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Abstract

Black hole complementarity plays a pivotal role in resolving the information loss paradox by
treating Hawking radiation as carriers of information, apart from the complicated mechanisms in-
volved in decoding information from this radiation. The thought experiment proposed by Susskind
and Thorlacius, as well as the criteria set forth by Hayden and Preskill, provide deep insights into
the intricate relationship of black hole complementarity between fiducial and infalling observers.
We execute the Alice-Bob thought experiment in the context of two-dimensional anti-de Sitter
black holes. It turns out that information cloning can be avoided in the case of a large black
hole. According to the Hayden-Preskill criteria, if the scale parameter associated with the explicit
breaking of the one-dimensional group of reparametrizations is significantly exceed the squared

mass of the black hole, then information cloning can be effectively evaded.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Hawking showed that semi-classical black holes emit thermal radiation and eventually
evaporate [1, 2]. This fact raises the question of whether the quantum information con-
tained in the matter that collapsed to form the black hole is lost forever [3]. Subsequently,
several alternative theories have been proposed to resolve the information loss paradox.
These theories encompass the idea that most of the information is emitted through Hawk-
ing radiation [4-9], the notion that black holes do not evaporate completely [10-13], the
hypothesis that vast amounts of information are released during the final stages of evapo-
ration [14], and the introduction of alternative horizon-free and non-singular structures like
fuzzballs [15, 16]. A recent alternative viewpoint is also discussed in Ref. [17].

In particular, the concept of black hole complementarity (BHC) [6] has been discussed
to reconcile the Hawking radiation carrying information with the equivalence principle in
general relativity. It suggests that a freely falling observer referred to as Alice crossing the
horizon would detect nothing out of the ordinary, while a fixed observer referred to as Bob
would detect a significant feature known as the “stretched horizon.” In fact, Susskind and
Thorlacius [8] noticed that BHC does not contradict the principle of quantum mechanics.
Consequently, they showed that an observer who falls into a black hole after extracting infor-
mation from the Hawking radiation would not be able to detect the same information inside
the black hole before reaching the spacelike singularity. They assumed that information ab-
sorbed by the black hole can be reconstructed after the Page time [9]. Additionally, Hayden
and Preskill [18] proposed an alternative viewpoint. They suggested that if information is
thrown into a black hole after the Page time, it can still be recovered after the scrambling
time, which is typically less than the Page time. Importantly, Alice and Bob in the black
hole interior are also causally disconnected, and thus, the duplication of information can be
evaded. In connection with BHC, there have also been some related studies [19-21].

On the other hand, according to AdS/CFT correspondence [22; 23], the principle of
unitarity within conformal field theory strongly implies that observers located in the bulk
region should not detect any violations of unitarity. In relation to BHC, investigations
concerning the three-dimensional Banados—Teitelboim—Zanelli black hole [24] have affirmed
the validity of BHC [25]. In this respect, one may question whether BHC is still valid or not
in two-dimensional AdS black holes obtained from the Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) model [26, 27]



and the Almheiri-Polchinski (AP) model [28].

In this paper, we study the validity of BHC in two-dimensional AdS black holes after
the Page time by executing the thought experiment presented by Susskind and Thorlacius,
and then investigate it in the regime of the Hayden-Preskill’s criteria using the scrambling
time. The purpose of this paper is to find out some conditions to evade the duplication of
information from two thought experiments distinguished by the Page time and the scram-
bling time. The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sec. I, we introduce a dilaton
gravity model and explain the singularity structure of the AdS, black hole with the dilaton
field. For the well-defined thought experiment, we focus on the black hole with the spacelike
singularity. In Sec. [, we investigate BHC for the model based on the Susskind-Thorlacius
thought experiment, and find that BHC is safe for a large black hole. In Sec. IV, we also
examine BHC by employing the scrambling time in the Hayden-Preskill’s criteria. We show
that if the scale parameter in the dilaton field is larger than the squared mass of the black
hole, then the cloning of quantum information can be evaded. We give our conclusions and
discuss our results in Sec. V. In Appendix A, we discuss the scale parameter in the JT model

with the timelike singularity.

II. TWO-DIMENSIONAL ADS BLACK HOLES

Let us consider a two-dimensional dilaton gravity model described by the action
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where ®2 = ¢ + ¢ represents the dilaton field. Here, ¢ is an arbitrary positive constant
and ¢ is the radius of AdS spacetime. The dilaton gravity action (1) becomes combination of
the topological term and the JT model [26, 27]. In particular, for ¢y ~ Q% and ¢ ~ @ where
() is a magnetic charge, the model can describe the dimensionally reduced near extremal
Reissner-Nordstrom (RN) black hole in the near horizon limit [29]. For ¢y = 1, it becomes
the AP model [28].

In the conformal gauge of ds? = —e?**) dudv, the equations of motion are obtained as



follows:

1
4m&p+ﬁépza (3)

1
20uavq>2 + €—2(®2 — ¢0)€2p = 0, (4)
Du(e720,0%) = 8,(e~29,d?) = 0. (5)

The Liouville equation (3) describes the spacetime with a negative constant curvature, and

the length element can be expressed in terms of Poincare coordinates as
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where the generalized coordinates x*(u) and x~ (v) are monotonic functions. From Eq. (4)
with the constraint equations (5), the dilaton field can be obtained as
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where M is the black hole mass and x = Z. The scale parameter a responsible for explicitly
breaking the one-dimensional reparametrization symmetry must remain positive to avoid a
strong coupling singularity reaching the boundary within finite proper time [28]. Upon using
the coordinate transformations of 7 = ﬁ tanh <\/ KMU) and r~ = ﬁ tanh(\/ /iM’U),

one can rewrite the solutions (6) and (7) in the static form as

B 4k M2
sinh? (V&M (u — v))
? = po + aVeM Coth<\/m(u — v)) 9)

ds® =

dudov, (8)

Note that in Fig. 1, the metric in Poincaré coordinates (6) characterizes the entire black
hole spacetime, whereas the metric in static coordinates (8) is confined to describing the

exterior region of the black hole.

To reveal the singularity structure in the global nature of the geometry, we consider the

global coordinates y* = y° £ y'. Then, the metric solution takes the form of
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FIG. 1. A Penrose diagram illustrates the AdSs black hole. In this diagram, both the light and
dark gray regions represent the region described by the Poincaré patch (6). The dark gray area,

in particular, indicates the exterior region of the black hole, which is described by the metric (8).

and the dilaton field can be written as
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The dilaton singularity occurs at
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where ®2 becomes zero. In the Poincaré coordinates given by 2% = /tan (%), the singularity

curve (12) can be rewritten as
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where M, = % For M < M., the singularity becomes timelike and exists near the boundary.

For M > M., the singularity becomes spacelike. Henceforth, we will consider a large black
hole where M > M., to preclude the presence of the timelike singularity.
Note that we will also assume the black hole evolves adiabatically from a thermodynamic

perspective. Although the mass reduces to approximately (1/4)M during evolution, it is



still sufficiently larger than M,.. Therefore, the spacelike singularity remains as such and
does not transform into a timelike singularity within certain time scales, such as the Page
time or the scrambling time.

Let us comment on the boundary conditions associated with the AdS black hole. If the
usual reflective boundary condition is chosen for a AdS black hole, the Hawking radiation
from the black hole in the bulk can be reflected back into it, which means that the black hole
does not evaporate and remains in thermal equilibrium with its Hawking radiation [30]. To
avoid this, one can choose an absorbing boundary condition by coupling a bulk scalar field
representing the Hawking radiation to an auxiliary field at the boundary of AdS [31] since
such a coupling permits energy to be transferred from the bulk field to the auxiliary field [32—-
36]. It is essential to mention the absorption boundary condition for a consistent scenario
within the thought experiment. The absorption boundary condition corresponds to the
Unruh vacuum condition in the Schwarzschild black hole, which is the best approximation
describing an evaporating black hole in a static metric [37, 38]: there is no influx at infinity,
while the outward flux is also zero at the event horizon. This implies that the outward flux
must be perfectly absorbed at the boundary without reflection [35]. Such an account is
crucial for rendering the thought experiment a more plausible scenario. In this respect, we

will assume the absorption boundary condition at infinity.

ITI1. THE THOUGHT EXPERIMENT BASED ON THE PAGE TIME

Let us start with the Alice and Bob thought experiment [6]. They should be treated as
test particles: their energy contributions are assumed to be negligibly small compared to the
mass of the black hole, ensuring they do not perturb the metric and dilaton solutions. Alice
falls freely into the horizon of the collapsing black hole, carrying her information. On the
other hand, Bob hovers outside the black hole and collects all the information emitted from
the early Hawking radiation. According to Page’s proposal [9], Bob can retrieve information
about the collapsing matter, including Alice’s information, after the Page time has elapsed.
Once this information is extracted from the Hawking radiation, Bob depicted in Fig. 1
proceeds to cross the event horizon, moving toward the singularity. Meanwhile, Alice sends
a message encoded with her information to Bob before he reaches the spacelike singularity.

If Bob receives her message before he touches the singularity, he observes the duplication



of information and discovers a violation of unitarity in quantum mechanics. However, this
issue may be resolved if the energy of the message Alice sends to Bob requires a scale far
beyond the Planckian order. In other words, the backreaction caused by the super-Planckian
energy significantly interrupts the background black hole geometry. Consequently, we can
infer that Alice would be unable to send her message, thereby preventing any duplication of
information on Bob’s part.

Explicitly, the Page time for an evaporating black hole can be obtained using the Stefan-
Boltzmann law:

G =T (1)

where o is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant, and the temperature of the black hole is identified

with T = @ Note that the thermal entropy is given by Sy = % (\/M + \/Mc) (28],
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and this entropy is halved when the mass becomes My = i (\/M — \/Mc) . Hence, the

Page time can be calculated as
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After the Page time tp, Bob enters the black hole so that
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where Alice’s initial location va is set to zero for convenience. From Eq. (13), one can
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determine the coordinate when Bob reaches the singularity as x

Alice falls freely, the proper time she experiences between the horizon at z7 = ﬁ and

T =z is calculated as
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where Az, is a numerical constant that depends on Alice’s initial data [18]. Now, if the

mass M is sufficiently greater than M., the energy uncertainty becomes
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This implies that as long as M is substantially larger than M., the scale of energy required
to convey the message exceeds that of the black hole mass. Therefore, Alice cannot transmit
her information to Bob, ensuring that information cloning is avoided.

Note that the ADM mass, denoted as M in Eq. (19), represents the black hole mass as
measured by an asymptotic observer. It should correspond to the conserved total energy of
the system when considering the negligible energies of Alice and Bob. In the context where
Alice remains locally stationary near the horizon, it becomes necessary to account for the
gravitational redshift factor. However, since Alice is in a freely falling frame, the introduction
of the redshift factor is not required. Thus, employing the conventional uncertainty principle,
Alice determines that the energy required for encoding a message into radiation must satisfy
AFE > M. It is important to note that the black hole mass on the right-hand side merely
implies that the required energy for the message is beyond the total energy of the system.

This does not suggest that the mass was measured by the freely falling observer.

IV. THE THOUGHT EXPERIMENT BASED ON THE SCRAMBLING TIME

Let us now assume that the black hole is already maximally entangled with a quantum
memory that Bob possesses. In other words, Bob can decode the initial quantum state
encoded within the black hole. Now, Alice falls freely into the the event horizon of the
black hole, her information remaining unknown to Bob. Meanwhile, Bob remains outside
of the black hole and collects all the information emitted from the black hole. According
to the proposal by Hayden and Preskill [18], Bob can retrieve Alice’s information after the
scrambling time has elapsed. As shown in Fig. |, once Bob retrieves Alice’s information from
the Hawking radiation, he crosses the event horizon and proceeds toward the singularity.
During this time, Alice attempts to transmit a message encoded with her information to
Bob before he reaches the singularity.

Let us execute the thought experiment using the scrambling time. The scrambling time

is given by [18]
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where (3 is the inverse of the Hawking temperature. If Bob crosses the horizon at xg, then
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he will reach the singularity at z;; = .
—

Since Bob jumps into the horizon after the
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scrambling time t,.., his coordinate must satisfy

1 1
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where v4 is set to zero just as in the previous section. The proper time A7 from the horizon
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at x7 = 2} to 27 = 2§ can be calculated from the metric (6) near the horizon as
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Using the uncertainty principle, we obtain
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To preclude the duplication of quantum information, we particularly assume that

a> AM?*(*Axy ~ M? (24)
in the large black hole. Then from Eq. (23), we can obtain
AE? > M. (25)

It means that the scale of energy required to convey the message exceeds the black hole
mass which amounts the total energy of the system as the result in Sec. [II. Thus, Alice
cannot transmit her information to Bob, ensuring that information cloning is evaded. Conse-
quently, the Alice-Bob experiment with the Hayden-Preskill criteria also demonstrates that
the duplication of information can be evaded if the scale parameter a is sufficiently larger
compared to M?2.

To elucidate the role of the constant a in Eq. (24) from a two-dimensional perspective, we
consider the partition function in AdS space. It is noteworthy that two-dimensional dilaton
gravity possesses measure-zero degrees of freedom in the bulk: —1 from the gravity sector
and +1 from the dilaton sector. Intriguingly, in contrast to the metric field (6), the dilaton
field (7) plays a pivotal role in the dynamics of the matter contents. Introducing a boundary
at infinity allows us to obtain a non-trivial partition function at the leading order of the
dilaton field, expressed as ®2 = 30 [39], where € is a cutoff that regulates divergence at the
boundary. The partition function is then given by Z = [ DgWD(I)QeiS[QW’“I’Q] ~ [ DgeiSvasltl,

Here, the boundary action can be written in terms of the Schwarzian derivative as Spqy =

9



— [dt{r(t),t} where 7(t) = 2°(t). This implies that non-trivial degrees of freedom can
reside on the boundary despite the absence of bulk degrees of freedom. The prefactor a in the
Schwarzian action represents the scale of explicit symmetry breaking of the one-dimensional
group of reparametrizations at the boundary. This interpretation of a is pertinent when
regularizing the dilaton asymptotics. Due to the non-vanishing value of a which breaks
the local symmetry, the AP model incorporating a boundary exhibits non-trivial degrees of

freedom.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We have investigated BHC of the two-dimensional AdS black hole in the dilaton gravity
model, executing the thought experiments based on two different times: the Page time and
the scrambling time. For the black hole possessing a sufficiently large mass, duplication of
quantum states is prevented after the Page time, as the energy required for transmitting the
message would exceed the mass of the black hole. At the same time, in the Hayden-Preskill
criteria, the scale parameter a is assumed to be sufficiently larger than the squared mass
of the black hole in order to evade the cloning of quantum information. Consequently, we
conclude that the quantum cloning in the two-dimensional AdS black hole can be evaded
for the large black hole with the large scale parameter a.

We have employed the static solutions for our thought experiment. Actually, it would be
necessary to consider the quantum back-reaction on the classical solutions (6) and (7), par-
ticularly the dilaton field (7) in the AP model [28, 35]. Owing to the Hawking radiation as a
form of quantum matter, the solutions must be time-dependent. Nonetheless, the black hole
mass is substantially large and it decays slowly in semiclassical approximations. Moreover,
in the thought experiment for BHC, we need not consider the endpoint of the evaporation
of the black hole, where quantum back-reaction becomes significant. Hence, the black hole
can be reasonably assumed to be in quasi-equilibrium with the Hawking radiation up to the
Page time or the scrambling time. It implies that the black hole evolves adiabatically for
the period of interest. In this context, we could study BHC using static solutions, with the
mass parameter varying slowly, without resorting to explicit time-dependent solutions. This
approach was previously utilized in deriving the Page time [9], where the static metric was

used to calculate information for the evaporation of the CGHS black hole. In the seminal
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work on the thought experiment for BHC [6], the black hole mass reduces to one-quarter of
its initial mass at the Page time, when the black hole entropy is half of the initial value. Yet,
the mass scale remains on the order of O(M), allowing the metric to be treated as static
with the reduced mass. Hence, the assumption of adiabatic behavior in large black holes
can also be applicable to our thought experiment.

It is worth nothing that in the case of the four-dimensional Schwarzschild black hole, the
only condition required to avoid the duplication of information in the Alice-Bob experiment
is to take the large mass limit. This holds true irrespective of the values chosen for the Page
time and the scrambling time. Alice needs to encode her message into the radiation with
the order of the energy \/Lﬂeg where M is the mass of the Schwarzschild black hole [8].
Similarly, if Bob jumps into the black hole after the scrambling time has elapsed, Alice needs
to encode her message into the radiation with the order of the energy v M [18]. However, in
our current model, the large mass limit is not enough to guarantee the no-cloning theorem.
The additional condition is that the scale parameter a must be significantly larger than the
squared mass of the black hole. One might naturally inquire about what is the corresponding
parameter to a in the RN side since the starting action (1) can be obtained from the near-
horizon limit of the near-extremal RN black hole which reduces to AdS, x S? [29]. The
constants M, ¢g, and £ in the model have been identified by the mass My, the magnetic
charge @, and the Plank length /p in the RN black hole: M = My — %, Do = %QQ,
and ¢ = Qlp [29]. In Appendix A, the additional identification of the scale parameter is
elaborated as a = 2mQ3¢p. All these identifications are valid only under the near-extremal
condition, which states M < %, or equivalently M < M., under which a timelike singularity
occurs. In the present thought experiments, however, we have assumed the condition of
M > M., under which a spacelike singularity occurs. Therefore, our conclusions on the

prevention of information cloning in the two-dimensional AdS black hole are pertinent only

when M > M, and do not extend to the geometry of the RN black hole.
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Appendix A: The scale parameter a from the RN black hole for M < M,

We begin with the four-dimensional Einstein-Hilbert-Maxwell action given by

1 v
Sy = 6722 / d'z /=gy (Ry — (pFu FH), (A1)

where (p is the Planck length, R4 is the four-dimensional scalar curvature, and F),, is the
field strength tensor for the magnetic field, given by F' = @sinf dp A df. Next, we make
an ansatz for a spherically symmetric metric as follows:

ds%4) = gypda®da’ + %e_w(ﬂco’xl)dﬁa (A2)
where g4 is a (141)-dimensional metric and 1 is a dilaton field related to the area of the

2

2
two-sphere as r* = 2%6*21#. Substituting the metric ansatz into the action (A1) yields:

1 2
St = 57 [ dav=ge ™ [f” 2AVE) + e — 2 Qw] | (43)
P

&
From the equations of motion, one can get pure AdS, geometry of R = —QQLZ% with the AdS
radius ¢ = Q¢p, where the dilaton remains constant as e~ 20 = ”TQQ The fluctuated action
around the pure AdS is obtained by expanding ¢ = 1)y + ¢ as follows [28, 39]:
1 2
Sy = il Pz v=gR+ — | Px/—g¢ ( R+ = |, (Ad)
27 27 2
where ¢y = e 20, ¢ = —2e 2V, g + ¢ = ﬁ?ﬁ, and ¢y > ¢ for a small perturbation.
P
On the other hand, let us now consider the four-dimensional RN black hole solution

_ _ 2
= e gy : dr? + 1202, (A5)

r2 (r—ry)(r—r_)

where . = Q/p + El3 + \/EQE%, +2QE(}. Here, E = M) — % represents the excitation

energy above the extremality described by £ =0 or ry =r_ =ry = Q¢p. Then, the metric
2

reduces to dsa) = — (ﬂ)2 de? + <L) dr? 4+ r2dQ2%. For a near-extremal case E < %,

r r—Tr0

the outer horizon becomes r, = Qlp + \/2QE¢}. Next, let us consider the coordinate

r = 1o+ 1/2QFEL coth (1 / QQSP SL’) (A6)
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transformation defined as




and introduce a small cut-off € of the space to prevent ¢ from becoming too large: ¢(e)
is large, but ¢¢ > ¢(€), indicating that we are in the near-extremal region [39]. Plugging
Eq. (A6) into the metric (A5), we get

2F  —dt* + da?
Qe sinp? ( 20 :L‘)

Q3tp

ds? = Q2 +d0? |, (A7)

which describes AdS, x S? geometry with the radius £ = Q¢p. From Eq. (A6), the dilaton
field can be deduced as

2 2K
P = 720 (1 — 250)) = % + QA 2QE/lp coth( ol x) . (A8)
P
Comparing Eq. (A8) with Eq. (9), we can finally obtain
a=21Qlp (A9)

with the identifications: M = E = M) — %, Po = %Q2, and ¢ = Qfp. These identifications
are valid under the condition £ < %, equivalently M < M., which generates the timelike

singularity.
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