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10 rue Alice Domon et Léonie Duquet, 75205 Paris Cedex 13, France

4School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Nottingham, University Park, Nottingham NG7 2RD, United Kingdom
(Received 17 August 2010; published 30 December 2010)

Semiclassical gravity is investigated in a large class of asymptotically flat, static, spherically symmetric

spacetimes including those containing static stars, black holes, and wormholes. Specifically the stress-

energy tensors of massless free spin 0 and spin 1=2 fields are computed to leading order in the asymptotic

regions of these spacetimes. This is done for spin 0 fields in Schwarzschild spacetime using a WKB

approximation. It is done numerically for the spin 1=2 field in Schwarzschild, extreme Reissner-

Nordström, and various wormhole spacetimes. And it is done by finding analytic solutions to the leading

order mode equations in a large class of asymptotically flat static spherically symmetric spacetimes.

Agreement is shown between these various computational methods. It is found that, for all of the

spacetimes considered, the energy density and pressure in the asymptotic region are proportional to r�5 to

leading order. Furthermore, for the spin 1=2 field and the conformally coupled scalar field, the stress-

energy tensor depends only on the leading order geometry in the far field limit. This is also true for the

minimally coupled scalar field for spacetimes containing either a static star or a black hole, but not for

spacetimes containing a wormhole.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A number of studies have been carried out on the leading
order quantum corrections to the gravitational potential
due to quantized fields in static spherically symmetric
spacetimes in the weak field limit [1–7]. In two cases
[4,5] the leading order behaviors of the energy densities
and pressures of the quantized fields were also computed.
In this limit it is assumed that the gravitational field is
everywhere weak such as in the case of a planet or a
nonrelativistic star. The far field limit in an asymptotically
flat spacetime is similar to theweak field limit in that, in the
asymptotic region, the spacetime is nearly flat. The differ-
ence is that the spacetime curvature need not be small
everywhere. Since quantum field theory is intrinsically
nonlocal, it is in principle more difficult to study quantum
effects in the far field limit when the spacetime curvature is
not small everywhere and the fields are in the vacuum state
which is natural for the asymptotically flat region, often
called the Boulware state [8].1 In fact there are only two
previous calculations that we are aware of which focus on

the far field limit: Anderson, Balbinot, and Fabbri [10]
computed the leading order asymptotic behavior for the
stress-energy tensor, hTa

bi for massless scalar fields with

arbitrary coupling � to the scalar curvature in the Boulware
state in Schwarzschild spacetime; and Garbarz, Giribet,
and Mazzitelli [5] calculated for the same fields in D
dimensional Schwarzschild-Tangherlini spacetime with
D � 4 the leading order asymptotic behaviors of both
h�2i and hTa

bi.
An interesting question that can be addressed by com-

parisons of calculations in theweak field and far field limits
is the extent to which leading order quantum effects are
local when the fields are in the Boulware vacuum state. By
‘‘local’’ we mean that in the far field limit the leading order
terms in the stress-energy tensor depend only on the lead-
ing order deviations of the metric from a flat space
metric. Comparison of the calculations in Ref. [10] for
Schwarzschild spacetime with the weak field calculations
of Ref. [4] for nonrelativistic static spherically symmetric
stars shows that, while there is agreement in the leading
order asymptotic behaviors of the energy density and
pressure for massless scalar fields with conformal and
minimal coupling to the scalar curvature, for all other
couplings there are differences. Further there are also dis-
agreements in the leading order behavior of the quantity
h�2i for all couplings to the scalar curvature except mini-
mal coupling. In Ref. [11] two of us computed the leading
order difference in the stress-energy tensors in the far
field limit for a Schwarzschild black hole and a static
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1This statement does not apply to thermal states such as the

Hartle-Hawking-Israel state [9], because for such states the
leading order behavior of the stress-energy tensor for a quantized
field in the far field region is the same as it would be in
Minkowski space.
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spherically symmetric star for massless scalar fields in the
Boulware state. It was shown that in most cases the leading
order behaviors of the quantities h�2i and hTabi have
contributions from the local geometry as well as nonlocal
contributions from a zero frequency and zero angular
momentum mode. However, when the curvature coupling
is minimal there is no difference at leading order between
the case when a black hole is present and the case when a
star is present. When the coupling is conformal there is a
difference for h�2i, but for hTabi the differences cancel,
presumably because of the conformal symmetry. In
Ref. [5], the calculation in Ref. [11] was generalized to
the case ofD dimensions withD � 4. As forD ¼ 4, it was
found that there is no leading order difference in h�2i and
hTabi for minimal coupling and no leading order difference
in hTabi for conformal coupling in D dimensions.

In this paper, analytic solutions to the leading order
mode equations in the far field limit of a large class of
asymptotically flat, static, spherically symmetric space-
times are found for both massless spin 0 and spin 1=2
fields. From these solutions, analytic expressions for h�2i
for scalar fields and hTabi for both types of fields are
derived when the fields are in the Boulware vacuum state.
For the spin 1=2 field it is shown that the leading order
behavior of hTabi depends only on the geometry in the far
field region. For the conformally coupled scalar field it is
shown that the leading order behavior of hTabi also de-
pends only on the geometry in the far field region, but this
is not true for h�2i. For the minimally coupled scalar field
it is shown that there are cases, such as spacetimes con-
taining a star or a black hole, where the leading order
behaviors of both h�2i and hTabi depend only on the
geometry in the far field region. However, for the mini-
mally coupled scalar field in wormhole spacetimes the
leading order behaviors of these quantities depend upon
the entire geometry.

Numerical computations of the full stress-energy tensor
for the spin 1=2 field in Schwarzschild, extreme Reissner-
Nordström, and three wormhole spacetimes are analyzed
and displayed. These provide important checks on the
analytic calculations. In each case the leading order be-
havior in the far field limit has been found to agree with the
analytic results to within the numerical error of the
computations.

In Sec. II the computation of the stress-energy tensor for
a massless scalar field is reviewed. Section III gives a
somewhat peculiar method mentioned in [10] of using
the WKB approximation and conservation of the stress-
energy tensor to compute the leading order behavior of the
stress-energy tensor for massless scalar fields in the far
field limit of Schwarzschild spacetime. Sec. IV contains a
review of the computation of the stress-energy tensor for
the massless spin 1=2 field. In Sec. V an analytic compu-
tation is made of the leading order behavior of the stress-
energy tensor for the massless spin 1=2 field in the far field

limit. A similar analytic computation is made in Sec. VI for
a massless scalar field with arbitrary coupling � to the
scalar curvature. In Sec. VII some of the numerical results
for the massless spin 1=2 field are displayed and discussed.
Sec. VIII contains a comparison between our results and
previous analytic calculations of the leading order quantum
corrections to the gravitational potential in Schwarzschild
spacetime. Some conclusions are given in Sec. IX. Various
identities relating to modified Bessel functions which were
used in the analytic computations are proven in the
Appendix. Throughout, we use units such that ℏ ¼ c ¼
G ¼ 1, and our conventions are those of Misner, Thorne,
and Wheeler [12].

II. GENERAL FORM FOR THE STRESS-ENERGY
TENSOR FOR MASSLESS SCALAR FIELDS

In this section the method developed to compute the
stress-energy tensor for scalar fields in static spherically
symmetric spacetimes given in Ref. [13] is adapted to the
special case of computing the leading order components of
this tensor for a class of asymptotically flat spacetimes in
the far field limit when the fields are in the Boulware state.
The metric for a general static spherically symmetric

spacetime can be written as

ds2 ¼ �fðrÞdt2 þ hðrÞdr2 þ r2d�2: (2.1)

In this paper we consider the class of asymptotically flat
spacetimes for which the metric functions in the large r
limit have the behaviors

fðrÞ ¼ 1� 2A

r
þO

�
1

r2

�
and hðrÞ ¼ 1þ 2B

r
þO

�
1

r2

�
;

(2.2)

where A and B are two parameters describing the metric at
large distances; for example, for both the Schwarzschild
and Reissner-Nordström metrics, A ¼ B ¼ M.
In Ref. [13] it was shown that the stress-energy tensor

for a scalar field in a general static spherically symmetric
spacetime can be written in terms of an analytic term plus a
term involving sums and integrals over five different com-
binations of the modes, which often must be computed
manually,

hTabi ¼ hTabinumeric þ hTabianalytic: (2.3)

For fields in the Boulware state, the quantity hTa
bianalytic

behaves as r�6 at large r, but, as we shall see, hTa
binumeric

dominates it and behaves as r�5. For a massless scalar field
with coupling � to the scalar curvature, hTa

binumeric has the

asymptotic form2

2The complete forms for hTabinumeric and the Sn sums are given
in Ref. [13]. Here we present them only to leading order in the
metric perturbations A and B.
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hTt
tinumeric ¼
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2
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2�� 1

2
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�
2�� 1

2

�
1

r2
S3

�
�
2�� 1

2

�
1

4r2
S5; (2.4a)

hTr
rinumeric ¼ � 1

2
S1 þ

1

2
S2 �

1

2r2
S3 þ

2�

r
S4 þ

1

8r2
S5;

(2.4b)

hT�
�inumeric ¼

�
2�� 1

2

�
S1 þ

�
2�� 1

2

�
S2 þ

2�

r2
S3

� �

r
S4 �

�

2r2
S5: (2.4c)

Here the Sn’s are sums and integrals over the radial modes
p!lðrÞ and q!lðrÞ of the Euclidean Green function. In the
Boulware vacuum state we anticipate that to leading order
the nonzero components of the stress-energy tensor in the
asymptotically flat region go like Oðr�5Þ. Hence we need
to determine S1 and S2 toOðr�5Þ, S3 and S5 toOðr�3Þ, and
S4 to Oðr�4Þ. To this order we find3

S1 ¼
Z 1

0

d!

4�2
!2

�X1

l¼0

�
ð2lþ 1Þp!lðrÞq!lðrÞ �

1

r
� A

r2

�
þ!þ 2A!

r

�
; (2.5a)

S2 ¼
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0

d!
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�X1
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dr
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þ
�
1

2r
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2r2
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1
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r4

�
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3r3
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�
; (2.5b)

S3 ¼
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�X1
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2
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2

�
3
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� ðlþ 1
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; (2.5c)

S4 ¼
Z 1

0

d!

4�2

�X1

l¼0

�
ð2lþ 1Þ d

dr
½p!lðrÞq!lðrÞ� þ

1
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þ 2A

r3

�
� 2A!
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�
; (2.5d)

S5 ¼
Z 1

0

d!

4�2

�X1

l¼0

�
ð2lþ 1Þp!lðrÞq!lðrÞ �

1

r
� A

r2

�
þ!þ 2A!

r

�
: (2.5e)

The same type of split also occurs for h�2i with
h�2inumeric ¼ S5: (2.6)

For fields in the Boulware state, h�2ianalytic goes like r�4 at
large r so, as for the stress-energy tensor, h�2inumeric

dominates.
The quantities p!lðrÞ and q!lðrÞ are radial mode func-

tions for the Euclidean Green function. They satisfy the
equation

d2S

dr2
þ

�
2

r
þ 1

2f

df

dr
� 1

2h

dh

dr

�
dS

dr

�
�
!2h

f
þ ðl2 þ lÞh

r2
þ �Rh

�
S ¼ 0; (2.7)

where R is the scalar curvature. To first order in the metric
parameters A and B, this equation is

d2S

dr2
þ

�
2

r
þ Aþ B

r2

�
dS

dr
�!2

�
1þ 2Aþ 2B

r

�
S

� l2 þ l

r2

�
1þ 2B

r

�
S ¼ 0: (2.8)

Also note that the relationships

S4 ¼
dS5
dr

; (2.9a)

S2 ¼
1

2

�
� 2h
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r2
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�
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r
þ f0

2f
� h0

2h

�
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�
�
2�Rh� h

2r2

�
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�
(2.9b)

are exact.4

The modes are normalized so that they satisfy the
Wronskian condition:

p!lðrÞ
dq!lðrÞ

dr
� dp!lðrÞ

dr
q!lðrÞ ¼ � 1

r2

�
h

f

�
1=2

: (2.10)

3Note that the dependence on the mode functions p!l and q!l

in these expressions is exact. It is the subtraction terms which are
approximate.

4To see this, use the exact form of the mode sums in [13] along
with the mode equation (2.7).
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In an asymptotically flat spacetime, one boundary condi-
tion is that q!lðrÞ is finite in the limit r ! 1. The
boundary condition for p!lðrÞ depends on the behavior
of the geometry at small values of r. If the geometry is
regular at r ¼ 0, such as in the case of a static star, then
p!lðrÞ is regular there as well. If there is an event
horizon, then p!lðrÞ should be regular at the event hori-
zon. For a wormhole, p!lðrÞ should go to zero in the
asymptotically flat region on the other side of the
wormhole.

III. WKB APPROXIMATION FOR THE STRESS-
ENERGY TENSOR FOR A SCALAR FIELD

As shown in Ref. [13], for a scalar field the WKB
approximation for the radial mode functions is obtained
by first making the transformation

p!l ¼
1

ð2r2WÞ1=2 exp

�Z r
W

�
h

f

�
1=2

dr

�
; (3.1a)

q!l ¼
1

ð2r2WÞ1=2 exp

�
�

Z r
W

�
h

f

�
1=2

dr

�
: (3.1b)

Note that the Wronskian condition (2.10) is identically
satisfied by these expressions. Substitution into the mode
equation (2.7) gives in both cases

W2 ¼ �2 þ V1 þ V2 þ
1

2
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f

hW

d2W

dr2
þ d

dr

�
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h

�
1

2W

dW
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� 3

2

f

h

�
1

W

dW

dr

�
2
�
; (3.2)

with

�2 ¼ !2 þ
�
lþ 1

2

�
2 f

r2
; (3.3a)

V1 ¼
1

2rh

df

dr
� f

2rh2
dh

dr
� f

4r2
; (3.3b)

V2 ¼ �fR: (3.3c)

Equation (3.2) can be solved iteratively. The zeroth order
solution is W ¼ �. The second order solution is

W ¼ �þ 1

2�
ðV1 þ V2Þ �

1

8�3
V2
1 þ

1

4

�
f

h�2

d2�

dr2

þ d

dr

�
f

h

�
1

2�2

d�

dr
� 3

2

f

h

1

�3

�
d�

dr

�
2
�
: (3.4)

An approximation to hTabinumeric can be obtained by first
substituting Eqs. (3.1) into the sums in Eqs. (2.5). Approxi-
mations for these sums, which we call ðSnÞWKBfin, can be
obtained by substituting the WKB expansion to some order
for W and its derivatives into the resulting expressions,

keeping only terms which are smaller than or equal to the
given order of the WKB expansion. Note that the order is
increased by one for every radial derivative of W. The
details of how the mode sums and integrals are computed
are given in Appendix F of Ref. [13]. The results are then
substituted into Eqs. (2.4) to obtain the approximation
which we call hTabiWKBfin. While the exact expression for
hTabinumeric is conserved, in general hTabiWKBfin is not a
conserved tensor.
If a second order WKB expansion is used for

Schwarzschild spacetime, where

f ¼ h�1 ¼ 1� 2M=r; (3.5)

then at lowest order there are terms in the expressions for
hTa

biWKBfin which at large r go like 1=r4, M=r5, M2=r6,
and so forth.5 The lowest order terms are present in the
M ! 0 limit which is flat space. Thus there is some justi-
fication for ignoring them since the full renormalized stress
tensor is zero in flat space. The terms of order M2=r6 and
higher are of subleading order at large r, so it is reasonable
to ignore them. That leaves the terms of orderM=r5. Terms
of this form do not appear in hTa

bianalytic, which has instead
leading order terms proportional to M2=r6.
The terms of order M=r5 in the stress-energy tensor

come from terms of order M=r3 in ðS3ÞWKBfin and
ðS5ÞWKBfin, M=r4 in ðS4ÞWKBfin, and M=r5 in ðS1ÞWKBfin

and ðS2ÞWKBfin. We find that the terms of these orders in
ðS3ÞWKBfin, ðS4ÞWKBfin, and ðS5ÞWKBfin are

S3 ¼ � 7M

480�2r3
; (3.6a)

S4 ¼ � M

8�2r4
; (3.6b)

S5 ¼
M

24�2r3
: (3.6c)

These are in agreement with both the numerical computa-
tions discussed in [10] and the exact analytic computations
shown in Sec. VI. This is not the case for the corresponding
terms in ðS1ÞWKBfin and ðS2ÞWKBfin. However, if Eqs. (3.6)
along with expressions of the form S1 ¼ aM=r5 and S2 ¼
bM=r5 are substituted into Eqs. (2.4), then the result is
conserved to leading order if and only if

a ¼ 3

80�2
; (3.7a)

b ¼ 9

80�2
: (3.7b)

The resulting expressions for the orderM=r5 contributions
to S1 and S2 are in agreement with both our numerical and

5Higher order terms in the WKB expansion also generate
terms of order 1=r4, M=r5, etc.; however, the correct leading
order behaviors for the sums S3, S4, and S5 are obtained by using
only a second order WKB expansion.
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our exact analytical results. If these results are substituted
into Eqs. (2.4), then one finds that the leading order be-
havior is

hTa
bi ¼

M

40�2r5
½diagð�1; 2;�3;�3Þ

þ 5�diagð2;�2; 3; 3Þ�; (3.8)

which is the same as that given in Ref. [10].
Note that one might expect a similar calculation to work

for the massless spin 1=2 field. However, because the
second order WKB approximation, when used in the way
described above, does not give the correct leading order
behaviors for all of the sums in Eqs. (2.5), we do not pursue
this method further here.

IV. GENERAL FORM OF THE STRESS-ENERGY
TENSOR FOR THE MASSLESS SPIN 1=2 FIELD

In this section the method developed to compute the
stress-energy tensor for the massless spin 1=2 field in static
spherically symmetric spacetimes given in Ref. [14] is
adapted to the special case of computing the leading order
components of this tensor for a class of asymptotically flat
spacetimes in the far field limit.

In Ref. [14] it was shown that the stress-energy tensor
for a massless spin 1=2 field in a general static spheri-
cally symmetric spacetime can be written in the same
way as Eq. (2.3) with an analytic term plus a term
involving sums and integrals over the modes. As for
the scalar field, hTa

bianalytic gives a leading order contri-

bution at large r of 1=r6, which is less than the 1=r5

contribution that we expect from hTa
binumeric. For a

metric with the asymptotic form (2.2), hTa
binumeric has

the asymptotic form6

hTt
tinumeric ¼

1

�2

Z 1

0
d!

��
1

r2
þ 2A

r3

�
!2A1

�
�
1þ 4A

r

�
!3

�
; (4.1a)

hTr
rinumeric ¼

1

�2

Z 1

0
d!

��
1

r3
þ A

r4

�
!A2

�
�
1

r2
þ 2A

r3

�
!2A1 þ

�
1

3
þ 4A

3r

�
!3

þ Aþ B

6r3
!

�
; (4.1b)

hT�
�inumeric ¼

1

2�2

Z 1

0
d!

�
�
�
1

r3
þ A

r4

�
!A2

þ
�
2

3
þ 8A

3r

�
!3 � Aþ B

6r3
!

�
: (4.1c)

The asymptotic forms of the sums A1 and A2 that we use
for the calculations in Sec. V are not simply the asymp-
totic forms of the exact equations for A1 and A2 given in
Ref. [14]. To eventually derive the form of the equations
which we use, it is useful to first discuss the exact
expressions for A1 and A2 given in Ref. [14]. They are

A1¼
X1

j¼1=2

��
jþ1

2

�
Fq
!;jF

p
!;j

�
�
j�1

2

�
Gq

!;j�1G
p
!;j�1þ

r

f1=2

�
; (4.2a)

A2¼
X1

j¼1=2

��
j2�1

4

�
ðGq

!;jF
p
!;jþFq

!;j�1G
p
!;j�1Þ

�j2� 1
4

!
þr2!

2f

�
: (4.2b)

Here the sum is over half integer values of j, with j �
lþ 1

2 in the notation of Ref. [14]. Fp
!;j and Gp

!;j are

radial mode functions for the Euclidean Green function,
as are Fq

!;j and Gq
!;j. The boundary conditions for the

mode functions are the same as those for the scalar field.
The notation is also similar, so Fq

!;j and Gq
!;j are the

modes which vanish at spatial infinity, while Fp
!;j and

Gp
!;j are the modes which are regular at the origin if

there is a star, or at the event horizon if there is a black
hole. They vanish at spatial infinity in the other universe
if there is a wormhole. Each pair satisfies the coupled set
of equations

1

h1=2
d

dr
G!;j ¼

!

f1=2
F!;j �

jþ 1
2

r
G!;j; (4.3a)

1

h1=2
d

dr
F!;j ¼

!

f1=2
G!;j þ

jþ 1
2

r
F!;j: (4.3b)

The radial mode functions also satisfy the Wronskian
condition:

!½Gq
!;jF

p
!;j � Fq

!;jG
p
!;j� ¼ 1: (4.4)

Eqs. (4.2) can be recast in a more useful form in which
the subscripts are consistently the same. As a first step,
rewrite each sum as the limit of a finite sum, and then shift
j ! jþ 1 on those terms in the sum for which the sub-
script is j� 1 rather than j. The result is

6The complete form for hTabinumeric is given in Ref. [14]. Here
we present it only to leading order in the metric perturbations A
and B.
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A2 ¼ lim
J!1

� XJ

j¼1=2

��
j2 � 1

4

�
Gq

!;jF
p
!;j �

j2 � 1
4

!
þ r2!

2f

�

þ
XJ�1

j¼�1=2

�
j2 þ 2jþ 3

4

�
Fq
!;jG

p
!;j

�

¼ lim
J!1

� XJ

j¼1=2

�
2

�
jþ 1

2

�
2
Fq
!;jG

p
!;j þ

r2!

2f

�

�
�
J2 þ 2J þ 3

4

�
Fq
!;JG

p
!;J

�
: (4.5b)

Here the Wronskian condition (4.4) has been used in the
final step to simplify the expression for A2.

The limiting terms are to be evaluated in the large J
limit, and for this purpose a WKB-like expansion can be
used for the mode functions. We first define new mode
functions Zp

!;j and Zq
!;j as the ratio

Z!;j �
F!;j

G!;j

: (4.6)

Then Eqs. (4.3) combine to become the single equation

1

h1=2
d

dr
Z!;j ¼

!

f1=2
ð1� Z2

!;jÞ þ
2jþ 1

r
Z!;j: (4.7)

Using the quadratic formula one finds the formal expres-
sion

Z!;j ¼
ðjþ 1

2Þf1=2
!r

�
�
1þ ðjþ 1

2Þ2f
!2r2

� f1=2

!h1=2
d

dr
Z!;j

�
1=2

: (4.8)

This equation can be solved iteratively. The zeroth order
solution is obtained by setting dZ!;j=dr ¼ 0 on the right-

hand side. Since there are two solutions, one must corre-
spond to Zq and the other to Zp. Because the Fq and Gq

mode functions vanish at infinity, their magnitudes must
decrease at large r. From Eq. (4.3b) it can be seen that the
magnitude of Fq can decrease as r increases only ifGq and
Fq have opposite signs. Therefore

Zq
!;j ¼ Fq

!;j=G
q
!;j < 0 (4.9)

at large r. Thus Zq must correspond to the solution with the
minus sign, and therefore Zp corresponds to the solution
with the plus sign. In the large j limit, we then find that

Zp
!;j ¼

ð2jþ 1Þf1=2
!r

þOð1Þ; (4.10a)

Zq
!;j ¼ � !r

ð2jþ 1Þf1=2 þOðj�2Þ: (4.10b)

Any product of p- and q-modes can be written, with the
help of Eq. (4.4), in terms of the Z’s; for example,

Gq
!;jG

p
!;j ¼

1

!ðZp
!;j � Zq

!;jÞ
; (4.11a)

Fq
!;jG

p
!;j ¼

Zq
!;j

!ðZp
!;j � Zq

!;jÞ
: (4.11b)

Substituting the approximate forms (4.10) gives

lim
J!1

�
J þ 1

2

�
Gq

!;JG
p
!;J ¼

r

2f1=2
; (4.12a)

lim
J!1

�
J2 þ 2J þ 3

4

�
Fq
!;JG

p
!;J ¼ � r2!

4f
: (4.12b)

Substituting Eqs. (4.12) into Eqs. (4.5) then yields

A1¼
X1

j¼1=2

��
jþ1

2

�
ðFq

!;jF
p
!;j�Gq

!;jG
p
!;jÞþ

r

f1=2

�
þ r

2f1=2
;

(4.13a)

A2¼
X1

j¼1=2

�
2

�
jþ1

2

�
2
Fq
!;jG

p
!;jþ

r2!

2f

�
þr2!

4f
: (4.13b)

Equations (4.13) are completely general. To first order in A
and B they become

A1 ¼
X1

j¼1=2

��
jþ 1

2

�
ðFq

!;jF
p
!;j �Gq

!;jG
p
!;jÞ þ rþ A

�

þ 1

2
rþ 1

2
A; (4.14a)

A2 ¼
X1

j¼1=2

�
2

�
jþ 1

2

�
2
Fq
!;jG

p
!;j þ

1

2
r2!þ Ar!

�

þ 1

4
r2!þ 1

2
Ar!: (4.14b)

It is this form which we use for our computations in Sec. V.

V. ANALYTIC COMPUTATION OF THE STRESS-
ENERGY TENSOR FOR THE SPIN 1=2 FIELD

In this section the asymptotic behavior of the stress-
energy tensor for a massless spin 1=2 field is computed
analytically. To do so we first use Eq. (2.2) in Eqs. (4.3) to
write in the large r limit the approximate mode equations
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dF!;j

dr
�jþ 1

2

r

�
1þB

r

�
F!;j¼!

�
1þAþB

r

�
G!;j; (5.1a)

dG!;j

dr
þjþ 1

2

r

�
1þB

r

�
G!;j¼!

�
1þAþB

r

�
F!;j: (5.1b)

It is useful to change variables. First let

~F!;j � F!;j þ
jþ 1

2

r
BF!;j þ!BG!;j; (5.2a)

~G!;j � G!;j �
jþ 1

2

r
BG!;j þ!BF!;j; (5.2b)

and define

x � !r: (5.3)

The mode equations are then

d ~F!;j

dx
� jþ 1

2

x
~F!;j ¼

�
1þ C!

x

�
~G!;j; (5.4a)

d ~G!;j

dx
þ jþ 1

2

x
~G!;j ¼

�
1þ C!

x

�
~F!;j; (5.4b)

with

C � Aþ B: (5.5)

The functions ~F!;j and ~G!;j satisfy, to first order in jB=r,

the same Wronskian condition (4.4) that F!;j and G!;j do.

If C ¼ 0, it is not hard to show that the solutions to

Eqs. (5.4) will be given by ðx=!Þ1=2IjðxÞ and ðx=!Þ1=2
KjðxÞ for ~F!;j and ðx=!Þ1=2Ijþ1ðxÞ and ðx=!Þ1=2Kjþ1ðxÞ
for ~G!;j, where Ij and Kj are modified Bessel functions.

Many of the properties of these functions, including a
number of useful identities, can be found in the Appendix.
The Ij’s are well-behaved at small x but diverge at large x,

while the Kj’s are infinite at x ¼ 0 but damp to zero in the

limit x ! 1. Recalling that x ¼ !r, we thus anticipate that
the Fq and Gq modes will primarily involve the Kj’s.

For C � 0 we can continue to write ~F!;j and ~G!;j in

terms of ðx=!Þ1=2IjðxÞ and ðx=!Þ1=2KjðxÞ by defining the

new pairs of variables �p
!;jðxÞ, �p

!;jðxÞ and �q
!;jðxÞ, �q

!;jðxÞ
such that, for each pair,

~F!;jðxÞ¼
�
x

!

�
1=2½�!;jðxÞIjðxÞ��!;jðxÞKjðxÞ�; (5.6a)

~G!;jðxÞ¼
�
x

!

�
1=2½�!;jðxÞIjþ1ðxÞþ�!;jðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ�: (5.6b)

Using the Wronskian condition (A5) for the Bessel func-
tions gives to first order in jB=r the condition

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ � �q
!;jðxÞ�p

!;jðxÞ ¼ 1: (5.7)

Substituting Eqs. (5.6) into the mode equations (5.4), and
using the recursion relations (A3) to eliminate the deriva-
tives acting on the modified Bessel functions, yields
coupled linear expressions for �0

!;jðxÞ and �0
!;jðxÞ. These

can then be simplified using Eq. (A5) to give

�0
!;jðxÞ¼C!f�!;jðxÞ½Ijþ1ðxÞKjþ1ðxÞþIjðxÞKjðxÞ�

þ�!;jðxÞ½K2
jþ1ðxÞ�K2

j ðxÞ�g; (5.8a)

�0
!;jðxÞ¼C!f�!;jðxÞ½I2j ðxÞ�I2jþ1ðxÞ�

��!;jðxÞ½Ijþ1ðxÞKjþ1ðxÞþIjðxÞKjðxÞ�g; (5.8b)

where primes denote derivatives with respect to x.
To compute the stress-energy tensor, we shall require the

products of the p- and q-solutions, and for this reason it is
helpful to work with the following equations for the rele-
vant products of the �’s and �’s:

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ C!f2�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ½Ijþ1ðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ þ IjðxÞKjðxÞ�
þ ½�p

!;jðxÞ�q
!;jðxÞ þ �p

!;jðxÞ�q
!;jðxÞ�½K2

jþ1ðxÞ � K2
j ðxÞ�g; (5.9a)

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ C!f�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ½K2
jþ1ðxÞ � K2

j ðxÞ� þ �p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ½I2j ðxÞ � I2jþ1ðxÞ�g; (5.9b)

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ C!f�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ½K2
jþ1ðxÞ � K2

j ðxÞ� þ �p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ½I2j ðxÞ � I2jþ1ðxÞ�g; (5.9c)

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ C!f½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ þ �p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�½I2j ðxÞ � I2jþ1ðxÞ�
� 2�p

!;jðxÞ�q
!;jðxÞ½Ijþ1ðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ þ IjðxÞKjðxÞ�g: (5.9d)

We want to solve these equations to first order in C!. The
solutions will be substituted into Eqs. (4.14) and the sums
over j will be computed. Then the results will be substi-
tuted into Eqs. (4.1) and the integrals over ! will be
computed. For large values of j the condition (5.7) breaks
down, and for large enough values of ! the quantity C! is
not small. Therefore one might be concerned that the
leading order behavior of the stress-energy tensor will
not be correct. However, to leading order the nonzero
components of the stress-energy tensor go like D=r5 for

some constantD. If we temporarily consider units in which
ℏ ¼ c ¼ 1 but G � 1, then both C and D have units of
length. Thus D can be proportional to C but it cannot be
proportional to C2 or any other power of C. For this reason
it should be sufficient to only keep terms to order C in both
the condition (5.7) and the solutions of Eqs. (5.9).
In flat space the only nonzero functions are �p

!;jðxÞ and
�q

!;jðxÞ, and these are constants. For the class of spacetimes

we are considering we expect that this will continue to be
true to leading order in a perturbative expansion. However,
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we cannot rule out the possibility that pathological metrics
exist for which this condition would be violated. Thus our
calculations may not cover every possible spacetime with
an asymptotic metric of the form (2.2), but as can be seen in
Sec. VII, they definitely apply to two standard black hole
metrics and some wormhole metrics, and there is every
reason to believe that they apply more generally to most or
all static spherically symmetric black holes, static stars,
and wormholes.

Hence, to leading order, we assume that on the right-hand
side of Eqs. (5.9) all products other than �p

!;jðxÞ�q
!;jðxÞ

vanish. Furthermore, the constraint (5.7) demands that to
this order �p

!;jðxÞ�q
!;jðxÞ ¼ 1, so Eqs. (5.9) simplify to

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ C!½K2
jþ1ðxÞ � K2

j ðxÞ�; (5.10a)

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ 0; (5.10b)

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ 0; (5.10c)

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ C!½I2j ðxÞ � I2jþ1ðxÞ�: (5.10d)

We now need to find suitable boundary conditions for
Eqs. (5.10). This can be accomplished in part by looking
at the solutions to Eqs. (5.8) in the limit x ! 1. Using the
usual asymptotic expansions for the Bessel functions, one
can show that, for arbitrarily large values of x,

Ijþ1ðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ þ IjðxÞKjðxÞ �
X
n¼0

cnx
�n�1; (5.11a)

K2
jþ1ðxÞ � K2

j ðxÞ � e�2x
X
n¼0

dnx
�n�2; (5.11b)

I2j ðxÞ � I2jþ1ðxÞ � e2x
X
n¼0

enx
�n�2: (5.11c)

Note that c0 ¼ 1. Asymptotic solutions to Eqs. (5.8) can be
made by substituting the above expansions into these equa-
tions. It turns out that the following pairs of sums result in
solutions to Eqs. (5.8) in the limit x ! 1:

�p
!;jðxÞ ¼

X
m¼0

apmxC!�m; (5.12a)

�p
!;jðxÞ ¼ e2x

X
m¼0

bpmxC!�m�2; (5.12b)

and

�q
!;jðxÞ ¼ e�2x

X
m¼0

aqmx�C!�m�2; (5.13a)

�q
!;jðxÞ ¼

X
m¼0

bqmx�C!�m: (5.13b)

It is easily shown that ap0 and b
q
0 are both arbitrary constants

whose values determine the values of the remaining coef-
ficients. Note that we have chosen the solutions for�q

!;j and

�q
!;j so that the mode functions Fq

!;j and Gq
!;j are well

behaved in the limit r ! 1, which is the correct boundary
condition for these modes.

The boundary conditions for most of the pairs of sums
are now easily obtained. First note that

lim
x!1�

p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼ ap0a
q
0 limx!1x

�2e�2x ¼ 0; (5.14a)

lim
x!1

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼ ap0b
q
0 ; (5.14b)

lim
x!1

�q
!;jðxÞ�p

!;jðxÞ ¼ aq0b
p
0 limx!1

x�4 ¼ 0: (5.14c)

The Wronskian condition (5.7) then gives

lim
x!1�

p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼ ap0b
q
0 ¼ 1: (5.14d)

Note that all that is uniquely fixed is the product of the two
functions in this limit. However, this is all that is necessary
for the computation of hTabi. Solving Eq. (5.10b) using
(5.14d), one finds that, to first order in C!,

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼ 1 (5.15)

for all values of x.
To obtain a final boundary condition, we must impose

the constraint that the p-solution be well behaved at the
inner boundary. This is difficult because we do not in
general have knowledge of the metric in this region. We
anticipate that in the region r�maxðjAj; jBjÞ, the metric
will vary significantly from its large r approximation
(2.2). Let us choose a distance a which is sufficiently
larger than maxðjAj; jBjÞ so that the approximation (2.2)
can be assumed accurate for r * a, but which is small
enough that a � re, with re the value of r at which we
wish to evaluate the stress-energy tensor. Because we
remain agnostic about the metric for r < a, we cannot
know the relative size of the K and I contribution to the
p-modes at r ¼ a. Looking at Eq. (5.6b), one might
expect that generically

�p
!;jð!aÞIjþ1ð!aÞ � �p

!;jð!aÞKjþ1ð!aÞ: (5.16)

We anticipate that the most important contributions to
the stress-energy tensor at the radius re come from !�
r�1
e . Since a � re, we therefore expect that !a will be
small. At small x, KjðxÞ and IjðxÞ behave as x�j and xj,

respectively. Using Eq. (5.16), it follows that

�p
!;jð!aÞ � ð!aÞ2jþ2�p

!;jð!aÞ: (5.17)

Multiplying both sides by �q
!;jð!aÞ and using Eq. (5.15),

we then have

�p
!;jð!aÞ�q

!;jð!aÞ � ð!aÞ2jþ2�p
!;jð!aÞ�q

!;jð!aÞ � a2jþ2

r2jþ2
e

:

(5.18)

Note that the smallest j we are interested in is j ¼ 1
2 ,

and hence Eq. (5.18) falls at least as fast as r�3
e . Recall

that we are only interested in keeping terms to order
!C� C=re. For sufficiently large re, Eq. (5.18) will
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always be negligible compared to C=re, and hence we
can treat this as zero, so that7

lim
x!0

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼ 0: (5.19)

Solving Eqs. (5.10) subject to the boundary conditions
Eqs. (5.14a), (5.14c), (5.14d), and (5.19) is now straightfor-
ward:

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼ C!
Z 1

x
½K2

j ðyÞ � K2
jþ1ðyÞ�dy; (5.20a)

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼ 1; (5.20b)

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼ 0; (5.20c)

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼ C!
Z x

0
½I2j ðyÞ � I2jþ1ðyÞ�dy: (5.20d)

To compute the quantitiesA1 andA2, first solve Eqs. (5.2)

for F!;j and G!;j in terms of ~F!;j and ~G!;j and then

substitute into Eqs. (4.14). Next use Eqs. (5.6) to find
expressions for A1 and A2 in terms of �j and �j. Then use

the explicit forms for the products in Eqs. (5.20). Expanding
to linear order in C, we find

A1¼
X1

j¼1
2

��
jþ1

2

��
Cx½I2j ðxÞ�I2jþ1ðxÞ�

Z 1

x
½K2

j ðyÞ�K2
jþ1ðyÞ�dy

þCx½K2
j ðxÞ�K2

jþ1ðxÞ�
Z x

0
½I2j ðyÞ�I2jþ1ðyÞ�dy

� x

!
½IjðxÞKjðxÞþIjþ1ðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ�

þBð2jþ1Þ½IjðxÞKjðxÞ�Ijþ1ðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ�
�

þ x

!
þA

�
þ x

2!
þ1

2
A; (5.21a)

A2¼
X1

j¼1
2

�
2x

�
jþ1

2

�
2
�
CIjðxÞIjþ1ðxÞ

Z 1

x
½K2

j ðyÞ�K2
jþ1ðyÞ�dy

�CKjðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ
Z x

0
½I2j ðyÞ�I2jþ1ðyÞ�dy

� 1

!
Ijþ1ðxÞKjðxÞþB½IjðxÞKjðxÞ�Ijþ1ðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ�

�

þ x2

2!
þAx

�
þ x2

4!
þ1

2
Ax: (5.21b)

The sums over j for each term in A1 and A2 have been
computed in the Appendix. The integral terms in the
formula for A1 are given by Eq. (A51), while the other
terms in the sum are given by Eqs. (A17) and (A22). The

integral terms in the formula for A2 are given by Eq. (A60),
while the other terms in the sum are given by Eqs. (A24)
and (A22). The result is

A1 ¼ C

�
2x2

Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y þ 2x� 1

2
� xe�2x þ 1

2
e�2x

�

� x

!

�
1

2
� x

�
þ 2B

�
1

4
� x

�
þ x

2!
þ 1

2
A; (5.22a)

A2 ¼ C

�
4

3
x3

Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y � 2

3
x2e�2x þ 1

3
xe�2x

þ 1

6
e�2x þ 2x2 � 1

2
x� 1

6

�
� 1

!

�
1

4
x2 � 2

3
x3
�

þ 2Bx

�
1

4
� x

�
þ x2

4!
þ 1

2
Ax: (5.22b)

Simplifying these two expressions, and replacing ! with
x=r, we find

A1 ¼ xrþ 2Ax� Cxe�2x þ 1

2
Ce�2x

þ 2Cx2
Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y; (5.23a)

A2 ¼
2

3
x2rþ 2Ax2 � 1

6
C� 2

3
Cx2e�2x

þ 1

3
Cxe�2x þ 1

6
Ce�2x þ 4

3
Cx3

Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y: (5.23b)

To complete the computation of hTa
bi, first recall that

the analytic contribution falls as r�6 at large r, and hence
can be neglected. The numeric contribution, Eqs. (4.1), is
thus the dominant contribution. Substituting Eqs. (5.23)
into Eqs. (4.1) and changing the integration variable from
! to x ¼ !r gives to linear order in C=r

hTt
ti¼

C

�2r5

Z 1

0

�
1

2
x2e�2x�x3e�2x

þ2x4
Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y

�
dx; (5.24a)

hTr
ri¼

C

�2r5

Z 1

0

�
1

3
x3e�2x�1

6
x2e�2xdx

þ1

6
xe�2x�2

3
x4
Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y

�
dx; (5.24b)

hT�
�i¼ hT�

�i¼
C

2�2r5

Z 1

0

�
2

3
x3e�2x

�1

3
x2e�2x�1

6
xe�2x

�4

3
x4
Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y

�
dx: (5.24c)

Integrating the last term in each expression by parts we find
that in the ðt; r; �;�Þ basis,

hTa
bi ¼

C

80�2r5
diagð4; 2;�3;�3Þ: (5.25)

7It is conceivable that for certain pathological spacetime
metrics this relationship will not hold, and hence the �p

j will
be important. That is why our argument is not completely
general.
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VI. ANALYTIC COMPUTATION OF THE STRESS-
ENERGY TENSOR FOR SCALAR FIELDS

We now proceed to a computation of the quantities h�2i
and hTabi for massless scalar fields. As can be seen from
Eqs. (2.4), (2.5), and (2.6), these quantities contain sums
and integrals over the radial mode functions. Thus we
begin by finding approximate solutions to the mode equa-
tion (2.8) which are valid at large values of r.

To solve the radial mode equation it is useful to first
change variables in such a way that the modes and the
equations they satisfy are similar to those which are solved
for the spin 1=2 field. We begin by defining a new mode
function F such that

S � 1

r1=2

�
Fþ A

2r
F� B

dF

dr

�
: (6.1a)

To first order in A and B the inverse relation is

F ¼ r1=2
�
Sþ B� A

2r
Sþ B

dS

dr

�
: (6.1b)

If (6.1a) is substituted into the mode equation (2.8), then
the resulting equation has terms of zeroth, first, and second
order in A and B. Since we are working to first order, the
second order terms can be dropped. One of the first order
terms is proportional to Bd3F=dr3. This term can be
eliminated. To do so, first take one derivative with respect
to r of the zeroth order equation and solve it for d3F=dr3.
The result is

d3F

dr3
¼ � 1

2r

d2F

dr2
þ

�
!2 þ ðlþ 1

2Þ2
r2

þ 3

2r2

�
dF

dr

�
�
!2

2r
þ 5ðlþ 1

2Þ2
2r3

�
F: (6.2)

Substituting this into the equation for F which contains
both zeroth and first order terms, one finds that to first order
F satisfies the equation

d2F

dr2
þ 1

r

dF

dr
�

�
!2 þ 2C

r
!2 þ ðlþ 1

2Þ2
r2

�
F ¼ 0; (6.3)

where, as before, C ¼ Aþ B.
There are two solutions to this equation, Fp

!;l and Fq
!;l,

for each value of ! and l. The Wronskian condition (2.10)
becomes

dFq

dr
Fp � dFp

dr
Fq ¼ � 1

r
: (6.4)

Defining x ¼ !r as before, and letting primes denote
derivatives with respect to x, one finds that Eqs. (6.3) and
(6.4) become

F00 þ 1

x
F0 �

�
1þ 2C!

x
þ ðlþ 1

2Þ2
x2

�
F ¼ 0; (6.5)

and

Fq0Fp � Fp0Fq ¼ � 1

x
: (6.6)

If C ¼ 0, then the solutions to Eq. (6.5) are again modi-
fied Bessel functions. As for the spin 1=2 field, we define
new functions �j and �j, where j ¼ lþ 1

2 , so that

FðxÞ ¼ �!;jðxÞIjðxÞ þ �!;jðxÞKjðxÞ; (6.7a)

F0ðxÞ ¼ �!;jðxÞI0jðxÞ þ �!;jðxÞK0
jðxÞ: (6.7b)

In general, this can always be done, since we can treat this
as two equations in two unknowns. Demanding that these
equations be compatible implies

�0
!;jðxÞIjðxÞ þ �0

!;jðxÞKjðxÞ ¼ 0: (6.8)

Substituting Eqs. (6.7) into Eq. (6.5), and using the fact that
the Bessel functions satisfy the modified Bessel’s equation
(A1), we find

�0
!;jðxÞI0jðxÞ þ �0

!;jðxÞK0
jðxÞ

¼ 2C!

x
½�!;jðxÞIjðxÞ þ �!;jðxÞKjðxÞ�: (6.9)

Solving Eqs. (6.8) and (6.9) for�0
!;j and�

0
!;j, and using the

modified Bessel function Wronskian Eq. (A4), one finds

�0
!;jðxÞ¼2C!½�!;jðxÞKjðxÞIjðxÞþ�!;jðxÞK2

j ðxÞ�; (6.10a)
�0

!;jðxÞ¼�2C!½�!;jðxÞI2j ðxÞ
þ�!;jðxÞKjðxÞIjðxÞ�: (6.10b)

TheWronskian (6.6) in terms of the�’s and�’s is identical
to leading order to Eq. (5.7):

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ � �q
!;jðxÞ�p

!;jðxÞ ¼ 1: (6.11)

As in Sec. V, we will work, not with Eqs. (6.10), but with
the derivatives of the corresponding products. We find

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ 2C!f2�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞKjðxÞIjðxÞ þ ½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ þ �p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�K2
j ðxÞg; (6.12a)

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ 2C!½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞK2
j ðxÞ � �p

!;jðxÞ�q
!;jðxÞI2j ðxÞ�; (6.12b)

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ 2C!½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞK2
j ðxÞ � �p

!;jðxÞ�q
!;jðxÞI2j ðxÞ�; (6.12c)

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ �2C!f½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ þ �p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�I2j ðxÞ þ 2�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞKjðxÞIjðxÞg: (6.12d)
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As for the spin 1=2 field, we keep only terms to first order
in C! in these equations. Thus we need to keep only the
variables on the right side to zeroth order. As before, we
expect that all of the products except for �p

!;jðxÞ�q
!;jðxÞ

will vanish to leading order, and, because of the Wronskian
condition Eq. (6.11), we expect this product to be one to
leading order. Hence Eqs. (6.12) can be simplified to

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ 2C!K2
j ðxÞ; (6.13a)

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ 0; (6.13b)

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ 0; (6.13c)

½�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ�0 ¼ �2C!I2j ðxÞ: (6.13d)

Asymptotic boundary conditions at infinity can be ob-
tained by solving Eqs. (6.10) in the large x limit. Using the
usual asymptotic expansions for Bessel functions, we find
solutions of the form

�p
!;jðxÞ ¼

X
m¼0

apmxC!�m; (6.14a)

�p
!;jðxÞ ¼ e2x

X
m¼0

bpmxC!�m�1; (6.14b)

and

�q
!;jðxÞ ¼ e�2x

X
m¼0

aqmx�C!�m�1; (6.15a)

�q
!;jðxÞ ¼

X
m¼0

bqmx�C!�m: (6.15b)

The q-solutions are chosen so that Fq vanishes in the limit
x ! 1. Using Eqs. (6.14) and (6.15) along with the con-
straint (6.11), we find the three boundary conditions:

lim
x!1

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼ 0; (6.16a)

lim
x!1

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼ 1; (6.16b)

lim
x!1�

q
!;jðxÞ�p

!;jðxÞ ¼ 0: (6.16c)

Note in particular that the boundary condition (6.16b)
implies that the solution to Eq. (6.13b) for all values of x is

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼ 1: (6.17)

The fourth boundary condition requires special care in
this case. It comes from the behavior of the p-solution,
which must be regular at the inner boundary. As in Sec. V,
we choose a distance a which is large enough that the
approximation (2.2) can be assumed accurate for r * a,
but which is small enough so that a � re, where re is the
value of r at which we want to evaluate the stress-energy
tensor. We expect that at r ¼ a the contribution of Ij and

Kj to Fp
!;j will be comparable, so that

�p
!;jð!aÞIjð!aÞ � �p

!;jð!aÞKjð!aÞ: (6.18)

Since IjðxÞ and KjðxÞ for small x go as xj and x�j, respec-

tively, this tells us that

�p
!;jð!aÞ � ð!aÞ2j�p

!;jð!aÞ: (6.19)

Multiplying both sides by �q
!;jð!aÞ and using Eq. (6.17)

gives

�p
!;jð!aÞ�q

!;jð!aÞ � ð!aÞ2j: (6.20)

We anticipate that the largest contribution to the stress-
energy tensor at r ¼ re will come from !� r�1

e , and
therefore expect that the right side of Eq. (6.20) will be
proportional to ða=reÞ2j. For j > 1

2 , this is negligible com-

pared to C!� C=re for large enough re, and hence we
treat it as zero. But for j ¼ 1

2 this term could be comparable

to (or larger than) C!.
For j ¼ 1

2 , it is useful to define the constant � such that

� ¼ lim
!a!0

��p
!;1=2ð!aÞ

!�p
!;1=2ð!aÞ : (6.21)

The factor of � is included to simplify later relationships.
The limit a! ! 0 is appropriate, because we expect !�
r�1
e , so this is equivalent to re 	 a. Using Eq. (6.17) we
therefore find

lim
!a!0

�p
!;1=2ð!aÞ�q

!;1=2ð!aÞ

¼ �!

�
lim
!a!0

�p
!;1=2ð!aÞ�q

!;1=2ð!aÞ ¼ �!

�
: (6.22)

This yields our fourth boundary condition,8

lim
x!0

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼
�!

�
�j;1=2: (6.23)

It is important to note that � is of linear order in the metric
perturbations A and B.
Using the boundary conditions (6.16) and (6.23) one

easily finds that the solutions to Eqs. (6.13) are

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼ �2C!
Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdy; (6.24a)

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼ 1; (6.24b)

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼ 0; (6.24c)

�p
!;jðxÞ�q

!;jðxÞ ¼
�!

�
�j;1=2 � 2C!

Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdy: (6.24d)

Starting with Eq. (6.1a) and using Eqs. (6.7a) and (6.24)
gives

8It is conceivable that for certain pathological spacetime
metrics this relationship will not hold, and hence the �p

j will
be important for j > 1

2 . That is why our argument is not com-
pletely general.
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p!lðrÞq!lðrÞ ¼
�
1

r
þ A

r2

��
IjðxÞKjðxÞ

� 2C!

�
K2

j ðxÞ
Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdyþ I2j ðxÞ

Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdy
�

þ �!

2x
e�2x�j;1=2

�
� B!

r
½IjðxÞK0

jðxÞ þ KjðxÞI0jðxÞ�;

(6.25)

where the explicit form forK2
1=2, which is given in Eq. (A2),

has been used.
To compute S1 and S5, one can first multiply Eq. (6.25)

by 2lþ 1, subtract 1=rþ A=r2, and then sum over l with
the result that

X1

l¼0

�
ð2lþ 1Þp!lðrÞq!lðrÞ �

1

r
� A

r2

�

¼
X

j¼1=2

�
� 4jC!

r

�
K2

j ðxÞ
Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdyþ I2j ðxÞ



Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdy
�
þ

�
1

r
þ A

r2

�
½2jIjðxÞKjðxÞ � 1�

� 2Bj!

r
½IjðxÞK0

jðxÞ þ KjðxÞI0jðxÞ�
�
þ �!

2rx
e�2x:

(6.26)

Using the sum formulas (A13) and (A14) along with the
identity Eq. (A46) yields

X1

l¼0

�
ð2lþ 1Þp!lðrÞq!lðrÞ �

1

r
� A

r2

�

¼ �C!

r

�
2x

Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y þ 1� e�2x

�

� x

r
� Ax

r2
þ B!

r
þ �!

2rx
e�2x

¼ � 2C

r2
x2

Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y þ C

r2
xe�2x � x

r

� 2Ax

r2
þ �

2r2
e�2x: (6.27)

Then S1 and S5 can be found by substituting the above
result into Eqs. (2.5a) and (2.5e), and replacing! with x=r:

S1 ¼
1

4�2r5

Z 1

0
dxx2

�
1

2
�e�2x þ Cxe�2x

� 2Cx2
Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y

�
; (6.28a)

S5 ¼
1

4�2r3

Z 1

0
dx

�
1

2
�e�2x þ Cxe�2x

� 2Cx2
Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y

�
: (6.28b)

The remaining integrals are straightforward to compute.
The results are

S1 ¼
3Cþ 5�

160�2r5
; (6.29a)

S5 ¼
Cþ 3�

48�2r3
: (6.29b)

Next S4 can be found from S5 using the relation (2.9a) with
the result that

S4 ¼ �Cþ 3�

16�2r4
: (6.29c)

The sum S3 can be computed in a similar way by first
substituting Eq. (6.25) into Eq. (2.5c) with the result that

S3¼
Z 1

0

d!

4�2

� X1

j¼1=2

��
1

r
þA

r2

��
2j3IjðxÞKjðxÞ

�4j3C!

�
K2

j ðxÞ
Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdyþI2j ðxÞ

Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdy
�
�j2

�

�2B!j3

r
½IjðxÞK0

jðxÞþI0jðxÞKjðxÞ�þ
!2r

2
þ3A!2

2

�

þ�!

8rx
e�2x�2r2!3

3
�8Ar!3

3
þ!

4
þA!

6r
�B!

3r

�
:

(6.30)

Next, replacing ! with x=r and rearranging slightly, one
finds

S3¼
1

4�2r3

Z 1

0
dx

� X1

j¼1=2

�
ðrþAÞ

�
2j3IjðxÞKjðxÞ�j2þ1

2
x2
�

�Bx½2j3IjðxÞK0
jðxÞþ2j3I0jðxÞKjðxÞþx�

�Cx

�
4j3K2

j ðxÞ
Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdyþ4j3I2j ðxÞ

Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdy�x

��

þ1

8
�e�2x�2

3
rx3�8

3
Arx3þ1

4
rxþ1

6
Ax�1

3
Bx

�
:

(6.31)

Substituting Eqs. (A29), (A30), and (A64) for the remain-
ing sums and integrals yields

S3 ¼
1

4�2r3

Z 1

0
dx

�
C

��
4

3
x4 � 1

2
x2
�Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y

� 2

3
x3e�2x þ 1

3
x2e�2x � 1

12
xe�2x

�
þ 1

8
�e�2x

�
:

(6.32)

Finally, computing the remaining integrals using integra-
tion by parts where necessary gives

S3 ¼
15�� 7C

960�2r3
: (6.33)

To find S2, it is easiest to use Eq. (2.9b). To leading order
this relationship is

S2 ¼
1

2

dS4
dr

þ S4
r
� S1 �

S3
r2

þ S5
4r2

: (6.34)
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Substituting explicit forms from Eqs. (6.29a)–(6.29c) and
(6.33), we find

S2 ¼
9Cþ 25�

160�2r5
: (6.35)

It is now straightforward to substitute all of our expressions
for Sn into Eq. (2.4) to obtain the full expression for hTa

bi:

hTa
bi ¼

1

80�2r5

�
Cdiagð�1; 2;�3;�3Þ

þ 5

�
�Cþ 3

�
�� 1

6

�
�

�
diagð2;�2; 3; 3Þ

�
: (6.36)

In general this result depends on the details of the geometry
at small r through the parameter �, but for a conformally
invariant scalar field (� ¼ 1

6 ) the �-dependence cancels.

We can also compute the quantity h�2i by using Eqs. (2.6)
and (6.29b), keeping in mind that the numerical contribu-
tion dominates the analytical contribution at large r, so that

h�2i ¼ S5 ¼
Cþ 3�

48�2r3
: (6.37)

Note that, unlike the stress-energy tensor, the value of h�2i
depends on � for any value of �.

To evaluate Eq. (6.36) or (6.37) explicitly, we need to
determine �. To do so it is necessary to solve, analytically
or numerically, the exact mode equation (2.7) when ! ¼
l ¼ 0 for the p-function. This equation is

d2p00

dr2
þ

�
2

r
þ 1

2f

df

dr
� 1

2h

dh

dr

�
dp00

dr
� �Rhp00 ¼ 0:

(6.38)

In the asymptotic region, the metric becomes flat, and the
solution takes the form

p00ðrÞ ¼ c0 þ c1=r: (6.39)

Substitution into Eq. (6.1b) then gives the function Fp,
which we match to order 1=r with the general form
Eq. (6.7a):

Fp
00 ¼ r1=2c0

�
1þ c1

c0r
þ B� A

2r

�

¼ lim
!!0

½�p
!;1=2ð!rÞI1=2ð!rÞ þ �p

!;1=2ð!rÞK1=2ð!rÞ�

¼ r1=2
�
lim
!!0

�
�p
!;1=2ð!rÞ

�
2!

�

�
1=2

���
1þ �

2r

�
: (6.40)

Here the definition (6.21) has been used. Clearly,

lim
!!0

�
�p
!;1=2ð!rÞ

�
2!

�

�
1=2

�
¼ c0; (6.41a)

� ¼ 2c1
c0

þ B� A: (6.41b)

Thus � can be found by solving Eq. (6.38) either
numerically or analytically and matching the solution

with its asymptotic form (6.39) to obtain the values of
c0 and c1.
For example, consider the case of a Schwarzschild black

hole, with metric functions given by Eqs. (3.5), so that A ¼
B ¼ M. Since the scalar curvature R is zero everywhere,
there are two linearly independent solutions to Eq. (6.38),
one of which diverges at the horizon, and the other of
which is constant everywhere. The latter is the
p-solution, and we see from Eqs. (6.39) and (6.41b) that
� ¼ 0. The resulting stress-energy tensor is given in (3.8)
for all values of �. Thus our use of theWKB approximation
in Sec. III gives the correct leading order behavior for the
stress-energy tensor in the far field region.
In contrast, consider a nonrelativistic star, by which we

mean a static spherically symmetric weak field source
whose stress-energy tensor is dominated by Tt

t ¼ �	ðrÞ.
Such a sourcewill haveR � 8�	. In flat space,p00 is equal
to a constant. In the weak field limit we can therefore write

p00 ¼ c2 þ �p (6.42)

and substitute it into the mode equation (6.38). Note that
without loss of generality we can set �p ¼ 0 at the origin.
Assuming that �p is small and keeping only first order
terms gives

d

dr

�
r2

d�p

dr

�
¼ 8��r2	ðrÞc2: (6.43)

For points outside the star this can be integrated twice to
obtain

�p ¼ c3 �
2�Mc2

r
; (6.44)

whereM is the total mass and jc3j � jc2j. Matching to the
form (6.39), we see that c0 ¼ c2 þ c3. Then to leading
order, c1 ¼ �2�Mc0. Using Eq. (6.41b) with A ¼ B ¼ M
gives � ¼ �4�M. Thus to leading order,

h�2iSch¼
M

24�2r3
; (6.45a)

h�2inr¼
M

24�2r3
ð1�6�Þ; (6.45b)

hTa
biSch¼

M

40�2r5
fdiagð�1;2;�3;�3Þ

þ5�diagð2;�2;3;3Þg; (6.45c)

hTa
binr¼

M

40�2r5

�
diagð�1;2;�3;�3Þ

þ
�
5��30�

�
��1

6

��
diagð2;�2;3;3Þ

�
: (6.45d)

These are the results found previously in Refs. [4,10]. As
shown in [11], to leading order at large r the quantity h�2i in
Schwarzschild spacetime differs from its value outside of a
static spherically symmetric star except in the case � ¼ 0,
while hTa

bi differs from its value outside of a static spheri-

cally symmetric star except in the cases � ¼ 1
6 and � ¼ 0.
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The argument that for � ¼ 0 the asymptotic values of
h�2i and hTa

bi are the same outside a nonrelativistic star as

for a Schwarzschild black hole can be generalized to the
statement that for � ¼ 0 the asymptotic values of these
quantities depend only on the leading order geometry in the
far field region for any star or black hole. The exact
solution is in this case simply

p00ðrÞ ¼ c; (6.46a)

q00ðrÞ ¼
1

c

Z 1

r

dr0

r02

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
hðr0Þ
fðr0Þ

s
: (6.46b)

Here it is clear that p00 must be the constant solution
because it is the only solution that does not diverge at
r ¼ 0 in the case of a star, or at the event horizon in the
case of a black hole. Then matching to Eq. (6.39) gives
c1 ¼ 0, and hence � ¼ B� A.

The above result, while quite general, does not hold for a
wormhole. By a wormhole we mean a metric such that, at
some throat radius b, hðrÞ has a simple pole while fðrÞ is
finite and well behaved. This represents a connection be-
tween two asymptotically flat universes, which for sim-
plicity we will assume have identical metric functions hðrÞ
and fðrÞ. The radius r ¼ b is the minimum radius for
which the metric is defined and represents the point at
which the two universes join. For minimal coupling,
� ¼ 0, the p solution will be the one that vanishes at
infinity in the other universe, and therefore it is not the
constant solution of Eq. (6.46a), but instead the solution
that behaves like r�1 at large r in that universe. Note that,

unlike the case when there is an event horizon,
R ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

h=f
p

dr is
finite at the throat of the wormhole. The exact solution to
Eq. (6.38) will satisfy

dp00

dr
¼ � c

r2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
hðrÞ
fðrÞ

s
; (6.47)

where c is an unknown constant. Care must be taken at the
coordinate singularity r ¼ b. A temporary change of co-
ordinates to r ¼ bþ s2 shows that the singularity in
Eq. (6.47) is integrable, so that p00 is continuous, but dp00=
dr changes sign as you cross the throat. In Eq. (6.47), the�
refers to which universe you are in, with the þ sign corre-
sponding to our universe and the � sign to the other
universe. Keeping in mind that p00ð1Þ ¼ 0 in the other
universe, one can integrate from 1 in that universe to the
throat b of the wormhole and then in our universe integrate
out from the throat to a radius re, with the result that

p00ðreÞ ¼ �c
Z b

1
dr

r2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
hðrÞ
fðrÞ

s
þ c

Z re

b

dr

r2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
hðrÞ
fðrÞ

s

¼ 2c
Z 1

b

dr

r2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
hðrÞ
fðrÞ

s
� c

Z 1

re

dr

r2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
hðrÞ
fðrÞ

s
: (6.48)

If re is chosen so that it is large enough that we can treat the
metric as flat for r > re, then

p00ðreÞ ¼ 2c
Z 1

b

dr

r2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
hðrÞ
fðrÞ

s
� c

re
: (6.49)

Comparison with Eqs. (6.39) and (6.41b) shows that, for a
scalar field with minimal curvature coupling � ¼ 0,

� ¼ �
�Z 1

b

dr

r2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
hðrÞ
fðrÞ

s ��1 þ B� A: (6.50)

VII. NUMERICAL COMPUTATIONS

There are several cases in which we have done numeri-
cal computations of the stress-energy tensor for massless
fields far from the event horizon of a black hole or the
throat of a wormhole. These are important because they are
computations of the full renormalized stress-energy tensor

FIG. 1. Numerical calculation of the stress-energy tensor for the massless spin 1=2 field in Schwarzschild (left) spacetime and the
extreme Reissner-Nordström (right) spacetime with the renormalization parameter 
 ¼ M�1 in the notation of Ref. [14]. In each plot,
the solid curve is hTt

ti, the dotted curve is hTr
ri, and the dashed curve is hT�

�i ¼ hT�
�i.
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for the quantum fields and thus serve as important checks
on theWKB calculation and the exact analytic calculations
in the previous sections.

The first numerical computation of the stress-energy
tensor for a scalar field in the Boulware state was done
in the case of conformal coupling in [15]. However, it is
not possible to deduce the large r behavior of the stress-
energy tensor from the plots in that paper. In [10], some
results of numerical calculations for scalar fields with
arbitrary coupling � to the scalar curvature were shown.
As discussed in that paper, the results agree with those in
Eq. (6.45c) to within at least two-digit accuracy.

For the massless spin 1=2 field we have computed hTa
bi

in Schwarzschild and extreme Reissner-Nordström space-
times. It is clear from the plots in Fig. 1 that the large r
behavior of the components goes like M=r5. Since the
metric for the extreme Reissner-Nordström spacetime is

f ¼ h�1 ¼ 1� 2M

r
þM2

r2
; (7.1)

the values of A and B in Eq. (2.2) are A ¼ B ¼ M, the same
as for Schwarzschild spacetime. Thus the leading order
behavior of the stress-energy tensor predicted by Eq. (5.25)
for both Schwarzschild and Reissner-Nordström space-
times is

hTa
bi ¼

M

40�2r5
diagð4; 2;�3;�3Þ: (7.2)

Fitting the numerical data to a series in inverse powers of r,
we find that in each case there is agreement with the results
in Eq. (7.2) to at least two digits.
Numerical computations have also been done for three

different wormhole metrics. In each case, the throat is at

TABLE I. Leading order stress-energy tensors for three worm-
hole metrics.

f h�1 A B 320�2r5hTa
bi

1 1� b=r 0 b=2 2bdiagð4; 2;�3;�3Þ
1� b=2r 1� b=r b=4 b=2 3bdiagð4; 2;�3;�3Þ
1� b=rþ b2=2r2 1� b=r b=2 b=2 4bdiagð4; 2;�3;�3Þ

FIG. 2. Numerical calculation of the stress-energy tensor for the massless spin 1=2 field in three wormhole metrics with
renormalization parameter 
 ¼ b�1 in the notation of Ref. [14]. All three have hðrÞ�1 ¼ 1� b=r. The metric function fðrÞ is given
by fðrÞ ¼ 1 (top left), fðrÞ ¼ 1� b=2r (top right) and fðrÞ ¼ 1� b=rþ b=2r2 (bottom). In each plot the solid curve is hTt

ti, the
dotted curve is hTr

ri, and the dashed curve is hT�
�i ¼ hT�

�i.

SEMICLASSICAL GRAVITY IN THE FAR FIELD LIMIT . . . PHYSICAL REVIEW D 82, 124070 (2010)

124070-15



r ¼ b. The explicit form of the metric functions f and h�1,
together with the corresponding coefficients A and B and
the predictions of Eq. (5.25) are given in Table I. The
stress-energy tensors for these metrics are shown in
Fig. 2. It is clear from the figures that the large r behavior
of the stress-energy again goes like 1=r5. Fitting the
numerical data to a power series in inverse powers of r,
we find in each case agreement with the analytic results
displayed in Table I to within approximately two digits.

VIII. COMPARISON WITH PREVIOUS
CALCULATIONS FOR SCHWARZSCHILD

SPACETIME

It is possible to compare our results for both the scalar
and spin 1=2 fields with previous computations of the
leading order corrections to the gravitational potential �
in Schwarzschild spacetime which have been found by
computing one loop corrections to the graviton propagator.
Such corrections have been computed by Duff [1] for both
the massless conformally coupled scalar field and the
massless spin 1=2 field and by Hamber and Liu [3] for
the massless minimally coupled scalar field.

First note that the one loop correction to the graviton
propagator for a given type of quantum field gives the
leading order correction to the gravitational potential �
from that field [1]. Here � is defined by the relation

gtt ¼ �ð1� 2�Þ: (8.1)

Clearly, at the classical order, � ¼ M=r.
Another way to obtain quantum corrections to � is to

solve the linearized semiclassical backreaction equations.
This has been done previously for massless scalar fields
with arbitrary coupling to the scalar curvature in
Schwarzschild spacetime [10] and in the exterior region
of a nonrelativistic static spherically symmetric star [4]. If
the metric functions in Eq. (2.1) are written as

fðrÞ ¼
�
1� 2mðrÞ

r

�
e2�ðrÞ; (8.2a)

hðrÞ ¼
�
1� 2mðrÞ

r

��1
; (8.2b)

then the semiclassical backreaction equations take the
simple form

dmðrÞ
dr

¼ �4�r2hTt
ti; (8.3a)

d�ðrÞ
dr

¼ 4�r
hTr

ri � hTt
ti

1� 2mðrÞ=r : (8.3b)

Substituting Eq. (6.45c) into Eqs. (8.3) and integrating
gives

mðrÞ ¼ M

�
1� ð1� 10�Þ

20�r2

�
þO

�
1

r3

�
; (8.4a)

�ðrÞ ¼ �Mð3� 20�Þ
30�r3

þO

�
1

r4

�
; (8.4b)

which in turn implies that

� ¼ M

r
þ

�
1

45�
�

�
�� 1

6

�
1

6�

�
M

r3
þO

�
1

r4

�
: (8.5)

For � ¼ 1=6 this gives the same value as that found by
Duff [1] and for � ¼ 0 it gives the value found by Hamber
and Liu [3]. The same agreement was found previously in
Ref. [10] using our numerical results and the WKB calcu-
lation discussed in Sec. III.
For the massless spin 1=2 field, substituting Eq. (7.2)

into Eqs. (8.3) and integrating gives

mðrÞ ¼ M

�
1þ 1

5�r2

�
þO

�
1

r3

�
; (8.6a)

�ðrÞ ¼ M

15�r3
þO

�
1

r4

�
; (8.6b)

and

� ¼ M

r
þ 2M

15�r3
þO

�
1

r4

�
: (8.7)

This value for the correction to � is twice as large as that
found by Duff [1] for the spin 1=2 field. This is due to the
fact that Duff considered a two component field and we are
considering a four component one.
One would expect the graviton propagator computations

discussed above to give the correct changes in the gravita-
tional potential in the weak field approximation, i.e., for the
exterior of a static star. The reason that we get the same
corrections for massless fields in Schwarzschild spacetime
is that, for the conformally coupled scalar field and the spin
1=2 field, the leading order stress-energy depends only on
the local geometry in the far field limit. As discussed
previously, for the minimally coupled scalar field the lead-
ing order stress-energy at large r is the same for a static star
as for a Schwarzschild black hole.

IX. DISCUSSION

In this paper analytic expressions have been computed
for the leading order asymptotic behaviors of the quantities
h�2i and hTa

bi for arbitrarily coupled massless spin 0

fields, and of hTa
bi for the massless spin 1=2 field, in the

case that the fields are in the Boulware state. The results are
expected to be valid for most static spherically symmetric
spacetimes for which the metric has the asymptotic form
(2.2). As discussed in detail in Secs. Vand VI, there may be
some spacetimes, which are probably pathological, for
which our results are not valid. For this reason it is
important to compare these analytic results with those
obtained in other completely independent calculations.
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For massless scalar fields with arbitrary coupling � to
the scalar curvature in Schwarzschild spacetime, a combi-
nation of the WKB approximation for the modes and
conservation of the stress-energy tensor has been used in
Sec. III to compute the asymptotic behaviors of the quan-
tities h�2i and hTa

bi. The results are in agreement with the

more general analytic calculations mentioned above.
The asymptotic behaviors of h�2i and hTa

bi in the

region outside of a nonrelativistic, static spherically sym-
metric star have been computed analytically in Ref. [4]
using different methods than ours. Their results are in
complete agreement with ours.

The asymptotic behavior of the gravitational potential as
defined in Eq. (8.1) has been obtained by computing one
loop corrections to the graviton propagator for massless
scalar fields with conformal [1] and minimal coupling [3]
as well as the massless spin 1=2 field [1]. Another way to
obtain the corrections to the gravitational potential is to
solve the linearized semiclassical backreaction equations
using the analytic results for the asymptotic behavior of the
stress-energy tensor. This has been done previously for
massless scalar fields with arbitrary coupling to the scalar
curvature in Schwarzschild spacetime [10] and in the ex-
terior region of a nonrelativistic static spherically symmet-
ric star [4]. In both cases the results agree with the one loop
calculations in [1,3]. This is to be expected since there is no
difference in the leading order behavior of the stress-
energy tensor in Schwarzschild spacetime versus that of
the exterior region of a nonrelativistic static spherically
symmetric star for the cases of conformal or minimal
coupling [11]. In Sec. VIII we have solved the linearized
semiclassical backreaction equations for the massless spin
1=2 field and found agreement with the corresponding one
loop calculation in [1].

Numerical computations of both h�2i and hTa
bi have

been made for massless scalar fields with arbitrary cou-
pling to the scalar curvature in Schwarzschild spacetime
[10]. In these calculations the full stress-energy tensor has
been computed. This has also been done here for the
massless spin 1=2 field in Schwarzschild spacetime, the
extreme Reissner-Nordström spacetime, and three worm-
hole spacetimes. The results are displayed and discussed in
Sec. VII. By fitting the numerical data to power series in
1=r we have found agreement with the analytic results
discussed above.

As mentioned in the Introduction, the stress-energy
tensor for quantized fields is intrinsically nonlocal. An
interesting question that was raised in the comparison
between static stars and Schwarzschild black holes in
Ref. [11] is whether the leading order behavior of the
stress-energy tensor in the asymptotic region of a static,
spherically symmetric, asymptotically flat spacetime is
local or nonlocal. As stated in the Introduction, by local
we mean that the leading order terms in the stress-energy
tensor depend only on the leading order deviations of the

metric from a flat space metric. In Ref. [11] it was found
that when the geometry at large values of r is the
Schwarzschild geometry, the leading order behavior of
the stress-energy tensor for massless scalar fields is non-
local except in the special cases of conformal and minimal
coupling. This result was extended in Ref. [5] to the
D � 4 dimensional Schwarzschild-Tangherlini geometry.
Examination of Eqs. (5.25) and (6.36) indicates that in

the asymptotic region the stress-energy tensor is always
local for the massless spin 1=2 field and for the confor-
mally coupled massless scalar field. We believe that these
results combine with those of Ref. [5] to give strong
evidence that the locality of the asymptotic behavior of
the stress-energy tensor is a consequence of the conformal
symmetry exhibited by these fields. For the case of the
minimally coupled massless scalar field the leading order
asymptotic behavior of the stress-energy tensor is local for
any static spherically symmetric spacetime which contains
either a star or a black hole, but it is nonlocal if the space-
time contains a wormhole. Thus in many cases of physical
interest the leading order behavior of the stress-energy
tensor in the asymptotically flat region depends only on
the local geometry there.
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APPENDIX: BESSEL FUNCTION IDENTITIES

In Secs. V and VI expressions for the stress-energy
tensors of massless spin 1=2 and spin 0 fields are derived
which contain sums of products of the modified Bessel
functions IjðxÞ and KjðxÞ, with half-integer values for the

index j. In this Appendix we derive identities which make
it possible to compute those sums. Throughout it is as-
sumed that j takes on only half-integer values. The func-
tions IjðxÞ and KjðxÞ are linearly independent solutions to

the equation

f00ðxÞ þ 1

x
f0ðxÞ �

�
1þ j2

x2

�
fðxÞ ¼ 0: (A1)

For j ¼ � 1
2 , they are
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I�1=2ðxÞ ¼
2 coshxffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2�x

p ; I1=2ðxÞ ¼
2 sinhxffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2�x

p ;

K�1=2ðxÞ ¼ K1=2ðxÞ ¼
ffiffiffiffiffi
�

2x

r
e�x: (A2)

All other half-integer values can be computed using the
recursion relations

Ij�1ðxÞ ¼ I0jðxÞ �
j

x
IjðxÞ;

Kj�1ðxÞ ¼ �K0
jðxÞ �

j

x
KjðxÞ: (A3)

These functions also satisfy the Wronskian condition

IjðxÞK0
jðxÞ � KjðxÞI0jðxÞ ¼ � 1

x
; (A4)

which, with the help of the recursion relations, can be
rewritten as

x½IjðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ þ KjðxÞIjþ1ðxÞ� ¼ 1: (A5)

For 0< x � ffiffiffi
j

p
and j > 1,

IjðxÞ ¼
1

�ðjþ 1Þ
�
x

2

�
j
�
1þO

�
x2

j

��
;

KjðxÞ ¼
�ðjÞ
2

�
2

x

�
j
�
1þO

�
x2

j

��
; (A6)

while for x 	 j2,

IjðxÞ ¼
1ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2�x

p ex
�
1þO

�
j2

x

��
;

KjðxÞ ¼
ffiffiffiffiffi
�

2x

r
e�x

�
1þO

�
j2

x

��
: (A7)

One of the sums which we need is

Q1 � lim
J!1

XJ

j¼1=2

½IjðxÞKj�1ðxÞ þ Ijþ1ðxÞKjðxÞ�: (A8)

To evaluate this sum, first multiply by x, and then take the
derivative with respect to x and use the recursion relations
(A3) to obtain

d

dx
ðxQ1Þ ¼ lim

J!1
XJ

j¼1=2

x½Ij�1ðxÞKj�1ðxÞ

� Ijþ1ðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ�: (A9)

Most of the terms cancel, as can be seen by shifting the
indices on the two sums. The result is

d

dx
ðxQ1Þ¼ lim

J!1

� XJ�1

j¼�1=2

xIjðxÞKjðxÞ�
XJþ1

j¼3=2

xIjðxÞKjðxÞ
�

¼xI�1=2ðxÞK�1=2ðxÞþxI1=2ðxÞK1=2ðxÞ
� lim

J!1
½xIJþ1ðxÞKJþ1ðxÞþxIJðxÞKJðxÞ�: (A10)

Using Eqs. (A2) and (A6) one finds that

d

dx
ðxQ1Þ ¼ 1: (A11)

Integrating this equation from 0 to x, and dividing the
result by x yields the identity

Q1 ¼
X1

j¼1=2

½IjðxÞKj�1ðxÞ þ Ijþ1ðxÞKjðxÞ� ¼ 1: (A12)

Using the recursion relations (A3) and the Wronskian
condition (A4) then gives the closely related identity

X1

j¼1=2

½2jIjðxÞKjðxÞ � 1� ¼ �x: (A13)

A third identity can be found by taking the derivative to
obtain

X1

j¼1=2

2j½I0jðxÞKjðxÞ þ IjðxÞK0
jðxÞ� ¼ �1: (A14)

Another sum that we need is

Q2� lim
J!1

XJ

j¼1=2

��
jþ1

2

�
½IjðxÞKjðxÞþIjþ1ðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ��1

�
:

(A15)

It can be obtained by first shifting the indices on the second
term and then combining the two terms so that

Q2 ¼ lim
J!1

� XJ

j¼1=2

��
jþ 1

2

�
IjðxÞKjðxÞ � 1

�

þ
XJþ1

j¼3=2

�
j� 1

2

�
IjðxÞKjðxÞ

�

¼ lim
J!1

� XJ

j¼1=2

½2jIjðxÞKjðxÞ � 1�

þ
�
J þ 1

2

�
IJþ1ðxÞKJþ1ðxÞ

�
: (A16)

The limit of the sum is given by Eq. (A13), and the limit of
the last term can be evaluated using Eqs. (A6), with the
result that

Q2 ¼
X1

j¼1=2

��
jþ 1

2

�
½IjðxÞKjðxÞ þ Ijþ1ðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ� � 1

�

¼ 1

2
� x: (A17)
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A slightly more difficult sum is

Q3� lim
J!1

XJ

j¼1=2

��
jþ1

2

�
2½IjðxÞKjðxÞ�Ijþ1ðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ��

1

2

�
:

(A18)

As before we begin by shifting indices and combining
terms, so that

Q3 ¼ lim
J!1

� XJ

j¼1=2

��
jþ 1

2

�
2
IjðxÞKjðxÞ

�
�
j� 1

2

�
2
IjðxÞKjðxÞ �

1

2

�

�
�
J þ 1

2

�
2
IJþ1ðxÞKJþ1ðxÞ

�
: (A19)

The limit of the last term must be handled carefully. With
the help of the recursion relations (A3), the Wronskian
(A5), and the limiting forms (A6), this term can be rewrit-
ten as

�
J þ 1

2

�
2
IJþ1ðxÞKJþ1ðxÞ

¼ xðJ þ 1
2Þ2

2ðJ þ 1Þ ½IJðxÞ � IJþ2ðxÞ�KJþ1ðxÞ

¼ 1

2

�
J þ 1

4J þ 4

�
½1� xIJþ1ðxÞKJðxÞ

� xIJþ2ðxÞKJþ1ðxÞ�

¼ 1

2
J þOðJ�1Þ ¼

XJ

j¼1=2

1

2
� 1

4
þOðJ�1Þ: (A20)

Substituting this into Eq. (A19) gives

Q3 ¼ lim
J!1

XJ

j¼1=2

½2jIjðxÞKjðxÞ � 1� þ 1

4
: (A21)

Then using the identity (A13) one finds that

Q3 ¼
X1

j¼1=2

��
jþ 1

2

�
2½IjðxÞKjðxÞ � Ijþ1ðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ� �

1

2

�

¼ 1

4
� x: (A22)

Multiplying this sum by x and using the recursion relations
(A3) to rewrite Ij in terms of Ijþ1, and Kjþ1 in terms of Kj,

yields

X1

j¼1=2

��
jþ 1

2

�
2½xI0jþ1ðxÞKjðxÞ þ xIjþ1ðxÞK0

jðxÞ

þ Ijþ1ðxÞKjðxÞ� �
1

2
x

�
¼ 1

4
x� x2: (A23)

The left side is a total derivative, so we can integrate and
multiply by a factor of 2 to obtain the identity

X1

j¼1=2

�
2

�
jþ 1

2

�
2
xIjþ1ðxÞKjðxÞ �

1

2
x2
�
¼ 1

4
x2 � 2

3
x3:

(A24)

Another quantity we need is

Q4 �
X1

j¼1=2

�
j3IjðxÞKjðxÞ � j2 þ 1

2
x2
�
: (A25)

Its value can be derived from Eq. (A24) using Eq. (A5) in a
slightly different way:

X1

j¼1=2

��
j2 þ 2jþ 3

4

�
xIjþ1ðxÞKjðxÞ þ

�
j2 � 1

4

�


 ½1� xIjðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ� �
1

2
x2
�
¼ 1

4
x2 � 2

3
x3: (A26)

Writing the infinite sum as the limit of a finite sum and then
shifting the index so that j ! j� 1 on the first term yields

lim
J!1

� XJ

j¼1=2

��
j2�1

4

�
½xIjðxÞKj�1ðxÞ

þ1�xIjðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ��
1

2
x2
�

þ
�
J2þ2Jþ3

4

�
xIJþ1ðxÞKJðxÞ

�
¼1

4
x2�2

3
x3: (A27)

Next use the recursion relations (A3) to eliminate Kj�1 and

use the limiting form (A6) on the last term to obtain the
identity

X1

j¼1=2

��
j2�1

4

�
½1�2jIjðxÞKjðxÞ��

1

2
x2
�
¼�2

3
x3: (A28)

Using the result (A13) gives the identity

Q4 ¼
X1

j¼1=2

�
2j3IjðxÞKjðxÞ � j2 þ 1

2
x2
�
¼ 2

3
x3 � 1

4
x:

(A29)

Another identity is obtained from the derivative of this
equation:

X1

j¼1=2

½2j3I0jðxÞKjðxÞ þ 2j3IjðxÞK0
jðxÞ þ x� ¼ 2x2 � 1

4
:

(A30)

It is also necessary to evaluate integrals of products of
Bessel functions and in some cases both integrals and sums
of products of Bessel functions. One such integral is

Q5 � ð2jþ 1Þ
Z 1

x
½K2

j ðyÞ þ K2
jþ1ðyÞ�dy: (A31)

Using the recursion relations (A3) to rewrite 2jKjðyÞ in
terms ofK0

jðyÞ andKjþ1ðyÞ and ð2jþ 2ÞKjþ1ðyÞ in terms of

K0
jþ1ðyÞ and KjðyÞ, one finds
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Q5 ¼
Z 1

x
½K2

j ðyÞ þ 2yKjðyÞK0
jðyÞ � K2

jþ1ðyÞ

� 2yKjþ1ðyÞK0
jþ1ðyÞ�: (A32)

The right side is a total derivative, so

Q5 ¼ ð2jþ 1Þ
Z 1

x
½K2

j ðyÞ þ K2
jþ1ðyÞ�dy

¼ xK2
jþ1ðxÞ � xK2

j ðxÞ: (A33)

The identity

ð2jþ 1Þ
Z x

0
½I2j ðyÞ þ I2jþ1ðyÞ�dy

¼ xI2j ðxÞ � xI2jþ1ðxÞ �
2

�
�j;�1=2; (A34)

which is valid for j � � 1
2 , can be derived in a similar way.

The last term comes from the lower limit in the special case
j ¼ � 1

2 .

Next consider

Q6 �
X1

j¼1=2

4j

�
I2j ðxÞ

Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdyþ K2
j ðxÞ

Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdy

�
:

(A35)

To evaluate this quantity, first take the product of
Eqs. (A34) and (A33) and sum over j to obtain the identity

lim
J!1

XJ

j¼1=2

�
x½I2j ðxÞ � I2jþ1ðxÞ�

Z 1

x
½K2

j ðyÞ þ K2
jþ1ðyÞ�dy

þ x½K2
j ðxÞ � K2

jþ1ðxÞ�
Z x

0
½I2j ðyÞ þ I2jþ1ðyÞ�dy

�
¼ 0:

(A36)

Then make the index shift j ! j� 1 on each of the second
terms in the integrals. This adds additional terms at the
lower and upper limits of the sum with the result that

lim
J!1

XJ

j¼1=2

�
x½I2j�1ðxÞ�I2jþ1ðxÞ�

Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdy

þx½K2
j�1ðxÞ�K2

jþ1ðxÞ�
Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdy

�

¼x½I2�1=2ðxÞ�I21=2ðxÞ�
Z 1

x
K2

1=2ðyÞdy

þx½K2
�1=2ðxÞ�K2

1=2ðxÞ�
Z x

0
I21=2ðyÞdy

þx lim
J!1

�
½I2Jþ1ðxÞ�I2JðxÞ�

Z 1

x
K2

Jþ1ðyÞdy

þ½K2
Jþ1ðxÞ�K2

JðxÞ�
Z x

0
I2Jþ1ðyÞdy

�
: (A37)

Because we are taking the limit J ! 1, we can use the
approximate Eqs. (A6) to evaluate the I2J integral:

Z x

0
I2JðyÞdy ¼

Z x

0

dy

�2ðJ þ 1Þ
�
y

2

�
2J
�
1þO

�
y2

J

��

¼ 2

ð2J þ 1Þ�2ðJ þ 1Þ
�
x

2

�
2Jþ1

�
1þO

�
x2

J

��
:

(A38)

Eq. (A38) is valid not only for large J, but whenever

x � ffiffiffi
J

p
.

A similar identity can be derived for the K2
J integral, but

because the integral extends to infinity, we must only
use the approximate Eqs. (A6) up to some limit �, where

� � ffiffiffi
J

p
. Hence we first rewrite the integral as

Z 1

x
K2

JðyÞdy ¼ �2ðJÞ
4

Z �

x
dy

�
2

y

�
2J
�
1þO

�
y2

J

��

þ
Z 1

�
K2

JðyÞdy

¼ �2ðJÞ
4J � 2

�
2

x

�
2J�1

�
1þO

�
x2

J

�

þO

��
x

�

�
2J�1

��
þ

Z 1

�
K2

JðyÞdy: (A39)

Then the last term can be bounded using Eq. (A33) with
j ¼ J � 1, so that

Z 1

�
K2

JðyÞdy ¼ �

2J � 1
½K2

Jð�Þ � K2
j�1ð�Þ�

�
Z 1

�
K2

J�1ðyÞdy <
�

2J � 1
K2

Jð�Þ

¼ �2ðJÞ
4J � 2

�
2

x

�
2J�1

�
x

�

�
2J�1

�
1þO

�
�2

J

��
:

(A40)

If we choose � noticeably larger than x, but still small

compared to
ffiffiffi
J

p
, then we can neglect both contributions

that are suppressed by O½ðx=�Þ2J�1�, so we simplify
Eq. (A39) to

Z 1

x
K2

JðyÞdy ¼ �2ðJÞ
ð4J � 2Þðx=2Þ2J�1

�
1þO

�
x2

J

��
: (A41)

Again, Eq. (A41) is valid not only for large J, but for any

x � ffiffiffi
J

p
if J � 3

2 . Combining Eqs. (A38) and (A41) with

Eqs. (A6) gives

lim
J!1

�
½I2Jþ1ðxÞ � I2JðxÞ�

Z 1

x
K2

Jþ1ðyÞdy
�

¼ lim
J!1

�
½K2

Jþ1ðxÞ � K2
JðxÞ�

Z x

0
I2Jþ1ðyÞdy

�
¼ 0: (A42)

Substituting these two limits into Eq. (A37) yields
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lim
J!1

XJ

j¼1=2

�
x½I2j�1ðxÞ � I2jþ1ðxÞ�

Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdy

þ x½K2
j�1ðxÞ � K2

jþ1ðxÞ�
Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdy

�

¼ x½I2�1=2ðxÞ � I21=2ðxÞ�
Z 1

x
K2

1=2ðyÞdy

þ x½K2
�1=2ðxÞ � K2

1=2ðxÞ�
Z x

0
I21=2ðyÞdy: (A43)

Using the recursion relations Eqs. (A3) to rewrite the
factors on the left and using Eqs. (A2) to rewrite the factors
on the right gives

X1

j¼1=2

4j

�
IjðxÞI0jðxÞ

Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdy

þ KjðxÞK0
jðxÞ

Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdy

�
¼

Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y: (A44)

It is not hard to see that the left side is a total derivative:

d

dx

X1

j¼1=2

2j

�
I2j ðxÞ

Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdyþ K2
j ðxÞ

Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdy

�

¼
Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y: (A45)

Next multiply by two and integrate from 0 to x. On the left
side, it is not hard to show using Eqs. (A6), (A38), and

(A41) that in the limit x ! 0 all the terms vanish for j � 3
2 .

The j ¼ 1
2 term can also be shown to vanish in this limit, so

we find

Q6 ¼
X1

j¼1=2

4j

�
I2j ðxÞ

Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdyþ K2
j ðxÞ

Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdy

�

¼ 2x
Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y þ 1� e�2x: (A46)

More complicated expressions can be evaluated using
Eq. (A46). For example,

Q7� lim
J!1

XJ

j¼1=2

�
1

þ
�
jþ1

2

�
x½I2j ðxÞ�I2jþ1ðxÞ�

Z 1

x
½K2

j ðyÞ�K2
jþ1ðyÞ�dy

þ
�
jþ1

2

�
x½K2

j ðxÞ�K2
jþ1ðxÞ�

Z x

0
½I2j ðyÞ�I2jþ1ðyÞ�dy

�
:

(A47)

First shift the sums such that the factor in front of the
integral is always I2j ðxÞ or K2

j ðxÞ. As usual, this will in-

troduce terms coming from the shifted sum. The j ¼ 1
2

terms are proportional to j� 1
2 and thus vanish. Equations

(A6), (A38), and (A41) can then be used to simplify the
terms at large J:

Q7 ¼ lim
J!1

� XJ

j¼1=2

�
1þ xI2j ðxÞ

Z 1

x

�
2jK2

j ðyÞ �
�
jþ 1

2

�
K2

jþ1ðyÞ �
�
j� 1

2

�
K2

j�1ðyÞ
�
dy

þ xK2
j ðxÞ

Z x

0

�
2jI2j ðyÞ �

�
jþ 1

2

�
I2jþ1ðyÞ �

�
j� 1

2

�
I2j�1ðyÞ

�
dy

�

�
�
J þ 1

2

�
x

�
I2Jþ1ðxÞ

Z 1

x
½K2

JðyÞ � K2
Jþ1ðyÞ�dyþ K2

Jþ1ðxÞ
Z x

0
½I2JðyÞ � I2Jþ1ðyÞ�dy

��

¼
X1

j¼1=2

�
1þ xI2j ðxÞ

Z 1

x

�
2jK2

j ðyÞ �
�
jþ 1

2

�
K2

jþ1ðyÞ �
�
j� 1

2

�
K2

j�1ðyÞ
�
dy

þ xK2
j ðxÞ

Z x

0

�
2jI2j ðyÞ �

�
jþ 1

2

�
I2jþ1ðyÞ �

�
j� 1

2

�
I2j�1ðyÞ

�
dy

�
� 1

2
: (A48)

Using Eqs. (A33) and (A34) the expression can be rewrit-
ten as

Q7 ¼
X1

j¼1=2

�
1þ 4jxI2j ðxÞ

Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdyþ 4jxK2
j ðxÞ



Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdyþ

1

2
x2½I2j ðxÞK2

j�1ðxÞ � I2j�1ðxÞK2
j ðxÞ

þ I2jþ1ðxÞK2
j ðxÞ � I2j ðxÞK2

jþ1ðxÞ�
�
þ x

�
K2

1=2ðxÞ �
1

2
:

(A49)

The identity (A46) can be used to evaluate the terms with
integrals. The rest of the terms in the sum can be simplified
with the help of Eq. (A5). Then using the explicit form for
K1=2 in Eq. (A2) gives

Q7 ¼ 2x2
Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y þ x� xe�2x þ 1

2
e�2x � 1

2

þ x
X1

j¼1=2

½IjðxÞKj�1ðxÞ þ Ijþ1ðxÞKjðxÞ�: (A50)

This can be simplified using Eq. (A12) to yield
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Q7 ¼
X1

j¼1=2

�
1þ

�
jþ 1

2

�
x½I2j ðxÞ � I2jþ1ðxÞ�

Z 1

x
½K2

j ðyÞ

� K2
jþ1ðyÞ�dyþ

�
jþ 1

2

�
x½K2

j ðxÞ � K2
jþ1ðxÞ�



Z x

0
½I2j ðyÞ � I2jþ1ðyÞ�dy

�

¼ 2x2
Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y þ 2x� 1

2
� xe�2x þ 1

2
e�2x:

(A51)

Another expression we will need to evaluate is

Q8 �
X1

j¼1=2

�
2x

�
jþ 1

2

�
2
�
IjðxÞIjþ1ðxÞ

Z 1

x
½K2

j ðyÞ

� K2
jþ1ðyÞ�dy� KjðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ

Z x

0
½I2j ðyÞ

� I2jþ1ðyÞ�dy
�
þ x

�
: (A52)

Begin by taking the derivative of this expression. Then use
the recursion relations Eq. (A3) to eliminate the derivatives
of the Bessel functions. Next use Eq. (A5) to obtain

d

dx
Q8 ¼ lim

J!1
XJ

j¼1=2

�
2

�
jþ 1

2

�
2
�
x½I2j ðxÞ þ I2jþ1ðxÞ�



Z 1

x
½K2

j ðyÞ � K2
jþ1ðyÞ�dyþ x½K2

j ðxÞ

þ K2
jþ1ðxÞ�

Z x

0
½I2j ðyÞ � I2jþ1ðyÞ�dy

þ Ijþ1ðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ � IjðxÞKjðxÞ
�
þ 1

�
: (A53)

Equation (A22) can be used to simplify the nonintegrated
terms in the sum. Then shift the sums so the factor in front
of the integral is always I2j ðxÞ or K2

j ðxÞ. This shift does not
introduce any new terms at small j, but it does at large J.
The result is

d

dx
Q8 ¼ lim

J!1

� XJ

j¼1=2

�
2xI2j ðxÞ

Z 1

x

��
jþ 1

2

�
2½K2

j ðyÞ � K2
jþ1ðyÞ� þ

�
j� 1

2

�
2½K2

j�1ðyÞ � K2
j ðyÞ�

�
dy

þ 2xK2
j ðxÞ

Z x

0

��
jþ 1

2

�
2½I2j ðyÞ � I2jþ1ðyÞ� þ

�
j� 1

2

�
2½I2j�1ðyÞ � I2j ðyÞ�

�
dy

�

þ 2

�
J þ 1

2

�
2
x

�
I2Jþ1ðxÞ

Z 1

x
½K2

JðyÞ � K2
Jþ1ðyÞ�dyþ K2

Jþ1ðxÞ
Z x

0
½I2JðyÞ � I2Jþ1ðyÞ�dy

��
þ 2x� 1

2
: (A54)

The large J terms, with the help of Eqs. (A6), (A38), and (A41), can all be seen to vanish except for one, which can be
computed with the additional help of Eq. (A34):

2

�
Jþ1

2

�
2
xK2

Jþ1ðxÞ
Z x

0
I2JðyÞdy¼x

�
Jþ1

2

�
K2

Jþ1ðxÞ
�
xI2JðxÞ�xI2Jþ1ðxÞ�ð2Jþ1Þ

Z x

0
I2Jþ1ðyÞdy

�

¼
�
Jþ1

2

��
½1�xIJþ1ðxÞKJðxÞ�2�x2K2

Jþ1ðxÞI2Jþ1ðxÞ�ð2Jþ1ÞxK2
Jþ1ðxÞ

Z x

0
I2Jþ1ðyÞdy

�
¼Jþ1

2
þOðJ�1Þ: (A55)

Here Eq. (A5) was used to help approximate the leading term. Substituting this in Eq. (A54) gives

d

dx
Q8 ¼ 2x� 1

2
þ lim

J!1

� XJ

j¼1=2

�
2xI2j ðxÞ

Z 1

x

��
jþ 1

2

�
2½K2

j ðyÞ � K2
jþ1ðyÞ� þ

�
j� 1

2

�
2½K2

j�1ðyÞ � K2
j ðyÞ�

�
dy

þ 2xK2
j ðxÞ

Z x

0

��
jþ 1

2

�
2½I2j ðyÞ � I2jþ1ðyÞ� þ

�
j� 1

2

�
2½I2j�1ðxÞ � I2j ðxÞ�

�
dy

�
þ

�
J þ 1

2

��
: (A56)

Next use Eqs. (A33) and (A34) in such a way that only the terms I2j ðyÞ or K2
j ðyÞ appear inside the integrals. The result is

d

dx
Q8 ¼ 2x� 1

2
þ lim

J!1

��
J þ 1

2

�
þ

XJ

j¼1=2

�
8xjI2j ðxÞ

Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdyþ 8xjK2
j ðxÞ

Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdy

þ x2
�
jþ 1

2

�
½I2jþ1ðxÞK2

j ðxÞ � I2j ðxÞK2
jþ1ðxÞ� þ x2

�
j� 1

2

�
½I2j�1ðxÞK2

j ðxÞ � I2j ðxÞK2
j�1ðxÞ�

��
: (A57)

ERIC D. CARLSON et al. PHYSICAL REVIEW D 82, 124070 (2010)

124070-22



The remaining integrals are given by Eq. (A46). The two
terms in the final line in the sum are equal and opposite
save for a shift of index. Thus
d

dx
Q8¼4x2

Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2yþ4x�2xe�2x�1

2

þ lim
J!1

�
Jþ1

2

�
f1þx2½I2Jþ1ðxÞK2

JðxÞ�I2JðxÞK2
Jþ1ðxÞ�g:

(A58)

With the help of Eq. (A5) and then Eq. (A6), the remaining
limit is

lim
J!1

�
J þ 1

2

�
f1þ x2½I2Jþ1ðxÞK2

JðxÞ � I2JðxÞK2
Jþ1ðxÞ�g

¼ lim
J!1

ð2J þ 1ÞxIJþ1ðxÞKJðxÞ ¼ 0: (A59)

After integrating both sides of Eq. (A58) from 0 to x, one
can use the limiting forms Eqs. (A6), (A38), and (A41), to
show that the left side vanishes at x ¼ 0. The result is

Q8 ¼
X1

j¼1=2

�
2x

�
jþ 1

2

�
2
�
IjðxÞIjþ1ðxÞ

Z 1

x
½K2

j ðyÞ � K2
jþ1ðyÞ�dy� KjðxÞKjþ1ðxÞ

Z x

0
½I2j ðyÞ � I2jþ1ðyÞ�dy

�
þ x

�

¼ 4

3
x3

Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y � 2

3
x2e�2x þ 1

3
xe�2x þ 1

6
e�2x þ 2x2 � 1

2
x� 1

6
: (A60)

The final quantity which we need to evaluate is

Q9 �
X1

j¼1=2

�
4j3I2j ðxÞ

Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdyþ 4j3K2
j ðxÞ

Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdy� x

�
: (A61)

To do so, first rewrite Eq. (A60) as the limit of a finite sum, and then shift j ! j� 1 on the terms with integrals that contain
K2

jþ1 or I
2
jþ1 to yield

lim
J!1

� XJ

j¼1=2

�
2xIjðxÞ

��
jþ 1

2

�
2
Ijþ1ðxÞ �

�
j� 1

2

�
2
Ij�1ðxÞ

�Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdy

þ 2xKjðxÞ
��

j� 1

2

�
2
Kj�1ðxÞ �

�
jþ 1

2

�
2
Kjþ1ðxÞ

�Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdyþ x

�

� 2x

�
J þ 1

2

�
2
IJðxÞIJþ1ðxÞ

Z 1

x
K2

Jþ1ðyÞdyþ 2x

�
J þ 1

2

�
2
KJðxÞKJþ1ðxÞ

Z x

0
I2Jþ1ðyÞdy

�

¼ 4

3
x3

Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y � 2

3
x2e�2x þ 1

3
xe�2x þ 1

6
e�2x þ 2x2 � 1

2
x� 1

6
: (A62)

The large J terms can be evaluated with the help of
Eqs. (A6), (A38), and (A41), and the recursion relations
(A3) can be used to rewrite this as

X1

j¼1=2

�
½4jxIjðxÞI0jðxÞ � ð4j3 þ jÞI2j ðxÞ�

Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdy

þ ½4jxKjðxÞK0
jðxÞ � ð4j3 þ jÞK2

j ðxÞ�
Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdyþ x

�

¼ 4

3
x3

Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y � 2

3
x2e�2x þ 1

3
xe�2x

þ 1

6
e�2x þ 2x2 � 1

6
: (A63)

The terms with derivatives can be evaluated using
Eq. (A44) and the remaining terms proportional to j can
be evaluated using Eq. (A46) with the result that

Q9 ¼
X1

j¼1=2

�
4j3I2j ðxÞ

Z 1

x
K2

j ðyÞdy

þ 4j3K2
j ðxÞ

Z x

0
I2j ðyÞdy� x

�

¼
�
1

2
x� 4

3
x3
�Z 1

x

dy

y
e�2y þ 2

3
x2e�2x

� 1

3
xe�2x þ 1

12
e�2x � 2x2 � 1

12
: (A64)

SEMICLASSICAL GRAVITY IN THE FAR FIELD LIMIT . . . PHYSICAL REVIEW D 82, 124070 (2010)

124070-23



[1] M. J. Duff, Phys. Rev. D 9, 1837 (1974); M. J. Duff and
J. T. Liu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 2052 (2000).

[2] J. F. Donoghue, Phys. Rev. Lett. 72, 2996 (1994).
[3] H.W. Hamber and S. Liu, Phys. Lett. B 357, 51

(1995).
[4] A. Satz, F. D. Mazzitelli, and E. Alvarez, Phys. Rev. D 71,

064001 (2005).
[5] A. Garbarz, G. Giribet, and F.D. Mazzitelli, Phys. Rev. D

78, 084014 (2008).
[6] S. Park and R. P. Woodard, Classical Quantum Gravity 27,

245008 (2010).
[7] More references can be found in A. Akhundov and A.

Shiekh, Electron. J. Theor. Phys. 5, 1 (2008).
[8] D. G. Boulware, Phys. Rev. D 11, 1404 (1975).

[9] J. B. Hartle and S.W. Hawking, Phys. Rev. D 13, 2188
(1976); W. Israel, Phys. Lett. 57A, 107 (1976).

[10] P. R. Anderson, R. Balbinot, and A. Fabbri, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 94, 061301 (2005).

[11] P. R. Anderson and A. Fabbri, Phys. Rev. D 75, 044015
(2007).

[12] C.W. Misner, K. S. Thorne, and J. A. Wheeler, Gravitation
(Freeman, San Francisco, 1973).

[13] P. R. Anderson, W.A. Hiscock, and D.A. Samuel, Phys.
Rev. D 51, 4337 (1995).

[14] P. B. Groves, P. R. Anderson, and E. D. Carlson, Phys. Rev.
D 66, 124017 (2002).

[15] B. P. Jensen, J. G. Mc Laughlin, and A. C. Ottewill, Phys.
Rev. D 45, 3002 (1992).

ERIC D. CARLSON et al. PHYSICAL REVIEW D 82, 124070 (2010)

124070-24

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.45.3002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.45.3002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.124017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.124017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.4337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.4337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.044015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.044015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.061301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.061301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(76)90178-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.13.2188
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.13.2188
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.11.1404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/24/245008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/24/245008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.084014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.084014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.064001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.064001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(95)00790-R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(95)00790-R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.72.2996
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.2052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.9.1837

