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MOTIVATION

➤ The black hole contains a curvature singularity, which will not 
be naked if the mass M, charge Q and angular momentum 
J=aM satisfying   

                             . 

➤ When the equality holds, it is called extremal black hole. 

➤ Penrose proposed the so-called weak cosmic censorship 
conjecture (WCCC) that a gravitational singularity should be 
hidden inside a black hole horizon. 

➤ This implies non-existence of super-extremal black hole. 

M2 � a2 +Q2
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GEDENKEN EXPERIMENT

➤ Can we overspin or overcharge to destroy a black hole by 
throwing matter of large spin or charge into it? 

➤ Consider throwing a charged particle of mass m and charge e 
into an extremal Reissner-Nordstrom (RN) black hole with 
M=Q. The energy of the particle is given by 

Thus, M+E>=Q+e, impossible to overcharge.  

➤ Dynamically, this is a very complicated problem due to the 
self-force and self-energy. E.g., self-force of electric charged 
particle: 

E = �(muµ + eAµ)⇠
µ � e�H = e with �H = (�Aµ⇠

µ)|H = 1 for extermal RN black hole.
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HUBENY’S ARGUMENT

➤ Hubeny (1999) argued that it is possible to overcharge a near-
extremal black hole. Parametrizing the near-extremality:  

 

➤ The EM potential now is  , and the energy of the 
charged particle . Thus, we have  

➤ It seems that we can overcharge to destroy a black hole if
. However, this is not the whole story since the e^2 

effect is involved for the argument without also including it in 
estimating E. 

✏ =
p
1� q2 with q = Q/M.

�H = Q/r+ ⇡ 1� ✏

E � e(1� ✏)

e > ✏M/2

M + E � (Q+ e) ⇡ �e✏+M✏2/2
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Hubeny’s argument (1999)
Including 2nd order effect by 

Sorce & Wald (2017)
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SORCE & WALD

➤ Thus, to fix the WCCC violation of Hubeny’s argument, one 
needs to take into account the 2nd order effect. 

➤ Also, a general proof is needed to go beyond particle-matter. 

➤ In 2017, Sorce & Wald carried out this task and gave a general 
proof of WCCC based on the variational identities, which is 
the generalization of black hole’s first law when considering 
the falling-in of the generic matters up to 2nd order variation. 
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DESTROY A BTZ BLACK HOLE

➤ The gedanken experiment to overspin or overcharge a BH by 
throwing chargers or spinning matters is an operational 
statement toward the third law of black hole mechanics/
thermodynamics (Israel, 1986). 

➤ By AdS/CFT correspondence, this third law statement 
corresponds to the third law of thermodynamics for the dual 
CFTs.  

➤ This also motivates us to check if one can violate WCCC for 
BTZ black holes.  

➤ To enlarge the scope, we incorporate torsion to go beyond the  
gravity of Riemannian geometry. 
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CONSTRAIN HIGHER GRAVITIES BY WCCC 

➤ Promote WCCC to a principle, we may constrain the higher 
gravities from UV corrections. 

➤ Quartic corrections to Einstein-Maxwell: (Katz, Motl & Padi, 2007) 

➤ The condition for extremal black hole:  

➤ WCCC will lead to the condition: 

➤ Check if consistent with linear perturbation around extremal BH.  

g�1
rr

<latexit sha1_base64="BgvvKMLKYPUlstwx7SozfuE/2LQ=">AAAB8nicbVDLSsNAFL3xWeur6tJNsAhuLIkVH7uiG5cV7APSWCbTSTt0MhNmJkIJ+Qw3LhRx69e482+cpkHUeuDC4Zx7ufeeIGZUacf5tBYWl5ZXVktr5fWNza3tys5uW4lEYtLCggnZDZAijHLS0lQz0o0lQVHASCcYX0/9zgORigp+pycx8SM05DSkGGkjecN+KmV2nx67Wb9SdWpODnueuAWpQoFmv/LRGwicRIRrzJBSnuvE2k+R1BQzkpV7iSIxwmM0JJ6hHEVE+Wl+cmYfGmVgh0Ka4trO1Z8TKYqUmkSB6YyQHqm/3lT8z/MSHV74KeVxognHs0Vhwmwt7On/9oBKgjWbGIKwpOZWG4+QRFiblMp5CJdTnH2/PE/aJzW3XqvfnlYbV0UcJdiHAzgCF86hATfQhBZgEPAIz/BiaevJerXeZq0LVjGzB79gvX8BZBeRdQ==</latexit>
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OUTLINE

➤ 1. Review of Source & Wald: proof of WCCC in Einstein 
gravity 
a. Variational Identities & Canonical Energy  

b. Gedanken Experiments to destroy a Kerr-Newman Black holes 

➤ 2. Our proof for WCCC in Mielke-Baekler (MB) model of 
Topological Massive Gravity by adopting Source & Wald 

➤ 3. Conclusion
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WALD’S NOETHER METHOD 

➤ To construct the energy and its variation in GR, we can follow Wald’s 
Noether method. Introduce Lagrangian n-form , its 
variation yields  . 

➤ One can then define the symplectic and Noether current (n-1)-forms: 

     

➤ Easy to show   

➤ Use the identity  , one can derive 

➤ Note that 

L(�) with � = (gµ⌫ , )

�L = E(�)��+ d⇥(�, ��)

!(�, �1�, ��2) = �1⇥(�, �2�)� �2⇥(�, �1�) , �p ^ �x (with ⇥ , p�x)

J⇠ = ⇥(�,L⇠�)� i⇠L

dJ⇠ = �E(�)L⇠� so that J⇠ = dQ⇠ + C⇠ with C⇠ / E(�)

�J⇠ = !(�, ��,L⇠�) + d[i⇠⇥(�, ��)]

!(�, ��,L⇠� = 0) = 0 if ⇠ is a Killing vector field. Thus,

�h⇠ :=

Z

⌃
!(�, ��,L⇠�) =

Z

⌃
[�J⇠ � di⇠⇥(��)] =

Z

@⌃
[�Q⇠ � i⇠⇥(�, ��)] +

Z

⌃
�C⇠

, �H = �p ẋ� �x ṗ = �(pẋ� L) + e.o.m.

Z

@⌃
[�⇠Q⇠ � i⇠⇥(�, ��)] = �

Z

⌃
�C⇠
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2ND ORDER VARIATIONAL  & CANONICAL ENERGY

➤ The contribution of the boundary integral from infinity yields 
variation of ADM quantities: for  ,  

            
➤ For 2nd order variation, we define canonical energy to 

characterize the effect of gravitational & EM fluxes

 
➤ Vary the 1st order variation Id, we can arrive 

      
➤ Similarly, we can define the 2nd order variation of ADM:

⇠ = t+ ⌦H'

Z

1
[�Q⇠ � i⇠⇥(�, ��)] = �M � ⌦H�J

E⌃(�, ��) =
Z

⌃
!(�, ��,L⇠��)

E⌃(�, ��) =
Z

@⌃
[�2Q⇠ � i⇠�⇥(�, ��)] +

Z

⌃
�2C⇠ +

Z

⌃
i⇠(�E · ��)

Z

1
[�2Q⇠ � i⇠�⇥(�, ��)] = �2M � ⌦H�2J
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EINSTEIN-MAXWELL 

➤ For black hole, we need to evaluate the boundary term at 
horizon B. This needs explicit form, for Einstein-Maxwell:

 
➤ Note that  on B of non-extremal BH, thus . Thus,         

, we then have the 1st variational Id:   

 
➤ Similarly, the 2nd order variational Id:

⇥abc(�, ��) =
1

16⇡
✏dabc(rb�gdb � gcerd�gce � 4F b

d�Ab) := ⇥GR +⇥EM

Qab = � 1

16⇡
✏abcd(rc⇠d + 2F cdAe⇠

e) := QGR +QEM

Cbcda = ✏ebcd(T
e
a + JeAa), where 8⇡T de := Gde � 8⇡T de

EM , 4⇡jd = rbF
db

�Cbcda = ✏ebcd(�T
e
a +Aa�J

e)

⇠ = 0 i⇠⇥|B = 0
Z

B

�QGR

⇠
=



8⇡
�AB ,

Z

B

�QEM

⇠
= �H�QB

�M � ⌦H�J � 

8⇡
�AB � �H�QB = �

Z

⌃
✏ebcd[�T

e

a
+Aa�J

e]⇠a

�2M � ⌦H�2J � 

8⇡
�2AB � �H�2QB = E(�, ��)�

Z

⌃
✏ebcd[�

2T e

a
+Aa�

2Je]⇠a

where we use the fact: i⇠(�E · ��)abc = �⇠d✏dabc[
1

2
�T ef�ef + �je��Ae] = 0 when pulling back to B as ⇠|B = 0.

4⇡Ja = rbF
ab

<latexit sha1_base64="AyfV5p346pu25xNuigcPN1SncxY=">AAACAXicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqhvBzWARXJXEFh8LoSiIuKpgH9BHuJlO2qGTSZiZCCXUjb/ixoUibv0Ld/6NSRtErQcuHM65l3vvcQLOlDbNTyMzN7+wuJRdzq2srq1v5De36soPJaE14nNfNh1QlDNBa5ppTpuBpOA5nDac4UXiN+6oVMwXt3oU0I4HfcFcRkDHkp3fKbcDhq+7cNYW4HCwHXzZjcAZ2/mCWTQnwLPESkkBpaja+Y92zyehR4UmHJRqWWagOxFIzQin41w7VDQAMoQ+bcVUgEdVJ5p8MMb7sdLDri/jEhpP1J8TEXhKjTwn7vRAD9RfLxH/81qhdk86ERNBqKkg00VuyLH2cRIH7jFJieajmACRLL4VkwFIIDoOLTcJ4TTB0ffLs6R+WLRKxdJNuVA5T+PIol20hw6QhY5RBV2hKqohgu7RI3pGL8aD8WS8Gm/T1oyRzmyjXzDevwAwxZY7</latexit>
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EXAMPLE HIGHER GR
➤ Take c4 R F^2 as an example: 

➤ Even the extremal BH condition remain the same as M=Q, we 
see that the first term in  is nonzero at horizon, and can 
contribute to the 1st order variational Id.  

➤ Moreover, the new positive energy condition might be required. 

➤ Work in progress to see if WCCC will not hold for some  
higher GR …

Qc4
ab

<latexit sha1_base64="H/vCmgJ5PoHsz+5kdsvlumXlD2I=">AAAB83icbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgqiS2+NgV3bhswT6gjWEynbRDJw9mJkIJ+Q03LhRx68+482+cpEHUeuDC4Zx7ufceN+JMKtP8NEorq2vrG+XNytb2zu5edf+gJ8NYENolIQ/FwMWSchbQrmKK00EkKPZdTvvu7Cbz+w9USBYGd2oeUdvHk4B5jGClpVHnPiFOM3US7KZOtWbWzRxomVgFqUGBtlP9GI1DEvs0UIRjKYeWGSk7wUIxwmlaGcWSRpjM8IQONQ2wT6Wd5Den6EQrY+SFQlegUK7+nEiwL+Xcd3Wnj9VU/vUy8T9vGCvv0k5YEMWKBmSxyIs5UiHKAkBjJihRfK4JJoLpWxGZYoGJ0jFV8hCuMpx/v7xMemd1q1FvdJq11nURRxmO4BhOwYILaMEttKELBCJ4hGd4MWLjyXg13hatJaOYOYRfMN6/AB4jkeA=</latexit>

Qc4
ab = c4 ✏abcd(F

2rc⇠d + 2⇠crdF 2 � 2RF cdAe⇠
e)

Cc4
abc = c4 ✏dabc⇠e(T

de
c4 + Jd

c4A
e)

T ab
c4 := 2(Rab � 1

2
gabR+ gab⇤�r(arb))F 2 + 4RF a

e F
eb

Ja
c4 := 4rb(RF ba)

<latexit sha1_base64="Mqr0yddsbwhYo5xFZFeMVY76h2I="></latexit>
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DESTROY AN EXTREMAL BH?

➤ Choose a hypersurface  for the falling 
matters as shown so that at earlier time   

➤ For the chosen ,   Use 1st order 
variational ID and define   , we have 

 
➤ Note  , 

for extremal BH, , we have 

           
➤ This is exactly the condition we cannot violate 

WCCC:  
➤ This inequality implies the perturbation moves 

upward along the light-cone of the M-(Q & J) 
space. 

⌃ = H [ ⌃1

�� = 0.

⌃
<latexit sha1_base64="GEZB7i03YYxR8IRYQDZm84AbVjQ=">AAAB7XicbVDJSgNBEK2JW4xb1KOXxiB4CjNGXG5BLx4jmgWSIfR0epI23T1Dd48QhvyDFw+KePV/vPk3diaDuD0oeLxXRVW9IOZMG9f9cAoLi0vLK8XV0tr6xuZWeXunpaNEEdokEY9UJ8CaciZp0zDDaSdWFIuA03Ywvpz57XuqNIvkrZnE1Bd4KFnICDZWavVu2FDgfrniVt0M6C/xclKBHI1++b03iEgiqDSEY627nhsbP8XKMMLptNRLNI0xGeMh7VoqsaDaT7Nrp+jAKgMURsqWNChTv0+kWGg9EYHtFNiM9G9vJv7ndRMTnvkpk3FiqCTzRWHCkYnQ7HU0YIoSwyeWYKKYvRWREVaYGBtQKQvhfIaTr5f/ktZR1atVa9fHlfpFHkcR9mAfDsGDU6jDFTSgCQTu4AGe4NmJnEfnxXmdtxacfGYXfsB5+wSEJ486</latexit>

�AB = �QB = 0.

�Q =

Z

H

�(✏ · J)

�M � ⌦H�J � �H�Q = �
Z

H

�T ab⇠akb � 0 if �T ab⇠a⇠b � 0.

⌦H =
a

r2+ + a2
, �H =

Qr+
r2+ + a2

, r+ = M +
p

M@ � a2 �Q2

r+ = M

�M � a

M2 + a2
�J +

QM

M2 + a2
�Q

�M2 = 2M�M � �[(J/M)2 +Q2] = 2(J/M)(M�J � J�M)/M2 + 2Q�Q

from Source & Wald

r+ = M +
p

M2 � a2 �Q2
<latexit sha1_base64="syEz2BsYrOCYbdwYb3RNUojo1RQ=">AAACAXicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdSO4CRZBKJakFR8LoejGTaEF+4A2DZPptB06mcSZiVBC3fgrblwo4ta/cOffOEmDqPXAhcM593LvPW5AiZCm+anNzS8sLi1nVrKra+sbm/rWdkP4IUe4jnzq85YLBaaE4bokkuJWwDH0XIqb7ugq9pt3mAvisxs5DrDtwQEjfYKgVJKj73Inf1HJd8Qtl1GlWzyCqmrd4sTRc2bBTGDMEislOZCi6ugfnZ6PQg8ziSgUom2ZgbQjyCVBFE+ynVDgAKIRHOC2ogx6WNhR8sHEOFBKz+j7XBWTRqL+nIigJ8TYc1WnB+VQ/PVi8T+vHcr+mR0RFoQSMzRd1A+pIX0jjsPoEY6RpGNFIOJE3WqgIeQQSRVaNgnhPMbJ98uzpFEsWKVCqXacK1+mcWTAHtgHh8ACp6AMrkEV1AEC9+ARPIMX7UF70l61t2nrnJbO7IBf0N6/AFSBlao=</latexit>
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DESTROY A NEAR-EXTREMAL BH?
➤ We first assume the first order variation is done optimally: 

➤ For chosen Cauchy surface, we have   

➤ Define , then the 2nd order variation Id becomes   

        
➤ The evaluation of canonical energy on horizon is tedious, just 

summarize the results: 

➤ To evaluate the  , we need to introduce the linear stability 
assumption (Sorce & Wald):  

Any source free solution to linearly Einstein-Maxwell equations 
approaches a perturbation towards another Kerr-Newman BH at 
sufficient late time. 

�2QB = �2AB = 0.

�2Q =

Z

H

�2(✏ · J)

�2M � ⌦H�2J � �H�2Q = E(�, ��)�
Z

⌃
✏ebcd�

2T e

a
⇠a � E(�, ��) if �2T ab⇠a⇠b � 0

E⌃1(�, ��)

�M = ⌦H�J + ⌦H�Q

EH(�, ��) =
1

4⇡

Z

H

[(⇠arau)��bc��
bc + 2kd⇠e�F f

d �Fef ] = infalling fluxes of gravitational and EM waves � 0
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➤ With this assumption, we have
 

➤ For simplicity, below we consider the RN BH only. Start with
, then   

➤ Use  , the 2nd order variations obey 
                             
➤ Now, we check the WCCC condition for one-parameter family 

of RN solution up to 2nd order:  
➤ Using 2nd order variation but up to first order in , we obtain 

Hubeny’s result:  
➤ However, up to full 2nd order in both , we have

E⌃1(�, ��) = E⌃1(�, ��
KN ) = E⌃(�, ��KN )|no fluxes = E⌃(�, ��KN )|�2M=�2J=�2QB=�E=�2C=0 = � 

8⇡
�2AKN

B

AB = 4⇡r2+ �2AKN
B |�2M=�2Q=0 =

8⇡

✏3

h
(1 + ✏)2(2✏� 1)(�M)2 � [(Q/M)2 + (1 + ✏)✏2](�Q)2 � 2(Q/M)(✏2 � 1)�M�Q

i

 =
✏

M(1 + ✏)2

�2M � ⌦H�2J � �H�2Q � (�Q)2/M +O(✏)

f(�) = (M + ��M + �2�2M/2)2 � (Q+ ��Q+ �2�2Q/2)2

�

f(�) � M2✏2 � 2Q�Q�✏+O(�2, ✏3, ✏2�)

✏,�

f(�) � (✏M � �Q�Q/M)2 � 0
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REMARKS

➤ For some special case, i.e., dropping a charged particle (no 
spin:         ) from infinity into a Kerr BH ( Q=0,  ) along 
the BH’s symmetry axis (  ), the result of the 2nd order 
variation  yields 

�H = 0
<latexit sha1_base64="J9U/BoD5vmRGjCl677V9lLIjPeQ=">AAAB73icbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgqiRWfCyEopsuK9gHtKFMppN26GQSZyZCCf0JNy4UcevvuPNvnKRB1HrgwuGce7n3Hi/iTGnb/rQKS8srq2vF9dLG5tb2Tnl3r63CWBLaIiEPZdfDinImaEszzWk3khQHHqcdb3KT+p0HKhULxZ2eRtQN8EgwnxGsjdTtN8ds0LiyB+WKXbUzoEXi5KQCOZqD8kd/GJI4oEITjpXqOXak3QRLzQins1I/VjTCZIJHtGeowAFVbpLdO0NHRhkiP5SmhEaZ+nMiwYFS08AznQHWY/XXS8X/vF6s/Qs3YSKKNRVkvsiPOdIhSp9HQyYp0XxqCCaSmVsRGWOJiTYRlbIQLlOcfb+8SNonVadWrd2eVurXeRxFOIBDOAYHzqEODWhCCwhweIRneLHurSfr1XqbtxasfGYffsF6/wI5kI+S</latexit>

�2J = 0
<latexit sha1_base64="dzLUBbbfXEVrMOV8/VuYqB0LDOU=">AAAB83icbVDLSsNAFJ34rPVVdelmsAiuStKKj4VQdCOuKtgHNLFMJpN26OTBzI1QQn/DjQtF3Poz7vwbJ2kQtR64cDjnXu69x40FV2Can8bC4tLyympprby+sbm1XdnZ7agokZS1aSQi2XOJYoKHrA0cBOvFkpHAFazrjq8yv/vApOJReAeTmDkBGYbc55SAlmzbYwLIfR3fXJiDStWsmTnwPLEKUkUFWoPKh+1FNAlYCFQQpfqWGYOTEgmcCjYt24liMaFjMmR9TUMSMOWk+c1TfKgVD/uR1BUCztWfEykJlJoEru4MCIzUXy8T//P6CfhnTsrDOAEW0tkiPxEYIpwFgD0uGQUx0YRQyfWtmI6IJBR0TOU8hPMMJ98vz5NOvWY1ao3b42rzsoijhPbRATpCFjpFTXSNWqiNKIrRI3pGL0ZiPBmvxtusdcEoZvbQLxjvX7qCkPY=</latexit>

Hubeny’s argument (1999)
Including 2nd order effect by 

Sorce & Wald (2017)

E := �2M � � 

8⇡
�2AKN

B =
1

2M
(�Q)2 = work done by self-force + self-energy

=

Z 1

r+

Mr

(r2 + a2)2
(�Q)2dr +

1

2rp
(�Q)2 ⇥ (rp)

=
M

2(r2+ + a2)
(�Q)2 +



2
(�Q)2

�J = 0
<latexit sha1_base64="JiLvaO/AFxB9Jy7mn0dIK8OAjfw=">AAAB8XicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwVRIrPhZC0Y24qmAf2IYymdy2QyeTMDMRSuhfuHGhiFv/xp1/4yQNotYDFw7n3Mu993gRZ0rb9qdVWFhcWl4prpbW1jc2t8rbOy0VxpJCk4Y8lB2PKOBMQFMzzaETSSCBx6Htja9Sv/0AUrFQ3OlJBG5AhoINGCXaSPc9H7gm+ObC7pcrdtXOgOeJk5MKytHolz96fkjjAISmnCjVdexIuwmRmlEO01IvVhAROiZD6BoqSADKTbKLp/jAKD4ehNKU0DhTf04kJFBqEnimMyB6pP56qfif14314MxNmIhiDYLOFg1ijnWI0/exzyRQzSeGECqZuRXTEZGEahNSKQvhPMXJ98vzpHVUdWrV2u1xpX6Zx1FEe2gfHSIHnaI6ukYN1EQUCfSIntGLpawn69V6m7UWrHxmF/2C9f4FjtuQUg==</latexit>
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MB MODEL OF 3D GRAVITY

➤ MB model: 

 
➤ EOMs are solved by 
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THREE LIMITS

➤ We are consider 3 limits of MB model: 

1. Einstein gravity:   

2. Chiral gravity: setting   (reduce to TMG) first, then take
 

3. Torsional chiral gravity: take   so that   

➤ All three limits are well-defined without ghost, and admit 
BTZ solutions but with an effective cosmological constant:

  

✓L �! 0, ✓T �! 0

T = 0

✓L �! �1/(2⇡
p
�⇤)

✓L �! �1/(2⇡
p
�⇤) T �! ⇡

p
�⇤/2

horizons: angular velocity:

so that 

Hawking T: surface gravity:

extremal BH: M2 + ⇤e↵J
2 = 0

<latexit sha1_base64="B7axJJ/3SUlKDz0SDFzzZlAO+3I=">AAACCXicbVDJSgNBFOxxjXGLevTSGARBCJNEXA5C0IuIQgSTCNno6bzRJj0L3W/EMMzVi7/ixYMiXv0Db/6NnQVRY0FDUfWK16+cUAqNtv1pTUxOTc/MpubS8wuLS8uZldWqDiLFocIDGagrh2mQwocKCpRwFSpgniOh5nSP+37tFpQWgX+JvRCaHrv2hSs4QyO1M/S8VdhunJlAh7XjBsIdKi8G100SetoqHNrtTNbO2QPQcZIfkSwZodzOfDQ6AY888JFLpnU9b4fYjJlCwSUk6UakIWS8y66hbqjPPNDNeHBJQjeN0qFuoMzzkQ7Un4mYeVr3PMdMegxv9F+vL/7n1SN095ux8MMIwefDRW4kKQa0XwvtCAUcZc8QxpUwf6X8hinG0ZSXHpRw0Mfu98njpFrI5Yu54sVOtnQ0qiNF1skG2SJ5skdK5ISUSYVwck8eyTN5sR6sJ+vVehuOTlijzBr5Bev9C3QFma4=</latexit>
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DESTROY AN EXTREMAL BTZ?

➤ Follow Wald’s construction method (though in the first order 
formulation of gravity theory), we obtain the first order 

variational Id:  

➤ However, the ADM quantities and entropy are not conventional: 

              

➤ Also, 

�⌃a is related to the variartion of the canonical stress tensor obeying null energy condition.

�⌧a is related to the variation of the canonical spin angular momentum tensor, new in Einstein-Cartan theory.

c.f. Ning & Wei , 2018.
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➤ As before, we consider the hypersurface with ,  further 
simplification yields the 1st order variation Id 

 

➤ For extremal BTZ, it further reduces to 

 
➤ Consider WCCC test for extremal BTZ:

 

➤ For WCCC to hold, it needs  

➤ Thus, WCCC holds for both Einstein and chiral gravity, but not clear 
for torsional chiral gravity due to the lack of positivity condition for 
canonical spin angular momentum tensor. 

�S = 0

f(�) = M2(�) + ⇤effJ
2(�) = 2�

p
�⇤eff |J |(�M �

p
⇤eff�J) +O(�2)

� 0 for both Einstein and Chiral gravity.
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DESTROY A NEAR-EXTREMAL BTZ IN CHIRAL GRAVITY?

➤ For chiral gravity one can see that the following relation 

holds: . 
➤ However, one requires the first order variation is done 

optimally, which just require keeping entropy constant. This 
then yields  

➤ Thus, the WCCC holds in chiral gravity trivially. 
�M =

p
�⇤�J.
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DESTROY A NEAR-EXTREMAL BTZ IN EINSTEIN GRAVITY?

➤ Without reciting the details, we write down the 2nd order 
variational Id: 

➤ As there is no propagating d.o.f. in 3D gravity, thus   

➤ Thus, the 2nd order variation Id is reduced to   

➤ Here   with  , and

 
➤ Check the WCCC test function to full 2nd order, we find 

EH(�, ��) = 0.

↵ :=
p
�⇤

f(�) � (M✏� �
↵2J�J

M
)2 � 0.
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CONCLUSION

➤ We have reviewed Sorce & Wald on the proof of WCCC.  

➤ This proof based on variation of energy, charge and spin up to 
2nd order, and bypass the difficulty of dynamical consideration 
with the complication of self-force and self-energy. 

➤ We further extend this scheme of proof to the 3D TMG-like 
models. We find WCCC holds in most of cases including 
Einstein gravity & chiral gravity except for the cases with 
torsion. 

➤ Our results implies the operational proof of third law of 
thermodynamics for the 2D dual CFTs.   

➤ On-going progress to use WCCC to constrain higher GR.
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THANKS!
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