the bulk version of the area
theorem s stillapplies’ . Thiswould in ply that a black hole cannot disappear from the
bulk. Hence a consistent picture would be that the disappearance of a black hole in
the CFT + gravity theory corresponds to the classical sliding of the black hole from the
brane into the bulk. It would be very interesting to verify this explicitly. Since this
picture for the evolution of an evaporating black hole is based on speci ¢ properties of
the UV extension provided by the bulk theory, there is no reason why it should apply
to situations that do not have an AdS/CFT dualdescription.

6. Conclusions

W e have proposed here a radical change of pergpective on how to view black holes in
the context of AdS/CFT correspondence. The previous work on black holes w ithin
the AdS/CFT fram ework hasbeen ain ed at understanding a D + 1-din ensionalblack
hole sitting at the center of AdSy , ;1 In temm s of the quantum states of a CFT at the
boundary. In this case, the black hole radiates via quantum e ects in the bulk, and
one expects to leam about the quantum properties of a black hole by studying itsdual
boundary description.

Tnstead, we put the black hole itself in the dual theory extended w ith dynam ical
gravity. On the buk side, this is realized by putting the black hole on a brane in the
cuto AdS buk, which localizes dynam ical gravity. Then we can study the quantum
properties of a D -din ensionalblack hole in term s of classical physics in the bulk. The
quantum Haw king radiation of CE'T m odes is described as the em ission of gravitational

°The sam e e ect occurs for a Jarge obfct on the brane, ofm ass M M , but lower density than
a black hole, such as a star. Even if the star had accelerated by being stuck to the brane, the bulk
deform ation it would cause would have been con ned to distances less than L, so its em ission would
have been tunneling-suppressed. T he reason why a black hole radiates in the bulk whereas a stardoes
not is also dual to the problem of the di erent choices of CFT vacua and boundary conditions for the
radiation. T his deserves further study.
%W e thank D .M arolf for very usefiil discussions on this issue.
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waves into the bulk, and the classical buk point of view m ay lead to a better under-
standing of quantum black hole evaporation. Each of these two approaches prom pts
di erent classes ofquestions, w hich can be naturally answered w ithin these fram ew orks.

W e have provided strong support for thisnew point of view w ith a detailed analysis
of the black hole solutions on a 2-brane In AdS; and theirdual 2+ 1 CFT + gravity
description. O ur analysis has also revealed new features of the statesofthe 2+ 1 CFT
coupled to 2+ 1 gravity, and has shown explicitly that quantum e ects can censor
singularities. W e have found that the main properties of the quantum censorship
m echanism in 2+ 1 dim ensions are in fact quite general, and should ram ain valid outside
ofthe context of AdS/CFT .T he censorship ishoweveram pli ed in the presence ofm any
CFT modes, and this appears to be the m ain requirem ent that m akes the quantum
censor e clent.

In the context of the RS2 model in AdSs, we have been able to argue why an
asym ptotically at, static, reqular black hole localized on the brane, could not be
found. W e em phasize again that whilk we have been working in the context of AdS
branew orlds Ike R S2, which have proven to be a very useful tool to study black holes,
we expect thatm any of our results should naturally extend to any CF T + gravity theory,
even if a dualbulk description along the lines of R S2 does not exist.

T here ram ain a num ber of open issues. W e have given a qualitative argum ent for
why a black hole on a brane should am it classical gravitational waves, but it is still
unclear why this en ission, which can be analyzed and understood in purely classical
temm s, should profct on the brane asa therm al ux of radiation. T he problem belongs
to a class of connections between classical e ects in the bulk and them ale ects in the
dual theory. The conventional AdS/CFT approach tried to understand how a state
of the CFT encodes the classical causal structure of the buk black hole. T he present
problem is quite di erent and could be an easier one, since we m ay have som e hope of
analyzing the classical bulk physics involved in the radiation.

An aspect of our conpcture that we have only barely touched upon is the choice
of vacuum of the CFT . This is closely related to understanding H aw king radiation as
classicalbulk bram sstrahlung. Ttwould be natural to expect that each consistent choice
of vacuum should correspond to a speci ¢ bulk AdS solution, which di er from each
other by the boundary conditions for the buk waves at the bulk AdS horizons. W e
have discussed a possible exam ple in the case of BTZ black holes. They adm it both
theM = 1=8Gsz and M = 0 states as consistent vacua, which we have con gctured to
correspond to the tw o branches ofblack holes localized on thebrane. Tn 3+ 1 din ensions
we also had altemative vacua, but we have only exam ined the physics related to the
U nruh vacuum , w hich m odels the Jate tin e behavior of the collapse. The bulk dualofa
black hole w ith backreaction from the H artleH aw king state would be quite interesting
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aswell: The asym ptotic them al radiation isdual to a Jarge black hole inside the A dSs
bulk. Them otion ofa brane In this spacetim e generates the radiation-dom inated FRW
evolution on the brane. Hence the HartleH awking state should be described in the
dual buk theory as a black hole localized on a brane, which is itself m oving in the
background of a Jarge bulk black hole in the center of AdSs. T he next+o-leading order
corrections to the 2+ 1 asym ptotically atblack holesm ay lead to a sin ilar picture. On
the other hand, the Boulware state should result in a null sihgularity that is localized
on the brane. It would be interesting to check if there exists a relationship between
these solutions and the static linearized approxin ation in the RS2 model [1, 52]. W e
believe that these questions m erit fiirther consideration and hope to retum to them in
the future.
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