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1.Introduction

W eproposeherea connection between two seem ingly unrelated problem sin black hole

theory:i)thewell-known problem ofthebackreaction from quantum e�ectson ablack

holegeom etry,and ii)thedescription ofa black holein an AdS braneworld,asin the

Randall-Sundrum m odelwith an in�nite extra dim ension,RS2 [1].Quantum �eldsin

a black hole background lead to particle production and black hole evaporation via

Hawking radiation [2]. To leading orderin perturbation theory,thisyieldsan expec-

tation value ofthe renorm alized stress-energy tensor ofquantum �elds hT��i,which

includes quantum corrections. The backreaction ofhT��i on the classicalgeom etry

m odi�esitaccording to the one-loop corrected Einstein’sequation G �� = 8�G 4hT��i.

Unfortunately,the stress-energy tensor hT��i in a black hole spacetim e can only be

com puted approxim ately,whiledeterm ining itsbackreaction iseven m oredi�cult[3].

Only in dim ensionsD < 4 wasitpossibleto �nd exactsolutions[4,5,6,7].

On theotherhand,an AdS braneworld consistsofa bulk AdSD + 1 spaceending on

a D � 1-dim ensionaldom ain wall,orbrane.A prototypeistheRS2m odelwhereAdS5

ends on a 3-brane,which should m odelour 3+1 dim ensionalworld. It is therefore

naturalto look for a suitable description ofa black hole in this scenario. However,

theattem ptsto �nd exact,static,asym ptotically 
atblack holesolutionslocalized on

the brane in AdSD + 1> 4,with regularhorizonsboth on and o� the brane,have com e
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em pty-handed to date (for published exam ples see,e.g.,[8]-[12]). It has even been

suggested thatstatic,asym ptotically 
at,sphericalblack holeson thebranem ightnot

altogetherexistin theRS2m odel[9]1.Contrastingthis,exactstaticsolutionslocalized

on a 2-branein AdS4 havebeen found in [14,15].

Hereweadoptthepointofview thatthedi�cultiesin constructing thesesolutions

are no m ere accident,but are intricately related to the e�ects induced by quantum

corrections.W euseam odi�cation ofAdS/CFT correspondence[16]fortheRS2m odel

[17]-[23]to connectboth problem s.Ourm ain resultisthefollowing conjecture:

The black hole solutions localized on the brane in the AdSD + 1 braneworld

which are found by solving the classicalbulk equationsin AdSD + 1 with the

brane boundary conditions,correspond to quantum -corrected black holesin

D dim ensions,ratherthan classicalones.

This conjecture follows naturally from the AdS/CFT correspondence adapted to

AdS braneworlds.According to it,theclassicaldynam icsin theAdSD + 1 bulk encodes

the quantum dynam ics ofthe dualD -dim ensionalconform al�eld theory (CFT),in

the planarlim itofa large N expansion. Cutting the bulk with a brane introducesa

norm alizable D -dim ensionalgraviton m ode [1,24],while on the dualside this sam e

D -dim ensionalgravity m ode ism erely added to the CFT,which isalso cuto� in the

ultraviolet.Then,solvingtheclassicalD + 1-dim ensionalequationsin thebulkisequiv-

alent to solving the D -dim ensionalEinstein equations G �� = 8�G D hT��iC F T,where

theCFT stress-energy tensorincorporatesthequantum e�ectsofallplanardiagram s.

These include particle production in the presence ofa black hole,and possibly other

vacuum polarization e�ects.

Thisconjecture hasim plicationsin two directions. On the one hand,itallowsus

to view the brane-induced m odi�cationsofthe m etric ofa D -dim ensionalblack hole

asquantum correctionsfrom a CFT,a dualview thatshedslighton both problem s.

On the otherhand,we can use the conjecture to infer,from the known propertiesof

theclassicalbulk solutions,thepropertiesofthecuto� CFT coupled to gravity.Even

ifsom e ofthe conclusions are derived using the AdS/CFT correspondence,they are

typically independentoftheexistence ofa bulk dual:any strongly coupled CFT with

alargenum berofdegreesoffreedom islikely tobehave,when coupled toweak gravity,

in a sim ilarm anner.

W e subm itthe conjecture to the testby reinterpreting the exactsolutionson the

2-branein an AdS4 braneworld [14,15]asquantum -corrected,gravitating CFT states

in thedual2+ 1theory,eitherwith orwithoutanegativecosm ologicalconstantin 2+1

1Ref.[13]obtainsa num ericalsolution fora staticstaron an RS2 brane.
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dim ensions,�3.Asistypicalin testsoftheAdS/CFT correspondence,thecalculations

on theCFT sidecan onlybeperform ed atweak ’tHooftcoupling,often attheone-loop

orderonly,and therefore com parisons with the strongly coupled dualofthe classical

bulk theory,which includesallplanardiagram s,aredi�cult.Even then,we�nd som e

instanceswheretheequivalencebetween theresultsatweak and strong coupling holds

to a greatdegreeofdetail.

An interesting spin-o� ofthe analysis is a realization ofquantum censorship of

conicalsingularities,which we argue isa generic e�ectindependent ofthe AdS/CFT

duality. Gravity in 2+1 dim ensions is known to describe m assive particles in term s

of conicalsingularities [25]. W e �nd that when quantum corrections from a CFT

are included,the singularity ofa su�ciently m assive particle is dressed by a regular

horizon. This result isin facttrue independently ofwhether the CFT isstrongly or

weakly coupled,and acts m ore e�ciently when it has a large num ber ofdegrees of

freedom .

Since we have a detailed description ofthe solutionsin the AdS4 braneworld,we

can apply it to describe the objects which arise in the cuto� CFT.W hen � 3 = 0,

the theory ischaracterized by three m assscales:the UV cuto� ofthe CFT,�U V ,the

4D Planck m assand the 3D Planck m ass,in ascending order. These scalesnaturally

organize the range ofCFT con�gurationsinto three categories: (i) the fam iliarlight

CFT states,with m assesbelow the CFT cuto�,which are notblack holesbecause of

the quantum uncertainty-induced sm earing;(ii)stateswith m assesbetween the CFT

cuto� and the 4D Planck m ass,which also are notblack holes because ofquantum

sm earing and m ay receivelargequantum correctionsin thebulk;and (iii)black holes,

which are the stateswith m asses above the 4D Planck m ass. These black holesm ay

besm allerthan theCFT length cuto�,~=�U V ,buttheirdescription should bereliable

sinceboth thebulk and the2+ 1gravity correctionsaresm all.Ourargum entthatthe

cuto�CFT can betrusted todistancesm uch shorterthan theUV cuto�isanalogousto

a fam iliarsituation in string theory [26],suggesting thattheinterm ediate m assstates

and lightblack holesbehaveasCFT solitons.

A negative cosm ologicalconstant �3 < 0,allows for classicalBTZ black holes

[27].Although theAdS/CFT duality isnotfully understood forthecaseofnegatively

curved branes,we �nd thatthe solutionslocalized on the 2-brane are naturally inter-

preted as BTZ black holes with CFT quantum corrections,which are in equilibrium

with a therm albath in AdS3. There are otherlocalized solutions,allwith m ass less

than M m ax = 1=(24G 3),with di�erent features,but we �nd explanations for allof

them within the contextofourconjecture. Black holesofm asslargerthan M m ax are

delocalized black stringsoccupying an in�niteregion ofthebulk,and itisunclearhow

to describe them within the con�nesofthe 2+ 1 theory;in fact,itislikely thatsuch
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a description should notbepossiblein term sofonly localphysics.

In the physically m ore relevant case of a 3-brane in AdS5 we can not go into

a sim ilar levelofdetailsince there are no exact solutions, and classicalgravity in

3+ 1 dim ensionsisdynam ical. Howeverwe can stillexplore the consequences ofour

conjecturein a sem i-quantitative m anner.Thedescription in term sofa CFT coupled

to gravity is not reliable untilthe horizon is larger than the ultraviolet cuto� ofthe

CFT,i.e.,theblack holeissu�ciently heavy.Fortheseblack holes,theCFT+gravity

theory allowsustoreinterpretthealleged obstruction for�nding a staticblack hole[9]

asa m anifestation ofthebackreaction from Hawking e�ects.Theanalysisofthetrace

anom aly oftheCFT stresstensorallowsusto m akethispointprecise.Aslong asthe

anom aly isconsistentwith theasym ptoticAdS5 geom etry,theconform alsym m etry of

the dualCFT isvalid in the infrared,and so there isno m assgap. Hence any black

hole ata �nite tem perature willem itCFT m odesasa therm alspectrum ofHawking

radiation,which on the bulk side iscaptured by a deform ation ofthe bulk geom etry

closetothebrane,caused bytheblack holesourcingtheclassicalgravityequations.W e

illustrate thisto the leading orderon the CFT side by showing thatthe backreaction

from Hawking radiation,encoded in the form ofa Vaidya-type far-�eld solution,is

consistentwith the CFT anom aly. W e also discussthe dualbulk picture ofHawking

radiation that arises from our conjecture. W ithin this interpretation,the di�culties

encountered in the ongoing questforthe black hole localized on the 3-brane in AdS5

areviewed asanatural,subleading quantum correction totheclassicalsolution,rather

than asa no-go theorem fortheexistence ofclassicalbraneworld black holes.

2.A dS/C FT duality for A dS B raneworlds

W e begin with a briefreview ofseveralaspectsofthe two dualdescriptionsthatare

relevantforourconjecture [16]-[23]. Since we wantto discrim inate between classical

and quantum e�ects,we retain ~ in ourform ulas,while setting c = 1. Then,the D -

dim ensionalNewton’sconstantG D ,Planck length ‘D ,and Planck m assM D arerelated

to each otheras

G D =
‘
D �3

D

M D

; M D =
~

‘D
: (2.1)

In AdS braneworldsthe D + 1 dim ensionalbulk Newton’sconstantand the bulk cos-

m ologicalconstant�D = � D (D � 1)=2L2 togetherdeterm ine the Newton’sconstant

induced on theD -dim ensionalbraneas

G D =
D � 2

2L
G D + 1 : (2.2)
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The precise details ofthe dualCFT depend on the speci�cs ofthe string/M -theory

construction thatyield theAdS background.Herewe only need to know thee�ective

num ber ofdegrees offreedom ofthe CFT,g�. For D = 4,the dualpair are IIB

string theory on AdS5 � S5 ofradiusL � ‘10(gsN )
1=4 and N = 4 SU(N )superYang-

M illstheory,whileforD = 3,thedualpairareM -theory on AdS4� S7 and the(poorly

known)theorydescribingtheworldvolum edynam icsofalargenum berN ofM 2branes.

In thesecases

g� � N
2 �

�
L

‘5

� 3

�

�
L

‘4

� 2

(D = 4);

g� � N
3=2 �

�
L

‘4

� 2

�
L

‘3
(D = 3); (2.3)

wherewehaveused (2.2)to getthe�nalexpressions.g� istaken to bea largenum ber,

in orderto keep sm allthe quantum correctionsto the supergravity approxim ation to

string/M -theory.FortheCFT,thisisa largeN lim itwhereplanardiagram sgive the

leading contribution.

The introduction ofthe brane thatcuts o� the AdS bulk im plies thatvery high

energy statesofthedualCFT areintegrated out,and theconform alinvarianceofthe

theory isbroken in theultraviolet.However,the breaking washesinto the low energy

theory only through irrelevantoperators,generated by integrating outtheheavy CFT

states at the scale �U V � ~=L. In the infrared,at energies E < �U V ,the e�ects of

theconform alsym m etry breaking aresuppressed by powersofE =�U V .Cutting o� the

bulk yieldsalso a norm alizable graviton zero m ode localized on the brane;thissam e

D -dim ensionalgravity m odeisadded to thedualtheory.However,notethattheCFT

cuto� �U V isnotequalto theinduced D -dim ensionalPlanck m ass.Instead,

�U V �
M 4
p
g�

(D = 4); �U V �
M 3

g�
(D = 3); (2.4)

which ism uch sm allerthan thePlanck m asson thebrane.Theform ulaeabovecan be

written forany AdS spaceand can beviewed asa de�nition ofa cuto� CFT,although

they do notguarantee the existence ofitsUV com pletion. W e willuse them bearing

thisin m ind.

3.Q uantum B lack H oles on 
at branes in 2+ 1 D im ensions

Forthe case ofD = 3,the exactfour-dim ensionalsolutionsconstructed in [14]yield

thefollowing m etricon the2-brane,

ds
2

brane
= �

�

1�
r0

r

�

dt
2 +

�

1�
r0

r

�
�1

dr
2 + r

2
d’

2
: (3.1)
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Theparam eterr0 �xestheposition ofthehorizon,and isdeterm ined by them assM .

In a locally asym ptotically 
atspace in 2+ 1 the m assisgiven by the conicalde�cit

angle atin�nity,�1 = 8�G 3M = 8�M =M 3. Itwasshown in [14]thatsuch a de�cit

angleisindeed presentin (3.1),leading to2

M =
M 3

4

�

1�

p
1+ x

1+ 3

2
x

�

; (3.2)

wherex isde�ned by

x
2(1+ x)=

r20

L2
: (3.3)

Theseexpressionsde�nethehorizon sizer0 asa function ofthem assM in param etric

form .Them assvariesfrom M = 0 (r0 = 0)up to a m axim um ,

M m ax = 1=4G 3 = M 3=4; (3.4)

which com es from the constraint that the de�cit angle �1 be sm aller than 2�. For

sm allm assesM � M 3

r0 ’
4M

M 3

L � L ; (3.5)

whileforthem assesnearM m ax

r0 ’
8L

27(1� M =Mm ax)
3
� L : (3.6)

Thepresenceofthehorizonatr= r0 m ayappearasasurprisesinceitisknown that

thereareno asym ptotically 
atvacuum black holesin 2+ 1dim ensions[25].But(3.1)

isnotavacuum solution.Followingourconjecture,itm ustadm itan interpretation asa

quantum -corrected solution ofthe2+ 1CFT+gravitysystem .Toseethis,notethatthe

generalrelation between thehorizon radiusand them assisoftheform r0 = L f(G 3M ),

with f(G 3M )obtained from (3.2)and (3.3). In orderto correctly identify quantum -

m echanicale�ects we express the results in term s ofonly those variables which are

m eaningfulin the dualCFT+gravity description. Using (2.1),(2.2)and (2.3)we can

writeL � ~g�G 3,so

r0 � ~g�G 3f(G 3M ): (3.7)

Theappearanceof~ isa clear�ngerprintofthequantum origin ofthehorizon viewed

from the 2+ 1 perspective. Thisisin com plete agreem entwith ourconjecture: since

2In the notation of[14],M 3 wasthe m assasm easured on the brane,and M 4 the m assm easured

in the bulk.They were shown to be the sam e,M 3 = M 4.Here we denote them by M ,reserving M 3

and M 4 forthe three-and four-dim ensionalPlanck m asses,asin eq.(2.1).
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there are no horizonsin the classical2+ 1 theory,any thatare found m ustbe purely

quantum -m echanicalin origin.The classicaltheory doesnotcontain any length scale

(G 3M isdim ensionless),and only with theintroduction of~ can weform one,nam ely

thePlanck length ‘3 = ~G 3,which setsthescaleforr0.

W e can test the conjecture in m ore detail. The solution (3.1) can be form ally

obtained in the dual2 + 1 CFT coupled to gravity from the quantum -m echanical

backreaction on the spacetim e ofa particle ofm ass M . Beginning with the conical

geom etry corresponding to a localized CFT lum p representing a point particle,with

de�citangle �1 = 8�M =M 3,one can com pute the Casim irstress-energy and �nd its

backreaction on the m etric. Such a solution was indeed discovered alm ost a decade

ago in [28]forthecase ofa weakly coupled scalarCFT.ItsCasim irstress-energy was

com puted in [29]as

hT�

�i=
~�(M )

r3
diag(1;1;� 2); (3.8)

where

�(M )=
1

128�

Z
1

0

du

sinhu

�
coshu

sinh
3
u
�

1

(1� 4G3M )3
cosh[u=(1� 4G3M )]

sinh
3
[u=(1� 4G3M )]

�

: (3.9)

Using thisstress-energy tensorto calculatethebackreaction on theconicalspacetim e,

ref.[28]found the m etric (3.1),with r0 = 4�~ �(M )=M 3. In ourcase the CFT has

a large num ber ofdegrees offreedom g�,each ofwhom contributes to the Casim ir

stress-energy tensor. Thuswe expectto �nd r0 = O (1)~g��(M )=M 3 where the O (1)

factorscan only becalculated when theexactdescription ofthestrongly-coupled CFT

isknown.M oreover,wecan notexpectthem assdependenceofthisr0 toagreeprecisely

with thatof(3.3)| am ong otherthings,we have noteven included the contribution

from ferm ions to hT�
�i. Nevertheless, we m ay hope for som e sim pli�cation in the

lim iting casesM � M 3 and M ! M 3=4.In theform erlim it,

�(M )= O (1)
M

M 3

; (3.10)

so

r0 = O (1)~g�
M

M 2
3

= O (1)
M

M 3

L ; (3.11)

which exactly reproduces eq.(3.5)up to O (1)coe�cients. In the lim itM ! M 3=4,

the integrand in (3.9)isstrongly peaked atu = 0 and �(M )can be com puted using

thesaddle-pointm ethod,

�(M )=
O (1)

(1� 4G3M )3
; (3.12)
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so thebackreaction from theCFT resultsin

r0 = O (1)
~g�

M 3(1� 4G3M )3
= O (1)

L

(1� M =Mm ax)
3
; (3.13)

which again reproducestheprecise param etricdependence in eq.(3.6).

Alternatively,one can com pare (3.8) with the stress-energy tensor com puted di-

rectly from them etric(3.1),

T
�

� =
1

16�G 3

r0

r3
diag(1;1;� 2): (3.14)

Both(3.8)and(3.14)havethesam estructureandradiusdependence,sotheydeterm ine

the sam e geom etry. The equivalence is com pleted by noting that,taking g� tim es

(3.8),and com paring to (3.14),we �nd ~g�� � r0=G 3,as expected. This form ally

con�rm stheequivalencebetween theclassicalconstruction in AdS4 and thequantum -

corrected 2 + 1 solution. The quantum corrections are com pletely due to Casim ir-

like vacuum polarization,ratherthan backreaction from Hawking radiation,since the

classicalsolutionsarenotblack holesto begin with.TheCasim ire�ectactshereasa

quantum censor,hiding theclassicalconicalsingularity behind a horizon.

Theagreem entbetween thecalculationsin thetwo sidesoftheconjectureisstrik-

ing,given theircom pletely di�erentnature(classicalvs.quantum ),and webelievethat

itprovidesa strong argum entin favoroftheAdS/CFT correspondencein thecontext

ofAdS braneworlds,beyond thelinearized calculation of[21].Onem ayaskwhetherthe

agreem entisjustaconsequenceofsom ecom m on sym m etry underlying both problem s.

Thisdoesnotseem tobethecase.Conform alinvarianceispresenton both sides:since

thebulk AdS isem pty,itin
uencesthebraneonly through theconform alW eyltensor.

However,conform alsym m etry aloneonly determ inestheradialdependencer�3 ofthe

stresstensor(recallthattheclassical2+ 1theory hasnolength scale),and itstraceless

character. Neitherthe particularstructure diag(1;1;� 2),northe dependence on the

dim ensionlessquantity M =M 3,are�xed by conform alinvariance.

So far we have been focusing on the m athem aticalside of our conjecture and

ignoring theinterpretation ofthesolutions(3.1).However,since we have argued that

thesolutions(3.1)arequantum -m echanicalin origin,we m ustask to whatextentthe

description ofa state ofm ass M based on (3.1)is physically valid. In particular,in

thelim itofsm allm assesthecurvatureofthesolution willbevery largeoutsideofthe

horizon,indicating thathigher-ordercurvature correctionswillinvalidate thesolution

(3.1)already in a region largerthan thehorizon size.

To understand the physics of the solutions (3.1), note that the states of the

CFT+gravity theory arede�ned by threescales:theCFT cuto�� U V � ~=L on thelow

8



end,the3D Planck m assM 3 on thehigh end,and the4D Planck m assM 4 in between.

W hileM 4 isan obviousscalefrom thebulk side,from theviewpointofthedualCFT

coupled to 2+ 1 gravity itspresenceisslightly m ysterious.There,M 4 em ergesbecause

ofthe large num ber ofCFT degrees offreedom ,as M 4 � M3=
p
g�. Its im portance

can beseen asfollows.Any solution ofa given m assM ischaracterized by two length

scales: the horizon radius r0 and the Com pton wavelength �C = ~=M . If�C > r0,

the solution cannotbe a black hole,because quantum e�ectssm earitovera volum e

largerthan the horizon,butifr0 > �C ,the solution is a black hole,since quantum -

m echanicalfuzzying up isnotsu�cientto concealthehorizon.On thebulk side,this

sim ply m eansthatthe description ofthisobjectby a classicalm etric in AdS space is

notappropriate,and thatone should instead use wave packetsdelocalized over�C as

in quantum m echanics. Viewed from the bulk it is clear thatthe m ass scale for the

crossoverisM 4.Translated into the2+ 1 description,thisisthesam evalueatwhich

r0 � �C : when M � M4 � M 3,(3.5)and (2.2)im ply r0 � LM4=M 3 � ~=M4 � �C .

Thus,M 4 isconsistently thethreshold scaleforblack holeform ation.Abovethisscale,

the curvature nearthe horizon issub-Planckian,and the sem iclassicalgeom etry (3.1)

becom esreliablealltheway down to theblack holehorizon r0.

Since forM > M 4 the leading CFT correctionsare large enough to give rise to a

horizon,one m ay worry thathigherordercorrectionsm ay be very large aswell,and

rendertheleadingapproxim ation m eaningless.Again,thisdoesnotoccur.Thehigher-

ordere�ectsin the2+ 1 description correspond to one-loop quantum e�ects(Hawking

radiation)in the bulk. The black hole tem perature isT � ~=r0,and when M > M 4,

~=r0 � M 2
4
=M < M .Hence thebackreaction willbesm all,and thelargerthehorizon

generated attheleading order,thesm allerthehigher-ordercorrectionsoutsideit.

W estressthatthequantum dressing oftheconicalsingularity isin factcom pletely

independent ofthe AdS/CFT correspondence. It happens for any 2 + 1 CFT that

couplesto 2+ 1 gravity,independently ofwhetherits(’tHooft)self-coupling isstrong

orweak.W hileref.[28]claim ed thatwhen g� = 1thesolutions(3.1)areneverreliable,

because oflarge quantum corrections outside ofthe horizon,this is true only in the

regim eofsm allm asses.In thelim itM ! M m ax thehorizon becom esarbitrarily large,

(3.6),and the solution (3.1)isa black hole.The m ain featurehere isthattheregim e

ofinterm ediate m assstatesdisappearsasg� ! 1 because �U V ! M 4 � M3,and the

transition between lightstates and black holes issudden. Adding a large num ber of

degreesoffreedom expandsdown to M 3=
p
g� the range ofm asseswhere the horizons

can be trusted and m akesquantum cosm ic censorhip m ore e�cient. Note thatthese

quantum corrected black holeshavea largeentropy (/ thearea in thebulk,noton the

brane[14]),and thatat�rstsightitsorigin m ay bepuzzling,considering thefactthat

the classicalbackground which gave rise to thiswasm odeled asa cone sourced by a
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point-likedistribution ofCFT energy.However,thissourceshould really beviewed not

asan individualstatebutasa lum p ofm any CFT degreesoffreedom ,whose entropy

isresolved with thehelp ofgravity and quantum corrections.

ThereforetheCFT objectsfallinto threeclassesasa function oftheirm ass:

1) Light states with m asses M < �U V with �C � r0,and so they cannot be

reliably described by (3.1). They require a quantum -m echanicaldescription in the

bulk independently ofthe localized 2+ 1 gravity,and on the AdS4 side are just the

perturbativem assive KK m odes[1].

2) Interm ediate m assobjects�U V < M < M 4,with �C > r0,and so they too are

notblack holes. Since theirm assesare above the cuto�,they cannotbe described as

bulk KK m odes on the AdS4 side. They are new nonperturbative states,which are

bulk deform ations ofAdS4. Their detailed properties are sensitive to the physics at

the cuto� scale. Ifthe only new m ode which appearsatthe cuto� is2+ 1 gravity (a

non-dynam icalm ode),they can be viewed asbound CFT states,which m ay however

receivelargebulkquantum correctionsthatarenotautom aticallyundercontrolbecause

�C =r0 > 1.

3) Heavy objects M 4 < M � Mm ax with �C < r0,and so they really are black

holes. As with the interm ediate m ass states,the description ofthe black holes with

M 4 < M � M 3 requires physics atdistances shorter than the CFT cuto� L,which

m ay becom pletely reliableiftheonly new m odeatthecuto�isthe2+ 1gravity.Then

both the2+ 1 correctionsfrom thegraviton and thebulk quantum correctionsrem ain

sm allsince they are proportionalto T=M = ~=r0M < 1,asseen above. These black

holesare unstable to the em ission ofHawking radiation,which on the bulk side isa

one-loop e�ect,corresponding to non-planardiagram sin theCFT dual.

Theem ergenceofthenew shortdistancescale‘4 = ~=M 4 � L isanalogousto the

em ergenceofvery shortdistancescales‘� = gS‘S in stringtheory,which can beprobed

by solitonicobjects-theD -branes[26].

In closing,wede�nehow to taketheclassicallim itforthe2+ 1 theory in a way in

which theblackholessurvive.Toidentify theappropriatelim it,observefrom (3.7)that

to keep the horizon �nite we m usttake sim ultaneously ~ ! 0 and g� ! 1 ,with ~g�

�nite. Since also L = ~g�G 3 and G 4 = ~=M 2
4
� LG3 stay �nite,the bulk description

rem ains valid. Consider now the black hole entropy S = �g�x
2=(2 + 3x) and the

tem perature T = �U V =[4�x
p
1+ x].Sincex isa function ofonly G 3M through (3.2),

S and T arewritten in term sof2+ 1 quantitiesonly.Both areform ally independent

of~,and naively seem to rem ain constantas~ ! 0. However,taking also g� ! 1 ,

theblack holetem peraturevanishesand itsentropy diverges,asthey should.
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4.Q uantum B lack H oles in 2+ 1 D im ensions w ith �3 < 0

Duetothepeculiaritiesof2+ 1gravity,in thepreviousexam pletheblack holehorizon

arisesonly aftertheleading quantum correctionsareincluded.Hawking radiation and

itsbackreaction willnotappearuntilthenextorder,which isdi�cultto com pute.By

contrast,classicalgravity in 2+ 1 dim ensions with a negative cosm ologicalconstant

adm itsnotonly theconicalspacetim esofpointparticles,butalsoclassical(BTZ)black

holes[27]. Spacetim eswith a negative cosm ologicalconstantcan also be constructed

asAdS bulk geom etriesending on negatively curved branes iftheirtension doesnot

satisfytheRS2�ne-tuning[30].Blackholeson negativelycurved 2-branesin AdS4 have

been constructed in [15],so wecan usethesesolutionsto study furtherourconjecture.

However,thebulkgeom etryatlargedistancesfrom negatively curved branesdi�ers

in im portantwaysfrom thebulk surrounding the
atbranesdiscussed previously.The

propersizeofradialslicesdecreasesaway from thebraneuntilam inim alsize,athroat,

isreached,afterwhich thespacere-expandsagain.Thereforethetotalbulk volum eis

in�nite.Becauseofthis,thesolutionswith horizonscan beeitherblack holeslocalized

on thebrane,orblack stringsstretching alltheway through theAdS space,depending

ontheirm ass.A second,positivetension,regulatorbranem ayorm aynotbeintroduced

to cutthisvolum e o�. Ifthe regulatorisincluded,then the relationship between G 3

and G 4 changesto [15]

G 3 =
1

2
p
�L 3

G 4; (4.1)

whereL3 isthelength scaleofthebranecosm ologicalconstant,�3 = � 1=L23,and � is

a dim ensionlessparam eterde�ned by

��
L2

L2
3 � L2

: (4.2)

Ifthe brane is only slightly curved,L3 � L,i.e.,� ’ L 2=L2
3
� 1,we recover (2.2)

approxim ately. The duality as described in Sec.2 can not be applied in a straight-

forward m anner:the holographicdualism odi�ed in the infrared,and isconsiderably

less understood than in the case of
at branes [31,32,33]. Essentially,in this case

the presence ofthe brane thatbreaks conform alsym m etry in the UV com m unicates

thebreaking to theIR aswell.Thiscan beeasily seen on thebulk side.Considerthe

setup with a regulatorbraneon theothersideofthethroat.Thisensuresthevalidity

of2+ 1 gravity atalllength scales,butitalterstheCFT in theIR by introducing an

IR cuto�. The CFT statesfallinto a discrete spectrum ,with a m assgap thatscales

as the IR cuto�,�IR � ~=L3. In the lim it when the regulator is rem oved,the gap

doesnotdisappear:the
uctuating bulk m odes,which correspond to the CFT states,

11



m ustobey Dirichletboundary conditionsattheAdS boundary torem ain norm alizable.

Thusthepresence oftheAdS braneleadsto a two-sided boundary valueproblem and

thespectrum rem ainsquantized.

Them assgapsuppressesHawkingem ission forverycold,sm allblackholes,because

theirtem peratureisbelow thegap and sotheCFT m odescannotbeem itted astherm al

radiation.Then,to leading orderthebackreaction forthesewould bevery suppressed

as long as the tem perature is below the gap. Other consequences ofthe m ass gap

willbe apparent near the end ofthis section. In the following we willwork in the

approxim ation where � issm all,so the IR and UV regulatorsare wellseparated and

(2.2)rem ainsapproxim ately valid.

BesidesHawking em ission,weexpectquantum correctionsfrom theCasim ire�ect

induced,asin theprevioussection,by theidenti�cationsofpointsin thebackground.

In thecaseswherethehorizon isabsent(orhaszerotem perature)attheclassicallevel,

thetherm alHawking radiation willbeabsent.Butfora BTZ black hole,itisdi�cult

to distinguish between therm aland Casim ire�ects.Actually,thedistinction israther

arti�cial,sinceboth arisefrom thesam enon-trivialidenti�cationsofpointsin AdS3.

W e begin the analysiswith the solution fora localized black hole on a negatively

curved 2-branefound in [15],

ds
2

brane
= �

�
r2

L2
3

� 8G3M �
r1(M )

r

�

dt
2 +

�
r2

L2
3

� 8G3M �
r1(M )

r

�
�1

dr
2 + r

2
d’

2
;

(4.3)

which isasym ptotictoAdS3.Thisissim ilartotheBTZ black holeofm assM ,with an

extraterm r1(M )=r.Asin thepreviousexam ple,r1(M )can onlybegiven in param etric

form .De�ning a param eterz via

G 3M =
z2(1+ z)(�� z3)

2(�+ 3z2 + 2z3)2
; (4.4)

then

r1 = 8L3

p
�
z4(�+ z2)(1+ z)2

(�+ 3z2 + 2z3)3
: (4.5)

The range ofm assesin (4.3)which do notlead to naked singularitiesorto delo-

calization oftheblack holeinto a black string is� 1=8G3 � M � 1=24G3 (obtained by

varying z 2 [0;1 )). ForM = M m in = � 1=8G3 the correction term vanishes,r1 = 0,

and one recovers AdS3 in globalcoordinates. The range � 1=8G3 < M < 0 corre-

sponds,in classicalvacuum gravity,to conicalsingularities,buthere they are dressed

with regularhorizons.In Fig.1 wedisplay thebulk horizon area ofallthesesolutions

[15]. Thishelpsusidentify two branchesofsolutions: the branch labeled 1 startsat
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M = � 1=8G3 and endsatM = 1=24G 3.Branch 2 beginsatM = 0 and zero area,and

endsatthesam epointasthepreviousone.

As before,(4.3) does not solve the vac-

-1/8G3 0 1/24G3
M

Area

1
2

Figure 1: M ass dependence of the 4D

area ofblack holeson an AdS3 brane.

uum Einstein equationswith a negative cos-

m ologicalconstant.Instead,thestress-energy

tensorthatsupports(4.3)containsa correc-

tion oftheform

T
�

� =
1

16�G 3

r1(M )

r3
diag(1;1;� 2): (4.6)

W em ustdiscusshow,in accord with ourcon-

jecture,these term sencode the quantum ef-

fectsin thedualtheory.

The sector � 1=8G3 � M < 0 of the

�rstbranch isnaturally interpreted asin the

previous section: these solutions are classi-

calconicalspacetim esdressed with a horizon

from the backreaction ofthe Casim ir energy ofthe CFT.W e are not aware ofany

calculationsoftheCasim irenergy ofa conform al�eld in conical(M < 0)AdS3 space-

tim es,norofitsbackreaction.However,wecan verify thecorrespondencebetween this

sectorand theoneoftheprevioussection,in thelim itwherethecosm ologicalconstant

vanishes,L3 ! 1 .Ifwetakethislim itforthesolutions(4.3)and rescalethetim eand

radialvariablesto theircanonicalform atin�nity,we�nd

ds
2

brane
! �

�

1�
r1

(8G 3jM j)3=2r

�

dt
2 +

�

1�
r1

(8G 3jM j)3=2r

�
�1

dr
2 + 8G 3jM jr2d’2:

(4.7)

Thishasthesam eform as(3.1),with r0 identi�ed asr1=(8G 3jM j)3=2.Them assofthe

lim iting solution, ~M ,obtained from theconicalde�citin (4.7),is

~M =
1

4G 3

�

1�
p
8G 3jM j

�

: (4.8)

The m asses in asym ptotically 
at and AdS spaces are di�erently m easured,so it is

notsurprising that ~M di�ersfrom M .W hatisim portantisthattherangeofm asses

� 1=8G3 � M � 0 m apsprecisely to the range in asym ptotically 
atspace,0 � ~M �

1=4G 3.Onecan also check thatin thelim itL3 ! 1 ,r1=(8G 3jM j)3=2 asa function of

~M becom esexactly thesam easr0 in (3.2)and (3.3),with theidenti�cation z! 1=x.

Hence we are quite con�dentthatthissectorofAdS3 solutionscan be interpreted as

Casim ir-censored singularities,and wherethecensorship isreliableforsu�ciently large

m asses ~M ,asbefore.
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In the sector 0 � M � 1=24G3 there are two branches ofblack holes. For a

given m ass,branch 1 solutionshave largerarea than branch 2. W e willsee thatthe

interpretation isclearerforthesolutionsin branch 1.

Foraconform ally coupled scalaratweak couplingresidingin theBTZ background,

therenorm alized stresstensorhT�
�ihasbeen calculated in [4,5,6],and ithasthesam e

structureas(3.8)3,now with

�(M )=
(8G 3M )3=2

16
p
2�

1X

n= 1

cosh2n�
p
8G 3M + 3

�
cosh2n�

p
8G 3M � 1

�3=2
: (4.9)

Since this hT�
�i has the sam e structure as the brane stress-energy tensor (4.6),the

backreaction calculated in [5,6]resultsin a geom etry likethebranem etric(4.3).

Thisstress-energy tensorisnotofthetherm altype/ diag(� 2;1;1).However,this

doesnotcon
ictwith the factthatthe CFT in the presence ofthe black hole isin a

therm alstate.Ref.[5]showed thattheGreen’sfunctionfrom which thishT�
�iisderived

is periodic in im aginary tim e,with a period equalto the localTolm an tem perature

dictated by the black hole. M oreover,this Green’s function satis�es the analyticity

properties that characterize the Hartle-Hawking state. This m eans that there is a

therm alcom ponentin the stress-energy tensorofthe CFT,in static equilibrium with

the black hole. The factthatthe tensor structure ofhT�
�i does notconform to the

canonicaltherm alonenearin�nity re
ectsthepresenceofalargeCasim ircontribution.

Forthe M = 0 black hole,which haszero tem perature in the classicallim it,one

would expectthatthe backreaction from Hawking radiation isabsentatone loop.In

thislim it

�(0)=
�(3)

16�4
; (4.10)

whichis�niteandparam etricallyO (1),i.e.,notsm all.Thisindicatesthatthequantum -

corrected solution undergoesa largeCasim irbackreaction and cannotbethem assless

zero-area solution in the second branch,butratherthe black hole in the �rstbranch,

of�nitesize.Forthisstate

r1(0)=
8

27
L = O (1)~g�G 3; (4.11)

i.e.,r1(0)=G 3 = O (1)~g��(0),and so the brane and CFT stress-energy tensorsagree

and theinterpretation isconsistent.Thesam eistrueforallM > 0 black holesin the

3The form ofhT �
�idependson the boundary conditionsatthe AdS3 boundary. The brane solu-

tionsappearto autom atically select‘transparent’boundary conditions,whileref.[5]considersinstead

DirichletorNeum ann conditions.The resultsfortransparentconditionsfollow by om itting allterm s

in [5]with a \� " factor,bringing [4,5,6]into agreem ent.
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�rstbranch:thedependence ofr1 on M isweak when � � 1,so r1(M )rem ains� L,

andsim ilarly�(M )= O (1)intherangeofm asses0< M < 1=24G 3,sowe�ndthesam e

agreem entup to num ericalfactors.Itisdi�culttocom parethem assdependencewith

the sam e levelofrigorasin the asym ptotically 
atcase. Forexam ple,the ferm ions

are typically m uch m ore sensitive to the cosm ologicalconstant than scalars,and so

the detailsofthe m assdependence ofthe function �(M )forthe com plete dualCFT,

even ifwe ignore the e�ectsofstrong coupling,willbe quite di�erentfrom the scalar

contribution (4.9). Forthe largestpossible m asses,M � 1=24G3,the tem perature of

theblack holeisoftheorderoftheIR cuto�,� ~=L3,and henceHawking radiation is

notsuppressed. One m ay say thatitbecom escom parable to the Casim irenergy,but

itisdi�cultto tellonefrom theother.

Therefore,allbranch 1 solutionsatleast�tconsistently with ourconjecture.The

black holesofbranch 2 m ay also allow an interpretation asfollows.In ourconjecture,

no speci�cation is m ade ofwhat is the vacuum state ofthe CFT.In particular,the

calculation of�(M )in [4,5,6]wasperform ed assum ing thatthestate in which hT��i

vanishesisthe globalAdS3 vacuum .However,itisalso possible to regard the M = 0

state ofzero area as a consistent vacuum ,in which case the stress tensor would be

renorm alized so thathT��iM = 0 = 0.ThisM = 0 black holewould rem ain uncorrected,

and theBTZ black holeswith backreaction from aCFT stateabovethisvacuum would

resultin abranch ofsolutionsstartingatzero areaatM = 0,justlikebranch 2.W hile

itisdi�cultto testthisidea further,itistem pting to speculate with the possibility

ofa decay ofthe M = 0 vacuum by m aking a transition to the m ore entropic M = 0

stateofbranch 1,followed by evaporation down to theglobalAdS3 vacuum
4.

Finally,we com m enton the solutionswith m assesM > 1=24G 3,which also exist

when �3 < 0. The m etric they induce on the brane is precisely BTZ without any

corrections.In thebulk,theseblack holesarein factblack stringsthatstretch beyond

the throat region, allthe way to the AdS boundary on the other side. Therefore

they are extrem ely sensitive to the infrared m odi�cations in the dualpicture, and

their fulldynam ics is clearly not am enable to the description in term s ofonly 2+ 1

CFT+gravitytheory.W hiletheapparentabsenceofquantum correctionstotheseblack

holesseem spuzzling,a possibleresolution isthattheseblack holesareso m assivethat

the backreaction on them isnotonly sm all,buteven vanishing atthe levelofplanar

diagram s. Note thatthe one-loop stress-energy tensor ofthe CFT atweak coupling

becom esexponentially sm allin
p
M forlargeM (see(4.9)),which m aybean indication

ofsuch behavior.Anotherindication com esfrom thehigher-dim ensionalnatureofthese

4In thepresenceofsupersym m etry,thesetwovacuadi�erin theperiodicity conditionsforferm ions,

asNS orR vacua,and thereforefallinto di�erentsuperselection sectors.
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solutions: since they extend through the throat,these solutions cannot be described

by 2+ 1 gravity. Instead,forthem the 2+ 1 gravity e�ectively decouples,and their

tem peratureshould beviewed asa purely bulk loop e�ect,with G 3M reinterpreted as

G 4m ,where m characterizes the m ass per unit length ofthe string. W e postpone a

detailed consideration ofthesesolutionsforfuturework.

5.R esolving the M ystery ofthe M issing 3+ 1 B lack H ole

W e now turn to the Randall-Sundrum m odel[1],de�ned by a single 3-brane in the

AdS5 bulk. W e have far less controlover the theory now: on the one hand,gravity

in 3+ 1 dim ensions is dynam ical;on the other hand,the absence ofexact solutions

m akes the identi�cation ofCFT statesdi�cult. Letusproceed by analogy with the

2+ 1 analysis.In thatcaseblack holesofhorizon sizerH = r0 < L areapproxim ately

sphericalfour-dim ensionalblack holes in the bulk. This feature extends to higher

dim ensions. Quite generally,a black hole ofsize rH on the brane hasan extent into

the bulk rB � L ln(1 + rH =L),so at distances rH < L the bulk solution becom es

progressively less 
attened around the brane and rounder,rH � rB . In the present

context,itiswellapproxim ated,nearthehorizon,by a �ve-dim ensionalSchwarzschild

solution.AsrH becom essm allerthan L an increasingnum berofCFT m odesin theUV

m ustbe interpreted asbulk gravity in orderto encode the bulk geom etry. Then itis

notm eaningfulto describethestateasaCFT-corrected 3+1black hole.Thesituation

in 2+1dim ensionswasin thisregard betterthan onehad any righttoexpect,sincethe

picture ofa classicalsolution,the conicalsingularity,dressed by CFT correctionswas

actually valid form assesallthe way down to the scale M 3=
p
g� � M4,i.e.,distances

m uch sm allerthan theCFT length cuto�~=�U V � L.Thereason isthatpureclassical

gravity in 2 + 1 dim ensions is topological,so the CFT corrections give the leading

dynam icale�ectsofgravity.In thatcase,the length scale r0 � L doesnotdeterm ine

any param etrically new m assscale.

Instead,in 3 + 1 dim ensions the transition point de�ned by the equality rH �

L � G4M � (G5M )3=2 determ ines,through (2.1),(2.2)and (2.3),the new m assscale
p
g�M 4. W e can notsensibly describe black holeslighterthan thisasCFT-corrected

3+ 1 black holes.Nevertheless,thebulk description holdsaslong asthebackreaction

in thebulk rem ainssm all.Thisisthecase ifM > M 5 � M4=g
1=6

� .Thissuggeststhat

thesm allblack holesabovethisscaleareadditionalstatesoftheCFT,besidesthelight

m odesofm assM < �U V .However,since they are very sensitive to the UV regulator

ofthe CFT,they are notsuitable fortesting ourconjecture. Only forM >
p
g�M 4

can the lightbulk KK m odesbe consistently interpreted asm odesofa CFT and not

asgravity.
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Therefore,in what follows we willfocus on black holes with m ass M >
p
g�M 4,

i.e.,size r0 > L.Since theirm assism uch greaterthan M 4,the backreaction ofhT��i

can beregarded asa sm allperturbation oftheclassicalblack holesolution and treated

orderby orderasan expansion in ~.In general,hT��idependson thede�nition ofthe

quantum vacuum in acrucialway [3,34].Therearethreeusualchoices,each describing

a di�erentphysicalsituation:

(1) The Hartle-Hawking state,which describesa black hole in a therm albath in

equilibrium with itsown radiation.ThestateoftheCFT isregularattheeventhorizon.

Far from the black hole hT��i describes a gas of4D CFT radiation at the Hawking

tem perature. This is incom patible with asym ptotic 
atness. A naturalpossibility is

thatasm allbackreaction resultsin an FRW universecontainingablack holeim m ersed

in therm alradiation.

(2) The Unruh state,which describesthe processofblack hole evaporation. The

stress-energy tensorisregularonly atthe future horizon,and there isa therm al
ux

of radiation at future nullin�nity. Consistent backreaction m ust produce a tim e-

dependent,quantum -corrected,evaporating black holesolution.

(3)TheBoulwarestate,which describesastaticcon�guration,with astress-energy

tensorthatvanishesatin�nity butdiverges atthe horizon. The backreaction e�ects

convertthehorizon into anullsingularity.Thissingularity can becutaway by astatic

interiorsolution ifitisgreaterthan thesingularsurface,such asa star.

According to ourconjecture,the solution fora black hole on the RS2 brane m ust

correspond to one ofthese choices. It is now obvious why the search for a static,

asym ptotically 
atblack holesolution on thebranehasbeen fruitlessso far:thestate

(1)isnotasym ptotically 
at,(2)isnotstatic,and (3)doesnothavearegularhorizon.

The physicalreason why we expectthatthe black hole should sense the backreaction

is easy to see from AdS/CFT.As long as the bulk has asym ptotic AdS5 geom etry,

on the dualside the conform alsym m etry ofthe CFT isvalid in the infrared,and so

there isno m assgap separating the CFT m odesfrom the vacuum .Any black hole at

a �nite tem perature willtherefore em itCFT m odeswith a therm alspectrum ,which

is precisely the Hawking radiation5. On the bulk side,this m ust be described by a

5In thecaseofRS2 in AdS5 a step towardstheideaspresented herewasentertained by T.Tanaka

[35],and,sim ultaneously,by R.M aartensand one ofus(NK )in the discussionsreported in [36],in

orderto explain theresultsof[9].A naiveargum entthatthebulk dynam icsencodesthebackreaction

from Hawking radiation would lead one to expect that allasym ptotically 
at brane-localized black

holes are tim e-dependent. This would be in con
ict with the exact static 2 + 1 solutions of[14,

15]. O urconjecture thatthe classicalbulk dynam icsencodesallquantum correctionsatthe levelof

planardiagram scom pletely resolvesthiscon
ict. These exactsolutionsin factstrongly supportthe

conjecture.
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deform ation ofthe bulk geom etry nearthe brane,which arisesbecause the black hole

appearsasa sourcein theclassicalbulk gravity equations.

W eshould recallhere som e proposalsforstatic black holesolutionson thebrane.

Forreasonsthatwillbecom eclearerlater,such solutionstypically becom esingularin

thebulk,so they arenotphysical.A prototypeforthissortofsingularbehavioristhe

black string of[8].Although thebranem etricisperfectly regular,thereisa divergence

ofthecurvatureattheCauchy horizon in thebulk.

The preceding discussion naturally leadsusto considering a radiative solution as

the leading-order description ofthe exterior ofa black hole localized on the brane.

The detailed description ofthis geom etry on the bulk side would require either the

exact bulk solution,which has been m issing so far,or a m uch better approxim ation

than the existing ones. On the side ofthe 3+ 1 CFT+gravity,a description at the

sam elevelofrigorwould requirea carefulbackreaction analysis,whereweshould start

with a classicalSchwarzschild black hole and perturb itby m eansofthe hT��iin the

Unruh state evaluated in the classicalbackground geom etry. This analysis rapidly

becom esquite involved,because ofthe necessity fordescribing the nearand far�eld

regionsofthe black hole di�erently: a negative energy density 
ux nearthe horizon,

wellapproxim ated by an ingoing Vaidya m etric;theasym ptoticin�nity approxim ated

by an outgoing Vaidya m etric,and a com plicated geom etry describing the transition

between theseasym ptoticform sin between.Thefar-�eld outgoing m etricencodesthe


ux ofHawking radiation pouring out ofthe black hole,which is described by the

stress-energy tensor

T�� =
L(u)

4�r2
r �ur �u; (5.1)

whereu istheretarded nullcoordinateand L(u)isthe
ux lum inosity.Theperturbed

geom etry is

ds
2 = �

�

1�
2G 4M (u)

r

�

du
2 � 2drdu+ r

2
d
2; (5.2)

where
dM (u)

du
= � L(u).Tocheck ourconjecture,weshould recovertherelation between

L and M from leading-ordercorrectionsto the black hole geom etry induced from the

bulk.Tom akeany such calculation precise,weshould relatethefar-�eld solution (5.2)

to a near horizon one,and then m atch this solution to the interior. The m atching

conditionswillgivetheprecise form oftherelationship between thelum inosity L and

theinteriorparam eters.

In ordertocircum ventthedetailsofthem atchingbetween thenearand farregions,

we resort to a sim pler,heuristic calculation that allows us to reproduce the correct

param etric dependence ofthe lum inosity. Consider the radiative collapse ofa large

dust cloud. M atch this collapsing cloud ofdust,whose dynam ics is determ ined in
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[9]by a leading-orderbulk calculation,to an outgoing Vaidya m etric (5.2),following

the work of[37]6. The quantum correction term s propagate through the m atching

regions,and thisrelatesthe outgoing 
ux ofradiation to the subleading correction in

theinteriorstargeom etry,which is/ (G 4M L)2=R 6,ascalculated in [9],r.h.s.oftheir

eq.(6)(we only considerthe lim itQ = � = 0 ofthisequation,which issu�cientfor

ourpurposes).Com paring to(5.1)we�nd L � G4(M L)2=R 4
0 � ~g�(G 4M )2=R 4

0,where

R 0 istheradiusofthem atching surface.Fora largecollapsing m ass,thiswillbenear

2G 4M ,so L � ~g�=(G 4M )2. Thisisthe value thatcorrespondsto a 
ux ofHawking

radiation of� g� degrees offreedom ofthe CFT,ata tem perature TH � ~=(G4M ),

as required. Replacing M (u) by M is consistent since L / ~ and we are working

in an expansion in ~.W ithin thisapproach we cannotobtain a detailed form ula with

accuratenum ericalcoe�cients,butitdoesreproducethecorrectscalingswith theblack

hole and CFT param eters,in com plete accord with ourconjecture. A m ore detailed

analysisrecovering the precise form ofthe m atching conditionswould be useful,since

itcan display how theoutgoing 
ux isturned on asa function oftim e.

W hatrem ainsisto verify theconsistency ofthem atching ofgeom etriesacrossthe

horizon. A sim ple way to check this is to com pare the quantum trace anom alies of

thebackreacted statesin theexteriorand interior.Thetraceanom aly ofthequantum

stresstensorisa localgeom etricquantity independentofwhich vacuum the�eld isin

[39,40].Ithasbeen studied in detailin theAdS/CFT context[41],and in particularin

thecaseofAdS braneworldsin [42,43,44].Itgivesusfurtherinsightintoourproblem ,

in thatitprovidesasim pleleading-orderconsistency check,which acon�guration m ust

passin orderto bedescribed by theleading-ordere�ectsin theduality pair.

For a weakly coupled CFT in 3 + 1 dim ensions the trace anom aly hT�
�i is,to

leading order,[3]

hT�

�i=
~

(4�)2
(aC 2 + bE + cr 2

R); (5.3)

where C 2 = R ���� R
���� � 2R��R

�� + R 2=3 is the square ofthe W eyltensor,E =

R ���� R
���� � 4R�� R

�� + R 2 is the Gauss-Bonnet term . The coe�cients a,b and c

depend on the speci�c m attercontentofthe theory,and in the case ofD = 4 N = 4

SU(N )SYM atlargeN

hT�

�i=
~N 2

32�2

�

R
��
R �� �

R 2

3

�

: (5.4)

6Thisappearsin Ref.[38],who,however,had an outgoing Vaidya m etric everywhere outside the

collapsing sphere,and also continued m atching thissolution to a Reissner-Nordstrom geom etry very

faraway.Thislatterstep seem sdubious,becausethisgeom etry isvery likely singularin the bulk.
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Note the cancellation ofthe term R ���� R
���� . Ref.[41]showed how thisanom aly is

preciselyreproduced from acom putationin theAdS5 bulk.Thisresultisperturbatively

identicalto the fam iliar quadratic stress-energy correction term s that appear in the

e�ective long distance 3+ 1 gravity equationsin AdS braneworlds[45],which can be

checked explicitly recalling g� � N2 [42,43].

IftheCFT isdeform ed by relevantoperatorsthebehaviorin theinfrared changes,

andthebulksideofthegeom etrywillbequicklydeform edawayfrom theAdSgeom etry.

W hen thisoccurs,theanom aly coe�cientsa;b; cin (5.3)willdeviateaway from the

values they take for N = 4 SYM ,and generically a + b 6= 0,so the anom aly m ay

contain the contributions from R ���� R
���� . The appearance ofsuch term s im plies

thatthebulk isnotasym ptotically AdS5;itisvery likely thata singularity willappear

in thebulk,atsom e�nitedistancefrom thebrane7.On theotherhand,theabsenceof

term s/ R ���� R
���� doesnotim plythatthebulkisasym ptoticallyAdS.An exam pleis

a radiation dom inated FRW cosm ology,with theCFT in a therm alstate.In thebulk,

thiscorrespondsto an AdS-Schwarzschild solution,where thesingularity ishidden 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 ‘no-go theorem ’ofref.[9]within the CFT+gravity

theory. There the authors considered the collapse ofpressureless hom ogeneous dust

on a braneworld in AdS5,and following the standard generalrelativity routine,they

attem pted to m atch thisinteriorto an exteriorm etric,asopposed to a radiating one

as we advocated above. Because the interior geom etry was a solution ofthe AdS5

braneworld junction conditions, it was guaranteed to satisfy the anom aly equation

(5.4). However,the exteriorgeom etry,resem bling a deform ation ofthe Schwarzschild

geom etry,was not required to ful�llthese equations,but was tailor-m ade to satisfy

them atching conditionson theenvelopeofthecollapsing dust.Requiring theexterior

geom etry to bestatic,ref.[9]found thattheEinstein tensorm usthavea nonvanishing

tracein theexteriorregion equalto

G
�

� = � 12L2
(G 4M )2

r6
: (5.5)

Thisled [9]to concludethattheexteriorgeom etry can notbestatic.

The interpretation ofthisresultisthat(5.5)isthe quantum anom aly induced by

thebackreaction,which isinconsistentwith theanom aly oftheinteriorsolution.One

7Theexception arethesituationswherethesingularity can bedealtwith in a physically m otivated

m anner. For instance, a singularity appears when supersym m etry is broken to produce either a

con�ning phase ora m assgap atsom e �nite scale in the infrared,and itsresolution isan interesting

problem [46].
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can easily check thatthe trace (5.5)isproportionalto R ���� R
���� .Indeed,the trace

anom aly in theSchwarzschild background is[40]

hT�

�i= ~

3(a+ b)

�2

(G 4M )2

r6
; (5.6)

which com es entirely from the Riem ann-squared term . According to our discussion,

theinteriorand exteriorgeom etriesconsidered in [9]cannotbelong in thesam etheory,

even ifthey were to be both interpreted in the AdS/CFT context. In fact,using the

AdS5/SYM /RS2 relation L
2 = (4=�)~N 2G 4 in (5.5)suggeststhatthe exteriortheory

should have a + b = � 2N2. Obviously, such m atching is not physically sensible.8

Instead,onem ustlook fora di�erentexterior,where them etriccorrectly encodesthe

quantum backreaction. This naturally leads to a tim e-dependent evaporating black

hole(5.2).

Indeed,the m atching to the far-�eld Vaidya m etric (5.2),is consistent with the

anom alycheck.Thetracelessnessoftheradiation stress-energy im pliesR �
� = 0,and so

theanom alyvanishes,with nocontributionsfrom theR ���� R
���� term s.Although this

argum entby itselfdoesnotfully guaranteethatthebulk willbefreefrom singularities,

itpassestheanom aly check with only m inim alassum ptionswhich arephysically well-

m otivated.

Therefore,barring exotic possibilities,we see thatthe classicalbulk dynam icsre-

quiresbraneworld black holestobetim e-dependent.W ehavearrived atthisconclusion

by studying only the dynam icsprojected on the 3+ 1 braneworld,butwe would also

liketo understand thepicturefrom thepointofview ofthefullbulk AdS5 spacetim e.

Then thefollowing questionsarisenaturally:(i)W hatisthebulk dualoftheHawking

radiation em itted by the black hole? (ii) W hy should a classicalblack hole on the

brane have to em itanything? (iii)W hy should thisem ission,which isclassicalfrom

thepointofview ofthebulk,appearastherm alradiation in thedual3+1 picture?

Theanswerto (i)isobvious:in the3+ 1 CFT+gravity theory,Hawking radiation

consistsofCFT m odes,whose dualin the bulk are KK gravitons. The bulk em ission

consistsofclassicalgravitationalwaves.Toanswer(ii)wehaveto�nd anaturalm ech-

anism thatcausestheblack holeto classically em itthesewavesinto thebulk.Observe

thatthe black hole ism oving along with the brane in AdS5. The brane isa dom ain

wallthatisaccelerating away from the centerofAdS.So the black hole also acceler-

ates,and asa consequenceitm ustem itgravitationalwaves.Thism eansthatthebulk

dualofHawking radiation isgravitationalbrem sstrahlung. Itwould be interesting to

substantiatethisqualitativeidea with a m oredetailed analysisoftherelevantclassical

8Away from the horizon,the m atching m ay be possible asa bubble atthe interface between the

two phases.Thism ightallow an interpretation ofthe solutionsin [11].
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bulk physics. Thiswillalso shed lighton the im portantquestion (iii),which fornow

isleftopen. Itisencouraging to note thatwe can atleastreproduce the estim ate to

leadingorderforthelocation ofthepeakofthedistribution,determ iningHawkingtem -

perature,from purely classicalconsiderationsin thebulk.Nam ely,theclassicalwaves

which would beem itted intothebulk would haveacharacteristicfrequency determ ined

by theinverse gravitationallength ofthesource,which fora 5D theory in the bulk is

given by ! �
p
G 5�,where� istheenergy density oftheregion wherethegravitational

wavesareem itted,� � M =Vol4.Sincetheblack holeisaccelerating ata rate1=L,we

can estim ate to leading orderVol4 � r3
H
L � G3

4
M 3L,leading to � � 1=(G3

4
LM 2),and

so using (2.2)we �nd ! � 1=(G4M ),i.e. precisely the form ula forHawking tem pera-

ture!Howeverthe com plete classicaldescription ofthe therm alspectrum isyetto be

determ ined. Notethatthebulk solution m ustbe tim e asym m etric,in contrastto the

lower-dim ensionalsolutionsof[14],where the black hole accelerateseternally and the

net
ux ofradiation vanishes.

W orkingon thebulkside,oneshould beabletoreproducetheblackholelum inosity

L � ~g�=(G 4M )2 by solving classical5D equations.Indeed,viewing theradiation loss

asa classicale�ectclari�eswhy thisem ission rateisso huge.Italso explainswhy the

large release ofenergy into the bulk doesnotcontradictthe statem entthatthe black

holeradiatesm ainly on thebrane[50]:thisapplied toHawkingradiation intothebulk,

which wascom pared to Hawking em ission ofnon-CFT m odeson thebrane,in theories

wheretherem aybeadditionaldegreesoffreedom stucktothebrane.Butfrom thebulk

pointofview,thelargebrem sstrahlung em ission weareconsidering isnota quantum -

m echanicalprocess,and so isnotconstrained by the analysisof[50]. Itm ustnotbe

confused with Hawking radiation into the bulk,which isa m uch sm allere�ect. From

the dualCFT+gravity pointofview,where the radiation isa quantum phenom enon,

the large black hole lum inosity is sim ply a consequence ofthe large num ber ofCFT

m odes.

Thebulk view would alsoallow onetofollow theevolution oftheevaporatingblack

holebeyond thethreshold rH � L,M �
p
g�M 4 atwhich thedescription in term sofa

3+ 1 theory ofgravity+CFT breaksdown,even down to M 5 � M 4,aswe have been

arguing above. A black hole ofsize rH � L is approxim ated near the horizon by a

�ve-dim ensional,static Schwarzschild solution. Classicalradiation into the bulk,and

therefore 3+ 1 Hawking radiation into CFT m odes,issuppressed forsuch lightblack

holes.An intuitive understanding ofwhy thishappensm ay be gained from tunneling

suppression [51]. W hile large black holesare shaped like pancakesaround the brane,

they extend to distances largerthan the AdS radius L. Thus they couple to allthe

CFT m odes,including thelightestones,with M 4 couplings,withoutany suppressions.

On theotherhand,whilethesm allblack holesarebulging away from thebrane,they

22



are m uch sm allerthan the AdS radius,and from the perturbative pointofview,they

liveinsidetheRS2‘volcano’.Hencetheirclassicalcouplingstoallbulk graviton m odes

are tunneling-suppressed in the sense of[51],and are exponentially weaker than M 4.

Thus the radiation rate m ust go down signi�cantly 9. Hence the light black holes

evaporate,although m ore slowly,via bulk Hawking radiation. Itisinteresting to ask

whatwould bethebulk description ofthe�nalstagesofblack holeevaporation.W hile

on the CFT+gravity side,the classicalarea theorem s are violated by the quantum

e�ectsofHawking radiation,leading to theshrinking oftheblack holehorizon,on the

bulk sidethereareno quantum e�ectto leading orderand thebulk version ofthearea

theorem sstillapplies10.Thiswould im ply thata black holecannotdisappearfrom the

bulk. Hence a consistent picture would be thatthe disappearance ofa black hole in

theCFT+gravity theory correspondsto theclassicalsliding oftheblack holefrom the

brane into the bulk. Itwould be very interesting to verify thisexplicitly. Since this

picturefortheevolution ofan evaporating black holeisbased on speci�cpropertiesof

theUV extension provided by thebulk theory,thereisno reason why itshould apply

to situationsthatdo nothavean AdS/CFT dualdescription.

6.C onclusions

W e have proposed here a radicalchange ofperspective on how to view black holesin

the context ofAdS/CFT correspondence. The previous work on black holes within

theAdS/CFT fram ework hasbeen aim ed atunderstanding a D + 1-dim ensionalblack

hole sitting atthe centerofAdSD + 1 in term softhe quantum statesofa CFT atthe

boundary. In thiscase,the black hole radiatesvia quantum e�ects in the bulk,and

oneexpectsto learn aboutthequantum propertiesofa black holeby studying itsdual

boundary description.

Instead,we putthe black hole itselfin the dualtheory extended with dynam ical

gravity. On the bulk side,thisisrealized by putting the black hole on a brane in the

cuto� AdS bulk,which localizesdynam icalgravity. Then we can study the quantum

propertiesofa D -dim ensionalblack holein term sofclassicalphysicsin thebulk.The

quantum Hawkingradiation ofCFT m odesisdescribed astheem ission ofgravitational

9The sam e e�ectoccursfora largeobjecton the brane,ofm assM � M 4 butlowerdensity than

a black hole,such asa star. Even ifthe starhad accelerated by being stuck to the brane,the bulk

deform ation itwould cause would have been con�ned to distanceslessthan L,so itsem ission would

havebeen tunneling-suppressed.Thereason why a black holeradiatesin thebulk whereasa stardoes

notisalso dualto theproblem ofthedi�erentchoicesofCFT vacua and boundary conditionsforthe

radiation.Thisdeservesfurtherstudy.
10W e thank D.M arolfforvery usefuldiscussionson thisissue.
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wavesinto the bulk,and the classicalbulk pointofview m ay lead to a betterunder-

standing ofquantum black hole evaporation. Each ofthese two approaches prom pts

di�erentclassesofquestions,which can benaturallyanswered within thesefram eworks.

W ehaveprovided strongsupportforthisnew pointofview with adetailed analysis

ofthe black hole solutions on a 2-brane in AdS4 and their dual2+ 1 CFT+gravity

description.Ouranalysishasalso revealed new featuresofthestatesofthe2+ 1 CFT

coupled to 2 + 1 gravity,and has shown explicitly that quantum e�ects can censor

singularities. W e have found that the m ain properties of the quantum censorship

m echanism in 2+ 1dim ensionsarein factquitegeneral,and should rem ain valid outside

ofthecontextofAdS/CFT.Thecensorship ishoweveram pli�edinthepresenceofm any

CFT m odes,and this appears to be the m ain requirem ent that m akes the quantum

censore�cient.

In the context ofthe RS2 m odelin AdS5,we have been able to argue why an

asym ptotically 
at, static, regular black hole localized on the brane, could not be

found. W e em phasize again thatwhile we have been working in the context ofAdS

braneworldslikeRS2,which haveproven to bea very usefultoolto study black holes,

weexpectthatm anyofourresultsshould naturallyextend toanyCFT+gravitytheory,

even ifa dualbulk description along thelinesofRS2 doesnotexist.

There rem ain a num berofopen issues. W e have given a qualitative argum entfor

why a black hole on a brane should em it classicalgravitationalwaves,but it is still

unclearwhy thisem ission,which can be analyzed and understood in purely classical

term s,should projecton thebraneasatherm al
ux ofradiation.Theproblem belongs

to a classofconnectionsbetween classicale�ectsin thebulk and therm ale�ectsin the

dualtheory. The conventionalAdS/CFT approach tried to understand how a state

ofthe CFT encodesthe classicalcausalstructure ofthe bulk black hole.The present

problem isquitedi�erentand could bean easierone,sincewem ay havesom ehopeof

analyzing theclassicalbulk physicsinvolved in theradiation.

An aspectofourconjecture thatwe have only barely touched upon isthe choice

ofvacuum ofthe CFT.Thisisclosely related to understanding Hawking radiation as

classicalbulkbrem sstrahlung.Itwould benaturaltoexpectthateach consistentchoice

ofvacuum should correspond to a speci�c bulk AdS solution,which di�erfrom each

other by the boundary conditions forthe bulk waves at the bulk AdS horizons. W e

have discussed a possible exam ple in the case ofBTZ black holes. They adm itboth

theM = � 1=8G3 and M = 0 statesasconsistentvacua,which wehaveconjectured to

correspond tothetwobranchesofblackholeslocalized onthebrane.In3+ 1dim ensions

we also had alternative vacua,butwe have only exam ined the physics related to the

Unruh vacuum ,which m odelsthelatetim ebehaviorofthecollapse.Thebulk dualofa

black holewith backreaction from theHartle-Hawking statewould bequiteinteresting
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aswell:Theasym ptotictherm alradiation isdualto a largeblack holeinsidetheAdS5

bulk.Them otion ofabranein thisspacetim egeneratestheradiation-dom inated FRW

evolution on the brane. Hence the Hartle-Hawking state should be described in the

dualbulk theory as a black hole localized on a brane,which is itselfm oving in the

background ofa largebulk black holein thecenterofAdS5.Thenext-to-leading order

correctionstothe2+ 1asym ptotically 
atblackholesm ay lead toasim ilarpicture.On

theotherhand,theBoulware stateshould resultin a nullsingularity thatislocalized

on the brane. Itwould be interesting to check ifthere exists a relationship between

these solutionsand the static linearized approxim ation in the RS2 m odel[1,52]. W e

believethatthesequestionsm eritfurtherconsideration and hopeto return to them in

thefuture.
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