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A set of boundary conditions de ning isolated horizons (possbly with distortion and rotation) is
Introduced. Space-tim es containing a black hole, iself n equilbrium but possbly surrounded by
radiation, satisfy these conditions. In spite of this generality, the conditions have rich consequences.
They lead to a fram ew ork, som ew hat analogous to nullin nity, for extracting physical inform ation,
but now in the strong eld regions. The fram ework also generalizes the zeroth and rst laws of
black hole m echanics to m ore realistic situations and sheds new light on the brigin’ of the rst
law . Finally, i provides a point of departure for black hole entropy calculations in non-perturbative

quantum gravity.

A great deal of analyticalwork on black holes in gen—
eral relativity centers around event horizons in globally
stationary space-tim es (see, eg., EE]) . W hile it isa nat—
ural starting point, this idealization seem s overly restric—
tive from a physical point of view . In a realistic gravi-
tational collapse, or a black hole m erger, the nalblack
hole is expected to rapidly reach equilbrium . H owever,
the exterior space-tim e region w ill not be stationary. In—
deed, a prin ary goalofm any num erical sin ulations is to
study radiation em itted in the process. Sim ilarly, since
event horizons can only be determ ined retroactively af-
ter know ing the entire space-tin e evolution, they are not
directly usefiul in m any situations. For exam ple, when
one speaks ofblack holes in centers of galaxies, one does
not refer to event horizons. The idealization seem s un-—
suitable also forblack hole m echanics and statisticalm e—
chanicalcalculationsofentropy. F irstly, in ordinary equi-
IHorium statisticalm echanics, one only assum es that the
system under consideration is stationary, not the whole
universe. Secondly, from quantum eld theory in curved
space-tin es, therm odynam ic considerationsare know n to
apply also to cosn ological horizons E]. Thus, i seem s
desirable to replace event horizons by a quasidocal no—
tion and develop a detailed fram ew ork tailored to diverse
applications, from num erical relativity to quantum grav—
iy, without the assum ption of global stationarity. The
purpose of this letter is to present such a fram ework.

Speci cally, we w illprovide a set of quasidocalbound—
ary conditions which de ne an isolated horizon  rep-
resenting, for exam ple, the last stages of a collapse or a
m erger, and focus on space-tim e regions adm iting such
horizons as an Inner boundary. A lthough the boundary
conditions are m otivated purely by geom etric consider-
ations, they lead to a wellde ned action principle and
Ham itonian fram ework. This, in tum, lads to a de —
nition of the horizon massM and angular m om entum
J . These quantities refer only to structures intrinsi-
cally available on , wihout any reference to In nity,
and yet lad to a generalization of the fam iliar law s of
black hole m echanics. W e will also Introduce invariantly

de ned coordinates near and a Bonditype expansion
of the m etric.

Forbreviyy, in them ain discussion we w ill restrict our—
selves to the E Instein-M axwell theory in four spacetin e
din ensions. Throughout, ¥ will stand for equality re—
stricted to ; an arrow under an index w ill denote pull-
back ofthat index to ;V @ willbe a generic vector eld
tangentialto and V? any of its extensions to space-
tin e. The electrom agnetic potential and elds will be
denoted by bold-faced letters. A1l elds are assum ed to
be sm ooth, and bundles, trivial. For details, generaliza—
tions and subtleties, see H{ﬁ].

De nition: A sub-manifold ofa spacetine M ;9 ap)
is said to be an isolated horizon if:

i) It is topokgically S? R, null, with zero shear and

expansion. T his condition in plies, in particular, that the

space-tin e r induces a unique derivative operatorD on
viaD VP = r, VP,

i) @D, DL I)VPH O0OandL A, b 0 Or some null

nomal ‘to ;and,

ii) Field equations hold at

These conditions are bcalto . The rsttwo mmply
that the intrinsic m etric and connection on are time-
Independent’ and spell out the precise sense in which
is Ysolated’. Every K illing horizon w hich is topologically
S? R isan isolated horizon. H owever, In general, space—
tim es w ith isolated horizons need not adm it any K illing

eld even In a neighborhood of . The localexistence of
such space-tineswas shown In E]. A glbalexample is
provided by Robinson-T rautm an space-tim es which ad-
m it an isolated horizon but have radiation in every neigh—
borhood of it E]. Finally, on a general ,thenullnom al
Y ofii) playsa roke analogousto that oftheK illing eld on
a K illing horizon. G enerically, ' satisfying ii) is unique
up to a constant rescalng ‘! c'. (In particular, this
is true of the Kerr fam ily.) W e will denote by ['] the
equivalence class of null nom als satisfying ii). O ne can
not hope to elin inate this constant rescaling freedom be—
cause, w ithout reference to in nity, it exists already on
K illing horizons.
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G eom etry of isolated horizons: A though the bound-
ary conditions are rather weak, they have surprisingly
rich consequences. W e now summ arize the m ost in por—
tant ones.

1. Intrinsic geom etry: ' is a sym m etry of the the degen—
erate, mtrinsicmetric g, = gap 0f ;L \aqp d 0. is
naturally equipped w ith a 2-form .y, the pulktback to

of the volum e 2-form on the 2-sphere of integral curves
of , satisfying .p ¥ 0 andyl + ap ® 0. The area ofany
crosssection S is given by and is the sam e for all
cross—sections. W e w illdenote it by a

2. Connection coe cients: ‘ is geodesic and free of di-
vergence, shear and tw ist. Hence there exists a 1-form
! on suchthatr , Y= !, . The surface gravity (y
de ned by ' is given by (y = !,%. The boundary
conditions mply (v is constant on [éﬂ. Thus, the ze—
roth law holds. Sim ilarly, the electrom agnetic potential

y = ALY is constant on . Note, however, that
other connection com ponents or the scalar curvature of
the Intrinsic m etric g need not be constant; the horizon
m ay be distorted arbirarily.

3. W eylcurvature: Let uspick an ‘in [‘] and construct
anulltetrad Y;n;m ;m on . Thus, m;m are tangential
to and n is transverse. Then, the W eyl com ponents
0= Capca ®m®*m? and 1 = Capeq ¥m”*n? vanish,
In plying that there isno ux of gravitational radiation
across and the W eyl tensor at  is of Petrov type
IT E]. Hence ; = Capea ¥mPmn? is gauge invariant.
Its In aginary part isgiven by: d! = 2Im , .Wewil
see that it contains the angularm om entum inform ation.
W hile , istim e independent on the horizon, In general,
ﬂ3 = Capeg PmPm°n? and 4 = Cpeqn®mMPnm® are not

1.

4. A natural foliation: Let us consider the non-extrem al
casswhen (, isnon—zero.Then, adm itsa naturalfo-

liation, thereby providing a natural horizon rest fram e’
ﬂ]. T he 2-sphere cross—sections of the horizon de ned

by this foliation are com pletely analogous to the Yood
cuts’ that nullin nity adm its in absence ofBondinew s.
T herefore, we w ill refer to them as good cuts of the hori-

d

zon. On a non-rotating horizon, sihce In  , vanishes,
so does d! . Hence, there exists a function on wih
!'dd . Sheels b ! AE ) is constant on , the

$ constant surfaces oliate . In the rotating case, the
argum ent is m ore involred but the foliation is again de—
term ined invariantly by the geom etrical structure of
T his foliation tums out to be very usefiil (see below ).
5. Symmetries of : In view of ourmain De nition, it
is natural to de ne the symmetry group G of a given
isolated horizon to be the sub-group 0ofDi  which pre-
serves [']; p;D jA 5. Shee qp; D ;AL can vary from
one isolated horizon to another, G is not canonical.
For sin plicity, let us again restrict ourselves to the non—
extramalcase (y $ 0. Then, isolated horizons fall into
three universality classes ﬁ]: I.din G = 4:in thiscase,

Ghp is spherically sym m etric, good cuts are Invariant un—
derthenaturalSO (3) action and G isthe direct product
0of SO (3) wih transhtions along Y; II.dim G = 2: In
this case, qup Is axisymm etric, the general In nitesin al
symmetry @ hastheform 2 3® c¥+ ’ %, wherec; are
constantson and ’ is a rotationalvector eld tangen-—
tialto good cuts; and, IIT.din G =1: in this case, the
In nitesin alhorizon sym m etry hasthe form 2 = c¢¥. In
case I, asonem ight expect, In  ; ® 0 and the horizon is
non-rotating. C ase ITI corresponds to general distortion.
E xtracting physics: The isolated horizon fram ew ork
can be used to extract nvariant physical Infom ation in
the strong eld region nearblack holes, form ed by gravi-
tational collapse orm erger of com pact ob fcts. At a suf-
ciently late tin e, the spacetin e would contain an (@p—
proxim ate) isolated horizon . In the m ost intertesting
case, would be ofuniversality class IT above. O ne can
ask for tsangularm om entum and m ass. Recallthat, for
asym ptotically at space-tin es w ithout intemal bound-
aries, one obtains expressionsofthe ADM massM ; and
angularm om entum J; usihg a Ham iltonian fram ework.
This strategy can be extended to the present case (see
below ). W hen constraints are satis ed, the totalH am il—
tonian isnow a sum oftwo surface tem s, one at in nity
and the other at . The tem s at In niy agan yield

M and J; . General argum ents lead one to interpret
the surface temm s at as the horizon m ass M and an—
gularmomentum J .W e have ﬂ]:
I
J = L (la+ 2GA,) °
8 G S ca a
1 I
= — £ (In + 2G Im 1
16 ( 2 1) 1)

where S is any 2-sphere cross—section of , £ is related
to’ byDaf= p'PandIn ;= (=2)F,pm2m? isa
Newm an-Penrose com ponent of the M axwell eld. In a
vacuum , axisymm etric spacetine, J = J; . However,
In general, the two di er by the angular m om entum In
the gaviational radiation and the M axwell eld in the
region between and in nityy. Even in presence of such
radiation, the horizon m ass is given by ﬂ]

1 2 2,2 242 3
= + G + 4G*J° 2 2
"GR R Q) @)
where R is th%hor_izon radiis, given by a = 4 R? ,

andQ = 4 ,°F isthe horizon charge. Som ewhat
surprisingly,M hasthe sam e dependence on area, angu—
larm om entum and charge as in the KerrNewm an fam —
iy rovided J is de ned via )). However, this is a
resukt of the calculation, not an assum ption. In a K err—
Newm an spacetine, we haveM ; = M for all values
ofQ. (Thus, ifQ & 0,M does not agree with any of
the known quasidocal expressions ofm ass.) However, in
generalM  isdierent from M ; . Under certain phys—

ically reasonable assum ptions on the behavior of elds



near future tin elike .n nity it , one can show that the
di erence is the energy radiated across I* by gravita—
tionaland electrom agnetic w aves.

If (y 6 0, irespective of the universality class,
one can Introduce (essentially) invariant coordinates and
tetrads in a neighborhood of .Fixan ‘in [']. Letv; ;
be coordinates on such that L w ¥ 1 and good cuts
are given by v » const. Let n®* be the unique future-
directed nullvector eld which is orthogonalto the good
cuts and nomm alized so that ' n ® 1. Consider past
null geodesics em anating from the good cuts, with n?
as their tangent at . Fihally, denervialL ,r= 1
and r= r on ,and Liedragv; ; alngn?. We
now have a natural set of coordinates, (r;v; ; ), the
only arbitrarinessbeing in the initial choice of ( ; ) and
adding constants to r;v. Next, ket us parallel transport
Y;m ;m along n to obtain this neighborhood. T he tetrad
isunigque up to localm -m rotationsat .Now,assum ing
the vacuum equationshold in this neighborhood, one can
give a Bonditype expansion for the m etric com ponents
n powers of (r+°) to any desired order. For exam pl,
retaining tem s to second order, we have ﬂ]:

— O =0 0 Oy O 7O
Gab = 2m | My, + 21, Vy, T r)4 °mm

0.0 0 “°—0 —o
2 °m wlyp, + 2 m @My + 2v, o @y, Vi)

+

—O —
+ 1=2)@c )% 4((°P+ ° memy
+
+
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where quantities with the a superscript o are evalu-—
ated on , and the Newm an-Penrose spin coe cients
are de ned as: = m2mPr,ny, = M°mM°r,np and
= ®WPr.n,.U sing the boundary conditions and eld
equations, at the horizon these soin coe cients as well
as the W eyl com ponents can be expressed in tem s of
the dyad m °;m ° de ning the intrinsic horizon geom etry,
1-om !, and the value of § on any one good cut ﬂ].
The null surfaces v = oonst: are invariantly de ned.
T herefore (m odulo the sn all freedom m entioned above)
the tetrad com ponents of the W eyl tensors on these sur-
faces are gauge Invariant. T his property w illbe usefiil in
physically interpreting the outcom es of num erical sim u—
lations of m ergers of com pact ob fcts. For exam ple, i
w illenable a gauge Invariant com parison betw een the ra-
diation elds j ;jcreated in two simulations, say w ih
som ew hat di erent iniial conditions. Finally, one can
give a system atic procedure to extend any In nitesin al
symmetry 2  c¥+ /2 on toa botential K illing
eld’ ¥ in a neighborhood ﬂ]. Ifthe spacetin e does ad—
miaKiling eld ® which coincideswith 2 on , then
® must equalt® in the neighborhood. A gain, since they
are de ned invariantly, the vector elds t* can be useful

to extract physical inform ation coded in the strong eld
geom etry.

F inally, note that all this structure | particularly the
de nitionsofM andJ | is de ned intrinsically, using
local geom etry of the physical space-tin e under consid—
eration. To extract physical inform ation, one does not
have to em bed this spacetin e In a K err solution which,
In the Iight ofthe no-hair theorem s, presum ably approx—
In ates the physical, near horizon geom etry at late tim es.
In practice this is a signi cant advantage because the
em bedding problem can be very di cul: typically, one
know s little about the form ofthe desired K errm etric in
the coordinate system in which the num erical sin ulation
is carried out. M ore in portantly, a priori, one does not
know which K err param eters to use in the embedding,
nor does one have a quantitative controlon precisely how
the physical near-horizon geom etry is to approach K err.

Isolated Horizon M echanics: W e already saw that the
zeroth law holds on all isolated horizons. Let us consider
the rstlaw: M = (=8 G) a+ J + Q. In the
stationary context the law is som ewhat hybrid’ in that
M and J are de ned at n niy, a at the horizon and

; and are evaluated at the horizon but refer to the
nom alization of the K illing eld carried out at in niy.
In the non-stationary context now under consideration,
there are tw 0 additionalproblem s: due to the presence of
radiation,M ; and J; have little to do w ith the horizon
m ass and since we no longer have a globalK illing eld,
there is an am biguiy in the nom alization of and

Asin @], our strategy is to arrive at the rst law
through a Ham iltonian fram ew ork, but now adapted to
the isolated horizon boundary conditions. For brevity,
we will again focus on the physically m ost Interesting
universality class IT. Let us x on the (abstract) isolated
horizon boundary a rotationalvector eld ’ *. Con-
sider the space ofasym ptotically at solutions to the
E instein-M axwell equations for which as an isolated
horizon innerboundary wih symmetry ’ 2. will be
our covariant phase-space Bﬂ] D enote by ~® any exten—
sion of ’ # which is an asym ptotic rotationalK illing eld
at spatial in nity. Then, one can show that the vector

eld . on de ned by the Lie derivative ofbasic elds
along ~* is a phase space symm etry, ie., Lie drags the
sym plectic structure. Its generator is given by ﬂ]

Ho=J; J

whereJ isgiven by EI) . Hence, it isnaturalto interpret
) as the horizon angularm om entum .

To de nethehorizon energy, oneneedsto selecta time
translation’. On , i should coincide with a horizon
symmetry 22  c¥+ ’ 2. W hile ¢; are constants on

, In the phase space we must allow them to vary from
one solution to another. (In the num erical relativity lan—
guage, wem ust allow 2 | or, the lapse and shift at |
to be live.) For, unlike at in nity, the 4-geom etriesunder



consideration do not approach a xed 4-geom etry at ,

whence it is not a priori obvious how to pick the same
tin e-translation orallgeom etries In the phase space. Let
t® be any extension of t® to the whole spacetin e which
approaches a xed tin e transhtion at in niy. W e can
ask if the corresponding . is a phase space symm etry.
T he answer is rather surprising: yes, if and only if there
exists a function E* on the phase space, involving only
the horizon elds, such that the rst law,

t (t)

= a + J + ; 3
8 G t © Q (3)

holds Eﬂ] Thus, not only does the isolated horizon
fram ew ork enable one to extend the rst law beyond the
stationary context, but is also brings out its deeper role:
it is a necessary and su cient condition for a consistent
Ham ilttonian evolution.

H ow ever, there are m any choices of % on the horizon
for which this condition can be met, each wih a cor-
responding tim eevolution, horizon energy function and

rst law. Can we make a canonical choice of t*? In
the E Instein-M axwell theory, the answer is in the a -
m ative. The requirem ent that the (live) vector eld t#
coincide, on each K errNewm an solution, w ith that sta—
tionary K illing eld which isuniatin nity uniquely xes
2 on the isolated horizon ofevery space—tin e in the phase
space. W ith thiscanonicalchoice, say t= t,, in E instein—
M axwell theory we can de ne the horizon m ass to be

M =E%:

Then,M isgiven by [@).
W e will conclude w ith three rem arks.

1. W e focused our discussion on the physically m ost in—
teresting universality class IT. C lass I was treated in de—
tail n EE] and is a special case of non-rotating, class
IIT horizons discussed in H]. A 11 these cases have been
analyzed in detail. However, the current understanding
ofclassIIIwih In , 6 0O is rather sketchy.

2. The fram ew ork that led usto the zeroth and st laws
can be easily extended to other space-tin e din ensions.
The 2+ 1-din ensional case has already been analyzed In
detail @] and has som e special interesting features in the
context of a negative coan ological constant. In the non—
rotating, class ITT case, dilaton and Yang-M ills eldshave
also been incorporated E{E]. In the YangM ills case, al-
though the zeroth and rst law scan be proved, the analog
of the m ass ormula @) is not known because one does
not have as much controlon the space of all stationary
solutions. N onetheless, the fram ew ork has been used to
derive new relationsbetween m asses of static black holes
w ith hair and their solitonic analogs in E nstein-Yang
M ills theory EE] M ore im portantly, as is welkknown,
the standard no-hair theorem s fail In this case and the
fram ew ork hasbeen used to con ecture new no-hairtheo—
rem s tailored to isolated horizons rather than In nity [ﬁ].

3. In the non-rotating case, the fram ew ork hasbeen used
to carry out a system atic and detailed entropy calculation
using non-perturbative quantum gravity @]. The anal-
ysis encom passes allblack holes w ithout any restriction
of nearextrem ality m ade in string theory calculations.
Furthem ore, it also naturally incorporates the cosm o—
logicalhorizons to which them odynam ic considerations
are known to apply E]. R ecently, sub-leading corrections
to entropy have also been calculated E]. H ow ever, the
non-perturbative quantization schem e faces a quantiza—
tion am biguity | analogoustothe -ambiguity inQCD |
which pemn eates all these calculations. Its rol is not
fully understood. Carlip @] and others have suggested
the use ofhorizon sym m etries in entropy calculationsand
this approach could shed light on the quantization am —
biguity and relate the analysis of @] to conform al eld
theordies. C onversely, the isolated horizon fram ew ork m ay
0 eram ore systam atic avenue for in plem enting C arlip’s
ideas. F inally, since rotation has now been incorporated
In the classical theory ﬁ], one can hope to extend the
entropy calculation to this case.
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