arXiv:0902.3885v3 [hep-th] 23 May 2009

TIFR/TH/09-04

Modification of Gravitational Anomaly Method in Hawking Radiation

Takeshi Morita^∗

Department of Theoretical Physics, Tata Institute of Fundamental Research, Homi Bhabha Rd, Mumbai 400005, India

Abstract

We discuss an ambiguity of the derivation of the Hawking radiation through the gravitational anomaly method and propose modifications of this method such that it reproduces the correct thermal fluxes. In this modified gravitational anomaly method, we employ the two-dimensional conformal field theory technique.

∗takeshi@theory.tifr.res.in

1 Introduction

Hawking radiation from black holes is one of the most important effects in black hole thermodynamics and the quantum effect of gravity [1, 2]. There are several derivations of Hawking radiation and recently one interesting method was proposed by Robinson and Wilczek [3]. They considered the effective chiral theory near the horizon and showed that the gravitational anomaly [4] in this effective theory causes the energy flux at the radial infinity which can be identified as Hawking radiation. This effective chiral theory would be related to the effective theory on the membrane in the membrane paradigm [5, 6, 7, 8] and thus this derivation suggests the association between the Hawking effect and the membrane paradigm. This derivation would also connect the Hawking effect with some phenomena in condensed matter physics.

This new interpretation of the Hawking effect was modified by Iso, Umetsu and Wilczek [9, 10]. Furthermore this method was simplified by using the covariant currents [11] and the spectra of the thermal distribution functions were also reproduced by considering the higher-spin currents [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17]. Further developments and the generalization to various black holes were also shown by many authors [18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37].

However there is one problem with this derivation. Hirata and Shirasaka [31] found a constant of integration which had not been considered in the calculation of the gravitational anomaly method. We will show that the flux is not fixed owing to this constant.

The purpose of this study is to modify the gravitational anomaly method such that it reproduces the correct fluxes. We will show that in the case of the U(1) current we can derive the flux by considering the chiral current and in the case of the energy-momentum tensor we can derive it by considering the trace anomaly. In these derivations, we will employ the calculation of the fluxes based on the two-dimensional conformal field theory technique [38, 10, 13].

In section 2, we show the ambiguity in the gravitational anomaly method and we argue for the modifications in section 3. In section 4, we apply this modification to the derivation of the energy flux. Section 5 contains conclusions and discussions. In Appendix A, we summarize the basics of Reissner-Nordström black holes.

2 Ambiguity in Gravitational Anomaly Method

We show that the gravitational anomaly method has an ambiguity and discuss the problem with it. We investigate the derivation of the flux of the U(1) current from a 4-dimensional Reissner-Nordström black hole as an example. It will be possible to generalize this argument to other currents and black holes.

First we attempt to derive the flux through the gravitational anomaly method [9, 11]. We consider a matter field in the Reissner-Nordström black hole background. (See Appendix A for the Reissner-Nordström solution.) It is known that the matter field near the horizon can be effectively described as massless fields in two dimensions (t, r_∗). Then the covariant U(1) current J^μ satisfies the two-dimensional conservation law [14]

∇_μJ^μ = −

(c_R − c_L) 2 e^2 2π ϵ^{μν} F_{μν} . (2.1) Here e is the electric charge of the matter and F_{μν} is the background field strength. ϵ^{μν} is the covariant antisymmetric tensor. c_L and c_R are the central charges of the left and right modes, which correspond to the in-going and out-going modes in the black hole background, and c_L = c_R = 1 (c_L = c_R = 1/2) if the matter is a real boson (fermion). Note that the central charge of a charged field is twice that of a real field, since it is a complex field. Thus the right-hand side of this equation would vanish in all these cases.

In the gravitational anomaly method [3, 9], the in-going modes, which are classically irrelevant to physics outside the horizon, are eliminated near the horizon and we divide the outside of the horizon into two: the near horizon region (r_+ < r < r_+ + ϵ) and the out region (r_+ + ϵ < r < ∞)^†. Here r_+ is the radius of the outer horizon and ϵ is an appropriately small parameter. In the near horizon region, the effective theory is chiral since the in-going modes do not contribute. It means that the current in this region satisfies the conservation equation (2.1) with c_L = 0 and thus the current is anomalous. On the other hand, in the out region, the effective theory is still non-chiral (c_L = c_R). Then the U(1) current can be described as J^μ = J^μ_{(O)}Θ_+(r) + J^μ_{(H)}H(r), (2.2) where we have employed step function Θ_+(r) = Θ(r − (r_+ + ϵ)) and H(r) = 1 − Θ_+(r). J^μ_{(O)} denotes the current in the out region and J^μ_{(H)} denotes the current in the near horizon

†Since the two-dimensional description is effective near the horizon only, we cannot take r a large value. However we use this description even if r ≫ r_+. It is known that the fluxes which are derived through this approximation are equivalent to the 4-dimensional fluxes without the gray body factor.

region. These currents satisfy

∇_μJ^μ_{(O)} = 0, (2.3)

∇_μJ^μ_{(H)} = −c_R e^2 4π ϵ^{μν} F_{μν} , (2.4)

respectively. Now we consider the total current J^μ_{(total)} including the contribution from the near horizon in-going modes. This current should satisfy the conservation equation (2.1) with c_L = c_R and it can be described as

J^μ_{(total)} = J^μ + K^μH(r) + j^μ_{(total)}. (2.5)

Here j^μ_{(total)} is a possible additional current which satisfies ∇_μj^μ_{(total)} = 0 and K^μ is the contribution of the in-going modes which satisfies

∇_μK^μ = c_L e^2 4π ϵ^{μν} F_{μν} . (2.6)

In addition, these currents should satisfy

J^μ_{(O)} = J^μ_{(H)} + K^μ (2.7)

at r = r_+ + ϵ such that ∇_μJ^μ_{(total)} = 0. Since the black hole background is static, the current does not depend on time. Then we can solve the equation (2.3), (2.4) and (2.6) by integrating them,^‡

J^r_{(O)} = j^r_{(O)}, (2.8) J^r_{(H)} = c_R e^2 2π A_t(r) + j^r_{(H)}, (2.9) K^r = −c_L e^2 2π A_t(r) + k^r, (2.10)

where we have used ϵ^{rt} = −1. Here j^r_{(O)}, j^r_{(H)} and k^r are integral constants. Especially j^r_{(O)} will correspond to the flux which is observed at the infinity. The existence of the integral constant k^r was pointed out by Hirata and Shirasaka in [31] but they took k^r = 0 in their calculation. This constant will cause the ambiguity as we will argue later.

[9, 11] impose the following two conditions:

J^r = 0 at r = r_+, j^r_{(total)} = 0. (2.11)

‡We evaluate these equations by using the Schwarzschild coordinates. However these coordinates are not appropriate for the calculation of the Hawking effect and we should employ the tortoise coordinate. However we can obtain the same result and we use the Schwarzschild coordinates since the expressions of equations are simpler.

These conditions were supposed to correspond to the Unruh vacuum [10], which we will discuss in the next section. Then the integral constants satisfy,

j^r_{(H)} = −c_R e^2 2π A_t(r_+), (2.12)

j^r_{(O)} = −c_R e^2 2π A_t(r_+) + k^r, (2.13)

where we have considered the equation (2.7). Thus we obtain J^r = −c_Re^2A_t(r_+)/2π+k^r at the infinity and the flux is not fixed. The correct flux, which is expected in the black hole thermodynamics, is J^r = −c_Re^2A_t(r_+)/2π and it is obvious that k^r causes the ambiguity. Surely we can remove this ambiguity by imposing the additional condition k^r = 0 as in [31]. However the physical meaning of this condition is not clear. We can find a similar ambiguity in the derivation of the energy flux also.

3 Modification of Gravitational Anomaly Method

We discuss the modifications of the gravitational anomaly method by considering the chiral current J^{5μ}. We can solve the anomalous conservation equation of J^{5μ} in the (t, r) coordinates as we calculated in the previous section, but the light-cone coordinate (u, v) (A.8) are much useful and we will use them.

Before considering the gravitational anomaly method, we review the derivation of the flux based on the two-dimensional conformal field theory technique [38, 10, 13] since this derivation illuminates our problem.

The two-dimensional chiral current is defined by J^{5μ} = ϵ^{μν} J_ν , where the covariant antisymmetric tensor is ϵ^{uv} = 2e^{−φ} in the (u, v) coordinates and φ is the background metric (A.8). J^{5μ} satisfies the anomalous conservation equation (the chiral anomaly) [14],

∇_μJ^{5μ} =

(c_L + c_R) 2 e^2 2π ϵ^{μν} F_{μν} . (3.14)

By taking the Lorentz gauge ∂_uA_v + ∂_vA_u = 0 for the background gauge field, we can solve this equation and (2.1) as

J_u = j_u + c_R e^2 π A_u, J_v = j_v + c_L e^2 π A_v. (3.15)

Here j_u and j_v are integral constants. Strictly speaking, j_u and j_v should be holomorphic functions with respect to u and v respectively. However since the background is time independent, we can take them as constants. Note that J_u (J_v) corresponds to the outgoing (in-going) current.

We can derive the fluxes by imposing the following boundary conditions:

1. Regularity condition: J_u = 0 at the horizon.

2. No in-going flux at the infinity: J_v = 0 at r = ∞.

The first condition means that the free falling observer does not observe the singular flux at the horizon. It is known that these conditions are corresponding to the Unruh vacuum. (Note that the Boulware vacuum corresponds to the condition J_u = J_v = 0 at r = ∞ and the Hartle-Hawking vacuum corresponds to J_u = J_v = 0 at the horizon [39].) Then the integral constants are fixed as j_u = −c_R e^2 π A_u(r_+), j_v = 0. (3.16)

Thus we obtain the correct flux at the infinity, J^r(r → ∞) = J_u(r → ∞) − J_v(r → ∞) = −c_R e^2 2π A_t(r_+). (3.17)

This is the derivation of the flux associated with the U(1) current through the conformal field theory technique.

Now we discuss the gravitational anomaly method by considering this derivation. As we argued in the previous section, we take c_L = 0 in the near horizon region. It implies that the in-going current (3.15) is modified as

J_v = J_{(O)v} Θ_+(r) + J_{(H)v} H(r), (3.18) J_{(total)v} = J_v + K_vH(r) + j_{(total)v} , (3.19) J_{(O)v} = j_{(O)v} + c_L e^2 π A_v, J_{(H)v} = j_{(H)v} , (3.20)

K_v = k_v + c_L e^2 π A_v. (3.21)

Here j_{(total)v} , j_{(O)v} , j_{(H)v} and k_v are integral constants. J_{(H)v} is the in-going current in the near horizon and J_{(O)v} is in the out region. K_v denotes the contribution of the in-going modes. Similarly the out-going current becomes

J_u = J_{(O)u}Θ_+(r) + J_{(H)u}H(r), (3.22) J_{(total)u} = J_u + K_uH(r) + j_{(total)u}, (3.23) J_{(O)u} = j_{(O)u} + c_R e^2 π A_u, J_{(H)u} = j_{(H)u} + c_R e^2 π A_u, (3.24) K_u = k_u. (3.25)

Here j_{(total)u}, j_{(O)u}, j_{(H)u} and k_u are integral constants. Then it is obvious that J_{(H)u} and J_{(H)v} satisfy the equation (2.1) and (3.14) with c_L = 0 in the near horizon region. By considering the conservation equations of the total currents, the integral constants satisfy

j_{(O)v} = j_{(H)v} + k_v, j_{(O)u} = j_{(H)u} + k_u, (3.26)

as in (2.7). The relations between the integral constants in the previous section and in this section are as follows:

j^r_{(O)} = j_{(O)u} − j_{(O)v} , j^r_{(H)} = j_{(H)u} − j_{(H)v} , j^r_{(total)} = j_{(total)u} − j_{(total)v} , k^r = k_u − k_v. (3.27) In order to derive the flux, we consider the boundary conditions for the currents. In [9, 10], since they did not consider k_μ, other constants were supposed to satisfy j_{(O)u} = j_{(H)u} and j_{(O)v} = j_{(H)v} . In this case, j_{(O)u} and j_{(O)v} are not distinguishable from j_{(total)u} and j_{(total)v} respectively and they took them as j^r_{(O)} = j_{(O)u}, j^r_{(total)} = −j_{(total)v} and j_{(total)u} = j_{(O)v} = j_{(H)v} = 0 in our notation. Then the conditions in (2.11) are corresponding to the Unruh vacuum. However we now consider k_μ and these conditions are not valid.

We impose the following conditions for the currents instead of the condition (2.11). First we take j_{(total)u} = j_{(total)v} = 0. (3.28) The meaning of these conditions is as follows. In the out region, J^μ_{(O)} associates with the excitation of the matter field. The observer at the infinity observes this excitation and thus the observable must be J^μ_{(O)} only. Thus we take these conditions and ignore j_{(total)μ} in our derivation.

Secondly we take

k_u = 0. (3.29)

This condition means that K_u does not contribute to the out-going flux since K_u is the contribution from the in-going modes.

In addition to these conditions, we impose the boundary conditions corresponding to the Unruh vacuum:

J_u = 0 at r = r_+, J_v = 0 at r = ∞. (3.30) Then we obtain the flux at the infinity,

j^r_{(O)} = j_{(O)u} = j_{(H)u} = −c_R e^2 π A_u(r_+). (3.31) This equation implies that the origin of the flux at the infinity is j_{(H)u} in the near horizon chiral theory. Thus the Hawking effect can be regarded as the contribution of the near horizon anomalies. Note that k^r, which causes the ambiguity of the flux in the previous section, has not been fixed. Even though we could obtain the correct flux since we have derived the in-going and out-going currents at the infinity separately.

Here we summarize the derivation of the modified gravitational anomaly method. 1. Divide the outside of the horizon into two and take c_L = 0 in the near horizon and c_L = c_R in the out region.

2. Solve the conservation equations (2.1) and (3.14) in each region.

3. Impose the conditions (3.28) and (3.29) on the integral constants.

4. Impose the boundary condition (3.30) corresponding to the Unruh vacuum. Through this procedure, we can derive the flux from the anomalies in the near horizon. In addition, we can easily show that if we impose the boundary conditions corresponding to the Boulware vacuum or the Hartle-Hawking vacuum instead of the Unruh vacuum, the correct flux can be derived through the same procedure^§.

4 Derivation of Energy Flux through Modified Gravitational Anomaly Method

In this section, we consider the derivation of the energy flux through the modified gravitational anomaly method. As in the derivation of the U(1) current, the anomalous

§In the case of the Hartle-Hawking vacuum, the boundary condition of the in-going modes at the horizon is imposed on the total current J_{(total)v} rather than J_v in order to reproduce the correct flux. It implies that the effective chiral theory near the horizon is not essential in this case.

conservation equation of the energy-momentum tensor is not sufficient to derive the energy flux at the infinity and we need to consider the trace anomaly equation also. These equations are given by, ∇^μT_{μν} =F_{μν} J^μ − c_R − c_L 96π ϵ_{μν} ∇^μR, (4.32)

T^μ_μ = c_L + c_R 48π R, (4.33)

where R denotes the two-dimensional Ricci scalar [14]. We can solve these equations as,

T_{uu} = t_{uu} + 2A_uj_u + c_Re^2 π A^2_u + c_R 24π ( ∂^2_uφ − 1 2 (∂_uφ)^2 ) , (4.34)

T_{vv} = t_{vv} + 2A_vj_v + c_Le^2 π A^2_v + c_L 24π ( ∂^2_v φ − 1 2 (∂_vφ)^2 ) . (4.35)

Here t_{uu} and t_{vv} are integral constants and φ is the background gravity (A.8).

Now we regard the near horizon theory as chiral and divide the outside of the horizon. Then we can obtain the currents. The in-going current becomes

T_{vv} =T_{(O)vv} Θ_+(r) + T_{(H)vv} H(r), (4.36) T_{(total)vv} =T_{vv} + K_{vv} H(r) + t_{(total)vv} , (4.37) T_{(O)vv} =t_{(O)vv} + 2A_vj_{(O)v} + c_Le^2 π A^2_v + c_L 24π ( ∂^2_v φ − 1 2 (∂_v φ)^2 ) , (4.38)

T_{(H)vv} =t_{(H)vv} + 2A_vj_{(H)v} , (4.39)

K_{vv} =k_{vv} + 2A_vk_v + c_Le^2 π A^2_v + c_L 24π ( ∂^2_v φ − 1 2 (∂_v φ)^2 ) , (4.40)

and the out-going current becomes

T_{uu} =T_{(O)uu}Θ_+(r) + T_{(H)uu}H(r), (4.41) T_{(total)uu} =T_{uu} + K_{uu}H(r) + t_{(total)uu}, (4.42) T_{(O)uu} =t_{(O)uu} + 2A_uj_{(O)u} + c_Re^2 π A^2_u + c_R 24π ( ∂^2_uφ − 1 2 (∂_uφ)^2 ) , (4.43)

T_{(H)uu} =t_{(H)uu} + 2A_uj_{(H)u} + c_Re^2 π A^2_u + c_R 24π ( ∂^2_uφ − 1 2 (∂_uφ)^2 ) , (4.44)

K_{uu} =k_{uu} + 2A_uk_u. (4.45)

Here t_{(total)vv} , t_{(total)uu}, t_{(O)vv} , t_{(O)uu}, t_{(H)vv} , t_{(H)uu}, k_{vv} and k_{uu} are integral constants. These constants satisfy t_{(O)vv} = t_{(H)vv} + k_{vv} and t_{(O)uu} = t_{(H)uu} + k_{uu}.

By imposing the condition t_{(total)uu} = t_{(total)vv} = 0 and k_{uu} = 0 and the boundary conditions corresponding to the Unruh vacuum, we obtain

t_{(O)uu} = t_{(H)uu} = − 2A_u(r_+)j_{(H)u} − c_Re^2 π A^2_u(r_+) − c_R 24π ( ∂^2_uφ(r_+) − 1 2 (∂_uφ(r_+))^2 )

= c_R 192π

(f^′(r_+))^2 + c_Re^2 π A^2_u(r_+), (4.46) t_{(O)vv} =0. (4.47)

Then the energy flux at the infinity is given by T^r_t(r → ∞) =T_{uu}(r → ∞) − T_{vv} (r → ∞) = c_R 192π

(f^′(r_+))^2 + c_Re^2 π A^2_u(r_+). (4.48)

This result is coincident with the known result [9].

5 Conclusions and Discussions

In this Letter, we have discussed the problem with the ambiguity of the gravitational anomaly method. We have shown that, by considering the chiral current and the trace anomaly, the correct fluxes can be derived. Thus we can interpret the origin of the fluxes as the anomalies in the near horizon.

Although we can derive the flux by using the conformal field theory technique without employing the near horizon chiral theory as we showed in section 3, the gravitational anomaly method is attractive since it would relate the Hawking effect to the membrane paradigm and condensed matter physics.

Another derivation of the Hawking effect associated with the gravitational anomaly method was proposed by Banerjee et al [32, 34]. They omitted the separation of the outside of the horizon and applied the anomaly equation (2.4) to the theory in the whole region of the outside. If we impose the condition J^r_{(H)} = 0 at the horizon, we can obtain the flux j^r_{(H)} and they interpreted that this flux is the Hawking radiation observed at the infinity. If we admit this derivation, the ambiguity which we have discussed in this article does not exist. However this derivation is physically not correct, since the theory in the region apart from the horizon is not anomalous and we cannot use (2.4) in this region. In addition, the expectation value of the current J^r_{(H)} is not coincident with the correct current at finite r because of the existence of the anomalous term e^2A_t(r)/2π in (2.9). Thus we avoided using the derivation [32, 34] in this article.

Acknowledgements I would like to acknowledge useful discussions with T. Hirata, S. Iso, A. Shirasaka and H. Umetsu. I would also especially like to thank G. Mandal for useful discussions and for several detailed comments on the manuscript.

A Reissner-Nordström black hole

We summarize the basics of Reissner-Nordström black holes. The metric and the gauge potential of Reissner-Nordström black holes with mass M and charge Q are given by

ds^2 = f(r)dt^2 − 1 f(r) dr^2 − r^2dΩ^2, (A.1)

A_t = − Q r , (A.2)

where

f(r) = 1 − 2M r + Q^2 r^2 = (r − r_+)(r − r_−)

r^2

(A.3)

and the radius of outer (inner) horizon r_± is given by r_± = M ± √ M^2 − Q^2. (A.4)

It is useful to define the tortoise coordinate by solving dr_∗ = dr/f as

r_∗ = r + 1 2κ_+ ln |r − r_+| r_+ + 1 2κ_− ln |r − r_−| r_− . (A.5)

Here the surface gravity at r_± is given by

κ_± = 1 2 f^′(r_±) = r_± − r_∓ 2r^2_±

. (A.6)

We define the light-cone coordinates, u = t − r_∗ and v = t + r_∗. u(v) are the out-going (in-going) coordinates and the metric in these coordinates becomes as

ds^2 = f(dt^2 − dr^2_∗) − r^2dΩ^2 = fdudv − r^2dΩ^2. (A.7)

If we restrict to see the two-dimensional (r, t) section, both of these coordinates (A.7), have the forms of the conformal gauge ds^2 = e^{φ(u,v)}dudv, (A.8) where φ = log f. In this coordinate, the gauge potential becomes A_u = A_v = A_t/2.

References

[1] S. W. Hawking, “Black hole explosions,” Nature 248 (1974) 30–31.

[2] S. W. Hawking, “Particle Creation by Black Holes,”

Commun. Math. Phys. 43 (1975) 199–220.

[3] S. P. Robinson and F. Wilczek, “A relationship between Hawking radiation and gravitational anomalies,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 95 (2005) 011303,

arXiv:gr-qc/0502074.

[4] L. Alvarez-Gaume and E. Witten, “Gravitational Anomalies,”

Nucl. Phys. B234 (1984) 269.

[5] M. Parikh and F. Wilczek, “An action for black hole membranes,” Phys. Rev. D58 (1998) 064011, arXiv:gr-qc/9712077.

[6] M. K. Parikh and F. Wilczek, “Hawking radiation as tunneling,”

Phys. Rev. Lett. 85 (2000) 5042–5045, arXiv:hep-th/9907001.

[7] N. Iqbal and H. Liu, “Universality of the hydrodynamic limit in AdS/CFT and the membrane paradigm,” Phys. Rev. D79 (2009) 025023,

arXiv:0809.3808 [hep-th].

[8] E. . Thorne, Kip S., E. . Price, R. H., and E. . Macdonald, D. A., “BLACK HOLES: THE MEMBRANE PARADIGM,”. NEW HAVEN, USA: YALE UNIV. PR. (1986) 367p.

[9] S. Iso, H. Umetsu, and F. Wilczek, “Hawking radiation from charged black holes via gauge and gravitational anomalies,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 96 (2006) 151302,

arXiv:hep-th/0602146.

[10] S. Iso, H. Umetsu, and F. Wilczek, “Anomalies, Hawking radiations and regularity in rotating black holes,” Phys. Rev. D74 (2006) 044017, arXiv:hep-th/0606018.

[11] R. Banerjee and S. Kulkarni, “Hawking Radiation and Covariant Anomalies,” Phys. Rev. D77 (2008) 024018, arXiv:0707.2449 [hep-th].

[12] S. Iso, T. Morita, and H. Umetsu, “Higher-spin currents and thermal flux from Hawking radiation,” Phys. Rev. D75 (2007) 124004, arXiv:hep-th/0701272.

[13] S. Iso, T. Morita, and H. Umetsu, “Fluxes of Higher-spin Currents and Hawking Radiations from Charged Black Holes,” Phys. Rev. D76 (2007) 064015,

arXiv:0705.3494 [hep-th].

[14] S. Iso, T. Morita, and H. Umetsu, “Higher-spin Gauge and Trace Anomalies in Two-dimensional Backgrounds,” Nucl. Phys. B799 (2008) 60–79,

arXiv:0710.0453 [hep-th].

[15] S. Iso, T. Morita, and H. Umetsu, “Hawking Radiation via Higher-spin Gauge Anomalies,” Phys. Rev. D77 (2008) 045007, arXiv:0710.0456 [hep-th].

[16] L. Bonora, M. Cvitan, S. Pallua, and I. Smolic, “Hawking Fluxes, W_∞ Algebra and Anomalies,” arXiv:0808.2360 [hep-th].

[17] L. Bonora and M. Cvitan, “Hawking radiation, W-infinity algebra and trace anomalies,” JHEP 05 (2008) 071, arXiv:0804.0198 [hep-th].

[18] K. Murata and J. Soda, “Hawking radiation from rotating black holes and gravitational anomalies,” Phys. Rev. D74 (2006) 044018, arXiv:hep-th/0606069.

[19] E. C. Vagenas and S. Das, “Gravitational anomalies, Hawking radiation, and spherically symmetric black holes,” JHEP 10 (2006) 025, arXiv:hep-th/0606077.

[20] M. R. Setare, “Gauge and gravitational anomalies and Hawking radiation of rotating BTZ black holes,” Eur. Phys. J. C49 (2007) 865–868,

arXiv:hep-th/0608080.

[21] Z. Xu and B. Chen, “Hawking radiation from general Kerr-(anti)de Sitter black holes,” Phys. Rev. D75 (2007) 024041, arXiv:hep-th/0612261.

[22] S. Iso, T. Morita, and H. Umetsu, “Quantum anomalies at horizon and Hawking radiations in Myers-Perry black holes,” JHEP 04 (2007) 068,

arXiv:hep-th/0612286.

[23] Q.-Q. Jiang, S.-Q. Wu, and X. Cai, “Hawking radiation from the dilatonic black holes via anomalies,” Phys. Rev. D75 (2007) 064029, arXiv:hep-th/0701235.

[24] S. Das, S. P. Robinson, and E. C. Vagenas, “Gravitational anomalies: a recipe for Hawking radiation,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. D17 (2008) 533–539,

arXiv:0705.2233 [hep-th].

[25] Q.-Q. Jiang, S.-Q. Wu, and X. Cai, “Anomalies and de Sitter radiation from the generic black holes in de Sitter spaces,” Phys. Lett. B651 (2007) 65–70,

arXiv:0705.3871 [hep-th].

[26] R. Banerjee and S. Kulkarni, “Hawking Radiation, Effective Actions and Covariant Boundary Conditions,” Phys. Lett. B659 (2008) 827–831,

arXiv:0709.3916 [hep-th].

[27] C.-G. Huang, J.-R. Sun, X.-n. Wu, and H.-Q. Zhang, “Gravitational Anomaly and Hawking Radiation of Brane World Black Holes,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A23 (2008) 2957–2966, arXiv:0710.4766 [hep-th].

[28] S. Gangopadhyay, “Hawking radiation in GHS blackhole, Effective action and Covariant Boundary condition,” Phys. Rev. D77 (2008) 064027,

arXiv:0712.3095 [hep-th].

[29] S. Iso, “Hawking Radiation, Gravitational Anomaly and Conformal Symmetry - the Origin of Universality -,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A23 (2008) 2082–2090,

arXiv:0804.0652 [hep-th].

[30] K. Umetsu, “Ward Identities in the derivation of Hawking radiation from Anomalies,” Prog. Theor. Phys. 119 (2008) 849–862, arXiv:0804.0963 [hep-th].

[31] A. Shirasaka and T. Hirata, “Higher Derivative Correction to the Hawking Flux via Trace Anomaly,” arXiv:0804.1910 [hep-th].

[32] R. Banerjee, “Covariant Anomalies, Horizons and Hawking Radiation,”

arXiv:0807.4637 [hep-th].

[33] V. Akhmedova, T. Pilling, A. de Gill, and D. Singleton, “Comments on anomaly versus WKB/tunneling methods for calculating Unruh radiation,”

arXiv:0808.3413 [hep-th].

[34] R. Banerjee and S. Kulkarni, “Hawking Radiation, Covariant Boundary Conditions and Vacuum States,” arXiv:0810.5683 [hep-th].

[35] T. Morita, “Hawking Radiation and Quantum Anomaly in AdS2/CFT1 Correspondence,” JHEP 01 (2009) 037, arXiv:0811.1741 [hep-th].

[36] E. Papantonopoulos and P. Skamagoulis, “Hawking Radiation via Gravitational Anomalies in Non- spherical Topologies,” arXiv:0812.1759 [hep-th].

[37] S.-W. Wei, R. Li, Y.-X. Liu, and J.-R. Ren, “Anomaly analysis of Hawking radiation from Kaluza-Klein black hole with squashed horizon,”

arXiv:0901.2614 [hep-th].

[38] S. M. Christensen and S. A. Fulling, “Trace Anomalies and the Hawking Effect,” Phys. Rev. D15 (1977) 2088–2104.

[39] N. D. Birrell and P. C. W. Davies, “QUANTUM FIELDS IN CURVED SPACE,”.

Cambridge, Uk: Univ. Pr. ( 1982) 340p.