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Abstract

We apply a finite-time geometric optimization framework to investigate thermal fluctu-
ations and (non)equilibrium optimal processes in the (2 + 1)-dimensional BTZ black hole.
Employing Hessian thermodynamic information metrics, we construct geodesic trajectories
that define optimal protocols connecting distinct thermodynamic configurations. Finite-
time state transitions are described by paths that extremize entropy production or energy
dissipation, depending on the chosen thermodynamic representation. This work presents
the first formulation of a geometric optimal control theory for the BTZ black hole.
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1 Introduction
A key problem in black hole physics is to characterize the evolution of their thermodynamic
states under different physical constraints. Their macroscopic properties can change through
processes such as matter accretion [1–5], mergers [6, 7], gravitational-wave emission [8], and
Hawking radiation [9]. In addition to their fundamental relevance, these mechanisms have prac-
tical implications, such as energy extraction in the Penrose process [10]. This naturally raises the
question of whether other mechanisms can also generate changes in black holes’ thermodynamics.

Thermodynamic Geometry (TG) provides the essential tools for addressing this problem
[11–13]. By encoding fluctuations in geometric terms, it captures intrinsic relations among
macrostates of opened or closed systems. Two widely used constructions are Weinhold’s metric,
defined as the Hessian of the internal energy, and Ruppeiner’s metric, defined as the Hessian of
the entropy. These are conformally related via the temperature [13–15].

However, the Hessian approach is not always sufficient to capture the full range of physical
features in black hole thermodynamics. To address this, Geometrothermodynamics (GTD) was
developed [16–19], extending the Hessian framework to construct Legendre-invariant metrics [20].
These geometric methods have since been widely applied to study thermodynamic properties of
black holes and other gravitational systems [21–23].

Equipped with appropriate metrics on the space of states, one can introduce geometric struc-
tures such as curvature, geodesic paths between states, and thermodynamic length. These quan-
tities play a central role in analyzing fluctuations in (non)equilibrium systems and in formulating
valid optimization protocols under certain conditions. Such geometric features are particularly
important in the control theory of classical and quantum systems, where the task is to drive the
system from one state to another while maximizing efficiency or minimizing losses [24].

In thermodynamic geometry, equilibrium states form a Riemannian manifold whose metric
reflects thermal fluctuations [12,13]. The corresponding scalar curvature has direct physical sig-
nificance: it is zero for noninteracting systems, negative for attractive interactions, and positive
for repulsive ones. Its absolute value relates to the correlation volume and diverges at criticality,
mirroring the behavior of statistical correlation lengths. These features make thermodynamic
curvature a powerful tool for probing microscopic interactions [21–23].

On the other hand, geodesics on the state space correspond to trajectories that extremize
the thermodynamic length [25–27]. They represent the natural notion of shortest paths between
points and admit a physical interpretation as statistically preferred fluctuations connecting neigh-
boring states. Within finite-time thermodynamics (FTT) [28–31], geodesics identify minimally
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dissipative processes, thus providing a geometric criterion for optimal evolution. Applied to
black hole systems [31–35], geodesics have proven effective in characterizing (non)equilibrium
dynamics and phase transitions.

Recently, a finite-time geometric optimization framework was introduced to study thermal
fluctuations and optimal processes in the state space of Kerr black hole solution [31]. It was
shown that geodesic evolution of thermodynamic states can reproduce a Hawking-like evapora-
tion of the Kerr black hole, albeit arising from entirely different physical mechanisms. These
optimal evaporation processes manifest as fluctuations on the event horizon, which may occur
spontaneously or be triggered by external accretion. The thermodynamic length determines
both the likelihood of such optimal processes and the duration over which they proceed.

The aim of this work is to investigate thermal fluctuations and optimal processes on the event
horizon of the Bañados–Teitelboim–Zanelli (BTZ) black hole within the finite-time geometric
optimization framework developed in [31]. The BTZ solution describes a black hole in (2 + 1)-
dimensional Anti-de Sitter spacetime (AdS3) [36]. First identified in 1992, it serves as a lower-
dimensional analogue of more familiar (3+1)-dimensional black holes such as the Schwarzschild
and Kerr solutions. Owing to its reduced dimensionality, the BTZ black hole is mathematically
more tractable and thus widely employed as a simplified model in theoretical investigations.
Moreover, its asymptotically AdS geometry, rather than flat spacetime, renders it particularly
important in the context of the AdS/CFT correspondence and holography1.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we summarize the fundamental thermody-
namic properties of the BTZ black hole, expressed in both SI and 3d Planck units. In Section
3, we briefly review the key aspects of the Thermogeometric Optimization (TGO) method in-
troduced in [31]. In Section 4, we analyze thermal fluctuations and optimal processes in the
energy representation for both static and rotating BTZ black holes. We show that the system
consistently evolves toward a static (non-rotating) configuration with well-defined energy and
entropy. In Section 5 we consider the entropy representation, where several qualitatively distinct
final configurations were identified. In particular, some optimal trajectories asymptotically drive
the system toward near-extremal BTZ states – although this limit remains unattainable within
finite time in accordance with the third law of thermodynamics. Other trajectories drive the
black hole toward a fixed, nonzero specific spin, while some processes inevitably lead to static
configurations within finite time. Finally, Section 6 presents a brief discussion of our findings.

2 Thermodynamics of the BTZ black hole
We shortly review the fundamental thermodynamic relations for the BTZ black hole in both
the energy and entropy ensembles, with all quantities expressed in SI units. The conversion to
Planck and other units is detailed in Appendix A.

1The BTZ solution is holographically dual to a thermal state in a two-dimensional conformal field theory
(CFT2) living on the asymptotic boundary of AdS3 [37]. The black hole mass and angular momentum are
directly related to the energy and momentum of the dual CFT, while the Hawking temperature and entropy
are reproduced by the thermal properties of the boundary theory [38]. In particular, the microscopic entropy
of the BTZ black hole can be derived from the Cardy formula for the asymptotic density of states in a unitary
two-dimensional CFT with central charge2 c̃ = 3ℓ/(2G3), obtained from the Brown-Henneaux analysis of the
AdS3 asymptotic symmetry algebra [39]. This remarkable agreement established one of the earliest and most
explicit demonstrations of holography in lower dimensions, and it continues to serve as a foundational example
in the study of black hole thermodynamics and quantum aspects of gravity.
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2.1 The BTZ black hole solution

The BTZ black hole metric in D = 2 + 1 dimensions is given by [36,40]:

ds2 = −
(r2 − r2+)(r

2 − r2−)

ℓ2r2
c2dt2 +

ℓ2r2

(r2 − r2+)(r
2 − r2−)

dr2 + r2
(
dφ− r+r−

ℓr2
cdt

)2

, (2.1)

where c is the speed of light, ℓ is the AdS radius, r+ is the event horizon, and r− is the inner
Cauchy horizon. The energy3 E, angular momentum J , entropy S, Hawking temperature T ,
and angular velocity Ω of the BTZ black hole solution are given by4:

S =
πkc3

2ℏG3

r+, E =
r2+ + r2−
8G3ℓ2

c4, J =
c3

4G3ℓ
r+r−, T =

ℏc
k

r2+ − r2−
2πℓ2r+

, Ω = c
r−
ℓr+

, (2.2)

These determine the thermodynamics of the BTZ system with first law and a Smarr relation:

dE = TdS + ΩdJ, E =
1

2
TS + ΩJ. (2.3)

2.2 Energy and entropy thermodynamic representations

Solving Eqs. (2.2) for r± in terms of the relevant thermodynamic parameters one can find the
fundamental relations for energy and entropy:

E(S, J) =
ζ2S4 + λ2J2

2λS2
, S(E, J) =

1

ζ

√
λ
(
E +

√
E2 − ζ2J2

)
, (2.4)

where following notations were introduce:

λ =
π2c4k2

G3ℏ2
, ζ =

c

ℓ
. (2.5)

The temperature and the angular velocity follow naturally in energy representation:

T =
∂E

∂S

∣∣∣∣
J

=
ζ2S4 − λ2J2

λS3
, Ω =

∂E

∂J

∣∣∣∣
S

=
Jλ

S2
. (2.6)

In entropy representation one has:

T =

(
∂S

∂E

)−1

J

=
2ζ
√

E2 − ζ2J2√
λ
(
E +

√
E2 − ζ2J2

) , Ω = −T
∂S

∂J

∣∣∣∣
E

=
ζ2J

E +
√

E2 − ζ2J2
. (2.7)

Non-extremality requires the temperature of the BTZ black hole always be positive (T > 0),
which in the corresponding representations leads to5:

ζJ < E or λJ < ζS2. (2.8)

Note that the extremal case ζJ = E is omitted since it violates classically the third law of
thermodynamics. One can write (2.8) in terms of the BTZ dimensionless specific spin6 a ∈ [0, 1):

a =
ζJ

E
, 0 ≤ a < 1. (2.9)

The non-extremality condition a < 1 imposes a constraint on the boundary quantum dy-
namics via the dimensionless central charge c̃ of the dual conformal field theory (CFT), i.e. [41]:

c̃ =
3c3ℓ

2G3ℏ
<

3ℏ
2π2k2

S2

J
, (2.10)

thereby setting an upper bound on the effective number of degrees of freedom in the dual CFT.
3The standard relation between mass and energy E = Mc2 is assumed.
4Here ℏ is the Dirac constant, k is the Boltzmann constant, and G3 is the 3-dimensional gravitational constant

with units: m2 · kg−1 · s−2.
5The case T = 0 (r+ = r−) violates classically the third law of thermodynamics.
6Note that, assuming G3 > 0, Eq. (2.2) imposes J ≥ 0, thus 0 ≤ a < 1.
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2.3 Thermodynamic stability

The BTZ black hole is globally stable from classical thermodynamic point of view. This follows
either from the eigenvalue criterion or the Sylvester criterion for positive-definiteness of the
Hessian of the energy (energy is strictly convex) [42,43]:

∂2E

∂S2

∣∣∣∣
J

=
ζ2S4 + 3λ2J2

λS4
> 0,

∂2E

∂J2

∣∣∣∣
S

=
λ

S2
> 0, det Ĥ =

ζ2S4 − λ2J2

S6
> 0. (2.11)

The first two inequalities reflects the convexity of energy along its natural parameters, and the
third one assures full convexity according to the Sylvester criterion.

Since the non-extremal BTZ solution is globally stable, it should also be locally stable, e.g.
all heat capacities must be strictly positive [42]:

CE(S, J) = T
∂S

∂T

∣∣∣∣
E

= T
{S,E}S,J
{T,E}S,J

=
S
(
ζ2S4 − λ2J2

)
3ζ2S4 + λ2J2

> 0, (2.12)

CJ(S, J) = T
∂S

∂T

∣∣∣∣
J

= T
{S, J}S,J
{T, J}S,J

=
S
(
ζ2S4 − λ2J2

)
ζ2S4 + 3λ2J2

> 0, (2.13)

CΩ(S, J) = T
∂S

∂T

∣∣∣∣
Ω

= T
{S,Ω}S,J
{T,Ω}S,J

= S > 0. (2.14)

Here we used Nambu brackets (see [42]) to find the corresponding heat capacities. The result
shows that there are no Davies phase transition curves for BTZ, besides the extremal one (2.8).

The global stability of the BTZ black hole implies that it cannot evaporate solely through
standard Hawking radiation. However, like all physical systems, black holes are susceptible to
spontaneous thermal or quantum fluctuations, as well as external perturbations at their event
horizons. Such effects can induce changes in the black hole’s parameters, potentially driving an
evaporation-like evolution that decreases its mass–energy content.

In the following sections, we apply the thermogeometric optimization method to the BTZ
system to investigate this behavior. The TGO method is specifically designed to study optimal
processes in thermal systems, including black holes [31].

3 Thermogeometric optimization method (TGO)
The Thermogeometric Optimization (TGO) method, introduced in [31], provides a systematic
framework for analyzing thermal fluctuations and optimal processes on black hole event horizons.
The procedure begins by specifying a natural thermodynamic potential Φ, determined by the
system’s control parameters, together with its associated thermodynamic metric ĝ. Within
thermodynamic geometry, two metric formulations are commonly employed, namely Weinhold’s
metric, defined as the Hessian of the energy7 (Φ ≡ E) [11]:

ds2W = ϵ
n∑

a,b=1

∂2E

∂Ea∂Eb
dEadEb, ϵ ∈ R, (3.1)

and Ruppeiner’s metric8, defined as the Hessian of the entropy9 (Φ ≡ S) [12,13]:

ds2R = ϵ
n∑

a,b=1

∂2S

∂Sa∂Sb
dSadSb. (3.2)

7In its original form, Weinhold’s metric is defined with ϵ = +1.
8Importantly, these two metrics are conformally related through the temperature [13–15].
9In its original form, Ruppeiner’s metric is defined with ϵ = −1.
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Here, Ea denote the natural control variables of the energy E, while Sa are those associated
to the entropy S. The parameter ϵ, introduced in [31], extends the equilibrium setup of TG to
include also non-equilibrium situations.

The next step is to parametrize the natural coordinates Φa of the potential Φ with an affine
time parameter t and extermize the thermodynamic length in order to obtain the thermodynamic
geodesics with respect to the chosen metric. The later can be interpreted as fluctuation paths
or optimal protocols. By definition the thermodynamic length functional is given by:

L[γ(t)] =
∫ τ

0

√
gab
(
Φ⃗(t)

)
Φ̇a(t)Φ̇b(t) dt, (3.3)

and the corresponding system of geodesic equations yield:

Φ̈c(t) + Γc
ab

(
ĝ, Φ⃗

)
Φ̇a(t)Φ̇b(t) = 0, (3.4)

where Γc
ab(ĝ, Φ⃗) are the standard Christoffel symbols, defined by:

Γc
ab =

1

2
gcd(∂agdb + ∂bgda − ∂dgab). (3.5)

4 Optimal processes in energy representation
We employ the TGO framework to study the finite-time evolution of optimal processes on the
event horizon of the BTZ black hole, formulated in the energy representation. Within this
approach, we demonstrate how the BTZ system can either lose or gain energy through a “least
resistant” paths on the space of its macrostates.

4.1 Thermodynamic metric and curvature

The natural thermodynamic metric in energy representation is the Weinhold metric:

ds2 = ϵ
ζ2S4 + 3λ2J2

λS4
dS2 − ϵ

λJ

S3
dSdJ + ϵ

λ

S2
dJ2. (4.1)

Its thermodynamic curvature is given by:

R =
2λζ2S6

ϵ(ζS2 − λJ)2(ζS2 + λJ)2
. (4.2)

It is divergent along the extremal curve ζS2 = Jλ, where interactions become infinitely strong.
The nature of the underlying information geometry is governed by the sign of the scaling pa-
rameter ϵ. For ϵ > 0, the information space is elliptic with positive curvature R > 0, whereas
for ϵ < 0, a hyperbolic information geometry with R < 0 emerges.

The Weinhold thermodynamic curvature R is shown in Fig. 1 as a function of S and J . Since
R quantifies the effective interaction strength among horizon degrees of freedom, it is observed
that the interactions intensify in the vicinity of the extremal BTZ curve (dashed red), where
a phase transition occurs. As we show in Section 4.3 in energy representation ϵ > 0 ensures a
positive-definite thermodynamic length, thus the curvature R remains positive, implying that
the information geometry is intrinsically elliptic.
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Figure 1: The Weinhold thermodynamic curvature R is presented as a function of S and J in Planck
units with ℓ = 1. An increase in the interaction strength among the horizon degrees of freedom is ob-
served near the extremal BTZ curve (dashed red), where a phase transition takes place. In the asymp-
totic regime, far from extremality, the thermodynamic geometry of the BTZ black hole approaches
flatness, indicating weak or negligible interactions. Since ϵ > 0 ensures a positive-definite thermody-
namic length, the curvature R remains positive, implying that the information geometry is elliptic.

4.2 Geodesic equations in (S, J) space

We parametrize the (S, J) coordinates by an affine time parameter t and seek to obtain their
optimal profiles by solving the geodesic equations on the space of macrostates in energy ensemble:

S̈ + ΓS
SS(S, J)Ṡ

2 + 2ΓS
SJ(S, J)ṠJ̇ + ΓS

JJ(S, J)J̇
2 = 0, (4.3)

J̈ + ΓJ
JJ(S, J)J̇

2 + 2ΓJ
SJ(S, J)ṠJ̇ + ΓJ

SS(S, J)Ṡ
2 = 0, (4.4)

where the Christoffel symbols are given by:

ΓS
SS = 0, ΓS

SJ =
Jλ2

ζ2S4 − J2λ2
, ΓS

JJ =
λ2S

J2λ2 − ζ2S4
, (4.5)

ΓJ
SS =

3J

S2
, ΓJ

SJ =
3J2λ2 − ζ2S4

ζ2S5 − J2λ2S
, ΓJ

JJ =
2Jλ2

J2λ2 − ζ2S4
. (4.6)

The solutions to these nonlinear equations define the optimal profiles for entropy S(t) and
angular momentum J(t) at various initial conditions:

S(0) = S0, Ṡ(0) = Ṡ0, J(0) = J0, J̇(0) = J̇0, (4.7)

where S0 and J0 denote the initial entropy and angular momentum of the BTZ black hole,
respectively, and Ṡ0 and J̇0 represent their initial rates of change. It is important to note that
S(t) and J(t) represent valid geodesic profiles only when the thermodynamic length L along the
path is real and positive. The profiles for energy E(t) and specific spin a(t) follow from their
definitions (2.4) and (2.9).

4.3 Optimal evaporation of the static BTZ black hole

A simple analytical solution exists for the static (J = 0) BTZ black hole. In this case, the second
equation (4.4) is trivially satisfied, while the first equation (4.3) becomes S̈(t) = 0 leading to a
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simple linear profile of the entropy10:

S(t) = S0 − |Ṡ0|t. (4.8)

Here we already assumed an evaporation process with an initial rate: Ṡ0 = −|Ṡ0| < 0 . The
thermodynamic length of the process from S0 to Sτ at t = τ is given by:

LS0→Sτ =

∫ τ

0

√
gabẋa(t)ẋb(t) dt = ζ

√
ϵ

λ
|Ṡ0| τ = vτ, (4.9)

where xa(t) =
(
S(t), J(t) = 0

)
, and v is the thermodynamic speed of the process. The length is

real and positive if ϵ > 0, hence it defines an elliptic information space (R > 0). Additionally, in
the static case we have only entropy, thus one can also find the direct thermodynamic length11:

LS0→Sτ =

∫ √
gabdxadxb = −ζ

√
ϵ

λ

∫ Sτ

S0

dS = ζ

√
ϵ

λ
(S0 − Sτ ), (4.10)

where xa = (S, J = 0). Insisting on both lengths be equal, we can make an estimation of the
average relaxation time τ̄ of the process:

τ̄ ≈ S0 − Sτ

|Ṡ0|
. (4.11)

Since S0 > Sτ in the evaporation process, the parameter τ̄ > 0. This indicates that the average
relaxation time is proportional to the entropy change ∆S = S0−Sτ produced by the BTZ black
hole during the process. In the case of complete evaporation (Sτ = 0), the total evaporation
time can be obtained from the condition S(tevap) = 0, yielding:

tevap =
S0

|Ṡ0|
. (4.12)

Hence, the evaporation thermodynamic length:

Levap = ζ

√
ϵ

λ
S0 =

ℏ
√
ϵG3

πckℓ
S0. (4.13)

Since the evaporation length is proportional solely to the initial entropy S0 of the BTZ black
hole, this indicates that larger black holes are less likely to undergo spontaneous evaporation.
Conversely, smaller black holes may evaporate spontaneously with higher probability.

The quantity L2 has units of energy, which aligns with its interpretation as the minimal
energy required to drive the system from one thermodynamic state to another. The latter can
be used to determine the scale factor ϵ for a complete evaporation process of the BTZ. Insisting
on L2 be at least the initial energy of the BTZ black hole E0 = ζ2S2

0/(2λ), then we find ϵ = 1/2.

4.4 Optimal processes of the rotating BTZ black hole

We examine how optimal processes, initiated at different initial rates of the parameters, can
transform the thermodynamic state of a rotating BTZ black hole. In all cases considered –
within the energy representation – the system evolves toward a static (non-rotating) black hole

10It is important to note that the optimal evaporation process follows paths of “least resistance” and, as
such, is not constrained to obey the Stefan–Boltzmann or similar blackbody power laws in (2+1)-dimensions.
Consequently, Hawking evaporation and optimal evaporation models may exhibit significant differences. For
further discussion, see [31].

11Note that
√

gabẋaẋb ∝
√
dS2 = |dS| = −dS > 0, since entropy decreases during an evaporation process.
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with well-defined energy and entropy, and thus no complete evaporation of the rotating BTZ
black hole occurs. However, the final energy and entropy may either increase or decrease,
depending on the initial rates. We refer to processes that reduce both energy and entropy as
optimal evaporation of the BTZ black hole. Conversely, when the final state exhibits higher
energy and entropy, we have accretion-type process12 (traditionally called ).

4.4.1 Setting up initial conditions

We will numerically integrate the geodesic equations (4.3) and (4.4) in energy representation.
For consistency of numerical results, all quantities are rendered dimensionless and expressed in
Planck units (see Appendix A). The resulting solutions represent valid geodesic trajectories –
interpreted as optimal thermodynamic processes in the (S, J) parameter space – provided that
the thermodynamic length, defined by the integral (3.3), remains real and positive-definite.

It is important to note that the algorithm does not encode or refer to any specific physical
mechanism underlying the process. As a result, each geodesic represents a distinct optimal
process, and multiple geodesics originating from the same initial state may intersect at a later
point in the state space. That is, there may exist multiple optimal ways to transition between
the same two thermodynamic states13.

The initial state will be defined by the following initial parameters of the BTZ black hole:

S0 = 5, J0 = 1, E0 =
π2J2

0

2S2
0

+
S2
0

2π2ℓ2
= 1.46, a0 =

J0
E0ℓ

= 0.68, (4.14)

where we set ℓ = 1. It is convenient to represent the initial rates of change of the parameters at
t = 0 in polar coordinates (u, ϕ) by:

Ṡ0 = u sinϕ, J̇0 = u cosϕ, u =

√
Ṡ2
0 + J̇2

0 , tanϕ =
Ṡ0

J̇0
, (4.15)

where the angle ϕ determines the initial direction of the geodesic trajectory of states in (S, J)
space. The corresponding initial rates of energy Ė0 and specific spin a0 are then determined by
evaluating the time derivatives of their numerical profiles at t = 0. Comparable results for other
angles ϕ are summarized in Table 1.

We can characterize the evolution of a given parameter X by its relative change δX (in %):

δX =
X(τ)−X(0)

X(0)
× 100%, (4.16)

where τ typically denotes the duration of the process (the relaxation time). The relative change
δX is positive if X increases over time and negative if it decreases.

In the following subsections, we illustrate the TGO method by fixing u = 0.01 and examining
in detail two representative cases: ϕ = 0◦ (accretion-driven) and ϕ = 240◦ (optimal evapora-
tion process). The corresponding geodesic trajectories in the (S, J) space for a wider range of
initial angles, ϕ = {0◦, 45◦, 60◦, 90◦, 135◦, 180◦, 225◦, 240◦, 270◦, 315◦}, along with the associated
thermodynamic curvature, are displayed in Fig. 4.

12An internal reconfiguration of the black hole states, driven by thermal or quantum fluctuations, may also
lead to an increase in both energy and entropy at the expense of angular momentum. In such cases, no external
driving (accretion) force is required to initiate or sustain the process.

13Multiple optimal processes may correspond to different physical mechanisms – such as conduction versus
radiation – or may arise under differing external constraints. A classic example of intersecting geodesics is
provided by distinct great circles on a sphere, which always intersect at two antipodal points. Since, in our case,
(S, J) space exhibits positive curvature, similar to a sphere, the existence of intersecting geodesics is allowed.
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4.4.2 Optimal process at ϕ = 0◦

In this case, the final configuration is a static (aτ = 0) BTZ black hole with Eτ = 103E0 and
Sτ = 11S0. It is characterized by a significant increase in energy and entropy, δE = +10226%
and δS = +992%, as shown on Figs. 2a and 2b. Note that the profiles on Fig. 2b, with respect
to a, are multi-valued functions, since the specific spin a(t) has a local maximum (Fig. 2c).

The results indicate that the optimal process is driven by accretion, whereby matter or energy
is supplied to the system. This leads to an initial increase in the black hole’s energy, entropy, and
angular momentum, with the specific spin peaking at apeak ≈ 0.994 (Fig. 2c). Beyond this peak,
a(t) gradually decreases – naturally avoiding any violation of the third law – and ultimately
vanishes in the final state. This final configuration corresponds to the endpoint of the associated
geodesic trajectory in the (S, J) space (Fig. 2d). The subsequent evolution of the BTZ system
can then be understood by analyzing the static case discussed in Sec. 4.3.

(a) Profiles E(t), S(t) and J(t). (b) Profiles E(a), S(a) and J(a).

(c) The specific spin a(t). (d) The geodesic path of states in (S, J) space.

Figure 2: Profiles for ϕ = 0◦. (a) Time evolution of E (orange), S (green), and J (blue). (b) The
dependence of E, S, and J on the specific spin a. The final configuration corresponds to a static BTZ
black hole with Eτ = 151 and Sτ = 55 in Planck units. (c) Time evolution of the specific spin a(t).
It peaks at apeak ≈ 0.994 indicating the state closest to extremality, and then gradually decreases to
zero. (d) The geodesic trajectory of states (green curve) in (S, J) space, with a starting point at S0 = 5
and J0 = 1 (the black dot), terminates when the angular momentum vanishes. The extremal states are
depicted by the dashed red curve.
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4.4.3 Optimal process at ϕ = 240◦

At ϕ = 240◦ the final state is a static BTZ black hole with reduced parameters: Eτ = 0.3E0 and
Sτ = 0.6S0, corresponding to a decrease in energy δE = −71% and entropy δS = −42%. Such
an optimal evaporation may only occur through some physical emission of radiation (scalar,
vector, or gravitational modes).

Table 1 demonstrates that as the initial angle ϕ increases from 240◦, the extent of evapo-
ration also grows, peaking around ϕ = 259◦, where the system approaches its closest point to
complete evaporation. Beyond this angle, the evaporation effect weakens, and accretion-driven
processes begin to dominate the evolution. It is important to note, however, that complete direct
evaporation of the rotating BTZ is never achieved within the energy representation.

(a) Profiles E(t), S(t) and J(t). (b) Profiles E(a), S(a) and J(a).

(c) The specific spin a(t). (d) The geodesic path of states in (S, J) space.

Figure 3: Profiles for ϕ = 240◦. (a) Time evolution of E (orange), S (green), and J (blue). (b) The
dependence of E, S, and J on the specific spin a. The final configuration corresponds to a static BTZ
black hole with Eτ = 0.4 and Sτ = 2.9 in Planck units. (c) The evolution of a(t) is strictly monotonic,
tending towards zero. (d) The geodesic trajectory of states (green curve) in (S, J) space, with a starting
point S0 = 5 and J0 = 1 (black dot), terminates when the angular momentum vanishes. Extremality is
depicted by the dashed red curve.

4.4.4 Summary for additional process

Figure 4 illustrates several geodesic trajectories in the (S, J) space, with the corresponding
data14 summarized in Table 1. The results show that for initial angles ϕ between 0◦ and 180◦,

14The data in the table is rounded up to two relevant digits.
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the dynamics is dominated by accretion-driven optimal processes. As ϕ increases beyond 180◦,
evaporation processes become increasingly significant, reaching a maximum around ϕ = 259◦,
where the system comes closest to complete evaporation. Beyond this point, the influence of
evaporation diminishes, and accretion-driven behavior once again dominates.

Notably, full evaporation of the rotating BTZ black hole is never realized within the energy
representation. The final configuration always corresponds to a static state (aτ = 0) with non-
zero energy and entropy.

(a) (b)

Figure 4: Geodesics paths of states in (S, J) space. (a) The thermodynamic curvature R is represented
as a colored background. The initial state (S0 = 5, J0 = 1) lies in a relatively strong curved region
(yellow) with high interactions, though it remains sufficiently distant from the extremal boundary (the
dashed red curve). (b) A magnified view near the initial point. Polar circles help visualize the initial
angles ϕ, which determine the direction of each geodesic. All paths naturally avoid extremality and
drive the system to a static BTZ black hole configuration.

ϕ Ė0 10
−3 Ṡ0 10

−3 J̇0 10
−3 ȧ0 10

−3 aτ Eτ δE % Sτ δS % τ L2

0◦ 3.9 0.0 10 5.0 0.0 151 +104 55 +103 2584 264

45◦ 5.8 7.1 7.1 2.1 0.0 418 +104 91 +103 8070 741

60◦ 5.7 8.7 5.0 0.8 0.0 379 +104 87 +103 9539 668

90◦ 4.3 10 0.0 −2.0 0.0 4.5 +200 9.4 +88 421 2.6

135◦ 0.2 7.1 −7.1 −4.9 0.0 2.0 +33 6.3 +25 122 0.6

180◦ −3.9 0.0 −10 −5.0 0.0 1.5 +0 5.4 +9 106 0.5

225◦ −5.8 −7.1 −7.1 −2.1 0.0 0.9 −40 4.1 −17 185 0.4

240◦ −5.7 −8.7 −5.0 −0.8 0.0 0.4 −73 2.9 −42 296 0.6

259◦ −4.9 −9.8 −1.9 1.0 0.0 0.02 −99 0.7 −86 408 1.6

270◦ −4.3 −10 0.0 2.0 0.0 0.1 −93 1.4 −72 354 1.9

315◦ −0.2 −7.1 7.1 4.9 0.0 50 +103 31 +527 1439 89

Table 1: The table summarizes the initial rates of key parameters across various processes. It also
indicates how the final state differs from the initial BTZ configuration after each process. Additionally,
the duration τ of the process (in Planck units) and the thermodynamic length squared, L2, are provided.
The thermodynamic length L2 quantifies the minimal energy required to perform the transformation.
Smaller L indicates higher probability for the process to occur.
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5 Optimal process in entropy representation
We now proceed by investigating optimal processes on the space of macrostates of the BTZ black
hole in entropy representation.

5.1 Thermodynamic metric and geodesic equations

The Ruppeiner metric is given by the Hessian of entropy (2.4) in (E, J) space:

ĝ = ϵ

(
∂2S
∂E2

∣∣
J

∂2S
∂E∂J

∂2S
∂E∂J

∂2S
∂J2

∣∣
E

)
= ϵ

 (U−2E)
√

λ(E+U)

4ζ(E−ζJ)3/2(E+ζJ)3/2
− ζJ

√
λ(ζ2J2−3E(E+U))

4(E+U)3/2(E−ζJ)3/2(E+ζJ)3/2

− ζJ
√
λ(ζ2J2−3E(E+U))

4(E+U)3/2(E−ζJ)3/2(E+ζJ)3/2
ζ(U−2E)

√
λ(E+U)

4(E−ζJ)3/2(E+ζJ)3/2

, (5.1)

where U =
√

E2 − ζ2J2. Its thermodynamic curvature is zero, thus realizing a flat information
space. We parametrize the (E, J) coordinates by an affine time parameter t and seek to obtain
their optimal profiles by solving the geodesic equations on the space of macrostates:

Ë + ΓE
EEĖ

2 + 2ΓE
EJĖJ̇ + ΓE

JJ J̇
2 = 0, (5.2)

J̈ + ΓJ
JJ J̇

2 + 2ΓJ
EJĖJ̇ + ΓJ

EEĖ
2 = 0. (5.3)

The corresponding Christoffel symbols are given by:

ΓE
EE =

3E

4ζ2J2 − 4E2
, ΓE

EJ =
3ζ2J

4E2 − 4ζ2J2
, ΓE

JJ =
3Eζ2

4ζ2J2 − 4E2
, (5.4)

ΓJ
EE =

3J

4E2 − 4ζ2J2
, ΓJ

EJ =
3E

4ζ2J2 − 4E2
, ΓJ

JJ =
3ζ2J

4E2 − 4ζ2J2
. (5.5)

The solutions to these nonlinear equations define the optimal paths for energy E(t) and
angular momentum J(t) at various initial conditions:

E(0) = E0, Ė(0) = Ė0, J(0) = J0, J̇(0) = J̇0, (5.6)

where E0 and J0 denote the initial energy and angular momentum of the BTZ black hole,
respectively, and Ė0 and J̇0 represent their initial rates of change.

5.2 Optimal evaporation of the static BTZ black hole

In the static case (J = 0) we can find explicit solution to the energy profile:

E(t) = E0

(
1− |Ė0|

4E0

t

)4

. (5.7)

Here we already assumed an evaporation process with an initial rate: Ė0 = −|Ė0| < 0. The
thermodynamic length of the fluctuation, from E0 at t = 0 to Eτ at t = τ , is given by:

LE0→Eτ =

∫ τ

0

√
gabẋaẋb dt =

√
−ϵ

|Ė0| 4
√
λ

23/4E
3/4
0

√
ζ
τ = vτ, (5.8)

where xa(t) =
(
E(t), J(t) = 0

)
, and v is the thermodynamic speed of the process. The length is

real and positive if ϵ < 0. On the other hand, directly computing the thermodynamic length by
inserting xa = (E, J = 0), one finds:

LE0→Eτ =

∫ √
gabdxadxb = 2

4
√
2λ

√
−ϵ

ζ

(
4
√
E0 − 4

√
Eτ

)
. (5.9)
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Comparing both lengths we can estimate the average relaxation time τ̄ of the process:

τ̄ ≈ 4E
3/4
0

|Ė0|

(
4
√

E0 − 4
√

Eτ

)
. (5.10)

The result for the average relaxation time is non-trivial. In the previous representation it was
proportional to the entropy difference between the initial and the final state (4.11), here it
involves the difference of the fourth root of the initial and the final energy of the BTZ black
hole.

For a full optimal evaporation the time is tevap = 4E0/|Ė0|. Thus, the evaporation length is:

Levap =
2 4
√
2λ

√
−ϵ√

ζ
4
√

E0 = 2

√
−ϵπckℓ

ℏ
4

√
2E0

G3

. (5.11)

The square of the thermodynamic length, L2, carries units of entropy (Joules per Kelvin),
consistent with its interpretation as the minimal entropy produced during the process. This
interpretation allows one to determine the metric scale factor ϵ for the complete evaporation of
the BTZ. In this case, it is reasonable to require that L2 be at least equal to the initial entropy
of the BTZ black hole, given by S0 =

√
2λE0/ζ. Imposing this condition yields ϵ = −1/4.

5.3 Optimal processes of the rotating BTZ black hole

In contrast to the results obtained in the energy representation, the entropy ensemble admits
a broader variety of final configurations. For example, the analysis shows that certain optimal
trajectories asymptotically guide the system toward near-extremal BTZ states. Yet this limit
cannot be reached within finite classical time, in agreement with the third law of thermodynam-
ics. Other trajectories instead drive the BTZ black hole toward a fixed, non-vanishing specific
spin (far enough from extremality), while a third class of geodesics inevitably terminates in a
static configuration within finite time.

5.3.1 Initial conditions

The initial state will be defined by the following initial parameters of the BTZ black hole:

E0 = 5, J0 = 1, S0 = π

√
ℓ

(
E0ℓ+

√
E2

0ℓ
2 − J2

0

)
= 10, a0 =

J0
E0ℓ

= 0.2, (5.12)

where ℓ = 1. The initial rates of change will be presented in polar coordinates (u, ϕ) by:

Ė0 = u sinϕ, J̇0 = u cosϕ, u =

√
Ė2

0 + J̇2
0 , tanϕ =

Ė0

J̇0
. (5.13)

The initial rates for several angles ϕ and u = 0.01 are presented in Table 2. Their corresponding
geodesic paths in (E, J) space are displayed on Figure 7. In this case, the thermodynamic
curvature R is zero, thus the (E, J) space is Ricci flat.

5.3.2 Profiles at ϕ = 0◦

In this case, the specific spin a(t) of the BTZ black hole asymptotically approaches its extremal
value (Fig. 5c). Since this limit cannot be reached within finite time, the system continues to
fluctuate indefinitely between nearly extremal states. The process leads to a monotonic growth
of all black hole parameters, characterizing it as an accretion-type evolution.
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(a) Profiles E(t), S(t) and J(t). (b) Profiles E(a), S(a) and J(a).

(c) The specific spin a(t). (d) The geodesic path of states in (E, J) space.

Figure 5: Profiles for ϕ = 0◦. (a) Time evolution of E (orange), S (green), and J (blue). (b) The
dependence of E, S, and J on the specific spin a. The BTZ black hole does not settle to a final state.
It fluctuates between near-extremal states forever asymptotically approaching extremality. (c) Time
evolution of the specific spin a(t). The spin asymptotically increases towards the extremal value. (d)
The geodesic trajectory of states (orange curve) in the (E, J) space starts at E0 = 5 and J0 = 1 (black
dot), and asymptotically approaches the extremal curve (dashed red) over time.

5.3.3 Profiles at ϕ = 240◦

In this case, the specific spin a(t) of the BTZ black hole decreases monotonically until it vanishes
(Fig. 6c). All black hole parameters decrease during the evolution, indicating an evaporation-
type process in which the BTZ black hole loses energy. The final state is a static configuration
with energy Eτ = 0.6E0 and entropy Sτ = 0.8S0, corresponding to a reduction of about 40% in
energy and 20% in entropy.
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(a) Profiles E(t), S(t) and J(t). (b) Profiles E(a), S(a) and J(a).

(c) The specific spin a(t). (d) The geodesic path of states in (E, J) space.

Figure 6: Profiles for ϕ = 240◦. (a) Time evolution of E (orange), S (green), and J (blue). (b) The
dependence of E, S, and J on the specific spin a. The BTZ black hole settles to a final static state
with energy Eτ = 3 and Sτ = 8 in Planck units. (c) Time evolution of the specific spin a(t). The
spin monotonically decreases to zero. (d) The geodesic trajectory of states (orange curve) in the (E, J)
space starts at E0 = 5 and J0 = 1 (black dot), and terminates when the angular momentum vanishes.

5.3.4 Summary for additional processes

Figure 7 displays representative geodesic trajectories in the (E, J) space, with the corresponding
initial conditions summarized in Table 2. For initial angles ϕ in the range 0◦ ≤ ϕ ≤ 180◦, the
dynamics is predominantly governed by accretion-type optimal processes. As ϕ increases beyond
180◦, evaporation channels become progressively more relevant. Complete evaporation of the
BTZ black hole, however, is attained only asymptotically, requiring infinite time, and occurs
exclusively for ϕ > 240◦.

The late-time behavior of the system separates into distinct regimes determined by the angle
ϕ. For 0◦ ≤ ϕ ≤ 45◦, the evolution drives the system toward near-extremal configurations with
aτ → 1. In the range 45◦ < ϕ ≤ 90◦, the trajectories instead approach non-extremal states with
spin parameter a < 1. For intermediate angles, 90◦ < ϕ ≤ 240◦, the dynamics settle into static
final configurations within finite time. Beyond this window, at large angles ϕ > 240◦, the system
is driven asymptotically toward extremality, but via evaporation.
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Figure 7: Geodesic trajectories of states in the (E, J) space. Since the thermodynamic curvature
is R = 0, the manifold is Ricci-flat. The initial state (E0 = 5, J0 = 1) is far from the extremal
boundary (dashed red curve). The figure presents a magnified view around this initial point. Concentric
polar circles indicate the initial angles ϕ, which set the direction of the corresponding geodesics. Each
trajectory evolves toward a distinct final configuration, corresponding either to a near-extremal (aτ → 1),
finite spinning state (0 < aτ < 1), or a static BTZ black hole aτ = 0.

ϕ Ė0 10
−3 Ṡ0 10

−3 J̇0 10
−3 ȧ0 10

−3 aτ Eτ δE % Sτ δS % τ L2

0◦ 0.0 −1.0 10 2.0 → 1 → ∞ – → ∞ – → ∞ → ∞

45◦ 7.1 6.4 7.1 1.1 → 1 → ∞ – → ∞ – → ∞ → ∞

60◦ 8.7 8.2 5.0 0.7 → 0.966 → ∞ – → ∞ – → ∞ → ∞

70◦ 9.4 9.1 3.4 3.1 → 0.725 → ∞ – → ∞ – → ∞ → ∞

90◦ 10 10 0.0 −0.4 0.0 16 +213 18 +78 651 4.5

135◦ 7.1 7.9 −7.1 −1.7 0.0 6.0 +20 11 +10 121 0.2

180◦ 0.0 1.0 −10 −2.0 0.0 5.1 +2 10 +0 98 0.1

225◦ −7.1 −6.4 −7.1 −1.1 0.0 4.0 −20 9.0 −10 164 0.2

240◦ −8.7 −8.2 −5.0 −0.7 0.0 3.0 −38 8.0 −20 266 0.6

270◦ −10 −10 0.0 0.4 → 1 → 0 – → 0 – → ∞ → ∞

315◦ −7.1 −7.9 7.1 1.7 → 1 → 0 – → 0 – → ∞ → ∞

Table 2: The table summarizes the initial rates of key parameters across various processes. It also
indicates how the final state differs from the initial BTZ configuration after each process. Additionally,
the duration τ of the process (in Planck units) and the thermodynamic length squared, L2, are provided.
The quantity L2 is the minimal entropy produced during the transformation. Smaller L indicates higher
probability for the process to occur.

6 Conclusion
In this work, we investigated the finite-time optimal thermodynamics of the BTZ black hole
in both the energy and entropy ensembles using the thermogeometric optimization framework
developed in [31].

By applying the differential Sylvester criterion (2.11), we demonstrated that the BTZ black
hole is thermodynamically stable. This conclusion is further supported by the positive-definite
behavior of the relevant local heat capacities (2.14)–(2.12). These results also indicate the
absence of Davies-type phase transitions in the BTZ state space, aside from the extremal limit.
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In the energy representation, we employed the Weinhold thermodynamic metric (4.1), which
possesses a nonvanishing thermodynamic curvature (4.2). Within this framework, we showed
that the curvature (R) remains positive (Fig. 1), signifying that the corresponding informa-
tion geometry is intrinsically elliptic. This geometric feature is reflected also by the positive
definiteness of the thermodynamic length for all optimal processes considered.

For the static BTZ black hole, we obtained analytic expressions for both the thermodynamic
length (4.10) and the relaxation time (4.11) associated with the optimal evaporation process.
Both quantities were found to scale proportionally with the entropy change ∆S = S0 − Sτ gen-
erated along the trajectory. Consequently, larger black holes exhibit lower process probabilities
and correspondingly longer evaporation times.

For the rotating BTZ black hole, we performed a numerical analysis of the optimal processes
induced by parameter variations. In all cases examined within the energy representation, the
system evolves toward a static (non-rotating) configuration with well-defined energy and entropy,
preventing complete evaporation. Additionally, we observed that at most two optimal geodesics
can connect any pair of admissible macrostates (see Fig. 4), a feature permitted only in spaces
of positive curvature. A summary of results for a range of initial conditions is given in Table 1.

Contrary to the situation observed in the energy representation, the entropy ensemble for the
rotating BTZ black hole allows a richer set of final states, even though its information metric is
flat. Our analysis shows that certain optimal trajectories asymptotically drive the system toward
near-extremal configurations, consistent with the third law of thermodynamics, which forbids
reaching extremality in finite classical time. Other trajectories approach a fixed, nonvanishing
specific spin away from extremality, while a third class terminates in a static configuration within
finite time. These results are summarized in Table 2.

For the static BTZ black hole in the entropy representation, the evaporation thermodynamic
length (5.9) and consequently the relaxation time (5.10) scale with the fourth root of the black
hole energy suggesting once again that larger black holes evaporate more slowly.

All analyses were carried out in SI units, enabling a consistent interpretation of the ther-
modynamic length either as the minimal energy required for a given process or as the minimal
entropy produced along an optimal trajectory. This facilitated the determination of the proba-
bility strength factor (the metric scale) ϵ governing evaporation. In the energy representation we
obtained ϵ = 1/2, whereas in the entropy representation we found ϵ = −1/4. In both cases, these
values ensure a physically meaningful probability and guarantee that thermodynamic length re-
mains positive-definite along geodesic paths.

Finally, it would be interesting to extend this optimization analysis to more general or fun-
damentally distinct black hole solutions in (2+1) dimensions, including warped black holes [44,
45], Lifshitz solutions [46–48], regular black holes [49–51], noncommutative geometries [52, 53],
Chern–Simons black holes [54–56], Gauss–Bonnet-like theories [57], and other modified-gravity
or exotic solutions [58–61].
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A Planck parameters in (2+1)-dimensions related to G3

In Planck units ℏ = c = G3 = k = 1 everything is dimensionless and can be expressed as
how many times a given quantity enters in its corresponding SI unit quantity. For example
if L is dimensionless length then its SI version is restored by L(SI) = LL

(3)
P , where L

(3)
P is the

(2+1)-dimensional Planck length related to G3. In this case, the replacement rule is actually
L → L(SI)/L

(3)
P . The (2+1)-dimensional Planck system of units related to G3 can be extracted

by a simple dimensionless analysis from:

P = ℏxGy
3c

zku = [Mu+x−yL2u+2(x+y)+zT−2u−x−2y−zK−u]. (A.1)

The relevant (2+1)-dimensional Planck units are given by:

L
(3)
P =

ℏG3

c3
, M

(3)
P =

c2

G3

, E
(3)
P =

c4

G3

, t
(3)
P =

ℏG3

c4
, T

(3)
P =

c4

G3k
, S

(3)
P = k, J

(3)
P = ℏ, (A.2)

where L
(3)
P is length, M (3)

P is mass, E(3)
P is energy, t(3)P is time, T (3)

P is temperature, S(3)
P is entropy,

and J
(3)
P is angular momentum. The BTZ thermodynamics in Planck units is defined by:

λ → π2, ζ → 1

ℓ
, (A.3)

where the AdS radius ℓ is now a dimensionless parameter. As an example, let us restore the SI
units of the evaporation thermodynamic length from (4.13). In Planck units it is given by:

L =
S0

πℓ
, (A.4)

where L, S0 and ℓ are dimensionless. Since L2
(SI) represents an energy, its SI unit is Joule.

Accordingly, S(SI)
0 has units of Joules/Kelvin, and ℓ(SI) has units of length. Thus, the following

replacement rules restore the appropriate factors of the fundamental constants:

L2 →
L2

(SI)

E
(3)
P

, S0 →
S
(SI)
0

k
, ℓ →

ℓ(SI)

L
(3)
P

. (A.5)

At the end, one may skip the (SI) notation from the quantities.

B The BTZ solution in Planck and other units
Solving (2.2) for the horizon radii in terms of the energy and angular momentum, one obtains:

r+ =
2ℓ

c2

√(
1 +

√
1− a2

)
G3E, r− =

2G3aEℓ

c2
√(

1 +
√
1− a2

)
G3E

, a =
cJ

Eℓ
, (B.1)

where a ∈ [0, 1) is the dimensionless specific spin parameter of the BTZ black hole. Using these
expressions, the BTZ metric (2.1) can be written in the form:

ds2 =

(
8G3E

c4
− r2

ℓ2

)
c2dt2 +

dr2

r2

ℓ2
+

16ℓ2G2
3a

2E2

c8r2
− 8G3E

c4

− 8aEG3ℓ

c3
dtdφ+ r2dφ2, (B.2)

In Planck units c = G3 = 1 one has E = M and:

ds2 =

(
8M − r2

ℓ2

)
dt2 +

dr2

16J2

r2
+ r2

ℓ2
− 8M

− 8Jdtdφ+ r2dφ2. (B.3)

Note that by setting c = 8G3 = 1 one recovers the original form of the BTZ metric [36,40]:

ds2 =

(
M − r2

ℓ2

)
dt2 +

dr2

J2

4r2
+ r2

ℓ2
−M

− Jdtdφ+ r2dφ2. (B.4)
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