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A bstract:W e present results ofCHARYBDIS2,a new M onte Carlo sim ulation ofblack

hole production and decay at hadron colliders in theories with large extra dim ensions

and TeV-scale gravity. The m ain new feature ofCHARYBDIS2 is a fulltreatm ent ofthe

spin-down phase ofthe decay process using the angular and energy distributions ofthe

associated Hawking radiation.Also included areim proved m odelling ofthelossofangular

m om entum and energy in the production process as wellas a widerrange ofoptions for

the Planck-scale term ination ofthe decay. The new featuresallow usto study the e�ects

ofblack hole spin and the feasibility ofits observation in such theories. The code and

docum entation can befound athttp://projects.hepforge.org/charybdis2/.
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1.Introduction

The idea that extra spatialdim ensions m ay provide a solution to the hierarchy problem

by lowering the scale ofgravity to the TeV region [1{5]also raisesthe exciting possibility

ofblack hole (BH)production in elem entary particle collisionsathigh energies[6,7]. For

a su�cientnum berof\large" extra dim ensions(three orm ore),the currentexperim ental

and astrophysicallim its[8,9]do notruleoutsuch a processoccurring attheenergy scales

accessible to the Large Hadron Collider (LHC). Even if not realized at the LHC,the

production and decay of extra-dim ensionalblack holes poses an im portant problem in

theoreticalphysics.G iven thenum berofdim ensionsD = 4+ n and thefundam entalPlanck

scaleM D ,oneshould beableto describetheproduction ofblack holesatcollision energies

wellaboveM D using classicalgeneralrelativity extended to (4+ n)-dim ensions[10{13].In

addition,atleastatblack holem asseswellaboveM D ,thedecay ofa black holeso form ed

should be describable in term s ofthe Hawking radiation [14,15]expected from such an

object.

Although m anyim portantquestionsrem ain unanswered,therehasbeen steadyprogress

in the theoreticalunderstanding ofthese issues in recent years. Lim its have been placed

on the fractions ofthe collision energy and angular m om entum that can end up in the

black hole,as functions ofthe im pact param eter ofthe collision [18{22]. The fact that

the black hole willin generalhave non-zero angularm om entum hasled to detailed stud-

ies ofthe Hawking radiation from rotating higher-dim ensionalblack holes [23{34],which

haverevealed interesting featuressuch asdi�erencesin theangulardistributionsofem itted

particleswith di�erentspins,aswellasm odi�cationsofthe energy distributions.

In parallelwith thepurely theoreticalwork,e�ortshavebeen m adeto incorporatethe

resultsobtained into M onte Carlo program s[7,35{38]thatgenerate sim ulated black hole

events,foruse in studiesofthe experim entaldetectability ofthisprocess. In the present

paper we report on progress in re�ning the widely-used CHARYBDIS event generator [35,

39,40],to take into account the recent theoreticalwork on the production and decay of

rotating black holes. This enables us to study the e�ects ofrotation on experim entally

observable quantities,assum ing thatblack hole production doesindeed take place.

In thefollowing section wesum m arizethecurrenttheoreticalresultson theform ation

ofblack holesin particlecollisionsand theim plied constraintson theirm assesand angular

m om enta. W e also describe how these results are incorporated into the CHARYBDIS21

sim ulation, with various m odels for the joint probability distribution ofm ass and spin

within the allowed region. Then,in Sect.3,we discuss the spin-down and decay ofthe

black hole through Hawking em ission ofStandard-M odel(SM ) particles con�ned to the

physical3-brane.Hereagain thesim ulation isre�ned to takefullaccountofthetheoretical

results,and optionsareincluded forthem odelling ofaspectsthatarenotwellunderstood,

such asback-reaction e�ects.

In any sim ulation ofblack holedecay in theorieswith low-scalegravity,oneeventually

reachesthestage atwhich them assand/ortem peratureofthe black hole arecom parable

1
W e willrefer from now on to the new release as CHARYBDIS2 and willreserve CHARYBDIS for earlier

versions.The particularversion described here isCHARYBDIS2.0.
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with thePlanck scale,whereupon a com pletetheory ofquantum gravity isrequired.In the

absenceofsuch a theory,variousm odelsfortheterm ination ofblack holedecay havebeen

suggested [41{46]. In Sect.4 we explain the extended range ofoptions we have included

forthisphaseofthe sim ulation.

Section 5 presents som e results ofthe new CHARYBDIS2 sim ulation,with particular

em phasis on consequences ofblack hole rotation. O ur purpose here is not to perform a

detailed experim entalanalysis,buttoillustratenew featuresthatwillneed tobetaken into

accountin attem ptstoextractfundam entalparam etersfrom experim entaldata,should this

processactually occur.

Finally in Sect.6 we draw som e conclusions and m ake suggestions for further work.

W ealso discussthecom parativefeaturesofCHARYBDIS2and theblack holeeventgenerator

BlackMax[37,38],which iscurrentlytheonlyothersim ulation thattakesblack holerotation

into account.

2.B lack hole production

Production ofa black hole in a hadron-hadron collision occurswhen two ofthe colliding

partons pass su�ciently closely that they becom e trapped by their m utualgravitational

attraction.Priortothecollision,wem ay takethesepartonsto betravelling in anti-parallel

directions,with theirdirectionsofm otion separated by an im pactparam eterb.A com plex

shaped eventhorizon form s,which m ustquickly relax tooneoftheaxisym m etricstationary

black hole solutionsofEinstein’sequationsaccording to the ‘no hair’theorem ofclassical

generalrelativity [15]. For that reason this is som etim es called the balding phase. An

em ission ofgravitationaland gauge radiation accom paniestheproduction event.

It has been argued [6] that the typical tim e scale for loss of such asym m etries is

of the order ofthe horizon radius rH (note we are using naturalunits { see appendix

A). This is physically reasonable because the asym m etries are related to a distortion

ofthe geom etry (with respectto the stationary solution);regardless ofthe details ofthe

interaction responsibleforrem oving them ,itwillinvolvea signalpropagating overaregion

oftypicalsizerH .O n theotherhand thetim escale�tforevaporation ofablack holewith

a m asswellabove thePlanck scale iscontrolled by theHawking energy 
ux.Sinceweare

only interested in an orderofm agnitude,we can estim ate itby using the D -dim ensional

Schwarzschild case com bined with dim ensionalanalysis(see forexam ple Sect.3 of[6])to

obtain

�t

rH
/

�
M

M D

� D �2

D �3

: (2.1)

Theprefactorisaconstantoforderunity containing thedim ensionally reduced energy 
ux

and otherconvention-dependentconstants,and M D isthePlanck m assin D dim ensions2.

ForM � M D thetim e forevaporation willbem uch longerthan forbalding.

Forthetheoreticalcalculationsinvolved in them odelforform ation and fortheHawking


uxesused in theevaporation,weassum ethatthegauge chargesofthe incom ing partons

2
See Appendix A forourconvention on the de�nition ofM D .

{ 3 {



arecom pletely discharged duringtheproduction/baldingphaseby Schwingerem ission [16,

17]. Further,we assum e thatthe black hole solution form ed isalwaysofthe M yers-Perry

type [47](rather than the alternative ‘black ring’type,which is known to exist in �ve

dim ensions [48], and for which there is strong evidence for D � 6 [49]). G iven these

assum ptions, two questions are relevant to the theoreticalm odelling of the production

phase. The �rst is how sm allthe im pact param eter b has to be before two partons will

produce a black hole,orequivalently,whatisthe parton-levelcrosssection forblack hole

form ation. The second iswhatfractionsofthe initialstate m assand angularm om entum

are trapped within the M yers-Perry black hole during the production phase.

Theoreticaltechniquesused in recentyearshaveprovided m orerigorousand com plete

answers to these questions than were available at the last release of CHARYBDIS.Som e

ofthese techniques are discussed in Sect.2.1. Their incorporation into the program ,to

producea m ore accurate sim ulation oftheproduction phase,isdiscussed in Sect.2.2.

2.1 T heoreticalstudies ofthe production phase

In the production phase, the system m ay be described reasonably well using classical

physics,provided theparton collision energy issu�ciently farabove thePlanck scale [10{

13].In principle,onecould �nd reasonably accurate answersto thequestionsposed above

by solving forthe spacetim e in the future oftwo colliding partons.However,thishasnot

been achieved,even num erically in sim pli�ed scenarios.

Thestandard approach to studyingtheproduction phasehasbeen thetrapped surface

m ethod [18{22].Thism ethod utilisesthefactthattheblack holehorizon beginsform ingin

thespacetim eregion outsidethefuturelightconeofthecollision event,wherewecan solve

forthe geom etry.By studying apparenthorizonsin spacetim e slicesofthisregion,and in

particularlooking atcertain areasassociated with theapparenthorizon asbisvaried,one

can setboundson the parton-levelcrosssection and them assM and angularm om entum

J trapped forgiven b.

Few trapped surfacecalculationsconducted thusfarhave attem pted to obtain results

fornonzero b,m aking them oflim ited use to oursim ulation.The m ostdetailed thathas,

isthatofYoshino and Rychkov [22]who considered allofthenum bersofdim ensionsused

by CHARYBDIS2. They produced (M ;J) bounds up to the m axim um im pact param eters

which give rise to apparent horizons in their m ethod. The results ofthis calculation are

thereforetheprim ary theoreticalinputto oursim ulation oftheproduction phase.A m ore

detailed discussion ofthe Yoshino-Rychkov m ethod isgiven in Appendix B.

Itshould benoted thattheYoshino-Rychkov calculation m odelsthecolliding partons

as boosted Schwarzschild-Tangherliniblack holes,and so neglects the e�ects ofthe spin,

charge,and �nitesizeofthecolliding partons.Foreach e�ectindividually,trapped surface

calculations have been carried out [50{52]-but allare only for b = 0. O ne im portant

observation from the calculations isthatcharge e�ects m ay be signi�cant. These willbe

included in CHARYBDIS2 when the relevant calculations are extended to nonzero im pact

param eter.

Alongside the trapped surface m ethod,alternative techniques have been developed

which use a perturbative approach and/or other approxim ations to estim ate directly the
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Figure 1: A com parison ofvarioustheoreticalresults for the production phase m ass lossin the

b = 0 case,with the average m ass loss produced for b = 0 by our sim ulation. Black squares:

‘Particle falling into black hole’results from [53]. O pen squares: ‘Instantaneouscollision’results

from [54].Asterisk:‘Bondi’snewsfunction’resultfrom [55{57].Crosses:‘Trapped surfacem ethod’

upper bound on m assloss. Pointswith errorbars: average b = 0 m asslossfrom oursim ulation.

The errorbarsrepresentthe standard deviation in the b= 0 output.

m ass lost in the production phase. In one setup [53], the collision is m odelled as an

ultra-relativistic particle falling into a Schwarzschild-Tangherliniblack hole,and thegrav-

itationalem ission iscalculated by assum ing thatthe gravitationale�ectsofthe in-falling

particle m ay betreated asa perturbation on top ofthe Schwarzschild-Tangherlinim etric.

Anothercalculation [54]also usesa perturbative approach and assum esthatthe collision

isinstantaneous. Asa �nalexam ple,D’Eath and Payne [55{57]have estim ated the m ass

loss in the D = 4 axisym m etric collision case by �nding the �rst two term s ofBondi’s

newsfunction,and then extrapolating o� axis.Here som e assum ptionsaboutthe angular

dependenceofthe radiation are m ade.

The resultsproduced so farby these m ethodshave been lim ited to b= 0 and certain

values ofD . The b = 0 resultsfrom di�erenttechniques are com pared with the trapped

surface bound in Fig.1. The generalindication from these isthatm uch lessm assislost

during theproduction phasethan theYoshino-Rychkov upperlim itsindicate.

2.2 Incorporation ofthe results into CHARYBDIS2

C ross section

In earlier versions ofCHARYBDIS,parton-levelcross sections for di�erent D values were

calculated according to the sim ple form ula � = �r2s(
p
s)which isbased on Thorne’shoop

conjecture [58]. Here rs(
p
s)isthe radiusofthe D -dim ensionalSchwarzschild black hole

with m ass
p
s.Incorporation oftheYoshino-Rychkov crosssection resultssim ply requires

m ultiplying these� valuesby the‘form ation factors’given in TableIIof[22].Theincrease

in � ranges from a factor of 1:5 at D = 5 to 3:2 at D = 11. The m axim um im pact
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param eters for black hole production,bm ax,to be generated in CHARYBDIS2,is adjusted

accordingly (the two arerelated through � = �b2m ax).

M ass and angular m om entum loss

Following Yoshino and Rychkov, we denote the fractions of the initialstate m ass and

angularm om entum ,trapped afterproduction,by � and � respectively.Fora given num ber

ofdim ensionsD and im pactparam eterb,theYoshino-Rychkov bound on thesequantities

is a curve in the (�;�) plane. Exam ples ofsuch curves for various D and b values are

given as the solid lines in Fig.2. A boundary curve �b(�)always possessesthe following

two key properties. First,it always passes through � = 0 with a � value between 0 and

1,where �b(0)= �lb(b;D )in the language of[22].Second,itincreasesm onotonically after

this,passing through � = 1 with a value satisfying �lb < �b(1)� 1. The allowed region is

then delim ited by thiscurve and thelines� = 0,� = 1,and � = 1.

Thenew sim ulation ofm assand angularm om entum lossbased on thesecurvesconsists

ofa pointbeing generated atrandom in the square 0 � � � 1,0 � � � 1. The probabil-

ity distribution for generating this point goes to zero along the Yoshino-Rychkov bound

corresponding to the D and bvaluesofthe event,such thatthe generated pointisalways

inside the bound. The � and � coordinates ofthispointare then taken as the fractional

m assand angularm om entum trapped during theproduction phaseforthatevent.

Thepreciserulesforthegeneration ofthe(�;�)pointareasfollows.First,the� value

forthe point,��,isgenerated,according to a linearram p distribution. Thisdistribution

extendsbetween � = 0 and � = 1,with value0 at� = 0 and value2 at� = 1.The� value

for the pointis then also generated. The distribution in this case is sim ilar,except that

now itextendsbetween � = �b(�
�)and � = 1,ensuring thatthe pointendsup inside the

Yoshino-Rychkov bound.The detailsofhow the program calculates �b(�
�)forthe D and

bappropriateto the eventare given in Appendix B.

The decision to im plem ent a probability distribution favouring sm aller m ass losses

than the Yoshino-Rychkov upper bound was m ade based on the results from the direct

calculationsgiven in Fig.1.In this�gurewehave plotted the m ean m asslostin an event

with b= 0 using theaboveprobability distribution.Theerrorbarsrepresentthestandard

deviation in the b = 0 m ass loss. W e observe a reasonably good agreem ent between the

m ean valuesobtained with ourchosen probability distribution and theestim ation m ethod

results,especially in theim portantD = 4 case wherethe estim ation m ethod resultsagree

closely.G iven thatwefavoursm allerm asslosses,itthen seem ssensibleto ensurethatthe

probability distribution also favours sm aller angular m om entum losses { hence the ram p

distributionsin � and �.3

3
Recentresultsofsim ulationsin fourdim ensions[59]indicatethat� 25% ofm assand � 65% ofangular

m om entum are lost in collisions at the m axim um im pact param eter for black hole form ation. However,

the value obtained for the m axim um im pact param eter in this case is� 50% above the Yoshino-Rychkov

lowerbound,corresponding to an initial-state angularm om entum thatism ore than double the m axim um

value possible forthe black hole thatisform ed.Therefore an angularm om entum lossgreaterthan 50% is

inevitable in thiscase. In D > 5 dim ensionsthere isno upperlim iton the angularm om entum ofa black

hole and such a large lossisnotrequired.
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Figure 2:Plotsdisplaying the Yoshino-Rychkov bound (solid line)and som e output(�;�)points

from our sim ulation ofthe production phase (dots),for selected D and b values (these are given

above the plots in each case). Each plot contains 2000 sam ple output points,which have been

generated with CVBIAS setto .TRUE..

O ne possible picture ofthe production phase is one in which the production phase

radiation is ‘
ung out’radially in a fram e co-rotating with the form ing event horizon.

In this scenario, the angular velocity of the event horizon does not change during the
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production process (where we have to regard the form ing black hole as a pseudo-M yers-

Perry solution at allpoints during the production phase for this statem ent to have any

m eaning).

Based on thispicture,we have included an option to bias the above probability dis-

tribution such that(�;�)points corresponding to sm aller changes in the horizon angular

velocity are m ore likely. An additionalcondition isadded to thisbias{ forthe pointsto

have their chance ofbeing picked enhanced,they m ust also have an associated value of

the oblateness param eter a�,which is su�ciently close to that ofthe initialstate. This

is to rem edy the problem that,for D > 5,there are two curves with the sam e angular

velocity asthe initialstate in the square 0 � � � 1,0 � � � 1,butonly one isconnected

to the initialstate. The bias m ay be turned on oro� using the userswitch CVBIAS,and

the detailsofitsim plem entation arediscussed in Appendix C.

In each oftheplotsin Fig.2,thereare2000 (�;�)pointsgenerated fortheappropriate

D and b using the new sim ulation with the bias applied. O ne can see in each case that

thereisan increased density ofpointsaround the‘constanthorizon angularvelocity’curve.

Them ass-energy lostduringtheproduction phaseisdistributed between radiation and

thekineticenergy oftheform ed black hole.Theproduction phasesim ulation m ustaccount

forthis.O n thebasisofseveralcalculations[60{62],which indicatethatgaugeradiation is

negligiblecom pared to gravitationalradiation in theproduction phase,weassum ethatall

ofthe radiation isin the form ofgravitons. G iven thatgravitonsare m issing energy,itis

su�cientforthesim ulation to representtheentireradiation pattern using a ‘netgraviton’

with a four-m om entum equalto the sum ofthose ofthe em itted particles.

Thenetgraviton hasan invariantm ass�g,which m ay potentially lieanywherebetween

0 and 1� � (in unitsofthe initialstate m ass).An invariantm assof1� � correspondsto

a com pletely sym m etric em ission ofgravitons,whilstlower values correspond to steadily

m oreantisym m etricem issions(which m ightresultifasm allnum berofgravitonsisreleased,

and by chance they are em itted in sim ilardirections).In CHARYBDIS2,the invariantm ass

israndom ly generated pereventfrom a powerdistribution,P (�g)/ �
p
g.Them ean ofthis

distribution issetequaltoFMLOST� (1� �)by thequantity FMLOST= (p+ 1)=(p+ 2)(default

value 0:99,corresponding to p = 98). The sim ulation ofthe production phase em ission is

then a two body decay from initialstate objectinto form ed black hole plusnetgraviton,

which isisotropic in thecentre ofm assfram e ofthe initialstate object.

2.3 A dding the intrinsic spin ofthe colliding particles

The resultsin the previoussectionsgive a m odelforthe angularm om entum ofthe black

hole afterform ation,which isbased on using incom ing particles with zero spin. Angular

m om entum conservation requiresusto includethe intrinsic spin ofthe incom ing particles

falling into theblack hole.Sincetheresultsin theliteraturetaking thise�ectinto account

arelim ited to specialcases(seeforexam ple[51])weassum ea sim plem odelwhere�rstwe

com bine thespin statesoftheincom ing particlesinto a state

js1;h1iz 
 js2;h2iz = js;sziz : (2.2)
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Thecollision axisisdenoted by z,si;hi arethespin and helicity oftheparticles
4 and s;sz

are the angular m om entum quantum num bers ofthe com bined state in the rest fram e.

Sincewehaveunpolarised beam swegiveequalweightto each helicity com bination.Then

thisangularm om entum stateiscom bined with theorbitalcontribution obtained from the

m odelforangularm om entum loss.W e denote itby

jL;Liz0 ; (2.3)

whereL isthenearestintegertoJ.Notethatz0isan axisin theplaneperpendiculartothe

beam axis(z-axis)chosen with uniform probability. Finally,using a W ignerrotation [63]

followed by a tensorproductdecom position using Clebsch-G ordan coe�cients,we obtain

jL;Li
z0
 js;sziz = jL;Li

z0


sX

s0z= � s

d
(s)

s0z;sz

�

cos
�

2

�

js;sz0iz0

=

sX

s0z= � s

d
(s)

s0z;sz
(0)

L+ sX

J= jL� sj

CJ;L;L;s;sz0
jJ;L + sz0;L;L;s;sz0iz0 ; (2.4)

where d
(s)
sz0;sz

is a W igner function and CJ;L;L;s;ss0
is a Clebsch-G ordan coe�cient for the

tensor product decom position ofjL;Liz0 
 js;sz0iz0. From (2.4) it is straightforward to

determ inetheprobabilitiesforallpossiblecom binationsofhelicitiesand incom ingpartons.

This m odelintroduces a spread in the orientation ofthe initialblack hole angular

m om entum axis around the plane perpendicular to the z-axis. Note that even though

the m odelfor angular m om entum loss in the previous sections does not include such an

e�ect,in a realistic situation we would not expect the angular m om entum to be exactly

perpendicularto thebeam axisafterthe production phase.

3.D ecay ofspinning black holes

Aftertheblack hole settlesdown to theM yers-Perry solution,evaporation willstart.The

stationary background geom etry for an (4 + n)-dim ensionalblack hole with one angular

m om entum axison thebraneis[47]

ds
2 =

�

1�
�

�r n� 1

�

dt
2 +

2a� sin2�

�r n� 1
dtd� �

�

�
dr

2�

� �d�2 �

�

r
2 + a

2 +
a2� sin2�

�r n� 1

�

sin2�d�2 � r
2cos2�d
2n ; (3.1)

where

�= r
2 + a

2 �
�

rn� 1
; �= r

2 + a
2cos2� ; (3.2)

tisa tim ecoordinate,d
2
n isthem etricon an n-sphereand fr;�;�g arespatialspheroidal

coordinates.Thisisclearifwetransform tothecoordinatesfx;y;zgwhich de�neaspheroid

(through theirrelation to r)according to

x2 + y2

r2 + a2
+
z2

r2
= 1 (3.3)

4
Note we are assum ing the m asslesslim itwhere hi = � si
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atany spacetim epoint,and areexpressed in term sofspheroidalcoordinatesin theasym p-

totic r! + 1 region through

8
><

>:

x =
p
r2 + a2sin� cos

�
� + O (a

r
)
�

y =
p
r2 + a2sin� sin

�
� + O (a

r
)
�

z = rcos�

: (3.4)

Theonly two independentparam etersin (3.1)aref�;ag which arerelated to thephysical

param etersoftheblack hole.Thosearerespectively theextra dim ensionalgeneralisations

ofthe ADM m ass(M )and angularm om entum (J)5

M

M D

=
(n + 2)

2
S2+ n(2�)

�
n(n+ 1)

n+ 2 M
n+ 1
D

� ; (3.5)

J = S2+ n(2�)
�

n(n+ 1)

n+ 2 M
n+ 2
D

a� =
2

n + 2
M a : (3.6)

Furtherm ore,wecan switch toathird pairofparam eters,closely related to thegeom etrical

propertiesoftheblack hole:frH ;a�g.The�rstparam eterisde�ned by thelocation ofthe

horizon ofthe black hole atthe largestpositive rootof�(r H )= 0. rH isdirectly related

to the surface curvature ofthe horizon and thus(in som e sense)hasa fram e independent

m eaning. The second is a� = a=rH . This is easily interpreted as the oblateness ofthe

spheroid atthe horizon asseen from (3.3).

W e areworking in an ADD scenario where,theStandard-M odel�eldsarecon�ned to

a 4-dim ensionalbrane.Thistypeofsetup hasbeen proposed both forthecaseof
atextra

dim ensions[1{3](ADD scenario)and curved extra dim ensions(forexam ple the Randall-

Sundrum m odels [4,5]). This constraint is necessary to avoid bounds from electroweak

precision observables. The upperbound on the extra dim ensionalwidth forsuch a brane

is [64]R ’ (700G eV )� 1. Thisis m any ordersofm agnitude below the scale needed in a

large extra dim ensionsscenario (forn . 15)to explain the size ofthe Planck m assin the

spirit of[2,3]. M ore elaborate setups have been proposed6 where di�erent SM �elds are

placed on di�erentbranesim bedded in a thicker brane ofsize R . 1(TeV )� 1 [65,66]. In

ourm odelwe assum e black holesofm asswellabove 1TeV,which m eansthatthe typical

Schwarzschild radiuswillbe above 1 � 2(TeV )� 1. Hence the m inim um diam eter should

be 3 � 4(TeV )� 1,which isalready wellabove the upperbound on the width ofthe thick

brane.So com pared to thesizeoftheblack hole,allbranesshould bewellinsidetheblack

holeand forthepurposeofevaporation,all�eldse�ectively behaveasbeing em itted from

a single brane. Thus,for brane degrees offreedom ,we use the 4-dim ensionalprojected

version ofthe m etric (3.1),where the coordinateson the n-sphereare �xed.Higherorder

correctionsfrom splitting the branesare neglected.

A related issue isthatofbrane tension. Here the resultsin the literature concerning

transm ission factorsarelim ited to thecaseofa codim ension-2 branein six dim ensions[67{

5
Theexpressionsareobtained by looking atthem etricwhen r ! + 1 and com paring itwith them etric

fora weak localized m assive perturbation in M inkowskispace-tim e (see [47]forfurtherdetails).
6
Such constructionsaim to suppressthe e�ectsofdangerousoperatorswhich,forexam ple,m ightallow

fastproton decay.
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71]. The m ain conclusion (see forexam ple [67,69,70]) isthatthe brane projected m etric

(and consequently theHawkingspectra)rem ainsunchanged up toarescaling ofthePlanck

m ass,so only the spectra for bulk �elds are qualitatively di�erent. These observations,

together with the fact that brane em ission should be dom inant,justify neglecting such

e�ectfor6-dim ensions(notethatthiscaseisanyway disfavoured from theboundsin [8,9]).

Forthephenom enologically favoured casesofcodim ension largerthan 2,therearevirtually

no detailed studieson branetension e�ects.W em ay hopethata sim ilare�ectofrescaling

ofthePlanck m asswilloccurforbrane�elds,in which caseourm odeldoesnotneed to be

adapted,butfurtherwork isrequired to understand ifsuch an assum ption holds.

Forourdescription ofthe evaporation to hold,we requirethe black hole to besitting

on a background thatise�ectively M inkowskispacetim e.Thism eansthatthetypicalsize

and curvatureradiusoftheextra dim ensionsm ustbem uch largerthan thehorizon radius

ofthe black hole. This holds for the ADD scenario,where the 
atextra dim ensions are

large enough to solve the hierarchy problem ,and for the Randall-Sundrum (RS) m odel

with an in�nite extra dim ension [5],where the hierarchy problem is solved using a large

curvature radius.

W e assum e that the black hole rem ains stuck on the brane [72]. The possibility of

ejection would com e from graviton em ission into the bulk [73,74]. Since the black hole is

form ed from SM particleswhich arethem selvescon�ned,weassum ethateven ifgravitons

areem itted,theextra-dim ensionalrecoiling m om entum isabsorbed by thebrane,avoiding

ejection.O necould arguethatwhicheverchargeskeep theblack holecon�ned tothebrane,

they arelostatthestartoftheevaporation through Schwingerem ission [16,17].However

itwillbe very unlikely thatallthe di�erentgauge chargesare sim ultaneously neutralized

atany stage during the evaporation,ifwe assum e thatthe black hole decaysby em itting

one quantum at a tim e. Furtherm ore,there are a lot m ore SM degrees offreedom than

gravitationalones so even ifthe unlikely event ofexact neutralisation occurs,itwillstill

beunlikely thata graviton isem itted during thebriefperiod ofneutrality.Thuswewould

expectthenum berofeventsin which theblack holeisejected into thebulk to beatm ost

a sm allfraction ofthetotal.

Even though exact neutralisation seem s unlikely, it is wellknown,at least in four

dim ensions,thatblack holestend to discharge very rapidly com pared to the evaporation

tim e. So we would expectthe charge to stay low7,and charge e�ectson the probabilities

ofem ission to be less im portant. In the generator we use a sim pli�ed m odelbased on

this observation,such that whenever a charged �eld is selected for em ission,the electric

chargeofthestateisselected asto reducethetotalchargeoftheblack hole(unlesstheBH

is neutral,in which case equalprobabilities forparticles and anti-particles are used). To

avoid com plicationsin hadronization,baryon num berconservation isassum ed,and colours

are assigned to ensurethatcoloursingletform ation ispossible.

3.1 Energy distribution and greybody factors

O ncetheevaporation starts,theblack holelosesitsm assand angularm om entum through

the em ission ofHawking radiation. The radiation isthought to be predom inantly in the

7
Forfurtherreferencesregarding discharge see chapter10 of[80]and referencestherein.
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form ofSM �elds on the brane,and gravitationalradiation into the higher-dim ensional

bulk. It is believed [72]that \black holes radiate m ainly on the brane",prim arily due

to the high m ultiplicity ofthe brane-con�ned SM �elds. The conjecture is supported by

studiesofthe ratio ofpowerem ission ofscalar �eldsin brane and bulk channels[33,34].

Determ ining theenergy balancebetween thebraneand bulk channelsforgraviton em ission

rem ains a key open question. The em ission of‘tensor’gravitationalm odesinto the bulk

was recently considered in [75,76]. A com prehensive analysis,including allgravitational

m odes(‘tensor’,‘vector’and ‘scalar’[77{79])fora sim ply rotating black hole,hasyetto be

conducted.In thefollowing,weassum ethatem ission on thebraneisindeed thedom inant

decay channel.

W e assum e further that the em ission of Hawking radiation m ay be treated sem i-

classically. That is,that em ission ofradiation is a sm ooth,quasi-continuous process in

which the black hole hastim e to reach equilibrium between em issions,and the energy of

particles em itted is m uch less than the m ass ofthe BH.These assum ptions are valid as

long as the m ass ofthe black hole is m uch larger than the (higher-dim ensional) Planck

m assM D ,in which case the typicaltim e between em issionsislarge com pared to rH (see

for exam ple (2.1))and the Hawking tem perature,which gives the typicalenergy scale of

the em issions,isbelow M D .

TheHawking tem peratureofa M yers-Perry black hole is

TH =
(n + 1)+ (n � 1)a2�

4�(1+ a2�)rH
: (3.7)

The particle 
ux,m ass and angular m om entum em itted by the BH per unit tim e and

frequency in a single particle speciesofhelicity h are

d2fN ;E ;Jg

dtd!
=

1

2�

1X

j= jhj

jX

m = � j

f1;!;m g

exp(~!=TH )� 1
T
(D )

k
(!;a�); (3.8)

where N , E , and J denote particle num ber, energy and angular m om entum , respec-

tively. Here,k = fh;j;m ;!g is shorthand for the num bers,and ~! = ! � m 
,where


 = a �=[(1 + a2�)rH ]is the horizon angular velocity. fh;j;m g are the spin weight,total

angularm om entum and azim uthalquantum num bersoftheem ission and ! itsenergy.In

the denom inator,we select + 1 for ferm ionic �elds (jhj= 1=2),and � 1 for bosonic �elds

(jhj = 0;1;2). The dim ensionless quantity T
(D )

k
(!;a�) is the transm ission factor, also

known asthe greybody factor.

InthecontextofHawkingradiation,atransm issionorgreybodyfactoristheproportion

of the 
ux in a given m ode that escapes from the horizon to in�nity. No closed-form

expression for these factors is known,although a num ber ofusefulapproxim ations have

been derived [30{32]. Sim ulation with CHARYBDIS2 requiresaccurate transm ission factors

acrossa wideparam eterspace;consequently a num ericalapproach wastaken.

To determ ine transm ission factors one m ust solve the higher-dim ensionalTeukolsky

equations [26,27,29]. Afterperform ing a separation ofvariablesfora �eld on the brane,
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the resulting radialequation is

� � h d

dr

�

� h+ 1dR k

dr

�

+

�
K 2 � ihK �0(r)

�
+ 4ih!r+ h(� 00(r)� 2)�h;jhj� �k

�

R k = 0 (3.9)

where K = (r2 + a2)! � am ,and � = r2 + a2 � (r2
H
+ a2)rn� 1

H
=rn� 1:Here �k = A k �

2m a! + a2!2,whereA k istheangularseparation constantde�ned lateron in (3.12).The

transm ission factorsT
(D )

k
are found by considering m odeswhich are purely ingoing atthe

outerhorizon (fordetailssee e.g.[26,27,29]).

Theseparation constant�k isfound bysolvingtheangularequation (3.12)discussed in

thenextsection.Unliketheradialequation,theangularequation doesnotdepend on the

dim ensionality (D = 4+ n)ofthebulk spacetim e.A rangeofm ethodsfor�nding angular

eigenvaluesare detailed in [82].Forthe purposeofcalculation oftransm ission factors,we

em ployed a spectraldecom position m ethod (for exam ple,see Appendix A in [83]) and a

num ericalshooting m ethod [84]. W e checked ourresultsagainstknown seriesexpansions

in a! [82].

Thenum ericalm ethodsem ployed to determ inethetransm ission factorsaredescribed

in detailin [26,27,29]. Transm ission factorswere com puted num erically in the param eter

rangen = 1;2;:::6,!rH = 0:05;0:10;:::5:0 and a� = 0:0;0:2;:::5:0 fortheangularm odes

j = jhj;jhj+ 1;:::jhj+ 12 and m = � j:::j. For each pointwe have com puted the 
ux

spectrum using (3.8). This quantity is used in CHARYBDIS2 as a probability distribution

function for the quantum num bers ofa particle with a given spin and to determ ine the

relative probability ofdi�erent spins (through integration ofequation (3.8)). For conve-

nience in theM onte Carlo,we have com puted the following cum ulative distributionsfrom

the transm ission factors:

Ch;j;m ;a�;D (!rH )=

Z !rH

0

dx
1

exp(~x=�H )� 1
T
(D )

k
(x;a�) (3.10)

Ch;a�;D (K )=

KX

Q = 1

Ch;jm ;a�;D (!rH ! 1 ); (3.11)

where x isenergy in unitsofr
� 1
H
,�H = TH rH ,~x = x � m 
=rH and Q isan integerthat

counts m odes. The m odes are ordered with increasing j and within equalj m odes they

are ordered with increasing m .

Cum ulative functions are m ore convenient since they allow for high e�ciency when

selecting thequantum num bers.Thisisdoneby generating a random num berin therange

[0;C (1 )], followed by inversion ofthe corresponding cum ulant. In CHARYBDIS2,when

valuesofa� between thosem entioned above are called,linearinterpolation isused.W hen

a� is larger than 5,we use the cum ulative functions for a� = 5. W e have checked that

form ostofthe evaporation such large valuesare very unlikely. The exception isthe �nal

stage,when the black hole m ass approaches the Planck m ass. Here one ofthe rem nant

m odelstakesover,asdescribed in section 4.

The e�ect ofblack hole rotation on the sem i-classicalHawking em ission spectrum is

described in detailin the studies[23{29].Here we brie
y recallsom e qualitative features.
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Figure 3:Transm ission factorsand Planckian factorsfora� = 0:8 and n = 6.Theleftplotsshow

spin 1=2 and the rightplotsshow spin 1.The top plotsshow the transm ission factorsTk and the

bottom plotsshow the Planckian factors[exp(~!=TH )� 1]
�1
,fora range ofj and m m odes.Lines

with the sam em havethe sam ecolourand line type.

In the non-rotating (Schwarzschild)phase,the em ission spectrum (3.8)isfound from

a sum over m odes, and the m odes are degenerate in m . In the 4D case, em ission is

dom inated by the lowestangularm ode (j = jhj),whereasin the higher-dim ensionalcase,

higher m odes (j > jhj) are also signi�cant. The Hawking tem perature (3.7) increases

m onotonically with increasing n,and hencethetotalpower(perparticlespecies)increases

steeply with increasing n.

Rotation splitstheazim uthaldegeneracy;m odesofdi�erentm aredistinguished.Ra-

diation isem itted preferentially into the co-rotating (m > 0)m odesand causestheBH to

loseangularm om entum .Theim portanceofco-rotatingm odescan beunderstood byexam -

ining theinterplay between thetransm ission factorsTk (TFs)and theso-called Planckian

(ortherm al)factors([exp(~!=TH )� 1]� 1)(PFs)in equations(3.8),asillustrated in Figs.3

and 4.At�xed j,we�nd theTFsforcounter-rotating (m < 0)m odesgenerally exceed the

TFsforco-rotating m odes,im plying that(in som eloosesense)thecounter-rotating m odes

escape from the vicinity ofthe hole m ore easily thatthe co-rotating m odes.However,the

PFsare largerforco-rotating m odes,im plying thatm ore Hawking radiation isgenerated

in co-rotating m odes. W e �nd that this latter e�ect dom inates over the form er. In gen-

eral,the e�ectofrotation isto substantially enhance em ission,even though the Hawking

tem perature dependsonly weakly on a� fora �xed BH m ass.

Forlow dim ensionalities(n = 0;1;2)and fastrotation (a� � 1)theem ission spectrum

isdom inated by the m axim ally-corotating m odes(m = + jjj).Thiscan lead to an oscilla-

tory or‘saw-tooth’em ission spectrum ,which isclearly visiblein Fig.4.Thedom inanceof
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Figure 4:Power spectra fora rotating six-dim ensionalblack hole ata� = 1:4.Thetop plotsshow

the transm ission coe�cients(red,solid)and the Planckian factors(blue,dotted)asa function of

!rh,forthe m = j m odesup to j= 19=2 forferm ions(left)and j = 10 forvectorbosons(right).

The bottom plotsdisplay the powerem ission spectrum (thick red curve)containing contributions

from allm odes,togetherwith thecurvesfortheleadingm = jm odes.Theregionofoverlapbetween

di�erentm odesissm all,leading to sharply-peaked oscillationsin the powerem ission spectrum .

m = + jjjm odeswillobviously lead to a rapid lossofangularm om entum .Ifthenum berof

bulk dim ensionsislarge,n & 6,then thise�ectonly occursforvery fastrotation a� � 1.

In generalforhigh n,allm m odescontribute and theem ission pro�leism uch sm oother.

In thecaseofbosonic�elds,black holerotation inducesanothere�ect:thetransm ission

factor T
(D )

k
is negative for m odes such that !~! < 0 (see right-hand side plots ofFigs.3

and 4) which can be checked from the W ronskian relations for the radialequation (3.9).

Thatis,the transm itted partof‘in’wave m odeswith !~! < 0 fallsinto the rotating black

hole carrying in negative energy and theirre
ected partreturnsto in�nity with a gain in

energy8.Thisclassicalphenom enon,which occursforbosonicbutnotforferm ionic�elds,

is known as superradiance [85{87]. W ithin the context ofhigher-dim ensions,ithas been

shown [27]thatspin-1 superradiance on the brane increaseswith the black hole intrinsic

angular m om entum a� (as expected) and with the num ber n of extra dim ensions; see

also [25,88]for studies ofscalar superradiance on the brane. It has been suggested [89]

thatthe presence ofsuperradiance m ightlead to spin-2 radiation into the bulk being the

dom inantem ission channel,thusdisproving theclaim that\black holesradiatem ainly on

8
Note that the denom inator in Eq.(3.8) is negative for superradiant m odes in the bosonic case,thus

cancelling out the negativity ofthe superradiant transm ission factor T
(D )

k
,and so contributing positively

to the 
uxes.
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thebrane"m adein [72].However,itwasshown in [34](seealso[90,91])thatsuperradiance

forthescalar�eld em ission in thebulk dim inisheswith thenum bern ofextra dim ensions,

and thatthe percentage ofthe total(i.e.,brane plusbulk)scalarpowerwhich isem itted

into the bulk isalwaysbelow 35% forn = 1;2;:::;6. In the absence ofa solution forthe

higher-dim ensionalspin-2 equations in the rotating case,these resultsforthe scalar �eld

seem to indicate that the m ain em ission channelwillbe into the brane,rather than the

bulk,in spite ofsuperradiance.

3.2 A ngular distribution ofH aw king radiation

Theangulardistribution ofbrane�eldsem itted from a black holerotating on thephysical

(3+ 1)-brane iscontrolled by the spheroidalwave functionsSk(c;x = cos�),which satisfy

the di�erentialequation

�
d

dx

�

(1� x
2)

d

dx

�

+ c
2
x
2 � 2hcx �

(m + hx)2

1� x2
+ A k(c)+ h

�

Sk(c;x)= 0 ; (3.12)

wherec= a! and A k(c)istheangulareigenvalue.In thegenerator,ourm ethod ofsolution

for this equation is based on that ofLeaver [92]: details m ay be found in Appendix D.

G iven thevaluesofk and A k(c),theprobability distribution function foran em ission with

m om entum in the direction cos� isthen given by the norm alized square m odulus9 ofSk.

Thisfollowsfrom thedecom position ofspheroidalone-particle statesinto planewave one-

particlestates,which isanalogoustothedecom position ofsphericalwavesintoplanewaves,

fortheusualcaseofscattering o�a sphericalpotential.W ework outthecaseofa m assless

Dirac �eld in Appendix E,in orderto clarify the assignm entofa spheroidalfunction ofa

certain spin weightto thecorrecthelicity state in ourconvention.Itturnsoutthatin the

convention of(3.12)the physicalhelicity oftheparticle isactually � h.

Som eim portantpropertiesoftheangulardistributionsforouranalysisfollow from the

observation ofFig.5.W ehaveveri�ed thatin general,forany m ode,higherrotation tends

to m ake the spheroidalfunctionsm ore axial. Thism eansthatatlow energies(where the

m odesaredepartingfrom beingdegenerate),theangulardistribution ofHawkingradiation

willtend to becom em oreaxial.However,forhigherenergies,thee�ectofrotation on the

em ission spectrum is to favour em ission ofm odeswith m = j in orderto spin down the

black hole. Thiswillproduce a m ore equatorialangulardistribution,aswe can see from

Fig.5 where the m = j m ode isalwaysm ore central(in x = cos�)than the m = 0 m ode

(forj6= 0). So aswe increase the rotation param eterwe have a com petition between the

increasein theangularfunction’saxialcharacterand theincreasein probability ofem ission

ofm oreequatorialm odes(which arethosewith largerj).Atlow (high)energiestheform er

(latter) wins. This observation is consistent with the energy dependence ofthe angular

pro�lesshown in,e.g.,Fig.16 of[29].

Low-energy vector bosons are m ore likely to be em itted close to the rotation axis,

whereashigh energy vector bosonsare m ore likely to be em itted in the equatorialplane.

A sim ilarbutfarlesspronounced e�ectexistsforspin-halfparticles.

9
From now on,we willdrop the explicitdependence on x and c wheneverconvenient.
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Figure 5:The �gureshowsvariousspheroidalwavefunctionsSh;j;m (x;a!)asa function ofcos�.

Plotsfora! = 0;1;2;3;4;5;6 areshown (only the �rstand lastareindicated,since the curvesare

regularly ordered).The title ofeach plotindicatesfh;j;m g.

Particles with a single helicity,such as the neutrino,willbe em itted asym m etrically

by a rotating black hole [93]. For exam ple,ifthe black hole’s angularm om entum vector

is pointing north,then (anti-)neutrinos willbe preferentially em itted in the (northern)

southern hem isphere. W and Z boson decayswillexhibitsim ilarasym m etriesin the two

hem ispheres.

{ 17 {



3.3 B ack-reaction and spin-dow n

Thedi�cultproblem ofstudyingtheback-reaction isinteresting,both from thetheoretical

and the phenom enologicalpointofview,since itshould startto in
uencetheevaporation

asthe m assofthe black hole islowered.

O n thetheory side,thereisno wellestablished fram ework to study theevolution ofa

Hawking-evaporating black holeoverthefullrangeofpossibleinitialconditions.Theusual

approach [14,94{96]is to write down m ean value di�erentialequations for the variation

ofthe param eters (M and J) such as (3.8) and integrate them with appropriate initial

conditions. However, this is only valid for a continuous process ofem ission where the

variation oftheparam etersisvery slow and thesym m etry ofthebackground spacetim eis

kept.Thus,itignoresthem om entum recoiloftheblack holeand thechangein orientation

ofthe angular m om entum axis between em issions,which are certainly negligible for an

ultra-m assive black hole,but willstart to becom e im portant as we approach the Planck

m ass. Furtherm ore,since the Hawking spectra at�xed background param etersare used,

italso neglectsthe e�ectofthe backreaction on the m etric by the em itted particle. This

pointhasbeen explored in sim pli�ed casesofj = 0 wavesfor�eldsofseveralspinsusing

them ethod in [97]with som eresultsregarding them odi�cation ofthetherm alfactors,but

a fulltreatm entisstilllacking.

In theprogram ,wehaveincluded two possiblem odelsforthem om entum recoilofthe

black hole setby the switch RECOIL,which takesthe values1 or2.

RECOIL = 1 interprets the selected energy as the energy ofthe particle in the rest

fram eoftheinitialblack hole.Them om entum orientation iscom puted in thisfram ewith

probability distribution given by thesquarem odulusofthespheroidalfunction (3.12)and

the m om entum ofthe �nalblack hole isworked outfrom conservation.Theargum entfor

this m odelcom es from the observation thatparticles in the decay are highly relativistic.

They propagatecloseto thespeed oflight,so thebackground they seeisthatoftheinitial

black hole,sincenosignaloftheback-reaction on them etriccan propagateoutwardsfaster

than light. Thusthe m om entum ofthe em ission isdeterm ined by the background m etric

in thispicture.

RECOIL = 2 takes the energy ofthe em ission as being the loss in m ass ofthe black

hole. This corresponds to the usualprescription for com puting the rate of m ass loss.

The orientation ofthe m om entum in the restfram e ofthe initialblack hole iscom puted

as before with a probability distribution given by the square m odulus ofthe spheroidal

function (3.12)and the 4-m om entum ofthe em ission aswellasthatofthe black hole are

worked out.

Notethatforany ofthepreviousoptions,fullpolarization inform ation oftheem ission

is kept, as it is generated with the correct angular distribution. This willpotentially

producesom eobservableangularasym m etriesand correlations,which would notbepresent

ifangulardistributionsaveraged overpolarizationshad been used.

The other quantity we need to evolve is the angular m om entum ofthe black hole.

W e have two options,controlled by the switch BHJVAR.The defaultBHJVAR = :TRUE:uses

Clebsch-G ordan coe�cients to com bine the state ofangular m om entum M z = J ofthe
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initialblack hole (i.e. taking as quantisation axis the rotation axis ofthe black hole),

with the em itted j;m state forthe particle. The probability ofa certain polarangle and

m agnitudefortheangularm om entum ofthe�nalblack holeisgiven by thesquarem odulus

ofthe corresponding Clebsch-G ordan coe�cient,and the azim uthalangle is chosen with

uniform probability. IfBHJVAR=.FALSE.,the orientation ofthe axis rem ains �xed even

though them agnitude willchange by subtraction ofthe m value ofthe em ission.

From previous versions ofCHARYBDIS,we have kept the switch TIMVAR which allows

one to �x the param eters ofthe black hole used in the spectrum (such as the Hawking

tem perature)throughoutthe evaporation. Thisoption correspondsto a m odelwhere the

evaporation isno longerslow enough fortheblack holeto re-equilibratebetween em ission,

so in e�ect it represents a sim ultaneous em ission ofallthe �nalstate particles from the

initialblack hole withoutany interm ediate states.

In Fig.6 weplottheevolution ofthephysicalparam etersM and J forBH eventswith

�xed initialM ,in thenon-rotating caseand thehighly rotating case.In Fig.7 weplotthe

horizon area and oblatenessforthe sam e casesasin Fig.6.

Eventswere generated fortwo possibleinitialm asses,10 TeV (reachable attheLHC)

and 50 TeV.The latter serves as a check ofthe sem i-classicallim it. W e focus on n = 2

and n = 6. An im portantquantity necessary to produce these plots,isthe tim e between

em issions.Sinceourm odelfortheevolution relieson them ean valueequation (3.8),before

each em ission,an average tim e can becom puted (i.e.�tfor�N = 1):

�N =
dN

dt
�t ) �t=

�
dN

dt

�� 1

;

wherea sum overallspeciesisassum ed (see Sect.4 forfurtherdetails).

Each plotcontains104 trajectories(one pereventgenerated),each contributing with

weight1 to the density plot.Thedarkerareascorrespond to higherprobability and in all

the plots we can discern a tendency line which is sharperfor the 50 TeV case and m ore

di�usefor10 TeV,re
ecting the m agnitudeofthe statistical
uctuations.

Theleftcolum nsofFigs.6and 7show respectively theevolution ofthem assparam eter

and horizon area for non-rotating black holes. The centre and right colum ns show the

evolution ofthem assand angularm om entum ,orthehorizon area and oblateness,forthe

highly rotating case (a� ’ 3).Them ain featuresare asfollows:

� Non-rotating case:Both M and A decrease approxim ately linearly with tim eexcept

for the last � 10 � 20 % when they drop faster. This is directed related to the

behaviour of the tem perature which increases slowly (approxim ately linearly) for

m ostofthe evaporation and risessharply nearthe end.The ratestend to be faster

forhighern which isin agreem entwith theincreasein Hawking tem peraturewith n.

� Highly-rotating case: Here the statistical
uctuations tend to sm ear out the plots

for the case oflowest m ass. However, the sam e tendency can be seen as for the

M = 50 TeV black holes;the latter display better a true sem i-classicalbehaviour.

There isin generalan initialperiod ofroughly 10� 15 % ofthe totaltim e when M

dropsfasterto about60� 70% .Atthesam etim etheangularm om entum also drops
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Figure 6:Probability m apsforphysicalparam eters,constructed from 104 trajectoriesfordi�erent

BH eventswith �xed initialconditionsM ;J (foreach horizontalline).Each trajectory contributes

with weight1 to the bins it crosseson the fP;t=ttotalg plane where P is the relevantparam eter.

Note thatthe tim e isnorm alised to the totaltim e forevaporation ttotal. The horizontallinesfor

the plotson the rightaredueto the discretisation ofJ in sem i-integers.

sharply to 20 % . This corresponds to the usualspin-down phase [95]. Note that

the 
uctuationsare quite large forthe low-m assn = 2 plots.Asforthe geom etrical
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Figure 7: Probability m apsforthe geom etricalparam etersA and a� which characterize respec-

tively thesizeand oblatenessoftheBH.Notethatforthea� plotin thelastt=ttotal= 1 linethere

isvery often a jum p to very large a�.In these plotswe have putallsuch pointsin the bin on the

upper right corner to avoid squashing the interesting region. Each horizontalline has the sam e

initialM ;J asthe corresponding one in Fig.6.

param eters,they follow a sim ilartendency ifwe m ake the correspondencesM $ A

and J $ a�. Again for the low-m ass plots the statistical
uctuations sm ear out
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the sharperinitialdrop in area,in particularforn = 2 in which itcan occasionally

increase substantially. The a� plotsshow how the black hole tendsto becom e m ore

sphericalin thisspin-down phase.Therem ainderoftheevolution resem blesthenon-

rotating case and can be identi�ed with a Schwarzschild phase. Note however that

by theend oftheevaporation (when M approachesthePlanck m ass)thisdescription

breaksdown and a� risesagain,since even only one unitofangularm om entum has

a very large e�ect on this quantity at the Planck scale. This m eans thata� ceases

to have a wellde�ned geom etricalm eaning,aswereach thePlanck phase.Sim ilarly

to thenon-rotating case,wehave checked thatthetem peratureincreasesslowly and

approxim ately linearly for m ost ofthe evaporation except for a sharp rise as the

Planck m assisapproached.

These observations agree with the usualresults in four dim ensions10 and the results

of[28]in D dim ensions.

4.Term ination ofblack hole decay

O urm odelforblack holedecay reliesheavily on the assum ptionsthatwe arein the sem i-

classicalregim e and the evaporation isslow (i.e. there isenough tim e forre-equilibration

between em issions)[6,98].However,astheevaporation evolves,wewillreach apointwhere

neitherofthese assum ptionswillbetrue.

In the generator we introduce som e options for the �nalrem nant decay based on

di�erent physicalassum ptions. Firstofall,we need a criterion to decide whetheror not

the rem nant stage has been reached. The various options in the program are connected

to a departure from sem i-classicality. Thisoccurswhen the expectation value hN iforthe

num berofem issionsbecom essm all,which isasign ofthelow num berofdegreesoffreedom

associated with the black hole.Togetherwith the drop in hN i,the Hawking tem perature

willrise sharply. Thisisallrelated to the approach ofthe black hole m assto the Planck

m ass.Theoptionsare:

� NBODYAVERAGE= .TRUE.: An estim ate for the m ultiplicity ofthe �nalstate is com -

puted ateach step during theevaporation,according to the Hawking spectrum :

hN i’
dN

dt
�t’

dN

dt
M

�
dE

dt

� � 1

= M rH

P

igi

�
1

rH

dN

dt

�

i

P

jgj

�
dE

dt

�

j

: (4.1)

The sum s are over allparticle species with appropriate degeneracies gi. The inte-

grated 
ux and power are com puted using (3.8). A naturalcriterion for stopping

the evaporation is when this estim ate dropsbelow som e num berclose to 1. In the

generatorweusehN i� NBODY� 1 whereNBODY givestheaverage m ultiplicity ofthe

rem nantdecay �nalstate (see Sect.4.2 forfurthercom m ents). Varying the param -

eter NBODY willgive a m easure ofuncertainties in the rem nantm odel. In addition,

10
see forexam ple [95]orchapter10.5.3 of[80]
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ifwe choose a rem nantm odelthatdecays,(4.1)givesan estim ate ofthe �nalstate

m ultiplicity for such a decay. W hen NBODYAVERAGE = :FALSE:,one ofthe options

below,inherited from earlierversionsofCHARYBDIS,isused.

� KINCUT= .TRUE.:Term inate evaporation ifan em ission isselected which isnotkine-

m atically allowed.Thisisclosely related to the rapid increase in tem perature aswe

approach the Planck m ass and consequently the generation ofkinem atically disal-

lowed energies for the em ission. O therwise ifKINCUT = :FALSE:the kinem atically

disallowed em issions are rejected and the evaporation term inates when the m ass of

theblack hole dropsbelow the Planck m ass11.

4.1 Fixed-m ultiplicity m odel

The default rem nant decay option is a �xed-m ultiplicity m odelsim ilar to that in earlier

versionsofCHARYBDIS.Attheend oftheBH evaporation,therem aining objectisdecayed

isotropically in its restfram e,into a �xed num berNBODY ofprim ary particles,where the

param eter NBODY is an integer between 2 and 5. The decay products are chosen with

relativeprobabilitiesappropriateto the�nalcharacteristicsoftheblack hole(i.e.weighted

according to the integrated Hawking 
uxesforeach spin).

The selection ofthe outgoing m om enta ofthe decay products m ay be chosen either

using purephasespace(NBODYPHASE=.TRUE.)orby using thefollowing probability density

function in therestfram eoftheblack hole (NBODYPHASE=.FALSE.):

dP / �
(4)

 
X

i

pi� PB H

!
Y

i

�i(E i;
i)d
3pi ; (4.2)

which am ounts to the usualphase space m om entum conservation with an extra weight

function foreach particle

�i(E i;
i)=
T
(D )

k
(E rH ;a�)

exp(~E =TH )� 1
jSk(cos�i)j

2
; (4.3)

where k = fj;m g are chosen according to the cum ulants (3.11) com bined with angular

m om entum conservation. Here E i;
i are the energy and m om entum orientation ofthe

em ission in the restfram e ofthe rem nant. Thischoice treats the �nalstate particles on

an equalfooting,keeping a gravitationalcharacter for the decay (since it uses Hawking

spectra),aswellassom e correlationswith the the axisofrotation through the spheroidal

function factor. Furtherm ore,at this stage,slow evaporation should no longer be valid,

so it m akes sense to perform a sim ultaneous decay at �xed black hole param eters. This

rem nantoption can beused with any ofthe criteria forterm ination.

11
The Planck m assused in CHARYBDIS2 to decide on the term ination isalwaysthe internalone,INTMPL,

which isobtained by converting thePlanck m assinputby theuser(in a given convention),to theG iddings-

Thom asconvention { see Appendix A.
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4.2 Variable-m ultiplicity m odel

In addition to a �xed m ultiplicity �nalstate,an option hasbeen introduced to selectthe

m ultiplicity ofthe �nalstate on an event-by-eventbasis.W e follow an idea in [99],which

hasbeen used forexam ple in the case of2 ! 2 sub-processesin [44]. Here we im plem ent

a m oregeneralm odelforarbitrary m ultiplicity,which isinvoked by setting theparam eter

NBODYVAR= .TRUE..

As argued previously,when the rem nant stage is reached,the black hole should no

longer have tim e to re-equilibrate between em issions. Under this assum ption,the prob-

ability distributions should becom e tim e independent. It is relatively straightforward to

prove thatunderthese conditionsfora tim e interval�t,the m ultiplicity followsa Poisson

distribution [99]:

P�t(n)= e
� ��t(��t)

n

n!
; (4.4)

with � som econstant.From theHawking 
ux,wehavecom puted an estim atefortheaver-

agenum berofparticlesem itted during �t(i.e.thetim eintervaluntilallm assdisappears),

so � isdeterm ined from thiscondition.The�nalresultis

P�t(n)= e
� hN ihN i

n

n!
; (4.5)

wherehN iistheestim atein (4.1).Thisexpression givesusan estim atefortheprobability

ofem ission ofn particlesfrom therem nant,sowechoosetointerpretn+ 1asthem ultiplicity

ofthe �nalsystem . In the generator we have rem oved the n = 0 case (i.e. m ultiplicity 1

�nalstate)since the probability ofthe rem nantto have allthe correctquantum num bers

and m assofa standard m odelparticle willbevanishingly sm all.

After the m ultiplicity is chosen,either the pure phase space decay or the m odelde-

scribed in theprevioussection isused,according to thevalue ofNBODYPHASE.

4.3 B oiling m odel

Theboiling rem nantm odel,activated by setting RMBOIL= .TRUE.,isloosely m otivated by

theexpectation thatatthePlanckscalethesystem becom eslikeastringball[41,100],which

hasa lim iting tem peraturedueto the exponentialdegeneracy ofthe string spectrum [45].

In thism odel,evaporation oftheBH proceedsuntiltheHawking tem peratureforthenext

em ission would exceed am axim um valuesetby theparam eterTHWMAX.From thatpointon,

the tem perature isresetto THWMAX and the oblatenessisfrozen atthe currentvalue.The

rem aining objectevaporateslikea BH with thosecharacteristics,untilitsm assfallsbelow

a valuesetby theparam eterRMMINM.Itthen decaysinto a �xed num berNBODY ofprim ary

particles,asin the�xed-m ultiplicity m odel,oravariablenum berifthevariable-m ultiplicity

m odelison.

4.4 Stable rem nant m odel

A num ber ofauthors have proposed that the endpoint ofblack hole evaporation could

be a stable rem nant[42,43,46]. This option is activated by setting RMSTAB= .TRUE.. In

orderfortheclusterhadronisation m odelofHERWIG to hadronisetherestofthe�nalstate
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successfully, the stable rem nant m ust be a colourless object essentially equivalent to a

quark-antiquark bound state.Thereforeitisrequired to havebaryon num berB R = 0 and

charge Q R = 0 or� 1.

Thestable rem nantappearsin theeventrecord asRemnant0,Remnant+ orRemnant-,

with PDG identity code 50,51 or {51,respectively,according to its charge. Thisobject

willbehaveasa heavy fundam entalparticlewith conventionalinteractionsin thedetector.

Ifa rem nant with B R 6= 0 or jQ R j> 1 is generated,the whole BH evaporation is

repeated untilB R = 0 and jQ R j� 1. This can m ake the stable rem nant option m uch

slowerthan the otheroptions,depending on the length ofthe black hole decay chain.

4.5 Straight-to-rem nant option

Recently,therehasbeen discussion ofthepossibility thattheform ation ofa sem i-classical

black hole m ay lie beyond currentexperim entalreach,with low-m ultiplicity gravitational

scatteringm orelikely attheTeV scale[44].Tosim ulatethisscenario,CHARYBDIS2provides

theoption ofbypassingtheevaporation phaseby settingtheswitch SKIP2REMNANT= .TRUE.

and skippingdirectly tooneoftherem nantm odelspresented in theprevioussections.This

perm itsthestudy ofa widerangeofqualitatively di�erentpossibilities,from sim ple2 ! 2

isotropic scattering (�xed m ultiplicity) to m ore com plicated variable-m ultiplicity 2 ! N

sub-processes.

The 2 ! N m odelis particularly 
exible,allowing either a phase-space distribution

or one using the Hawking energy and angular spectra (see Sect.4.2). Apart from this,

allparticle speciesare treated on an equalfooting consistentwith conservation laws. Al-

ternatively the quantum -gravity m otivated boiling m odelcan be used. Furtherwork will

be presented in future publicationsexploring the phenom enologicalconsequencesofthese

scenarios.

5.R esults

In thissection wepresentresultsfrom CHARYBDIS2 sim ulationsofblack holeproduction at

theLHC.A rangeofCHARYBDIS2 sam pleswereproduced using HERWIG 6.510 [101,102]to

do the parton showering,hadronisation and standard m odelparticle decays. The results

ofwhich werethen passed through a genericLHC detectorsim ulation,AcerDET 1.0 [103].

CHARYBDIS2 param eter defaults are shown in Table 1. In allfollowing discussion, the

num ber of extra spatialdim ensions is n = TOTDIM � 4. Sam ples were generated with

a 1 TeV Planck m ass (in the PDG convention,i.e. MSSDEF = 3) so as to investigate the

phenom enologically preferred region accessibleattheLHC.Black holesweregenerated with

a lowerm assthreshold of5 TeV such thatthesem i-classicalapproxim ationsforproduction

are valid.

O ur settings for AcerDET 1.0 are as follows: we select electrons and m uons with

PT > 15 G eV and j�j < 2:5. They are considered isolated if they lie at a distance

�R =
p
(��)2 + (��) 2 > 0:4 from otherleptonsorjetsand iflessthan 10 G eV ofenergy

was deposited in a cone of�R = 0:2 around the centralcluster. The sam e prescription

is followed for photons. Jets are reconstructed from clusters using a cone algorithm of
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Table 1:DefaultCHARYBDIS2 generatorparam eters(new param etersin the second set).

Nam e Description Default

MINMSS M inim um parton-parton invariantm ass 5 TeV

MAXMSS M axim um parton-parton invariantm ass 14 TeV

MPLNCK Planck scale 1 TeV

GTSCA Use G iddings-Thom asscale forPDFs .FALSE.

MSSDEF Convention forPlanck scale 3

TOTDIM Totalnum berofdim ensions 6

NBODY Num berofparticlesin rem nantdecay 2

TIMVAR Allow TH to evolve with BH param eters .TRUE.

MSSDEC Allowed decay products(3= allSM ) 3

GRYBDY Includegrey-body factors .TRUE.

KINCUT Use a kinem atic cut-o� on thedecay .FALSE.

THWMAX M axim um Hawking tem perature 1 TeV

BHSPIN Sim ulate rotating black holes .TRUE.

BHJVAR Allow black hole spin axisto vary .TRUE.

BHANIS Non-uniform angularfunctionsforthe evaporation .TRUE.

RECOIL Recoilm odelforevaporation 2

MJLOST Sim ulation ofM ,J lostin production/balding .TRUE.

CVBIAS ‘Constantangularvelocity’bias .FALSE.

FMLOST Isotropy ofgravitationalradiation lost 0.99

YRCSC Use Yoschino-Rychov cross-section enhancem ent .TRUE.

RMSTAB Stable rem nantm odel .FALSE.

NBODYAVERAGE Use 
ux criterion forrem nant{ see Eq.(4.1) .TRUE.

NBODYVAR Variable-m ultiplicity rem nantm odel .FALSE.

NBODYPHASE Use phasespace forrem nants .FALSE.

SKIP2REMNANT Bypassevaporation phase .FALSE.

RMBOIL Use boiling rem nantm odel .FALSE.

RMMINM M inim um m assforboiling m odel 100 G eV

�R = 0:4,with a lower P T cutof20 G eV.Lepton m om entum resolutions were param e-

terised from ATLAS fullsim ulation resultspublished in [104].12 W here reference ism ade

to reconstructed m ultiplicities or spectra,the reconstructed objects are either electrons,

m uons,photonsorjetsfrom AcerDET.

5.1 B lack hole m ass and angular m om entum

Thecross-section forblack holeproduction isastrongfunction ofthePlanck m ass.Though

not a�ecting the totalblack hole cross-section,sim ulating the m ass and spin lost during

black hole form ation does have a large e�ect on the cross-section for a particular m ass

12
Electronsare sm eared according to a pseudorapidity dependentparam eterisation;for m uons,we take

the resolutionsfrom j�j< 1:1.
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Figure 8:Di�erentialcross-sectionsforblack holeproduction with n = 4 extra dim ensions.They

are shown for di�erent settings ofthe Planck m ass and MJLOST (sim ulation ofm ass and angular

m om entum lostin production/balding).

range.Thedi�erentialcross-section willbereduced,forthesam einputstate willproduce

a black hole oflesserm ass,asisillustrated in Fig.8.

M ostcollisionswith su�cientenergy to create a black holearebetween two (valence)

quarks,howevera m inority occurin collisionsbetween a quark and a gluon. CHARYBDIS2

adds the spins of the colliding partons when form ing a black hole; the initial angular

m om entum iseitherintegerorhalf-integeraccordingly. An integerlossoforbitalangular

m om entum in theform ation processissim ulated by theYoshino-Rychkov m odeldescribed

in Sect.2.

At high n there is a large increase in the production ofhigh spin states,as seen in

Fig.9. The average spin ofthe produced black hole risesfrom 5.0 unitsforn = 2,to 8.1

forn = 4 and 10.6 forn = 6. The generatorswitch MJLOST toggles a m odelofthe lossof

black holem assand angularm om entum in graviton em ission during black holeproduction

and balding,asdescribed in Sect.2.2.Setting thisto .TRUE. decreasesthespin slightly by

an average of30% forn = 2,4,6,whilstthe m assdropsby 18% (n = 2)to 30% (n = 6),

asshown in Fig.9.

The variation in the num ber ofHawking em issions is caused prim arily by the black

holem ass,though theblack holespin and tem peratureplay arole{am orehighly rotating,

orhighertem peratureblack hole willem itm ore energetically.Consequently,the decrease

in the num ber ofHawking em issions follows the drop in m ass and is greatest for higher

num bersofextra dim ensions,with an averageoftwo fewerem issions(or30% )m anifestfor

n = 6.

The sim ulation oflosses from production and balding hasseveralm ajore�ects upon

the produced particle spectrum . The reduction in the black hole m ass and num ber of

Hawking em issionsleadsto a decrease in thenum berofparticlesobserved experim entally

and to a reduced di�erentiation between sam ples with di�erent num bers ofdim ensions.
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Figure 9: E�ectsofm assand angularm om entum lossin the form ation/balding phase. The left

(right)upperplotshowsthe angularm om entum distribution before (after)thisphase,whilstthe

lowerrow detailsthe resulting black holem assesand the num berofHawking em issions.

The decrease in initialblack hole m ass also leads to a softening ofthe em itted particle

spectrum ,with the high energy and transverse m om entum tailofthe distribution being

reduced.Fig.10showsthisfora�xed 2-body rem nantdecay usingtheoption in thesecond

row ofTable 2.

Table 2:Param etersused forrem nantcom parison.Allsam pleshaven = 2 and MJLOST=.FALSE.

Legend Rem nantCriterion Fixed/Variable Rem nantNo./M ean

K incuton M < INTMPL (KINCUT=.TRUE.) Fixed 2

K incuto� M < INTMPL (KINCUT=.FALSE.) Fixed 2

Nbody2 Flux (NBODYAVERAGE=.TRUE.) Fixed 2

Nbody3 Flux (NBODYAVERAGE=.TRUE.) Fixed 3

Nbody4 Flux (NBODYAVERAGE=.TRUE.) Fixed 4

Nvar2 Flux (NBODYAVERAGE=.TRUE.) Variable 2

Nvar3 Flux (NBODYAVERAGE=.TRUE.) Variable 3

Nvar4 Flux (NBODYAVERAGE=.TRUE.) Variable 4

Boiling RMMINM < M < INTMPL Variable 2
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Figure 10: E�ect ofsim ulating the m ass and angularm om entum lost in black hole production

on particle m ultiplicity distributions and PT spectra at generator level(left) and after AcerDET

detectorsim ulation (right),fora �xed 2-body rem nantdecay using theoption in thesecond row of

Table 2.

5.2 R otation e�ects

The inclusion ofblack hole angularm om entum hasseverallarge e�ectsupon the em itted

particlesand theirspectrum .Theprobability ofahighly energeticem ission isenhanced for

partialwaveswith high valuesofthe azim uthalquantum num berm . Asdiscussed atthe

end ofSect.3.1,thisresultsfrom theinterplay between Planckian factorsand transm ission

coe�cients. Theform er,which turn outto be the dom inante�ect,are enhanced strongly

forlarge positive valuesofm due to the � m 
 term in the exponentialofequation (3.8),

reducing the Planckian suppression. Consequently, the particle energy and transverse

m om entum (PT) distributions for em issions from a rotating black hole are harder. The

num berofprim aryem issionsiscorrespondinglyreduced.Fig.11showstheem itted particle

m ultiplicity and PT spectra fordi�erentnum bersofextra dim ensions.Thee�ectsofblack

hole rotation are largest for fewest num ber ofextra dim ensions,for which the spin term

(in the Planckian factors) hasgreater m agnitude. Thism ore than com pensates for their

slightly lowerHawking tem perature.

Thee�ectofblack holerotation on thepseudorapidity (�)distribution ism oresubtle.

Assum ing no strong spin recoilduring thebalding phase,theinitialblack holeform ed will

have a spin axisperpendicularto the beam direction.

{ 29 {



Primary Particle Multiplicity
0 5 10 15 20 25

P
ro

ba
bi

lit
y

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25
Non-Rot. n=2

Non-Rot. n=4

Non-Rot. n=6

Rotating n=2

Rotating n=4

Rotating n=6

CHARYBDIS 2.0

Particle Multiplicity
0 5 10 15 20 25

P
ro

ba
bi

lit
y

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

0.12

Non-Rot. n=2

Non-Rot. n=4

Non-Rot. n=6

Rotating n=2

Rotating n=4

Rotating n=6

CHARYBDIS 2.0

| [GeV]
T

Primary Particle |P
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500

N
um

be
r 

/  
 5

0 
G

eV
 / 

E
ve

nt

-410

-310

-210

-110

1
Non-Rot. n=2

Non-Rot. n=4

Non-Rot. n=6

Rotating n=2

Rotating n=4

Rotating n=6

CHARYBDIS 2.0

| [GeV]
T

Particle |P
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500

N
um

be
r 

/  
 5

0 
G

eV
 / 

E
ve

nt

-410

-310

-210

-110

1

Non-Rot. n=2

Non-Rot. n=4

Non-Rot. n=6

Rotating n=2

Rotating n=4

Rotating n=6

CHARYBDIS 2.0

Figure 11: Particle m ultiplicity distributions and PT spectra at generatorlevel(left) and after

AcerDET detectorsim ulation (right)fornon-rotating and spinning black hole sam ples,with n = 2,

4 and 6 extra dim ensionsand MJLOST= :FALSE:.
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Figure 12:Norm alised particle�distributionsatgeneratorlevel(left)and afterAcerDET detector

sim ulation (right)from black holesam pleswith n extra dim ensionsand MJLOST = :FALSE:.

Sinceem ission in theequatorialplaneisfavoured,particularly forscalarsand ferm ions,

one would expect the com ponent along the beam direction,and hence at high �,to be

enhanced,atleastforinitialem issions.Thise�ectisseen experim entally in (Fig.12),but

isslight.

Sim ilartrendscan beseen in eventvariablessuch asm issing transverseenergy (M ET)
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Figure 13:M issing transverseenergy and scalarPT sum forrotating and non-rotating black hole

sam plesafterAcerDET fastdetectorsim ulation. Sam plesused the NBODYAVERAGE criterion forthe

rem nantphaseand includeasim ulation ofthem assand angularm om entum lostduring production

and balding.

and �jP Tj. The reduced particle m ultiplicity increases the probability ofm inim alor no

M ET,where no neutrinosare presentin the event(neitherdirectly em itted by the black

hole,norin weak decaysofotherprim ary em issions).The greaterenergy ofthe Hawking

em issions increase the very high M ET tail: a neutrino em itted by a rotating black hole

islikely to have higherenergy and m om entum . The resultisa 
atter,longertailforthe

rotating case,extending furtherbeyond 1 TeV,asshown in Fig.13.

W hen com pared to the num berofprim ary em issionsfrom the evaporation,a greater

num ber ofdetector objects (leptons,photons,hadronic jets) are observed following fast

detectorsim ulation.Neutrinosem itted by the black hole willnotbe seen experim entally,

whereasasingleheavyquarkorvectorboson willresultin thedetection ofm ultipleparticles

orjetsofhadrons. Equally,the transverse m om entum spectrum observed experim entally

willbe slightly softer in generalthan that ofthe prim ary particles em itted by the black

hole,dueto secondary em issionsand radiation.

5.3 Particle production probabilities

Black hole rotation has a large e�ect on the particle production probabilities (Fig.14).

The m ostdram atic ofthese isthe enhanced em ission coe�cientforvectorparticles.This

isdue to the larger
uxesand agreeswith the greaterdi�erentialpower
uxesperdegree

offreedom shown in Fig.4 (see verticalaxis).

Thegreaterproportion ofvectorem issionswould providestrong evidence ofrotating,

ratherthan Schwarzschild,black holes. Howeversuch m easurem entsare di�cultto m ake

in practice { atthe LHC itwillnotbe possibleto distinguish gluon jetsfrom quark ones.

Though highly boosted vectorbosonsprovideexperim entalchallenges,Z bosonscan often

be studied via their leptonic decay m odes. Perhaps the m ost accessible other m eans to

investigate black holerotation m ightbethestudy ofthephoton m ultiplicity oritsratio to

otherparticles,TeV-energy photonsbeing onem anifestation ofblack holesreproduced by

neitherothernew physicsscenariosnorSM backgrounds.Anotherexperim entaldi�culty
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Figure 14: Particle em ission probabilities for rotating and non-rotating black holes with n = 4

(top)and forrotating black holeswith di�erentn (bottom )on linearand logarithm ic scales.The

lowerleft�gureshowsthe fractionalenhancem entofspeci�c particleem ission from rotating black

holes,ascom pared to non-rotating ones.Thex-axisshowsthePDG identi�cation codefortheSM

particles,asde�ned in [105].

for the detection and the isolation ofthe black-hole signalis that rotation decreases the

probability ofproducing a lepton { often usefulin reducing jet-like SM backgrounds to

black hole events[106].

The em ission probabilities for each particle species are largely independent of the

num berofextra dim ensions,which prim arily a�ectsthe em ission energy and m ultiplicity,

so thata reproduction ofthedistribution ofparticlespecieswould bepowerfulevidenceof

black holes.

Theparticle-antiparticleim balancein Fig.14ischie
ycaused bythe(usuallypositively

charged) input state. According to the m echanism described in Sect.3,up-type quarks

and down-type antiquarks are favoured,so as to m eet the constraints ofcharge balance.

Sim ilarly, the net positive baryon num ber ofthe input state and the need to conserve

baryon num ber for hadronisation leads to a preference for quarks over antiquarks. The

apparentincrease in thiswith rotation isa re
ection ofthe reduced particle m ultiplicity:

with fewerparticlesam ongstwhich to sharethecharge im balance,thee�ectism agni�ed.

Thisispotentially a source ofuncertainty since,unlike charge,black holesdo nothave to

conserve baryon or lepton quantum num bers. At presentwe are constrained to conserve
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Figure 15: The evolution ofblack hole param etersduring the Hawking evaporation phase. The

lower two rows show the m ean value tendency curves ofthe relevant param eter as a function of

fractionaltim et=tT otal through theevaporation.Errorbarsindicate thestandard deviation ofthe

distribution. The bottom right plot indicates the typicaltim e interval�t between em issions;its

largestandard deviation isdue to a long tailforthe distributionsateach t=tT otal.

these by theneedsofhadronisation generators.

5.4 B lack hole evolution

As the Hawking em ission proceeds,the black hole evolves,becom ing lighter,hotter and

losing angularm om entum asdetailed in Fig.15.W ithoutthe sim ulation oflossesin pro-

duction/balding,theblack holespinsdown m orequickly than itlosesm ass;forlargeblack
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Figure 16: 2D contourplots showing how the black hole m ass,angularm om entum evolve with

successive Hawking em issions,and their correlations for sam ples with n = 4 extra dim ensions,

using the NBODYAVERAGE criterion for the rem nant phase and including a sim ulation ofthe m ass

and angularm om entum lostduring production and balding.

hole angular m om entum ,energetic em issions at high m are highly favoured. Turning on

the sim ulation suppressesinitialstates with high black hole angular m om entum . Conse-

quently thise�ectisreduced in m agnitude,though them ajority oftheblack hole angular

m om entum isstilllostbeforeitsm ass.

Initially thehigh angularm om entum oftheblack holeleadsto a high em ission 
ux so

the typicaltim e intervalbetween em issionsisreduced relative to a non-rotating BH.

Thehigherspin term in thePlanckian factorcausesthereto befewer,m oreenergetic

em issionsforfew extra dim ensions.Halfthem assislostin the�rst3 em issionsforn = 2,

com pared with 4 (n = 4)and 5 for n = 6. The distribution doeshave a substantialtail

however,with 1% ofblack hole eventsproducing m orethan 11 prim ary em issions.

As is shown in the contour plots of Fig. 16, black holes with high initial angular

m om entum tend to lose m uch of it during their �rst few em issions,whereafter further

em issionsdecreasetheblack holem assm oresm oothly,whilstitsangularm om entum stays

relatively low,butnon-zero.Thusthespin-down phasepersiststhroughouttheblack hole

decay { only a sm allproportion ofblack holessettling into a Schwarzschild,non-rotating

state.Thisisin directagreem entwith thetheoreticalplotsin Figs.6 and 7.

As the black hole becom es lighter,its tem perature rises,as does its oblateness (a�)

and the tim e intervalbetween em issionsdrops.Thesee�ectsare gradualexceptwhen the
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Figure 17:Prim ary particlem ultiplicity and jPT jdistributionsforblack holesam pleswith n = 2,

using a wide rangeofrem nantoptions,asde�ned in Table 2.

black hole m ass becom es very low,at the end ofthe Hawking radiation phase. At this

pointwe have reached the rem nantphase.

Thestriated,lined structurein theangularm om entum plotsisdueto theinitialstate:

the probability ofa quark-gluon interaction,and correspondingly a half-integer angular

m om entum state ism uch lowerthan the integerstate above and below it.

5.5 R em nant options

CHARYBDIS2 includesseveralm odelsfortherem nantphase.Both �xed and variable body

decays have param eter switches to enable the system atics to be studied,as detailed in

Sect.4.

The �xed m ultiplicity m odel,present in CHARYBDIS and optionalin CHARYBDIS2,is

linked to the choice of the variable KINCUT.If KINCUT=.FALSE.,proposed decays that

are kinem atically disallowed are ignored;ifKINCUT=.TRUE.,theirproposalterm inatesthe

evaporation phase.Theform erchoicewillgivea greaternum beroflessenergeticparticles,

asevidenced by Fig.17 which constrastsa rangeofrem nantm odelsde�ned in Table 2.

CHARYBDIS2 uses the NBODYAVERAGE rem nantcriterion as a default,where the 
uxes

areused to calculate theexpected num beroffurtherem issions.Thisprovidesa physically

m otivated m odel.Using thiscriterion with eithera �xed 2-body (\nbody2")ora variable

m ultiplicity rem nant m odel(\nvar2") gives a distribution lying between the upper and
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Figure 18:Particletypeand PT plotsfor2-body rem nantdecaysusingtheold m odel\K incuto�"

(top)and the new m odel\nbody2" (bottom )asde�ned in Table 2. Distributionsare norm alised

perevent.

lower values obtained using the olderm odelswitches (upperplots ofFig.17),indicating

good controlover the uncertainties m entioned in Sect.4. The string-m otivated boiling

m odelgivesa slightly higherm ultiplicity,sincesuccessiveem issionsareproduced untilthe

rem nantm assdropsbelow the rem nantm inim um m ass,resulting in a greater num berof

softerparticlesproduced in the rem nantphase.

The new NBODYAVERAGE m odelis also m ore robust with respect to changes in the

num berofparticles produced in the rem nantphase. Thisis because the 
ux calculation

allows the spin-down phase to be term inated whenever the expected num ber offurther

em issionsisfewerthan thatselected fortherem nantphase.Thisisillustrated in thelower

plots ofFig.17,where changing the num berofparticles produced in the rem nantphase

results in sim ilar m ultiplicities and spectra;events with 4-body rem nant decays do not

alwayshave two m oreparticlesthan their2-body analogues.

AnotheradvantageoftheNBODYAVERAGEm ethod isthatby usingtheintegrated power

and 
ux,thespin-down phaseisterm inated ata pointthatallowsa sm oothertransition to

therem nantphase,asshown by theirspectra in Fig.18,wheretheNBODYAVERAGE (lower)

m ethod givesa m ore concordantdistribution ofparticle transverse m om enta. Perform ing

a rem nant decay only when the m ass drops below the Planck m ass gives a m uch softer

m om entum spectrum ,in contrast to the high energies favoured by light rotating black
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Figure 19:Sam pleblack holem assresolutionsafterAcerDET detectorsim ulation with n = 2 and

no balding sim ulation forallevents(left)and aftera cutofM ET< 100 G eV (right). The �tsare

indicative ofthe resolution in the peak and do notm odelthe non-G aussian tailswhich rem ain.

holes.Theoption tostarttherem nantdecay based on thedrop ofhN iprovidesasm oother

transition,since the�naldecay particleswillhave a harderspectrum ,m ore sim ilarto the

Hawking phase.Em issionsin therem nantphasearepredom inantly coloured,with positive

baryon num berfavoured,so asto m eettheconstraintsofbaryon num berconservation.

5.6 M ass reconstruction

In principle,itispossibleto reconstructtheblack holem assby com bining the4-m om enta

ofallparticles observed in the event and m issing transverse energy. M ass resolutions of

200-300 G eV can beachieved forsom esam plesasshown in Fig.19,butthereissigni�cant

variation with di�erentsam plesand black hole param eters.Eventswith large am ountsof

M ET (particularly from m ultiplesources)tend to bem orepoorly reconstructed.Invoking

a 100 G eV cuton M ET resultsin betterreconstruction atthecostofsom esignale�ciency.

Such a cutm ay notbeentirely conservative however,forthere m ay be additionalsources

ofM ET neglected in oursim ulation,such asthatfrom Hawking em ission ofgravitons.

5.7 P lanck m ass conventions

Although a one-to-one m apping between di�ering conventions for the Planck scale is

straightforward to m ake,naively changing the convention without com pensating for the

Planck m assvalueleadstolargeapparentdi�erencesin theoutputdistribution,duetotheir

di�erentn dependence.Thisisparticularly thecaseforhigh num bersofextra dim ensions

for which the de�nitions vary m ost widely,as shown in Fig.20 where the Dim opoulos-

Landsberg and PDG Planck m assde�nitionsarecontrasted.

A 1 TeV Planck m ass in the Dim opoulos-Landsberg convention equates to a larger

value in the PDG convention,especially for large n (the increase ranges from a factor of

1:1 atn = 1 to 2:7 atn = 6).Consequently they have a higherHawking tem peratureand

farfewerparticlesareem itted,butwith higherenergiesand transverse m om enta.
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Figure 20: Particle M ultiplicity distributions and PT spectra at generatorlevel(left) and after

AcerDET detectorsim ulation (right)fora 1 TeV Planck m assin PDG and Dim ipoulos-Landsberg

\M DL" conventions.

6.C onclusions

W e have presented in detailthe physics content ofthe new black hole event generator

CHARYBDIS2,together with som e resultsillustrating im portantfeatures ofthe sim ulation

ofthedi�erentphasesofblackholeproduction and decay.Them ain new featurescom pared

tom ostearliergenerators,includingCHARYBDIS,are:detailed m odellingofthecrosssection

and thelossofenergy and angularm om entum during form ation oftheblack hole(the so-

called balding phase),based on thebestavailabletheoreticalinform ation;fulltreatm entof

angularm om entum during theevaporation phase,including spin oftheincom ing partons,

rotation ofthe black hole,and anisotropy and polarisation ofallStandard-M odel�elds

em itted on the brane; and �nally a variety ofoptions for the Planck-scale term ination

phase,rangingfrom a stablerem nantto a variable-m ultiplicity m odelconnecting sm oothly

with theevaporation phase.

O urm ain �ndingisthatangularm om entum hasstrong e�ectson thepropertiesofthe

�nalstateparticlesin black-holeevents.Even afterallowingforasubstantiallossofangular

m om entum in the balding phase,the isotropic evaporation ofa spinless Schwarzschild-

Tangherliniblack hole is not a good approxim ation, nor is the notion ofa rapid spin-

down phasefollowed by m ainly isotropicevaporation atforeseeableenergies.Although the
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Hawking tem perature doesnotdepend strongly on the angularm om entum ofa spinning

black hole ofa given m ass,there isa strong biasin the em ission spectra towardshigher-

energy em issionsinto higherpartialwaves,which help the black hole to shed its angular

m om entum . The resultant spectra are 
atter,with substantialtails beyond 1 TeV.As

a consequence ofthese m ore energetic em issions,rotating black holes em it with reduced

m ultiplicity relative to theirnon-rotating counterparts.Howeverthe absolute m ultiplicity

can stillbelarge.

Thepreferentialequatorialem ission ofscalar,ferm ionicand high energy vectorparti-

cles leadsto slightly lesscentraldistributionsatdetector level. Thise�ect isreduced by

the evolution ofthe spin axis during evaporation (away from the initialorientation per-

pendicularto thebeam direction).Theem ission ofpolarised higher-spin �eldsisfavoured,

com pared to the spinless case,leading to increased vector em ission and m arking a fur-

therdeparturefrom a purely dem ocratic distribution ofparticle species.Thisshowslittle

dependenceupon thenum berofdim ensions.

These�ndingswillcom plicate theinterpretation ofblack-hole events,should they oc-

cur at the LHC or future colliders. W hile the basic signature ofenergetic,dem ocratic

em ission ofallStandard-M odelspeciesand large m issing energy rem ainsvalid,thededuc-

tion ofthe fundam entalPlanck scale and the num ber ofextra dim ensions willbe m ore

di�cultthan wasanticipated in earlierstudies[39]. O n the otherhand,m any interesting

new and potentially observablefeaturesem erge,such asthedi�erentangulardistributions

and polarisation ofparticles ofdi�erentspins. W e intend to investigate possible analysis

strategiesin a futurepublication.

In view ofthe im portante�ectsofangularm om entum ,we would counselagainstthe

use ofblack-hole event generators that neglect these e�ects. This leaves BlackMax and

CHARYBDIS2 and thegeneratorsofchoiceforfuturestudies.Both program stakeblack-hole

angularm om entum fully into account,butthey haveotherfeaturesand em phasesthatare

com plem entary.In theform ation phase,BlackMaxusesageom etricalapproxim ation forthe

crosssection and param etrizesthelossofenergy and angularm om entum as�xed fractions

oftheirinitial-statevalues,whereasCHARYBDIS2 incorporatesa m oredetailed m odelbased

on the Yoshino-Rychkov boundsand com parisonswith otherapproaches. The treatm ent

ofthe evaporation phase in the two program sappearsbroadly sim ilar,butBlackMax has

options for brane tension and split branes,and for extra suppression ofem issions that

would spin-up the black hole,while CHARYBDIS2 includestreatm entofthe polarisation of

em itted ferm ionsand vectorbosons.Theconservation ofquantum num bersisalso treated

som ewhatdi�erently. Atthe Planck scale,BlackMax em itsa �nalburstofparticleswith

the m inim alm ultiplicity needed to conserve quantum num bers,whereasCHARYBDIS2 has

a widerrange ofoptions.

A de�ciency ofboth program sistheabsenceofgravitationalradiation in theevapora-

tion phase.Thisisbecausethegreybody factorshavenotyetbeen com puted forthiscase,

due to extra theoreticaldi�cultiesin the separation ofvariables. Unlike Standard-M odel

particles,gravitons willnecessarily be em itted into the bulk,giving rise to a new source

oflost energy and the possibility ofrecoilo� the brane. In the non-rotating case,it is

known [73,74]thatbulk graviton em ission is sm allforlow num bersofextra dim ensions,
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butincreasesrapidlyin higherdim ensionsduetothegrowingnum berofpolarisation states.

However,thelargenum berofStandard-M odeldegreesoffreedom ensuresthatbraneem is-

sion rem ainsdom inant.Clearly a fulltreatm entoftherotating caseisdesirable,butthere

ishopethatthee�ectswillnotbetoo signi�cant,taking into accounttheuncertaintiesin

energy lossalready allowed forin the form ation phase.Furtherm ore,asalready discussed

in Sect.3,we expect the residualSM charges ofthe black hole to prevent recoilo� the

branein allbuta sm allfraction ofevents.

In sum m ary,the sim ulation ofblack hole production and decay at hadron colliders

has seen rapid advances in recent years,butthere rem ain substantialchallenges in both

theoreticalunderstanding and data analysis,should such eventsbe seen.Itishoped that

CHARYBDIS2 willserveasa convenientbasisforcontinuing theoreticalre�nem entand asa

usefultoolin the design ofanalysisstrategiesforthisexotic and com plex possibility.
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A ppendices

A .C onventions

Throughoutthisarticle,unlessstated otherwise,alltheoreticalexpressionsare in natural

unitswherethePlanck constantand speed oflightarerespectively ~ = c= 1.W ekeep the

dependence on the (4+ n)-dim ensionalPlanck m assexplicitin allexpressionsand adopt

asreference convention,thePDG de�nition13 which usesthe Einstein-Hilbertaction

SE H =
1

2
M̂

2+ n
D

Z

d
(4+ n)

x
p
� gR(4+ n) =

1

16�GD

Z

d
(4+ n)

x
p
� gR(4+ n) ; (A.1)

to setthereduced Planck m ass M̂ D .ThePlanck m assM D isthen de�ned as

M
2+ n
D

= (2�)nM̂ 2+ n
D

: (A.2)

An alternative convention isobtained by de�ning

M
2+ n
4+ n = 2M 2+ n

D
: (A.3)

Thisisthe G iddings-Thom asconvention [6]used internally in CHARYBDIS2.

13
See forexam ple the extra dim ensionssection ofthe PD G review [105]
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B .T he Yoshino-R ychkov m ass/angular m om entum bounds

This appendix is divided into two sections. The �rst is a brief review of the m ethod

in the Yoshino-Rychkov paper[22],focusing on the key equations we used to im plem ent

the Yoshino-Rychkov boundary curves in CHARYBDIS2. The second section explains how

CHARYBDIS2 calculatestheboundary curve�b(�)fora given D and b.

Sum m ary ofthe Yoshino-R ychkov m ethod

It should be noted that in the Yoshino-Rychkov calculation,the usualassum ptions are

m ade { nam ely,thattheextra dim ensionsm ay beregarded asin�nitein extent,and that

theonly e�ectofthebrane’sgravitational�eld isto restricttheblack holeproduced to lie

on thebrane(the ‘probebrane’approxim ation).

The�rststageofthecalculation isthechoiceofm etricforeach ofthecollidingpartons.

Yoshino and Rychkov use the Aichelburg-Sexlm etric [107]. This is the m etric produced

by boosting a Schwarzschild-Tangherlinim etric to the speed oflight,whilst reducing its

associated m ass to zero in such a way that its energy rem ains �nite. It is appropriate

to an ultrarelativistic pointparticle with no spin orcharge,and so the Yoshino-Rychkov

calculation neglectsthe e�ectsofspin,charge,and �nite size ofthe partons.

In the spacetim e outside the future lightcone ofthe collision event (i.e. regions I,

IIand IIIofFig.21),the m etric for the com plete system is obtained by com bining two

Aichelburg-Sexlm etricscorresponding to partonstravelling in opposite directions(in the

centre of m ass fram e). This gives the correct spacetim e outside region IV of Fig.21,

because the colliding partonsare taken astravelling atthe speed oflight,so there can be

no interaction between theirgravity wavesbeforethecollision.
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Figure 21:Spacetim eregionsin a parton-parton collision.In thisdiagram ,thezaxisisde�ned to

liealong thedirection ofm otion oftheleftparton,and D � 2 spacelikedim ensionsaresuppressed.

Thenextstagein thecalculation istheselection ofa spacetim eslicesom ewherein the

union ofregions I,IIand III,on which one willlook for an apparent horizon (AH).An

AH is a surface whose outgoing nullgeodesic congruence has zero expansion. Assum ing

thecosm iccensorship hypothesis[108],an eventhorizon (EH)m ustbepresentoutsideany

AH;thus �nding an AH is su�cient to show that a black hole form s. Furtherm ore,the
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fact that the EH m ust lie outside the AH,com bined with the area theorem [109]which

statesthatthe EH area neverdecreases,can typically be used to setboundson the m ass

and angularm om entum oftheform ed black hole.

Theslice used by Yoshino and Rychkov isthefuturem ostslice outsideregion IV -i.e.

theboundary ofthisregion.Thisslicewaschosen becauseitgivesthem ostrestrictive,and

therefore best,boundson the m axim um im pactparam eterforblack hole form ation bm ax,

and thuson the cross section � = �b2m ax. Italso gives the bestboundson the m assand

angularm om entum trapped in theblack holefollowing production.Thereasoning behind

these statem entsisdetailed m ore fully below.

Toobtain abound bY R m ax on them axim um im pactparam eterforblack holeform ation

fora given D ,the im pactparam eterisincreased atthe given D untilone no longer�nds

an AH -thecriticalvalueofbatwhich an AH no longerappearsisthen bY R m ax.Thiswill

bea lowerbound -therem ay beim pactparam etersgreaterthan bY R m ax forwhich an AH

form s,butonly ‘after’the slice considered.

From the above,the best lower bound on bm ax that can be achieved (given that we

arenotableto look forAHsin region IV)isobtained by using thefuturem ostsliceoutside

region IV -i.e. the Yoshino-Rychkov slice. The boundsthat Yoshino and Rychkov have

obtained forbm ax,and the corresponding resultsfor�,are given in Table IIof[22].

W enow discussthecalculation ofthem assand angularm om entum bound fora given

band D in theYoshino-Rychkov m ethod.In a trapped surfacem ethod,thisisachieved by

calculating the D � 2 dim ensionalarea corresponding to the AH,AA H .Since theAH has

thetrueblack holeEH outsideit,and theblack holeEH area can neverdecreaseaccording

to the area theorem ,itis norm ally the case thatthe D � 2 dim ensionalarea ofthe �nal

produced black holeEH,A E H ,should begreaterthan A A H :

A A H � AE H : (B.1)

Now,weexpectthehorizon area ofa black holeto belinked to them asscontained within,

so wecan converttheaboveform ula into onein term sofm ass.W ede�netheAH m assas

the m assofa Schwarzschild-Tangherliniblack hole with area A A H :

M A H =
(D � 2)
D � 2

16�GD

�
A A H


D � 2

� (D � 3)=(D � 2)

: (B.2)

In (B.2),G D istheD -dim ensionalgravitationalconstantasin Eq.(A.1),and 
D � 2 isthe

(D � 2)-area ofa unitsphere,given by


p =
2�

p+ 1

2

�[(p+ 1)=2]
: (B.3)

W ith the de�nition ofthe AH m assgiven in (B.2),theequivalentto (B.1)m ustbe

M A H � M irr ; (B.4)

where M irr is the irreducible m ass ofthe produced M yers-Perry black hole { this is the

m assofa Schwarzschild-Tangherliniblack holehaving thesam ehorizon area astheM yers-

Perry black hole. Since itisde�ned in term softhe area ofthe M yers-Perry black hole it

isa function ofboth M and J.
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Equation (B.4) then represents the trapped surface bound on the m ass and angular

m om entum trapped in theblack holeduringproduction,with theequation oftheboundary

itselfbeing characterised by

M A H = M irr : (B.5)

To convert (B.5) into a boundary line in the (M ;J) plane (which can be scaled to a

boundary line in the (�;�)plane,using notation from Sect.2.2)we �rstneed an equation

fortheirreduciblem assofa M yers-Perry black holewith m assM and angularm om entum

J.Thism ay beextracted from the de�nition ofM irr:

A M yers� P erry(M ;J)= A Schw arzschild(M irr)= 
D � 2r
D � 2
S

(M irr): (B.6)

Com puting the lefthand sideof(B.6)using the M yers-Perry m etric [47],we �nd the link

between M ,J and M irr ofa M yers-Perry black hole:

r
D � 2
S

(M irr)= r
D � 3
S

(M )rH (M ;J): (B.7)

In the above,rH (M ;J)istheM yers-Perry horizon radius,given by

r
2
H (M ;J)+

�
(D � 2)J

2M

�2

= r
D � 3
H

(M )r5� D
H

(M ;J); (B.8)

whilstrS(M )isthe horizon radiusofa Schwarzschild-Tangherliniblack hole ofm assM ,

given by

rS(M )=

�
16�GD M

(D � 2)
D � 2

�1=(D � 3)

: (B.9)

W e now com bine equations(B.5)and (B.7)to show thata pointon thebound with m ass

M hashorizon radiusrH b(M )given by

rH b(M )=
r
D � 2
S

(M A H )

r
D � 3
S

(M )
: (B.10)

W e insert this result into equation (B.8),and then m ake repeated use ofequation (B.9)

to replace allrS sym bols in the resultby the explicit expression for this quantity. After

som e rearrangem ent,we discover that a point on the bound with m ass M has angular

m om entum Jb where

Jb(M )=
2M A H

(D � 2)

�
16�GD M A H

(D � 2)
D � 2

�1=(D � 3)q

(M =M A H )
D � 2 � 1 : (B.11)

Thisisan explicitequation forthetrapped surfaceboundary linein the(M ;J)plane.O ne

can rearrange(B.11)tom akeM thesubject,toobtain an alternativeform fortheequation

ofthe boundary line:

M b(J)= M A H

(

1+

�
(D � 2)J

2M A H

�2�
(D � 2)
D � 2

16�GD M A H

�2=(D � 3)
) 1=(D � 2)

: (B.12)
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To produce valid boundsfrom the approach of�nding an (M ;J) bound outlined above,

it is necessary that an arbitrary surface outside the AH in the slice used has a larger

area. Unfortunately,for the particular case ofthe Yoshino-Rychkov slice,this does not

hold.However,Yoshino and Rychkov found a di�erentarea,A lb,which they dem onstrated

would bea true lowerbound on A E H (A lb isequalto twice the area ofthe intersection of

the AH with the transverse collision plane). The calculation ofthe (M ;J) boundsthen

proceedsasdescribed above,with M lb and A lb replacing M A H and A A H in equations(B.1)

-(B.12).

The Yoshino-Rychkov slice should give the bestboundsin this case as well. This is

becausetheuseofthefuturem ostsliceoutsideregion IV should give thelargestAH areas

obtainableoutsidethisregion [22].Asaresult,oneexpectstogetthelargest,and therefore

strictest,lowerboundson M irr using thisslice.

C alculation ofthe m ass/angular m om entum boundary

Ifwe rewrite equation (B.12) in term s ofthe fractions ofinitialstate m ass and angular

m om entum � and �,replacing allMA H sym bolsin theequation by M lb (in accordancewith

the factthatthe Yoshino-Rychkov calculation usesthe latterquantity),then we obtain

�b(�)= �lb

(

1+

�
(D � 2)b

4�lb

�2�
(D � 2)
D � 2

32�GD ��lb

�2=(D � 3)
) 1=(D � 2)

: (B.13)

In (B.13),� stands for the energy ofeach colliding parton in the centre ofm ass fram e.

Thisequation can beused to calculate theYoshino-Rychkov bound �b(�)fora given band

D ,provided oneisable to obtain �lb forthe band D valuesused.

Theproblem ofim plem entingtheYoshino-Rychkov boundin CHARYBDIS2isthen oneof

ensuringthattheprogram hasam eansofobtaining�lbforallvaluesofD and b(5 � D � 11,

0 � b� bY R m ax(D )).Calculating�lbexactly(i.e.usingthefullanalyticm ethod)foragiven

b and D ,requires repeating the entire Yoshino-Rychkov calculation each tim e { i.e.�nd

theAH num erically,com putethearea ofitsintersection with thetransversecollision plane

A lb,and then convertthisto an �lb valueusing an equation sim ilarto (B.2).Im plem enting

the fullcalculation in CHARYBDIS2,to be repeated on an eventby eventbasis,would slow

down theprogram considerably.Instead,weusethe�lb vs.bdata �lesforD = 5 to D = 11

thathad already been generated by Yoshinoand Rychkov,and which wereused toproduce

theD = 5 to D = 11 plotsin �gure10 of[22].CHARYBDIS2 com putesthevalueof�lb fora

given band D by linearinterpolation on thepointsin thesedata �les.Linearinterpolation

providessu�cientaccuracy dueto the close spacing (in b)ofthepointsin the data �les.

C .D etails ofthe ‘constant angular velocity’bias

This section describes the im plem entation of the constant angular velocity bias in the

sim ulation ofthe black hole production phase. W ith the bias o� (CVBIAS=.FALSE.),the

valuesof(�,�)14 aresim ply thosegenerated from thelinearram p distributionsdescribed in

14
�;� are the trapped m ass and angular m om entum fractions passed to the routine which im poses the

Yoshino-Rychkov boundary condition.
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Sect.2.2.W hen thebiasisturned on,the(�;�)pointto bepassed to theYoshino-Rychkov

boundary routineisobtained in a m ore com plex fashion,which isoutlined below.

First,a pointisgenerated using the linearram p distributionsasbefore.The horizon

angularvelocity and a� valuecorrespondingtothepoint,
(�;�)and a�(�;�),arecalculated

usingthestandard equations,and com pared tothoseoftheinitialstate,
(1;1)anda �(1;1).

In particular,the quantities j
(�;�)� 
(1;1)j=
(1;1) and jlog[a �(�;�)=a�(1;1)]jare cal-

culated,and com pared to the valuesofthe constants� and � respectively (whose values

willbe discussed shortly).Note thatj
(�;�)� 
(1;1)j=
(1;1) and jlog[a �(�;�)=a�(1;1)]j

are essentially both m easures ofthe di�erences between the values at the point and the

initialstate values.

The point is then assigned a num ber �(�;�) between 0 and 1,whose value largely

dependson whetherboth j
(�;�)� 
(1;1)j=
(1;1)� �and jlog[a �(�;�)=a�(1;1)]j� �or

not(i.e. whether
(�;�)and a�(�;�)are su�ciently close to 
(1;1)and a �(1;1)ornot).

Ifone or both ofthe conditions are not satis�ed,then the point is assigned a constant

k < 1 (asde�ned below). Ifboth conditionsare satis�ed,the pointisassigned the value

ofa function �(�;�). The function �(�;�) has the key properties k < �(�;�) � 1,and

approaches1 as
(�;�)getscloserto 
(1;1). The detailsofourchoicesfork and �(�;�)

willbediscussed shortly.

A random num ber� isgenerated according to a uniform distribution between 0 and 1.

If�(�;�)> � then the pointisaccepted,otherwise itisrejected. Ifthe pointisrejected,

further(�;�)pointshave to be generated by the ram p distributions,and putthrough the

aboveprocedure,untilapointisaccepted.The�nalpointispassed totheYoshino-Rychkov

boundary routine.

It is reasonably clear that this procedure for generating a (�;�) point (to be passed

to theYoshino-Rychkov boundary routine)isequivalentto a procedurewhich generatesa

pointfrom abiased probability distribution oftheform asserted in Sect.2.2.Tobespeci�c,

the biased probability distribution resem blesthe basic ram p probability distribution,but

allpointswhose
and a � valuesaresu�ciently closeto thoseoftheinitialstatehavehad

theirprobabilitiesenhanced.Theenhancem entisgreaterthe closer
(�;�)isto 
(1;1).

W e now discuss our choices for the function and the param eters used in the above

procedure. A suitable choice forthe function �(�;�),which has the properties stated,is

based on theBreit-W ignerform (note thatwe introducea further’width’param eter�):

�(�;�)=
�2=4

([
(�;�)� 
(1;1)]=
(1;1))2 + �2=4
: (C.1)

The constant k m ay then be �xed by im posing continuity on �(�;�),such that the

biased probability distribution represented by the above procedure does not possess any

sudden jum ps.Notethatwehopethedividingcurvesbetween theenhanced region and the

unenhanced regionsto be j
(�;�)� 
(1;1)j=
(1;1)= � on eitherside ofthe ‘connected’

curve 
(�;�) = 
(1;1) (which is connected to the point � = 1;� = 1). As explained in

them ain text,thea� condition isonly presentto rem oveprobability enhancem entaround

theother‘disconnected’
(�;�)= 
(1;1)curve,and should notinterferewith theangular

velocity based enhancem entaround therightcurve.
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O n the basisofthese assum ptions,continuity of�(�;�)isassured by taking

k = �(�;�)jj
(�;�)� 
(1;1)j=
(1;1)= � =
�2=4

� 2 + �2=4
: (C.2)

Note thatwith thischoice of�(�;�)and k,� is a constant which sets the ‘width’ofthe

probability peak around the connected 
(�;�) = 
(1;1) curve,and the ‘height’ofthis

peak.Thesm aller�is,thesharperand strongerthe probability enhancem entaround the

appropriate curve. The default value of� is 0.4 for a probability enhancem ent which is

nottoo strong -however,the value ofthisvariable could potentially bechanged.

The valuesof� and � were chosen by looking ata large num berofindividual(b;D )

cases used by CHARYBDIS2,and trying to �nd a suitable com bination ofvalues thatgave

enhancem entofasuitableregion only around theconnected curve.Thisprocedureresulted

in the choice �= 0:2 and �= 0:4 (these valuesshould notbe changed,assm allchanges

can cause drastic changesin the regionswheretheprobability isenhanced).

A �nalcom m entisappropriate explaining the slightly peculiarform ofthe a� condi-

tion forprobability enhancem ent{ jlog[a�(�;�)=a�(1;1)]j� �.Thereason forthisform is

because,when trying to �nd a condition thatdiscrim inated pointsaround the connected

curvefrom thosearound thedisconnected curve,wenoticed thatthosearound thediscon-

nected curve,had a� valuesthatwereoneorderofm agnitude(orm ore)away from thea�

valuesofthe pointsaround the connected curve.To rem ove the enhancem entaround the

disconnected curve,a condition based on thelogarithm oftheratio a�(�;�)=a�(1;1)isthen

m ore appropriate.

D .Evaluation ofspheroidalw ave functions

In apaperby Leaver[92]thespheroidalwavefunctionsforarbitrary spin areexpanded asa

seriesin x = cos� around x = � 1.In thispaperthereisan extraparam eterwhich can take

eithersign.W e can alternatively expand around x = + 1.So in general,we can construct

three m ore expansions. Even though allfour ofthem converge uniform ly in x 2 [� 1;1],

the num ericalerrorsbehave di�erently ifwe considera �xed region.Thereforeitisuseful

to look atalltheoptionsand usedi�erentexpansionsfordi�erentregions.Theonly extra

com plication willbeto m atch them in a com m on region.

Thepossibleexpansionsare

S
s;p

k
(c;x)= e

px (1+ x)
�
(1� x)

�

+ 1X

n= 0

bn (1+ sx)
n

(D.1)

where �;� are chosen as to reproduce the correct behaviour around the regular singular

pointsx = � 1,

� =

�
�
�
�

m � h

2

�
�
�
� ; � =

�
�
�
�

m + h

2

�
�
�
� ; (D.2)
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and s= � 1 forexpansionsaround x = � 1 and x = 1 respectively.Substituting into (3.12)

we obtain the recurrencerelation (forn > 0),

bn =

�
1

2
+

�1

n + �
�

�2

n(n + �)

�

bn� 1 +

�

1+



n

�
sp

n + �
bn� 2 (D.3)

and the sim plifying condition p2 = c2 ) p = � c. W e can set b� 1 = 0 and choose the

norm alisation b0 = 1.Theparam etersabove are given by the following expressions:

� = �(s+ 1)+ �(1� s)

�1 =
�(1� s)+ �(1+ s)� 1� 4sp

2

�2 =
A k + h(h + 1)+ c2 � (� + �)(� + � + 1)

2
+ � + �

+ p[�(s+ 1)+ �(s� 1)� s+ shsign(p)]


 = � + � � 1+ hsign(p): (D.4)

For alm ostallvaluesofA k,the ratio bn+ 1=bn in (D.3) goesto 1=2 asn ! 1 . So asthe

orderincreases,therem ainderwillbehave as(when N ! 1 )

+ 1X

n= N

bn (1+ sx)
n
! bN (1+ sx)

N 2

1� sx
; (D.5)

which divergesatx = sand goesexponentially fasterto zero aswem ovecloserto x = � s.

So ifwedo nottuneto particularvaluesofA k thisishow thenum ericalerrorswillbehave.

However, from the analytical point of view we still want to have an expansion which

convergesuniform ly,which isnotthe case in generalassuggested by (D.5).Therefore we

need to know how theratio bn+ 1=bn behavesforlargen.Following [110]wedeterm inethis

by assum ing thatforlarge n

bn+ 1

bn
�

bn

bn� 1
� k(n)+ ::: (D.6)

where :::denotes subleading contributions. Inserting this in (D.3) and solving for k we

gettwo possiblebehaviours

k(n)�

(
1

2
+

2sp

n

�
2sp

n

!

(
1

2

0
: (D.7)

Itisstraightforward to check thatuniform convergence forx 2 [� 1;1]isonly achieved in

thesecond case.A solution with theseconvergencepropertiesiscalled a m inim alsequence

solution [92].Furtherm ore,thereisa theorem (seeTheorem 1.1 of[111]and thereasoning

in [110])which ensuresthatthe sequence obtained from the eigenvalue problem in (D.3),

with theinitialconditionsgiven above,isam inim alsequence.Therefore,afterdeterm ining

the eigenvalue we can com pute thesolution (up to a norm alisation)by �xing b0 = 1.

However,from thenum ericalpointofview,asm allerrorin theeigenvaluesim pliesthat

bn+ 1=bn willfailto go to zero when num erically evaluated through (D.3).So therem ainder
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willactually behave as(D.5),since in practice we are approxim ating theeigenfunction by

a nearby function,forwhich the sequenceofexpansion coe�cientsbehavesasa dom inant

solution of(D.3)when n islarge15.Thusthenum ericalradiusofconvergence willbea bit

sm allerand the expansion willfailatx = s.

W e avoid the above convergence problem by using two expansions,one around each

singular point x = � 1, and then m atching the norm alisation in a region where both

convergeappropriately.A sim pleprocedureform atching followsfrom theobservation that

S+ = AS�

) logjAj= logjS+ j� logjS� j ; (D.8)

whereA isa constantand S� denotesexpansion around x = � 1 respectively.W ecan �nd

jAjby averaging the quantity on the right-hand side overan overlap region.Furtherm ore

we can estim ate the relative m atching errorthrough the quadratic deviation,

�jAj

jAj
= �logjAj

�

q


log2jAj

�
� hlogjAji

2
(D.9)

where h:::idenotesaverage overthe pointsused.In practice we use pointsin the overlap

region x 2 [� 0:25;0:25].

For the expansions above to be usefulwe need to estim ate an order oftruncation,

ntrunc.A sim ple condition isthatthe ratio ofconsecutive term sbn+ 1=bn isapproxim ately

constant above the order oftruncation. This is equivalent (in the region sx < 0 where

thereisstrong convergence)to an exponentially suppressed upperbound on therem ainder

when ntrunc islarge (see (D.5)).From thisand (D.3)

ntrunc � m axf[j+ jhj+ 4c];[
p
jA kj+ jhj(jhj+ 1)+ (c+ jm j+ 2jhj+ 3)2]g : (D.10)

An initialestim ate ofthe truncation error is obtained from (D.5). Another criterion for

truncation isthatthe�rstneglected higherorderterm issm allcom pared to thetruncated

sum .

In practice,afterthe spheroidalfunction iscalculated with a certain truncation,then

ten m oreterm sin theseriesareincluded and thetwo estim atesarecom pared.Sim ultane-

ously,the �rstneglected term iscom pared with the estim ate forthe sum . Ifthese errors

are stilllarge then ten m ore term s are calculated. This procedure is repeated untilthe

desired accuracy isobtained.

To com pute the eigenvalues A k e�ciently, the recurrence relation can be put in a

sym m etric tridiagonalform by perform ing a change ofbasis,

an = xnbn (D.11)

15
Seeforexam ple[111]fora discussion ofnum ericalissueswhen generating m inim alsequenceswhich are

solutionsofthree-term recursion relations.
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such thatthecoe�cientoftheb n� 2 term fora certain ordern isthesam easthecoe�cient

ofthe bn� 1 term atordern � 1.Thisispossibleif

xn =

s

n(n + �)

� sp(n + 1+ 
)
xn� 1 =

s

n(n + �)

c(n + 1+ 
)
xn� 1 ; (D.12)

werewehavetaken (withoutlossofgenerality)x0 = 1 and theconvenientchoicep = � sc.

Furtherm ore we checked thatxn 6= 0 8n � 1,so the transform ation iswellde�ned. Thus

the recurrencerelation takestheform

p
cn(n + �)(n + 1+ 
)an � n

�
n + �

2
+ �1

�

an� 1

+
p
c(n � 1)(n � 1+ �)(n + 
)an� 2 = � �2an� 1: (D.13)

Thisisa tridiagonalsym m etric eigenvalue problem which can be solved num erically very

e�ciently,by starting with a truncation order(asestim ated above)and checking forpre-

cision by repeating thecalculation with som e m orecorrections.

E.D ecom position ofspheroidalw aves into plane w aves

It is wellknown (see for exam ple [112]) that in the m assless lim it,the Dirac �elds de-

com poses into two independent�elds with helicities h = � 1. Ifwe denote each ofthose

2-com ponentspinorsby 	 h,then theirequationsofm otion in 
atspace becom e

(@t+ h� � @)	h = 0 ; (E.1)

where � = (�1;�2;�3) are the Paulim atrices. Then whichever spatialcoordinates x we

decideto use,the�eld operatorwillhavetheexpansion (in term sofpositiveand negative

energy solutions)

	̂ h =
X

�

1
p
2!�

h

âh;� h;�(x)e
� i!� t+ b̂

y

h;�
 � h;�(x)e

i!� t
i

; (E.2)

where âh;�;̂b
y

h;�
are respectively,the usualferm ionic annihilation and creation operators

forparticlesand anti-particles;� isan unspeci�ed com pletesetofquantum num bers; h;�

are spinorialnorm alm odes(! + ih� � @) h;� = 0,norm alised according to

Z

d3x 
y

h;�
 h0;�0 = �h;h0�(�;�

0); (E.3)

� isa Dirac delta function such that

X

�0

f(�0)�(�;�0)= f(�); (E.4)

and thesum sign can representintegration forcontinuousquantum num bers.Sim ilarly to

K lein-G ordon theory,itispossibleto de�nea scalarproductbetween 2-spinors ;� using

a bilateralderivative:

( ;�)= i

Z

d
3
x

�

 
y
@t� � @t 

y
�

�

: (E.5)
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Then we �nd an expression forthe operators

âh;� =

�

 h;�e
� i!�t;	̂ h

�

(E.6)

b̂
y

h;�
=

�

 � h;�e
i!�t;	̂ h

�

: (E.7)

	 h can also beexpanded in a basisofspinorswith a di�erentsetofquantum num bers
,

which m ay be associated with a di�erentchoice ofcoordinates. The previousexpressions

willthen give a Bogoliubov transform ation between operatorsin one basisand theother:

âh;� =
X




1
p
2!


h�
 h;�e

� i!�t; h;
e
� i!
t

�
âh;
 +

�
 h;�e

� i!�t; � h;
e
i!
t

�
b̂
y

h;


i

(E.8)

b̂
y

h;�
=
X




1
p
2!


h�
 � h;�e

i!�t; h;
e
� i!
t

�
âh;
 +

�
 � h;�e

i!�t; � h;
e
i!
t

�
b̂
y

h;


i

:(E.9)

The second term ofthe �rstexpansion,and the �rstterm in the second one willbe zero.

This is because they are responsible for particle creation,which does not occur in this

change ofbasis,given that we are in the sam e Lorentz fram e in M inkowskispace-tim e.

Thiscan beseen explicitly forourcaseofa transform ation between planewavestatesand

spheroidalstates. Firstnote thatin the K innersley basisthe plane wave spinorstake the

form [113]

�
+
p
=

 

ei
~�

2 cos
�p

2
cos�

2
� e� i

~�

2 sin
�p

2
sin �

2

ei
~�

2 cos
�p

2
sin �

2
+ e� i

~�

2 sin
�p

2
cos�

2

!

; (E.10)

�
�
p
=

 

ei
~�

2 cos
�p

2
sin �

2
+ e� i

~�

2 sin
�p

2
cos�

2

ei
~�

2 cos
�p

2
cos�

2
� e� i

~�

2 sin
�p

2
sin �

2

!

; (E.11)

where 
p = (�p;�p) de�nes the orientation of the m om entum vector p, ~� = � � �p

and we have om itted the eip� xdependence. As long as we are looking at a �xed plane

wave,� can be shifted by choosing a new origin,which am ounts to setting �p = 0. The

upper/lower com ponent of��
p
has the interesting property ofbeing invariant under the

exchange �p $ �.Using the asym ptotic form (3.4)forthe Cartesian coordinatesin term s

ofspheroidalcoordinateswe obtain

p � x = cos�p cos�
p
(ar)2 + c2 + arsin�p sin� cos� ; (E.12)

which is again sym m etric under the exchange of�’s. O n the other hand,the spheroidal

spinorsin theK innersley basishave the form [29]

�
�
�
= e

im �

 
� R

�
j;m

(r)S
�

1

2
;j;m

(c;cos�)

+ R
�
j;m

(r)S 1

2
;j;m

(c;cos�)

!

: (E.13)

W e are seeking for a relation between plane waves and spheroidalwaves. This can be

achieved by writing down the generaldecom position

�
�
p
e
ip:x =

X

j;m

c�(p)�
�

�
(x); (E.14)
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where now � = f!;j;m g. Butwe know thatthe upper/lowercom ponentofthe lefthand

side spinorwith helicity � isinvariantunderexchange of�’s,so the c� prefactorm ustbe

proportionalto the upper/lower spheroidalfunction with argum ent �p. Furtherm ore we

putback the �p dependenceby shifting � to obtain

�
h
p
e
ip:x =

X

j;m

~c� � S
?
� h;j;m (c;
p)�

h
�(x); (E.15)

where the �p dependence in S?
� h;j;m

(c;
p) is im plicit. An integralrelation is obtained

when m ultiplying by an appropriatespinor,integrating overx and usingthenorm alisation

condition (E.3)

Z

d
3x�h

0

� (x)�
h
p
e
ip:x = ~c� � S

?
� h;j;m (c;
p)�h;h0�(! � !p): (E.16)

Finally,wecan usethisin the Bogoliubov transform ationsto obtain

â
y

h;�
/

Z

d
p � S� h;j;m (c;
p )̂a
y

h;p
(E.17)

b̂
y

h;�
/

Z

d
p � S
?
h;j;m (c;
p )̂b

y

h;p
; (E.18)

where the prefactorisindependentofthe angularvariables. These expressionsshow how

a state ofa particle/anti-particle with helicity h decom posesinto plane wave states with

thesam ehelicity and m om entum orientations
p.Theprobability ofa certain orientation

isgiven by thesquarem odulusofthe spheroidalfunction with spin weight� h.

Sincem asslessscalar,spinorand vectorperturbationsallfollow thesam em asterequa-

tion,theseconclusionsapply sim ilarly to the rem aining cases.
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