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The second quantization of scalar and neutrino fields in the Kerr metric is discussed, and an
instability to spontaneous emission is found in the scalar and neutrino cases. The dependence of these
results on assumptions about the vacuum state is discussed, as is the semiclassical origin of this

creation.

Of interest recently has been the problem of
defining a consistent second quantization procedure
on a given nonflat spacetime.'”® One of the key
difficulties in any such procedure is the physical
interpretation of such a procedure, or in other
words, of interpreting the results in terms of
particles or antiparticles. In the case of a time-
varying background spacetime, one does not ex-
pect the concept of a single particle to be an in-
variant concept; the changing background gravita-
tional field could be expected to create particles.
Such could be the case even in a stationary gravi-
tational field. We know that a stationary electro-
magnetic field will, if strong enough, produce
(charged) particles out of the vacuum. Similarly,
a stationary gravitational field might be expected
to produce particles out of the vacuum.

Furthermore, we know from quantum electro-
dynamics that a background charge distribution
can polarize the vacuum, leading to nonzero
“vacuum” expectation values. One could expect
a gravitational field to also induce vacuum polar-
ization effects,® leading to nonzero “vacuum” ex-
pectation values. In particular, renormalization
by normal ordering is no longer a valid procedure,
as it is equivalent to the assumption that all field
expectation values in the vacuum state are zero.
We wish to calculate exactly these vacuum expec-
tation values. Any renormalization procedure in
general relativity must be covariant, and be based
on physical assumptions (rather than just a desire
to make various quantities finite). In homogeneous
cosmologies Parker and Fulling* and Zel’dovich
and Starobinskii® have defined a procedure for
renormalizing the energy-momentum tensor. The
physical assumptions leading to their results are,
however, obscure to this author.

We will therefore make no attempt at renormal-
ization, instead examining quantities which give
already finite results. In particular we shall ex-
amine the vacuum expectation value of the radial
flow of energy and angular momentum in the Kerr
vacuum for massless scalar and neutrino field.

The third section will discuss the limitation of
our procedure, especially in light of the difficulty
in defining a physically reasonable vacuum state.

I. NULL SCALAR FIELDS

The formal second quantization of the scalar
field has been done in many places before (e.g.,
Fulling®), and we will just sketch the procedure.

The scalar Lagrangian is given by’

£= V-g (3%,® ,g"" -t R®*&)4°x ,

%0 = const

(1.1)

where R is the Ricci scalar g*?R .

(This Lagrangian is the conformal Lagrangian.®
Our results would be essentially the same if the
term proportional to R were omitted.)

The momenta 7, 7* conjugate to the fields &, &*
are defined by

oL
T= "o :\/_.ggoﬂq)ikﬂ’
5(0®/0x°) (1.2)
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The Hamiltonian is
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plus the complex conjugate of the§e. These are
equivalent to the second-order differential equa-
tion for &

(®,,8"),, +sR®=0. ‘ (1.5)

Defining the state functional V(&)=(.%) we can
define an inner product

(V(2,), V(2,))=(2,, &)

=%if (m,®, — FT¥)d°x
x°= const

=§if\/—gg°“(c1>2*'“c1>1—<I>;<I>1,p)d3x.

(1.8)
The Hamiltonian operator defined via (1.4) by
oV
HV=i 20 (1.7)

can be shown to be Hermitian with respect to this
inner product (1.6).
The symmetry of (1.1) under the multiplication

® by ¢'® and &* by e~*® leads by Noether’s theorem

to the conserved current,
Jy=5i(®%, &~ 3*P ). (1.8a)
If & is a solution to (1.5), then

(@, <I>>=f V=g Jd*x. (1.8b)
xo= const
The energy-momentum tensor is defined as®
74
To™5gm

‘%<¢*®-#:v+¢q’fuzv)
-3(R,,-58,R)®*®],

I=f£dx°. (1.9)

T,y is trace-free, symmetric, and divergence-
free.
We now specialize to the Kerr metric, which,
in Boyer-Lindquist coordinates,® is
52
ds?=— %drz - 2d6® -~ s1_;19_[ dt — (v? +a®)d o

+-§(dt —ado)?,

A=y —2Mr +a®, Z=7>+a’cos®6. (1.10)
This metric has two Killing vectors, given by

=0}, £=0

&=

(we here use ¢, ¢ as indices rather than as coor-

dinate values).

0
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By definition, the Lie derivative of the metric
with respect to these two vectors is zero.
Noether’s theorem now gives the conserved cur-
rents

1

28" (8%, £, @ +(£,,9%)2, ]
- £f(3%,® ~5R®*D),

Sk=1g""[2%, 2, @ +(2,8%)0,, ]
- £/(8%,® P+5 RO*S).

Auz
E

(1.11)

(These are obtained by taking the Lie derivative
of the Lagrangian density, and using the Euler-
Lagrange equations to eliminate terms containing
5L/6® and 6L/6d*.)

From the energy-momentum tensor (1.9) we
obtain an additional set of conserved currents:

SE=T", &, Sk=T" &,. (1.12)

The two currents S* and S* will differ by a diver-
gence of a twoform, namely

SH_SH=L[Elrg X 3* B+ B (B%)], . (1.13)

(We use R uv=0, and square bracket superscripts
indicate antisymmetrization.)

The Killing vector &} is timelike far from the
black hole. However, near the black hole
[v <M +(M? - a® cos®6)"/?] this Killing vector be-
comes spacelike. On the other hand, we find that
near the black hole, (&} +wyé&l) is timelike but
becomes spacelike as ¥ -, [wy=a/2Mr,, 7,
=M +(M? - a®)*?].

We will define our normal modes by the require-
ment that

(1.14a)

By (1.2) and (1.7), and noting that in Boyer-
Lindquist coordinates Lepg= 8¢/dt, this equation
becomes

HV(p)=wV(p).

£§:t(p=—iw<p.

(1.14p)

(This holds only because in this coordinate system
the metric is time-independent.) The normal
modes are here the eigenmodes of the operator

H. Given two normal modes, ¢,, ¢,, we find

<V((p1); HV(‘PZ)): <HV((P1); V(§02)>

or
(wz - w)lk)< V((Pz), V(¢1)>= 0 )

i.e., the inner product is zero unless w,=w} As
the inner product is not positive definite, we can-
not therefore conclude that w must be real. In
particular, it is possible that there exist (bounded)
solutions to (1.14b) with Im(w) >0, corresponding
to unstable growing modes. Such modes would
have to have zero norm under our inner product.
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No analytic proof exists at present that such un-
stable modes are impossible in the Kerr metric
(except for the axisymmetric case). Detweiler
and Ipser® have done a computer search, however,
and have found no such unstable modes for any
value of a. We shall hereafter assume this result.
(A similar result for electromagnetic and gravita-
tional perturbations has been found by Press and
Teukolsky'® and Hawking.'!)

Since the two Killing vectors commute, we can
simultaneously define angular modes by

Leh@=—img (m integer).

Equation (1.5) now becomes a completely separable
equation.’?* Letting

o(w,m, x) =R(r)S(9)e " imPe-ivt

we find
1d ,4 (w(72+a2)+am>2 k? B
[AdrAdr+ N LN (r)=0, 115
1 d d m )2]
=& . S(6) = k2S(6) .
[Sln@ dQSInGd (wasln9+sin9 (6) k (9)
- 1 ‘g"“‘"+A (wmk)e‘w’
B G %\ Bormebent,
iwr
R_(#)~ 1 f B_(w,m,k)e ,

[2n0(r* +a®) ]2 X 1 LA (wmk)e iorf

The R, solution represents a wave originating
at infinity, with no component coming out of the
black hole, whereas R_ is a solution originating
purely from out of the black hole. Another way
of phrasing this is that at the horizon R, is purely
ingoing [as can be seen by making a wave packet,

Sl

Using this and noting that if R is a solution then
so is its complex conjugate R*, we find

1-]4,]2=20% g |2 (1.19a)
-— 2: w 2
1-lA|?=———|B_|*, (1.19b)

(w+mwy)B,A*=-wB*A,, (1.19¢)

k? is a separation constant, a function of w, m,
and some positive integer, determined by the re-
quirement that S(6) be regular at 6=0, 7.

S(6) is in fact just a spheroidal™® harmonic which
we normalize so that S(6) is real and

fszw) sin6d6=(2m)"!

Upon defining a new radial parameter # by

ar _r*+ad’
dr A

the radial equation becomes

1 d, ., 4
[ 27 7t g5

r2+a

am \? RZA .
+ (w + 72+a2> - (72+a2)2] R(#)=0. (1.16)
This equation has two linearly independent solu-
tions, which we choose to be defined asymptotical-
ly by

;-..oo
V=,

w=w+mwy, (1.17)
7 =

.
V-0

[ ey (& 2+ &)R () Bolf) - (%(72 ca) R P) R,(7)] 0.

and realizing that the velocity of this wave packet
near the black hole is given by —o@/8w, or by
noticing that R, is regular on the future horizon
(see Misner')], whereas R. is purely outgoing
at infinity.

If R, R, are solutions of (1.15), then

(1.18)

(w+mwy)B,=wB_. (1.194)

Equation (1.19a) implies that if w(w +mwy) <0,
|A,|2>1. In other words, the amplitude of the
reflected wave is larger than that of the incident
wave. This is the phenomenon of superradiance,
first noticed by Misner'* and by Zeldovich'* and
discussed by Bekenstein,'® Press and Teukolsky,®
and others.
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Defining A=+, -,

§+1, A=+, w>0) or (A==, >0)

-1, otherwise (1.20)

k(w,m, )=
and
@(w,m, k2, x)=e" ™ ™S (w, m, k, O)R(\,w, m R, ¥)
we find that
(p(w,m, R, N), p(w’,m', k', X)) = k(w, m, X)5(w - w’)
X 8 i Oprr O v
(1.21)

[the 6(w — w’) term arises formally from the
Hermiticity of H, while the x(w,m, X)d,, term is
determined by examining the norm for wave pack-
ets in the limit as ¢{-—].

We now formally second quantize this scalar
field. The fields &(x), II(x) become operators, the
complex conjugation being replaced by Hermitian
conjugation. &(x), II(x) obey the commutation re-
lations (with x°=5°)

[8(x), ®"()]=[1(x), 1" (y)]=[&(x),17(5)]=0,
(1.22)
[8(x), 1(¥)]=i6(x, 3),

and similarly for the Hermitian conjugates.
5®)(x, y) is the three dimensional Dirac & function

f 8°(x, ) (3) Ay =£(x).

0=30= const

These relations are consistent with the equations
of motion (1.4) (see Fulling?).
Annihilation operators are defined by

a(w, m, \, k) =(®, p(w,m, 1\, k), K(w,m,)\)>0

(1.23a)
b (w,m, N, k)= (&, p(-w, -m, A\, k)Y, k(w,m,A)<0.
(1.23b)

Using (1.22) and (1.21) we find that these obey the
commutation relation

[alw, m, A, ), a¥(w’,m/, X', k)] = 6(w = @)0 38 i O’ 5

(1.24)
[b(w, m, A, &), BT (w’,m!, X", k") ] = 6(w = @')85 8 1y O -

Had we defined a or b differently in (1.23) [i.e.,
defined a by (1.23a) for w >0 rather than x(w, m, \)
>0], we would have found the wrong commutation
relations here for a, a’. The normalization of the
normal modes leads us naturally to this definition
for the creation and annihilation operators.

We can now define the “vacuum” state |0) by
the requirement that a|0) =5|0) =0 for all a, b,

and investigate the properties of this state.
Using Eq. (1.12b) we define an energy-current
operator,

eh(x) =s&"tf(e’,, o }+{27,, & }
-38,,10], 8- 38", 8 ..,
- e, e); (1.25)

{, }indicates the anticommutator. This factor
ordering is chosen so as to make the equations
symmetric in & and &*. Had we chosen the com-
mutator, &} would have been a trivial infinite
constant.

Now examine the vacuum expectation value of
this current. The time component will in general
be infinite (just as in flat spacetime). We will,
however, examine the component (0| & ;|0) which,
far from the black hole, will represent an energy
flow out of the black hole. In particular, the total
energy gain by of the black hole is

_4E _ V=g(0|&5|0)déd¢ .

dt 7 ,tconst

(1.26)

The field & can be expanded in normal modes and
creation and annihilation operators:

<I>(x)=2f

m k(wmX\)>0

dw Z [a(w,m, k)p(w,m, k, A, X)
. +b0T(w,m, B, 2)
X @(=w; =m, k, A, x)].
(1.27)

Substituting into (1.25) and using (1.24), the nor-
malization of the angular functions, and the as-
ymptotic form of the normal modes (1.17), we
find

dE _ f 2<|A+(w,k,m)l2—1
_dt~zm: dwka 21| w]

IB-(w,k,M)|2>

T 2nw+mwy ’

(1.28a)
From (1.19) the integrand is zero unless
w(w+mwy) <0:
dE 3,
—— === dw |w 1-]A,(w,m,k)|?].
T el D=4 m )
(1.28b)

This is a negative quantity, indicating a constant
outflow of energy from the black hole.

A detailed examination of the radial equation
shows that for the superradiant waves, (w+mwg)w
<0, there always exists a potential barrier with
height «k? implying that 1 - |A,|2~0(e~*°) for
some a. As k2 |m/2| for the superradiant waves,
the integral (1.28) will converge. The dominant
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contribution to the energy flow will come from
the low-order modes (w~wy, m ~1). The integral
will therefore be of order wy®.

A similar calculation for the radial flow of angu-
lar momentum gives

dL 1 f ( w > 5
— == dom|+— )(1-[A.]?),
at zm: wt mwy) w<o [w] ( 4.1

(
(1.29)

which will give a result of order +wg. The angular

momentum of the black hole is —Ma. This term

therefore represents a decrease in the absolute

value of the angular momentum of the black hole.
The area of the black hole, A, is equal to

8m[M?*+(M* - M?a*)?|=4ra/wy=4rL/Mwy

(see Ref. 17). The half-life of the black hole for
radiating away its angular momentum is there-
fore of order MA. As the age of the universe is
only ~10% (=10'° years),” MA must be ~10° or
M ~10%' (~10'® g) (see Ref. 19) for this process to
be significant on time scales of the age of the
universe. Any astrophysical black hole is much
larger than this (M ~10% g), indicating that this
quantum instability would have a negligible effect.
However, for the tiny black holes postulated by
Hawking, ' this effect could be significant, and
such small black holes would probably not be
spinning.

Let us now examine the energy and angular mo-
mentum current for a single particle sent into
the black hole from infinity. The state corre-
sponding to this particle (which we will assume
has a fixed value of m and of k2; see Ref. 20) is

[p) =f dw a(w) a’ (w,m, &)|0)

w>0

=9 m, k)|0), (1.30)

where
f | a(w)|?dw=1.

The energy current into the black hole in this
state is given by

dE ”
G|, =) E@Ietinasas

=ff:g«o| [, &5t 0)

+(0[@%[u, uT] |0))dode

- [l 1%, &g W oyasag - 22|

(1.31)

Using the definition of &3 (1.25) and the expansion
of & in normal modes [Eq. (1.27)], the first term
becomes

f\/?g 52<fa(w)<p(w,m,k)dw>d6d¢>
= [olt - 14u(@,m, 0] o),
(1.32)

where S (¢) is defined by Egs. (1.12) and (1.9),
i.e., this term is just the current one would as-
sociate with a nonquantized field

foz(w)q)(w,m, k)dw. The total energy carried into
the black hole by this particle is

dE
di

dE

7 = [ ot - A0, m, D)) ()| do.

[0
(1.33)

If a(w) is appreciable only for w such that
w(w+mwy) <0, this expression will be negative,
i.e., this state will cause a net decrease in energy
of the black hole. [If we had chosen an antiparticle
state [B(w)b"(wm?)|0) instead, the same results
would have been obtained. ]

We can define a charge current vector operator:

Sy=3i{e,, ot -{2", & ,}. (1.34)

The net charge carried into the black hole by the
state p is given by

B - [V=2 137 Ipraods
= [ =z (ol112, 871, 47]10)
+(0|37|0oNdede . (1.35)
We find
dQ _ .
“ 10)—fﬁ§<ols |0yd6as
B 1-|A,(w,m, k)2
g_fdw:;kw< |w]
| B_(w, kym)|?
* | w+mwy| )
(1.36)

But from the structure of the radial equation
(1.15), A (w,m,k)=A (-~w, -m,k), B_(w,m,k)
=B_(-w, -m, k), and this integral is zero. [In
fact, because of the reality of Eq. (1.5) the vacuum
expectation value of the current can be shown to
be zero everywhere.]| The first term in (1.35) be-
comes
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f@‘zifrw— a*(@law) [ dodo [(57 ¢*(w,m, k’) olw',m, k) = *(w,m, B) L p(w', m, kﬂ : (1.37)

The net charge carried down the black hole by this
particle is

so- [,

:f) dwla(w)lzT—g—l—[l— |A, (w,m, k)|?].

(1.38)

If a(w) is again dominant only in the superradiant
modes, this charge current will represent a net
charge flow out of the black holes. Had we used
a state of the form [dwB(w)b"(w,m,%)[0), we
would have found

AQ=[ dwlﬁ(w)P(ﬁ) (1- A, (-0, -m,B)|*],

w0 |w|
(1.39)

i.e., if 3(w) = a(w) this would have been just the
negative of (1.38). (The particles whose creation
operators are b carry opposite charge to those
with creation operator a'.)

The total charge g of one of these solutions is

q=f\/:§<l>l Fo|pydix=+1

for the states |p)= [ a(w)a’(w,m,k)|0) and g=-1
for |p)= [B(w)b*(w, m, k)| 0).

Sending a positively charged particle into the
black hole in a superradiant mode decreases the
charge of the black hole.

One can define “out” creation and annihilation

J

r

operators in a similar manner to the “in” opera-
tors already defined. The basic “out” normal
modes are now defined by their behavior at future
infinity and at the future horizon. Positive fre-
quency is defined for the outgoing states (no flow
into the future horizon) by demanding that they
behave as e “(e'“"* +A, e *“"") near infinity
with w >0. Similarly, the ingoing positive fre-
quency states (no flow out to infinity) behave as

e ®(e%"" + A_e*1?"") near the horizon with @ >0.
Expanding & in these normal modes will give the
associated “out” creation and annihilation opera-
tors. The “in” vacuum |0) will not be annihilated
by the “out” annihilation operators, but will rather
correspond to a coherent superposition of “out”
particle states. This can be interpreted as parti-
cle creation by the black hole.

The second quantization procedure for electro-
magnetic and gravitational perturbations will
probably differ very little from those for scalar
waves except for the additional problem of gauge.
In both, an inner product for solutions of the field
equations is defined [i.e., the generalizations of
(1.6); see Ref. 21]. For the electromagnetic equa-
tions, with two solutions for the vector potential,
AP AL it is

Ay, A=i [

X “=const

‘/—__é—rgOu(AikvAz[p w1

—A¥ A dx. (1.40)

For gravitational perturbations #,,, %,,, of the
background metric g,,, the inner product is

<h1’ h2>=fV_ggw[kfas(Zkzau;B_kzaﬁ;u+%ga8k2y¥:u)-k2ae(2kikau;ﬂ_ki’(aﬂ:u+%ga8kzly:u)]d3x)

Both the electromagnetic and the gravitational
inner products are gauge-independent in source-
free spacetimes, i.e.,

<A1;1+A,mA2a>= (Alu’A2a>y

<h1uu+ ‘g(u;u)’ h2a8>= (hmu, hzaﬁ)

(parentheses in subscript denote symmetrization).
The normalization of the normal modes will
again indicate a natural definition of creation and
annihilation operators. Both fields also super-
radiate, which will lead to particle creation and

Buy=hy,—38,,h%. (141

r

an energy flow out to infinity.

From where does this particle creation arise?
In the case of a static electromagnetic field, the
positive and negative virtual charges in the vacuum
can be thought of as being pulled apart by the
electrostatic field. But for particles in the gravi-
tational field, all masses are attracted by a grav-
itational field. In the case of the Kerr metric,
however, there is a strong gravitational spin-
orbit coupling between the orbiting particles and
the spin of the black hole. Near the black hole,
this spin orbit coupling becomes strong enough to
create negative energy (as seen from infinity)
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orbits (see, for example, Carter®). It is the
possibility of decay into such orbits that leads to
particle creation in the Kerr metric.

We shall now proceed to investigate neutrinos in
the Kerr metric. As has been pointed out by the
author,?® neutrinos do not superradiate, and the
stress-energy tensor can have negative energy
within the ergosphere. We will show, however,
that particle creation can still occur, and that the
“negative energy” has a simple interpretation in
hole theory.

II. NEUTRINOS

We proceed as for the scalar fields. The neutri-
no Lagrangian is given by

L= V-gPyiv pdix. (2.1)
0=cnnst
The Dirac matrices, y*, obey the relationships
iy eyt =28, (2.2)

The operators V, are the spinor covariant deriv-
atives (Bargmann,®® Brill and Wheeler?®®) with
spinor affine connections I', such that

ud) <3x“ - Fu) ZP,

Yo, =Tyt +9ET,=0.

— 9 —
Vulp: 3—x”ﬂj+¢ru’

¥ is defined as
¢'a,
where @ obeys
ayt—-y*Ta=0 (2.3)
and
ut I"*a -al',=0.

We will further assume that Im(TrI',)=x ,. By
an appropriate choice of spinor bas1s (or rather
by an appropriate transformation § - Sy, -39S,
y# - SyHS~1 etc.) we can choose I'* such that
TrI'*=0.

The momentum conjugate to the field y is

=iV=gyy°. (2.4)

T=

0L
8(dy/3x°)
The Hamiltonian becomes

3C=f[—ﬂ<Fo+7°kak¢)]d3x, (2.5)

and Hamilton’s equations become

am ]

Fy =T, - W(ny"yk) -myyET,, (2.6a)
9

%:-( Lo +y% V0. (2.6b)

These equations can be summarized by the Euler-
Lagrange equation from (2.1):

YEV =0, (V,9)y*=0. (2.72)

It is known that neutrinos are purely “left-
handed,”?® a condition which can be expressed by
an additional constraint:

(1+iy®y=0,

Y2 =€"PY oy vV s

(2.70)

For any two solutions of Egs. (2.7), the current

Ty ,) = Pry ¥, (2.8)

is conserved (i.e., divergence-free) and defines
an inner product on the solutions

Godd= [ TRV (2.9)

x =const

The energy-momentum tensor is given by Brill
and Wheeler?® as

8L
Tuv= agh?
% [d’?(u u)d) (V( u@)‘)’y)lp] (2'10)
[the parentheses (i v) about the indices indicate
symmetrization].

Specializing to the Kerr metric (1.10) we choose
our v matrices so that

;. 7r*+d® _, asinb _,
Y (ZA)l/zV + sz Vs

~2
+ :
>7Zsing”’ ?

A2 1
')’T=<‘z‘:> 73, 70_21/27 s

- 1 0 - 0 i
’YO=< > , ')’!=< 0t>,
0 -1 -0; O

where o; are the Pauli matrices.
The Killing vectors again give (by Noether’s
theorem) two conserved currents:

y0= =250
- AI/Z
(z4) (2.11)

§5=i@y“£§t;zp+comp. conj. , (2.12)

5‘2[: wpyre, é¢+comp. conj.

[As spinors are not directly geometrical objects,
there is a degree of arbitrariness in defining a
Lie derivative for them. The y matrices define

a correspondence between spinors and tensors.
There exist essentially two separate ways of
obtaining a co-spinor from a spinor ¢, i.e., ¥

the Dirac adjoint, and = 'C (where C obeys
Cl=-C, (Cy")'==Cyp").?" If we now demand that
the Lie derivatives of the matrices C and @ be
zero, that the Lie derivative be defined covariant-
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ly, and that for a Killing vector £,9"=0, we
obtain

£E¢= guvu¢+% 7['17'}]2!)5“:1/ ’

&yt =y ek o+ 8.
This corresponds to a generalization of the naive
procedure where the Lie derivative of a spinor
in a coordinate system tied to the Killing vector
is just the ordinary coordinate derivative. ]

The Killing vectors also give us conserved cur-
rents via the energy-momentum tensor

Sg=T",&
=3i[PyH(E% V) + Uy, ) V¥ 9] + comp. conj. ,
(2.14)

and similarly for S{. The currents in (2.12) and
(2.14) differ by an absolute divergence

(2.13)

SH-SE=3i Ty yP L), - (2.15)
The normal mode solutions are defined by
Lup(w) =-iwg(w). (2.16)

These normal modes with real w form a com-
plete set of solutions for the neutrino equations
in the Kerr metric. Defining the operator

H=i[-T,+(")"'y*v,], (2.17)
we find that for the normal modes [by (2.18),
(2.15), (2.7)]
Hy=wy.
The inner product (2.9) is positive definite in the

Kerr metric?®® and the operator H is Hermitian
with respect to this inner product,

(HY,, ¥, = (¢1,H¢z>=i%fhmn\/——giﬂ'%dax
—i [ VIR (R d
=O’

as the inner product is independent of / [by the
conservation of (2.8)] and V—-gy is independent
of time.

This implies (w¥ — w,){¥,, ¢»)=0, from which we
must have w}=w, for ¥, =,; and for w, # w,,

(R{(r),R; (7)) ~ %

- - - _l_ (B (w,m k)ei“" 0),
(R (»),R;(r)) Neors {(el(uﬂmw )7 JA_(w,m k)e-t(uz+mw,,)f)

1 { A, (w,m k)e“"’ —‘“’;)
0, B, (w,m, ke~ mwF),

(1, ¥,)=0, i.e., no unstable modes exist for
neutrinos.

For these normal mode solutions, §}g‘ is just
wdJd*, The energy current calculated from the
energy-momentum tensor S; has an additional
term given by (2.17). This extra term seems to
correspond to an internal energy density for the
particle, which could be interpreted as a sort
of internal Zitterbewegung energy for the particle.

Again, we also define the angular modes by

£ pp=—img. (2.18)

Using (2.18), (2.16), (2.17), (2.11), and (2.7)
we find®® that the normal mode solution for the
neutrino equations are separable. Setting

lp e-twte-tm¢ n
[Asin®6(r +iacos6)]V*\n )’

_(Rl(r) 1(6)>
- ’
R,(7)S;(6)

it can be shown that the angular and radial func-
tions obey the equations

(2.19)

(—q— - —Z— [w(,rz +a2) +ma]> Rl(y) = %ERz(T) ’

dr
. (2.20)
(% + < [ (r® +a®) +ma] >R2(7’) = ﬁRx(V) ’
(50 +wasind + oin 9>S (6) =kS,(06),
(2.21)
(—d— — wasinb - —’—’—L)s (6)=-kS,(6)
do sinf/ 2 nere

The angular functions are normalized so the S,(6)
is real and (for any w,m,k)

[ s.0a0= [ s,x6)6= 1.

The equality of these two integrals follows from
Eq. (2.21) which implies S,(-6) =+5,(6), S,(-6)
=7%5,(6). This also implies

(2.22a)

[ sy@s.0na6=0. (2.22b)
The two linearly independent solutions to (2.20)
are defined by

.
P

7‘_._“);

(2.23)
7 -

-
Y- —0,
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Again the + solutions represent particles originat-
ing from infinity, whereas the — solutions rep-
resent particles originating from the past horizon
of the black hole. (The boundary conditions at
the horizon are chosen so that a wave packet made
of the + solutions has a velocity into the black
hole near the horizon.)

For two solutions to Eq. (2.20), (R,,R,) and
(R,,R,), the quantities R,R, — R,R, and R}R, +R}R,
are independent of ». We thus find

1-|A,(w,m,k)|%=|B,(w,m,k)|?,
A _(w,m,k)B,(w,m,k)=A, (w,m,k)B_(w,m,k),

B¥(w,m,k)=-B,(w,m,k). (2.24)

Furthermore, using (2.22) and (2.23) we find that

<¢()‘: w,m, k); 90()\,; wl,m ”k’)>= wa’émm'ékk’é)\k’ .

(2.25)

We now show that a normal mode solution can
have positive energy density near infinity and
negative energy density (in an orthonormal frame)
near the black hole. The energy density with
respect to some timelike vector #" is given by
T ,n"n”. Choose the vector #n,=V,t. This vector
is timelike everywhere [in the Kerr metric g*¢
=(¥®+a%)?/AZ - a®sin®0/% >0 everywhere outside
the horizon]. In a A =+ normal mode solution with
w >0, one finds that near infinity '

w[S,%(0) +|A,13%5,%(0)]
21(AZ)2 sin6

T ,ntn” = >0. (2.26a)

Near the horizon, on the other hand,

w+Mmwy

Tyntn’ = T 21(AZ)Y2 sinb

| B,|%5,2(6), (2.26b)
which is negative if w+mwy <0.
To quantize the neutrino fields, impose the

canonical anticommutation relations (with x°=4°)

{100, W(y)}=i6(x,y) (2.27a)
or

V=g {T(x0)y*(x), U p)}t= 6D (x, ). (2.27b)
Define

alx, w,m, k)= @\, w,m, k), ¥); k(w,m,r)>0,

(2.28)

b (N, w,m, R) = (oA, w,m k), ¥); k(w,m,r)<0.
From (2.27) and (2.25) we find*®

{a(, w,m, k), a™ (W, w0’ m’ k') = 6538 40y O mm Onar

(2.29)

and similarly for b, b". Furthermore we find
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{a, b}={a", b}=0 for all a,d.
The vacuum state is now defined by
al0Y=5/0)=0 for all a,b.

Note that for neutrinos, no special choice of an-
nihilation operators is forced on us. We can
equally well call what in terms of this vacuum is
a one-particle state [i.e., a'(w,m,%,2)|0)] our
new vacuum state, and redefine our annihilation
operators so that for this particular state @=a’,
while maintaining all the rest of the annihilation
operators.

We have chosen our vacuum to correspond to
our choice for the scalar vacuum—namely, an
observer near the past horizon will see no parti-
cles coming out of the past horizon of the black
hole (i.e., for him, all states with negative fre-
quency, w+mwy <0 are filled). This state is also
in some sense a minimum in energy (i.e., the
energy flowing out of the black hole is minimal in

~ the | 0) state when compared to any other state of

the form ala) <+ -afb]0) - -57]0)).

We investigate the energy and angular momen-
tum flow through a surface near infinity. The
energy-momentum tensor operator is defined by

T, =5i[¥, (v(,V,y¥)] + Herm. conj. (2.30)

([, ]is the commutator).
The net inflow of energy and angular momentum
through a surface » =const as » - < is given by

-/
dt
L —f
dat -

Expand the fields in terms of the creation and an-
nihilation operators (2.28)

o=y [

m ~k(wmX)>0

V=g g0l T,"0)dod¢,
(2.31)
V=g 40| T,70Yd6d ¢ .

dwz alwmkr)p(w,m, k,,)
+bN(w,m,k, 2,)
X@(-w, —m, k,2)].

Equations (2.31) become [using (2.23)]

dE lfdwwz klw,m, +)(| A (w,m, k)| 2=

+K((U,m, _)l B-(w:mvk)’ ]1
(2.32)
drL _ 1

dt 'z‘nfd“’ S mlk(w,m, +)(| A (@mk)|? - 1)
mRk

+k(w,m, =) B_(wmk)|?].
If k(w,m,+)k(w,m,~)=+1, the integrands are

zero [by (2.24)]. However, when k(w,m, +)k(w,m,
=-1 [which corresponds to w(w +m wy) <0 by the

-)
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definition of x(w,m, ) in (1.20)] they do not cancel
and the integrals become

dE _ 4 f
dt—27rzm: w
w> 0

dwwz (1A (w,m,R)|2=-1).
k

(w+ mwg)<o;
(2.33)

This expression is negative, indicating an energy
flow out of the black hole. Similarly, there exists
a corresponding flow of angular momentum out of
the black hole:

dL 4 f
dt N 27 ; w>0:

W wt mwg)<o

dwmz (A, (w,m,k)|2=1).
k

Our conclusions are very similar to those for
the scalar case. There will be a net spin down of
the black hole on a time period of order 1/M? be-
cause of neutrino emission.

The result in Eq. (2.26) can now be interpreted.
Near the black hole, we find a net flow of neutrinos
and antineutrinos with w(w +mwy) <0 into the black
hole. If we send in a neutrino whose frequency is
such that w +mw, <0 toward the black hole, we
find that a part of this flux is suppressed. To the
observer near the horizon, this neutrino looks
like the absence of an antineutrino (i.e., the filling
of a hole in the Dirac sea). The fact that the ener-
gy density is negative (with respect to the original
| 0) state) is not surprising (i.e., a state with no
antineutrino has less energy than one with an
antineutrino in it).

The absence of superradiance in neutrinos can-
not be used to violate the area theorems of
Hawking.?® The spontaneous excitation of neutrinos
in the vacuum state serves to constantly increase
the area of the black hole. Because of the ex-
clusion principle, one can at best suppress this
constant area increase (this possibility was sug-
gested by Feynman®?).

III. CRITIQUE

We will now make explicit the assumptions which
have led to our results, and indicate possible
problems with these assumptions.

The basic assumption we have made is in the
manner in which we have defined our vacuum
state |0). For the A=+ states, we are fairly
confident of our procedure and definition of crea-
tion and annihilation operators. These states rep-
resent particles coming from infinity where space-
time becomes flat. The procedure we have fol-
lowed for these states corresponds to the defini-
tion of the vacuum in elementary particle theory.*

However, we are much more uncertain about
our procedure for the A = - states, states originat-
ing in the black hole itself. We have demanded that

an observer near the black hole see no particles
coming out of the black hole. On the other hand,
the region behind the past horizon is highly dy-
namic, and includes a naked singularity. Our
assumption about the definition of creation and
annihilation operators [Egs. (1.23) and (2.28)] is
a very special assumption about the fields in the
dynamic region.*® Furthermore, work by Full-
ing?*? and the author®® on Fock representations
of scalar particles and neutrinos in accelerated
coordinates in flat spacetime indicates that we
have here also made a very special assumption
about the representation of the field operators.
(This question is further discussed in a paper
under preparation in which a different state from
that given here is suggested as the vacuum state.)

Furthermore, our transition from Egs. (1.27),
or (2.32) to (1.28), or (2.33) has performed the
summation in a very special way, namely, we
have summed first over A, and then over the re-
maining variables w,m,k. As this summation is
formally indefinite [like the sum Y ;-0 (-1)"], the
result one obtains depends critically on the order
of summation.

A realistic black hole would be expected to have
been formed in the collapse of some matter distri-
pbution. For such a black hole, the past horizon
(plus the naked singularity) does not exist. Fur-
thermore, all particle states must originate at
infinity. Consider now some material body,
assumed to be stationary before some time £=0.
Before its collapse, any wave packet state orig-
inating at infinity must eventually return to infinity
(the matter does not absorb the wave packet).
During the collapse process, however, the wave
packets inside the body may eventually reemerged
during the collapse, but will be very strongly red-
shifted by the increasing gravitational field; i.e.,
their energy will be very much reduced. Further-
more, states originating at infinity could now
disappear through the future horizon of the black
hole. If one calculates mode by mode, one finds
that the energy current through a surface near
infinity becomes infinite in the vacuum state.

The formal sign of this infinity is different in
the case of bosons and fermions. Naively, the
zero-point oscillations for bosons have infinite
positive energy, whereas the filled negative energy
sea for fermions will have an infinite negative
energy. The black hole will gain an infinite amount
of energy from bosons and lose an infinite amount
due to fermions per united time.

To make any physical sense these infinities must
somehow be renormalized. The question is wheth-
er a physically reasonable renormalization pro-
cedure will indicate particle creation by the field
of a collapsing star. Hawking®® has recently ex-
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amined this question and has come to the conclu-
sion that such a star will lose energy at an as-
ymptotic rate proportional to M ~2, where M is
its mass. He, however, also does not treat the
problems of renormalization except at infinity.

The most naive method of renormalization would
be to normal order the energy-momentum tensor.
This is unsatisfactory as it simply assumes that
vacuum fluctuations will have no observable grav-
itational effects.

Alternately, one can argue that when the energy
of a photon, etc. becomes high enough (E~1 in
units with G=c =7%=1), quantum gravitational
cutoffs will come into play. This energy is, how-
ever, ~10%% MeV, leading to a vacuum energy
density of ~10'*° MeV/cm?® (Planck density) which
is of no help.

Another possibility is to use the fact that the
expectation values for fermions and bosons differ
in the sign of their infinities to cancel each other.
For massless particles the four massless fer-
mions (electron and muon neutrino and antineu-
trino) could cancel the four states (two helicity
states for each of photons and gravitons) of bo-
sons. Where the massive particles fit in would
be a rather serious problem to this viewpoint.

As yet no acceptable renormalization procedure,
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to my knowledge, has been found. However the
problem of renormalizing the energy-momentum
tensor is finally solved, some features of the
present investigation would probably still remain.
One would expect that in a stationary metric such
as the Kerr metric, quantum vacuum instabilities
could arise, leading to a spin down of the black
hole. Again these effects would probably be signifi-
cant only for small black holes (but still appreciab-
ly larger than the Planck mass black holes, i.e.,
107% g). The ultimate resolution may be possible
only when some theory is found in which both quan-
tum mechanics and the principles of general rela-
tivity can be united.
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