PHYSICAL REVIEW D

VOLUME 33, NUMBER 6

15 MARCH 1986

Vacuum energy density near static distorted black holes

V. P. Frolov* and N. Sanchez
Groupe d’Astrophysique Relativiste, C.N.R.S., Observatoire de Paris, 92195 Meudon, France
(Received 30 September 1985)

We investigate the contribution of massless fields of spins 0, +, and 1 to the vacuum polarization

near the event horizon of static Ricci-flat space-times. We do not assume any particular spatial
symmetry. Within the Page-Brown “ansatz” we calculate (¢$*)™ and ( T, )™ near static distorted
black holes, for both the Hartle-Hawking ( | ) ;) and Boulware ( | ) 3) vacua. Using Israel’s descrip-
tion of static space-times, we express these quantities in an invariant geometric way. We obtain that
(¢2)%" and ( T,,)%" near the horizon depend only on the two-dimensional geometry of the horizon

surface. We find ($2)§'=(1/4872)K,, (T}

}i"=(7a+ IZB)KQZ——(Z(Z)AK().

K is the Gaussian cur-

vature of the horizon, and a and B are numerical coefficients depending on the spin of a field. The
term in ‘¥ AK, is characteristic of the distortion of the black hole. When the event horizon is not

distorted, K| is a constant and this term disappears.

I. INTRODUCTION

The problem of vacuum polarization near black holes is
of particular interest for several reasons. Knowledge of
the renormalized vacuum expectation value of the stress-
energy tensor [(7,*(x))™"], which can be considered as a
measure of the vacuum polarization, is crucial in order to
determine the space-time evolution of an evaporating
black hole. As a first step, one usually considers the situ-
ation when the space-time geometry is given; that is, one
deals with the quantum field theory on a given space-time
background. Such an approximation is expected to be
rather good when the mass M of the black hole is much
larger than the Planckian mass mp =(#ic/G)'/2. In this
case, one can use the one-loop approximation in which the
contributions of different physical fields to (T,*)™ are
summed additively and may be considered separately.
The contributions of massive fields (with mass m) contain
the additional factor e=mp*/m*M?. The presence of a
small parameter € (for A=h /mc <<2GM /c?) and the fact
that the contributions of massive fields are essentially lo-
cal allow one to study them in detail.! The contributions
of massless fields which are essentially nonlocal are much
more complicated.>? The aim of this paper is to investi-
gate the contribution of massless fields of spin 0, 5, and 1
to the vacuum polarization near the event horizon of stat-
ic Ricci-flat space-times. We do not assume any particu-
lar spatial symmetry for the geometry. A rather simple
approach for calculating (7;,"(x))’°" in static space-times
has been proposed by Page.” His approximation has been
shown to be extremely good in the external space-time of
a Schwarzschild black hole.*~® Another approach which
gives, for a conformal scalar field in the Schwarzschild
metric, the same approxnmatlve expressions as Page has
been proposed by Brown.”® These approachw are based
on the possibility of obtaining (T,”)"" in the space-time
of interest from that calculated in an appropriate confor-
mally related space-time where trace anomalies vanish. A
brief description of these approaches and their compar-
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ison is given in Sec. II. We analyze within Page’s approx-
imation the influence of an external gravitational field on
the vacuum polarization near black holes. Such a field
arises when there are massive bodies outside of the black
hole. Their gravitational field changes the metric near the
event horizon and distorts the black hole.>!° In the case
of the scalar field ¢, there is also some interest in the in-
vestigation of ($?)™", which describes the quantum fluc-
tuations of this field. We will denote by (7,”)” and
(¢?)? the corresponding quantities obtained in Page and
Brown’s approximation. As is known, these expectation
values depend on the choice of the vacuum state. We will
deal here with the Hartle-Hawking (| )z) and the
Boulware (| )p) vacua corresponding to a thermal and to
an empty state at large radii, respectively. (| )jp is patho-
logical at the horizon in the sense that (7,")§" and
(¢2)§°” diverge there.) From a mathematlcal point of
view the study of the behavior of {(¢*)™ and (T,*)™"
near the horizon in the framework of Page and Brown’s
approximation means the investigation of properties of
scalars and tensor invariants constructed from the Weyl
tensor, the Killing vector, and their derivatives near the
fixed point of the Killing vector. The necessary informa-
tion concerning the geometrical properties of static
space-times is collected in Sec. III. In Sec. IV we describe
the convenient choice of coordinates proposed by Israel'
for studying the static metrics and we obtain the expan-
sion of geometrical invariants near the event horizon. In
Sec. V we obtain the explicit expressions of (#?)% and
(¢?)% near the event horizon of the distorted black hole.
In Sec VI the components of (7,")} and (7,”)§ near
the horizon are calculated and their properties are dis-
cussed. We find that (%)% and (T9)% near the horizon
depend only on the two-dimensional geometry of the hor-
izon surface. (¢?)% is proportional to the Gaussian cur-
vature K, of this surface [see Eq. (5.4)]. (T3)% is pro-
Portlonal to Ko? and ‘PAK, [see Eq. (6.7)]. The term in

DAK, is characteristic of the distortion of the black hole.
When the event horizon is not distorted, K, is a constant
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and this term disappears.

In a number of cases, the formulas obtained here coin-
cide identically with the exact values of (4?)y and
(T,”)n. In particular, it happens for (¢?)p (Ref. 1) and
(T v) g of the electromagnetic field'""!? at the horizon of
the Schwarzschild black hole and for (¢?)y at the pole of
the e;/;:nt horizon of the axially symmetric distorted black
hole.

We use the sign conventions of Misner, Thorne, and
Wheeler'# and Planck’s units fi=c =G =1.

1. PAGE AND BROWN APPROXIMATION
FOR (4%) AND (T,")

In 1982 Page® proposed a rather simple approach for

calculating (T, )™ in static spaces with the geometry
obeying the equation
R,,=Ag,, (A=const) . 2.1

Page’s approach is based on the following two facts. (i)
Under conformal transformations

dS?=Q%x)ds?, (2.2)

(T,*)™ (for conformally related states) transforms in
such a way that the following expression remains invari-
ant:

1/2{ (T v)ren+a[(cuv lng)’5a+ 2R Bca 1"8]
+B(2H,"—4R,PC™g,)+(1/G1,"} ; (2.3)

here,
Hﬂv: _RyaRav__l__ %RRMV_'_(_;,RaﬂRaﬁ__:_RZ)S"V ,

2.4)
I,Y=2R,"*—2RR,"+(5R*—2R*%,)8,"

and a,B,y are numerical coefficients depending on the
spin s and on the number of polarizations h(s) of the
fields. Their values (calculated by dimensional regulariza-
tion) are

1
a=576011_2[3h(0)+%h(%)+18h(1)],
—h(0)—4h(3)=31A(1)], 2.5
b= 576011-2[ ]
y= [2h(0)+3h(5)+12R(1)] .

576017-2

(ii) If the static space-time dS? (with Killing vector &*)
obeys the relation (2.1) and the conformal factor in Eq.
(2.2) is

2= —E ¢, (2.6)

then conformal anomalies in the space dS? are absent.
Page restricted himself to the conformal massless scalar
field and used the Gaussian approximation for the propa-
gator in the conformal space dS 2. For the Schwarzschild
space-time and the Hartle-Hawking vacuum state | )y,
this approximation gives

(Trg
1 1—7%4—37)? 0
= 8,V —48,"8
(90)841T2M4 (1_17)2 ( (o4 0 “p )
+2417°(380”8,,°+81V8,,‘)] , @7
where
n=2M/r. (2.8)

The analogous approximation can also be used for the ex-
pectation value of 7" in the Boulware vacuum state
| )p with the result!s”

2
4—379
1—n

6
(T,"(r)g=—"1

(90)84m*M* (8,"~4808,”)

+24(38,"8,°+8,"8,") | . (2.9)

For a scalar field ¢, Page’s approximation in the static
Ricci-flat space-time gives for ($2) in the Boulware vacu-
um and in the Hartle-Hawking vacuum the following re-
sults:

2\P 1 X%,
- , (2.10
==t x2 )
XX,
2 — 2. (2.11)
(¢1)ir= 48172)( 4x ‘
Here
X=—g, & 2.12)

and kg is the surface gravity of the black hole (1/4M).

Brown’'® proposed another approach which gives, for a
conformal scalar field in the Schwarzschild space-time,
the same approximative expressions (2.7) and (2.9). His
approach is based on the possibility to choose, in the space
where conformal anomalies are absent, the state for which
the average value of (7,*)™ vanishes. In the static
Ricci-flat (R,g=0) space-time for the choice of the con-
formal factor (2.6) this ansatz gives

< TFV)S=GA(O) v+BB(0)”v ,
A(O)“v=_gc avﬁwap___ 3 (wawa);“;v

(2.13)

—40,(0,0%) " — 40" (00%),,

—80,0"(@0%) +28,"[208(0,0%), 5 + (0%
+ w061, (2.14)

B),Y= —8C,™wa5—8C,Pugwg

— 80,0 — 40, (00%)" — 40V (0 0%),,

— 80,0 (0a0%)+45," a)agw"ﬂ +(w0%), pwﬂ
+ 1+ (w0%)?] . (2.15)

Here

o=InQ= 7 In(—£, ) (2.16)
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and coefficients a and B are given by Eq. (2.5). This ex-
pression for the stress-energy tensor is related with the
Boulware vacuum choice and in the case of the scalar
field near the Schwarzschild black hole it reproduces Eq.
2.9).

In the general case, the conformal factor w relating the
physical space-time and the space without conformal
anomalies is defined up to some freedom associated with
the choice of the vacuum state. In particular for the stat-
ic Ricci-flat space-time, @ allows the following transfor-
mation:

(2.17)

e, e®=02=0%%"), where t is the Killing time
[£#=(3/3t}*] and a is an arbitrary constant. Brown and
Ottewill® have shown that the choice

&=w+at

a=2mK, , (2.18)

where kg is the surface gravity of a black hole, corre-
sponds to the choice of the Hartle-Hawking vacuum state.
The expectation value of the stress-energy tensor in this
case is of the form

(T,Yh=ad,”+BB,”, (2.19)
where
A”V=A(0)”V+A(U”V+A(2)ﬂv ,
(2.20)

v__p(0) v (1) v 2) v
BP _BO# +B”,‘ +BZ)” ,
A(0),"and B(0)," are given by Eqs. (2.14) and (2.15), and

2 v
Ko" 1 | 45,8 v
AN == 27 | X% |8+~ | +8C ™k |
2ot 4€,E¥

(2) v__ <10 v %
AP = e 8, + x|

( 1 (2.21)

1) v__ (1) v
BM,y=34"",

(2) v__ 4(2) v
B y=427.

For the scalar massless field in the static Ricci-flat space-
time Egs. (2.19)—(2.21) give the same result as that ob-
tained from Page’s approximation. It should be stressed
that the Brown-Ottewill formula (2.19) at far distances
from the black hole gives

(T, a =2k (a+B)(8,"—48,%,") . (2.22)

For the values of coefficients a and B given by Eq. (2.5)
this expression reproduces correctly the behavior of the
thermal (with temperature 8=«/2m) stress-energy densi-
ty for the scalar and spinor fields. However, it gives the
wrong sign and value for the electromagnetic field. It
should be noted that the Brown-Ottewill formula was ob-
tained using the values of a, B, and y as given by Eq.
(2.5). Different renormalization procedures give the same
values for all the coefficients in Eq. (2.5) except the coeffi-
cient before A (1) in y. The possibility exists that using
this freedom one may “improve” the approximation in the
case of the electromagnetic field. Nevertheless, it appears
that at the horizon of a Schwarzschild black hole the

Brown-Ottewill formula gives the result which coincides
with the exact value of (7,*)5".

III. GEOMETRICAL PROPERTIES
OF STATIC DISTORTED BLACK HOLES

Here we collect results connected with the geometrical
properties of static black holes. We begin by discussing
the properties of the scalar and tensor invariants in the
static space-time which are constructed with the help of
the Killing vector (for a general discussion see the paper
by Boyer!®).

Let £ be a Killing vector field in the static space-time
with metric g,,; §,6" <0. It means that the following re-
lations are satisfied:

§(p;v)E%(§p;v+§v;p)=o ’ (3.1)
§tubvin1=0, (3.2)
Eapy=Rapys® . 3.3)

Denote X = —§,#, then using the Killing equation (3.1)
one can obtain the following relations:

X ,£%=0, (3.4)
TX o X' = — X &g g ™0 — 3 £, E9EPT] . (3.5)

Equations (3.2) and (3.3) allow one to rewrite Eq. (3.5) in
the following two equivalent forms:

X X

=20, (3.6)

X X*=X(X,;/*—2R ,gE°EP) , (3.7)
where

D=, %0 . (3.8)

We restrict ourselves by considering the Ricci-flat static
metrics. In this case Eqgs. (3.3) and (3.7) read

Eaipiy=CapysE® s (3.9)
X, %=-2D. (3.10)
Equation (3.2) implies that

bap=X G X p=3X EX p—EpX o). (3.11)
Using this relation one can obtain

baip™" = Zli(zD§a§”+X &X', (3.12)

EaiptP7Ey5=— TDEass - (3.13)

In what follows we shall also need a number of relations
listed below which can be easily verified by using the
mentioned properties of £:

XX, 5
—5— +2C,0p878", (3.14)

D 1
X;pv=+}—§p§v+5 X

D, =2Cop,s£%PE°, (3.15)
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D 7 2Caﬂp5; vé-a;ﬂgﬁ + ZCGﬁVACaﬂpﬁgkgé
+2Caﬂ48§a;ﬂ§8;v .

We suppose now that the considered space-time
possesses a bifurcate Killing horizon. Then at the two-
dimensional surface of the bifurcation of the horizon
£*=0 and D is finite and negative.'®

(3.16)

IV. ISRAEL’S COORDINATES AND EXPANSION
OF GEOMETRICAL INVARIANTS
NEAR THE HORIZON
OF STATIC DISTORTED BLACK HOLES

In order to study the behavior of geometric invariants
near the event horizon of static black holes it appears con-
venient to use the coordinates introduced by Israel.!® Us-
ing the results of his paper one can show that the metric
of a static space-time can be written as

A= —xdr*+ 2K L h deede .1)
= 1+ 4K2X + ab ’ .
where a,b, ...=2,3, hab =hab (X,6°), and
k(X,0°)=(—D/2)'/% . (4.2)

We denote by ( )., the covariant derivative with respect to
the two-dimensional metric

dh*=h,d0°de° . 4.3)
We also use the three-dimensional metric
dq*=gq pdx*dx®= dx® +hg, dO°d6® (4.4)
IPD ¢
(A,B,...=1,2,3), and denote the covariant derivative
with respect to this metric by ( )| 4. Let
aXhab =K_1kab ’ 4.5)

then X'/%k, is the external curvature of the two-
dimensional surface X =const embedded in the three-
dimensional space dg2. The condition that the space-time
(4.1) is Ricci flat implies the relations

Axk=—7k, 4.6)
XOyky"=—k,"+ $k8,5— 3(k™1),*

—%;[(kc,,k“’—kz)&,”—;—Zkk,b] . @
K =Kk — 3 X (kgpk®—k?), 4.8)
k= —X(ko—kg%,) . (4.9)

Here K is the Gaussian curvature of the two-dimensional
surface X =const and

k=hk,, . (4.10)

(All the operations with a,b, . . . indices are performed us-
ing the two-dimensional metric h,, and its inverse 4%.)
Equations (4.5)—(4.7) play the role of “dynamical” equa-
tions and Egs. (4.8) and (4.9) are “constraints.” Given the
values «, hg,, and kg, on the surface X =X, satisfying
the constraint equations, then Egs. (4.5)—(4.7) allow one

to define these quantities for other values of X. The con-
straints (4.8) and (4.9) will be preserved.
Let 7" be a unit vector in the direction X*:

nk=X*F/2kX'? . 4.11)
Denote
1 X 4X 3
HAB__—? XIAB—*LZX———L— M (4.12)
then we have
5= Xk(kyy4°85°—kn 4ng)
+X1/26,,K(8A“n3 +85"n,4 ), HAA=O . (4.13)

In the Ricci-flat space-time the following relations are
valid:!!

CaAﬂB§a§E=HAB ’
CaABC§a=O ’
CABCD= _GABMGCDNHNMX—I

=X_1(HACBBD+ HBDSAC— HADSBC‘“HBCSAD) .

(4.14)
(4.15)

(4.16)
These relations allow one to show that
C=Cp,sE%P6%= —4x’k , (4.17)
E =CopysCPP®
—8X ‘ZC"“BVCB é-vgl £
=8X 201 5142
=8x? k,,,k“”+k2+2"“‘—"m (4.18)

X«?

At the event horizon X =0 and « is finite. The regular-
ity of the space-time near the horizon means that the in-
variants E and K are finite and h,, is regular. Equations
(4.8), (4.9), and (4.18) show that k,;, and k are finite at the
horizon. We can write the following expansions for the
quantities defining the geometry near the horizon:

k=3 kX" kb= koX",

n=0 n=0

k= koX", hgy=3 hupX", (4.19)
n=0 n=0

K=3 K,X".
n=0

If the quantities ho, and K, are given, then substituting
Eq. (4.19) into (4.9) one can define all the coefficients in
the series. The following formulas for the first few coeffi-
cients will be used:

KO =K0k0 ’ (4.20)

koa®=7ko8,%, 4.21)
_ _1_ 2__ _1_~ :a

k== g tko = Fkoa” (4.22)



1 1 . .

kigb=— S—’Q)(ko)za,,b- 8—m);<k0:‘,-b+ T8a%k0c ),
(4.23)

1
hiap= 2_K0k0h0 ’ (4.24)
hygp=—"7 kozhoab-i—- kishow » (4.25)
4k, 2k

Ko,a =0, (4.26)

K1=—~+ko , 4.27)

Ky=—1ky . (4.28)

The quantities hg,, and ko=const may be considered as
the “initial data” for the dynamical equations (4.5)—(4.7).
An arbitrariness of a constant «, reflects the possibility of
changing the normalization of £*. We assume that the
normalization of &* is chosen in such a way that
£u6"=—1 at infinity. In this case kp coincides with the
surface gravity of the black hole.

V. (¢?)™ NEAR DISTORTED BLACK HOLES

In order to describe the behavior of quantities ($*)5
and (¢*)§ given by Eqs. (2.10) and (2.11) near distorted
black hol&s we express them in terms of the invariant

functions which enter in the Israel metric (4.1). Namely,
using Eqs. (3.6) and (4.2) we have
($)h=—~
= 5.1
L res G-b
and
2_ 2
2 Ko —K
. 5.2
(6 T 48X -2

The expectation value (¢*)5 for the Boulware vacuum
state diverges at the horizon

(¢")p=

48an 48171 6.3

where kg is the surface gravity and K, is the Gaussian

X,=2kX"n, ,
wa=kX"""n, ,
2 2
—K K 1
Cap="3Manp— 7 babpt  Landa"8s" ,

(0y0"),q= —1‘;235/—2—( — kg —Xrkn, +X'/%3,x8%,) ,

KZXaﬁ

4
K
Y§“§3+K4n ng+4x*(n°n T pc86%8,C+ngn 58,58 + 4T 5 , 264

—_ Daﬁ

4 D ,Xg+D
(w,,w");a3=%nanﬁ— x aXp+D.p X
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curvature'’ of the black hole. The divergent part of this
expression correctly reproduces the behavior of (42)g
near the Schwarzschild black hole.

The value of {$2)% is finite at the horizon. Using the
relations (4.20) and (4.27) one can verify that at the hor-
izon (#*)% depends only on the Gaussian curvature K,
of the two-dimensional surface of the horizon:

()5 = K, . (5.4)

48 2
It could be noted that this formula reproduces the exact
value of (¢?)y at the horizon of a Schwarzschild black
hole! and (¢?) 4 at the pole of an axisymmetric distorted
black hole.'?

It is worthwhile emphasizing that the same formula
(5.4) gives the exact value of (¢?)y at the pole of the
event horizon of a rotating black hole.!® It means that
one can expect that the Page approximation must be rath-
er good in an axisymmetric stationary (not necessary stat-
ic) Ricci-flat space-time for the points located near the
axis of symmetry.

VI. (T,”)™ NEAR DISTORTED BLACK HOLES

We consider now the asymptotic behavior of (7,”)}
and (T,*)}; near the event horizon.

In a static space-time the tensors A\, and B()
(i =0,1,2) possess the following property:

(6.1)

In order to calculate (T,,)5 and (T,,)5 one needs to
know only AB components of these quantities; 00 com-
ponents can be fixed by using the expression for confor-
mal anomalies:

(TOE+(TNE
=(T g+ (T4 g =(a+PB)C,p,sC*"®
2K..K°
=8(a+PIK? [kupk®+ k> +—— (6.2)
Xk
In order to evaluate 4945 and B'®4y [given by Egs.

(2.14) and (2.15)] near a horizon we use Eqgs. (3.14)—
(4.14)—(4.18), and the following relations:

(3.16),

(6.3)

’

2x? 2X
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These relations allow one to show that the leading term of
(Tp4)% divergent at the horizon is of the form

A\P 2K04 1 A
(T~ X2 sa)8p (6.4)
The trace T“")ﬁ is finite at the horizon; thus
P 2K04 1 . v
(T“")Bz-sz—(ﬁ——ga)dlag(—3,1,1,1),,, (6.5)

when diag(a,a,,a3,a4) means the diagonal matrix. with
the diagonal elements a;.

It is instructive to compare these results with the exact
asymptotlcs of (T ¥)p for conformal massless fields of
spin s =0, +, and 1 near the Schwarzschild black hole:"®

—h(s)

T,”)p~ Kko'F(s) diag(—3,1,1,1)4 , (6.6)
(Tl oo g "
where
7}5, s=0,
©  dxx(x2+4s2) 17 1
F(s)= =170, S=75, (6.7
fo exp(2mx)—(—1)* > $=7, (67
43870, s=1.

The asymptotics (6.4) and (6.5) coincide for s =0 and
s=+ and are different for s=1. It means that the
Brown-Ottewill formula (2.13) does not give the correct
result for the electromagnetic energy-momentum tensor in
the Boulware vacuum state.

The expressions for (Tg")}; components are rather
cumbersome We present here only the expression for
(T9)% which describes the energy density of the vacuum
polanzatnon The straightforward calculations give

<T0 >H—aA +BBO ’
(ko> —K®)K*+3KY)  _ C

A0=--2 2=
0 X2 X

P

+3E, (6.8)

B$=—%(K02—K2)2+ iE .

[Here C and E are given by Egs. (4.17) and (4.18).] Using
the expansions (4.19)—(4.28) we obtain at the event hor-
izon

e=—(THh=—(Ta+12B)K*+aK,,*° (6.9)

The coefficients a,B, taking into account the dependence
on the spin, are given by Eq. (2.5).

When the black hole is not distorted K, is a constant
and only the first term in the right-hand side of Eq. (6.7)
survives. For the scalar (s =0), spinor (two-components)
(s =-;-), and electromagnetic fields (s =1), the values of
(T,")5* at the horizon of the Schwarzschild black hole
are

(T, =0= diag(3,3,1,1)} ,

1
192072(2M)*

(TR =1P= diag(—1,—1,8,8) , (6.10)

1
9602 (2M)*

1609

vyP(s=1)__ .__._—1
(T 48072(2M)*
Candelas and Howard™® have shown that (T,"(x))5*=%
reproduces the behavior of the exact values
(T, "x))5=9 with high accuracy. The deflection of
the components of {(T,")5*=? in (£,7,6,4) coordinates
from the exact ones at the event horizon does not exceed
20%.

For the electromagnetic field the value of (T,,")Z‘“”
at the event horizon of the Schwarzschild black hole coin-
cides identically with the exact value (T,")5".'"1? Itis a
rather astonishing fact because neither (T, V) at large
distances nor (T, v)2 at the horizon reproduces the
correct result for the electromagnetic field.

diag(—41,—41,28,28); .

VII. DISCUSSION

The general property of Page and Brown’s ansatz is the
possibility to express in Ricci-flat static space-times the
quantities (T,*)™ and (¢?)™ in terms of the Wey] ten-
sor C,p,s, the Killing vector £*, and their derivatives. All
the derivatives of £ which are of higher than first order
can be eliminated by using the relation (3.9). The first-
order derivative £, can be expressed in terms of &, and
of the gradient X ,=(£%,) , [Eq. (3. 11)] It means that
the components of (T,")g and (T,")} can be expressed
in terms of the Weyl tensor, its denvatlves and two vec-
tors £ and X*. The explicit form of these expressions is
greatly simplified in Israel’s coordinates. The main ad-
vantage of these coordinates is the possibility of express-
ing the quantities under consideration in terms of the
internal and external curvature of two-dimensional (equi-
potential) surfaces ¢ =const, §,£#=const. The external
curvature of the surface of the static black hole appears to
be equal to zero and at this surface all the expressions are
greatly simplified. In particular, {$?)% is simply propor-
tional to the Gaussian curvature K of the black-hole sur-
face [Eq. (5.4)] while the expression for the “ener%y densi-
ty” €=—(1/|£.£%|)T,,E*€" contains Ky* and 2

It should be stressed once more that we restncted our-
selves by studying the expression for (¢*)™" and (7 ,")™"
only in the framework of Page and Brown’s ansatz We
have shown that in a number of cases these values coin-
cide with the exact value for these quantities. In partlcu-
lar, it happens with the components of (7, V)& at the
event horizon of the Schwarzschild black hole in the case
of the electromagnetic field. The reason for this as well as
the reason for the remarkable accuracy of Page’s approxi-
mation in the case of the scalar field still remains un-
known.
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