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We study the issue of temperature in a steady system around a black hole event horizon, contrast-
ing it with the appearance of divergence in a thermal equilibrium system. We focus on a spherically
symmetric system governed by general relativity, particularly examining the steady state with radial
heat conduction. Employing an appropriate approximation, we derive exact solutions that illumi-
nate the behaviors of number density, local temperature, and heat in the proximity of a black hole.
We demonstrate that a carefully regulated heat inflow can maintain finite local temperatures at
the black hole event horizon, even without considering the back-reaction of matter. This discovery
challenges conventional expectations that the local temperature near the event horizon diverges
in scenarios of thermal equilibrium. This implications shows that there’s an intricate connection
between heat and gravity in the realm of black hole thermodynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Consider an observer who watches a thermodynamic system interacting with a static black hole described by
spatially varying metric components, gab, in Einstein gravity. If he/she measures the temperature of the system in
thermal equilibrium, it ticks the local Tolman temperature [1, 2],

Θ(xi) =
T∞√

−g00(xi)
, (1)

where g00 and T∞ represent the time-time component of the metric on the static geometry and the physical tem-
perature at the zero gravitational potential hypersurface usually located at spatial infinity, respectively. There were
arguments [3, 4] for the modification of the original form of the temperature, however, the local Tolman temperature
is generally accepted because of the universality of gravity [5, 6] and the maximum entropy principle [7, 8]. The
generalization of the formula to systems in stationary spacetimes was also sought [9].

However, a potential issue arises when applying this formula to an observer passing through the event horizon. As
the observer approaches the event horizon, g00 tends to zero, leading to an infinite local temperature according to the
Tolman temperature formula (1). This seems problematic because a freely falling observer, according to the principle
of equivalence in general relativity, should not notice the presence of an event horizon. The discussion suggests a
need to investigate how the divergence of local temperature at the horizon occurs, especially when the system is not
in thermal equilibrium. We aim to explore the temperature of a steady thermal system where heat flows around the
black hole, providing a more nuanced understanding of temperature measurements near the event horizon.

Ever since Hawking deduced the thermodynamics of black holes [10], the close connection between gravity and
thermodynamics has been investigated in a diverse era of theoretical physics [11–19]. Examining self-gravitating
systems in thermal equilibrium has been one of those efforts for decades, aiding our understanding of astrophysical
systems. Especially, the entropy of a spherically symmetric self-gravitating radiation and its stability were calculated
in a series of researches [7, 8, 19, 20]. Those studies have shown that requiring the maximum entropy of self-gravitating
radiation in a spherical box reproduces the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff equation for hydrostatic equilibrium [21–23].
Going beyond thermal equilibrium for these fields is anticipated, which may require a deep study of non-equilibrium
relativistic thermodynamics.

Historically, relativistic thermodynamics has been pursued along two tracks. First is the Israel-Stewart theory [24–
26], which directly generalizes Eckart’s thermodynamics [27] for irreversible processes to be compatible with general
relativity. Second is Taub [28] and Carter’s axiomatic approach [29–31], which begins with a Lagrangian-like function,
Λ. Both approaches are known to have the same degrees of generality and are equivalent in the limit of linearized
perturbations about a thermal equilibrium state. As noticed in Ref. [32, 33], Carter’s theory of relativistic thermody-
namics and the Israel and Stewart formalism must be integrated into a more comprehensive theory of thermodynamics.
The Israel and Stewart formalism has also been demonstrated to be stable and causal [34]. The formulation was further
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developed to include dissipations and particle creations in the formalism [35, 36]. Typically, relativistic heat conduc-
tion theory was believed to be incomplete [37]. Only recently, the binormal equilibrium condition was proposed to
compensate the incompleteness [38]. The steady thermal state were studied in Refs. [39] based on the result.

We survey the heat conduction equation, which is usually called the relativistic analogy of the Cattaneo equa-
tion, based on the action formalism for thermodynamics for two fluids. The variational formulation of relativistic
thermodynamics stems from the assumption that the matter flux na and the entropy flux sa are two independent
fluids interacting with each other. The particle number in the system is assumed to be large enough that the fluid
approximation is applied and there is a well-defined matter current na. A typical system of this kind is laboratory
superfluids [40, 41]. For a condensed review of this subject, consult Andersson and Comer [35].

In this model, the entropy flux sa is, in general, not aligned with the particle flux na. The misalignment associated
with the heat flux qa leads to entropy creation. The formulation is described in Eckart decomposition where the
observer’s four-velocity ua is parallel to the number flux. Explicitly, given the number density n, the entropy density
s, and the heat flux qa, the particle number and the entropy fluxes are

na ≡ nua, sa ≡ sua + ςa; ςa ≡ qa

Θ
, (2)

where qaua = 0. With this construction, the heat flux qa denotes the deviation of the entropy flux relative to the
number flux. This procedure defines the heat uniquely irrespective of the choice of coordinate system, at least for this
two-fluid model. Note also that, to this comoving observer, the heat appears as an off-diagonal element of the stress
tensor Tab:

qc = −ua(gbc + ubuc)Tab. (3)

Therefore, the heat flux qa is the energy flux measured by a comoving observer with the matter. Starting from the
master function Λ(n, s, ς), the energy density can be obtained by the Legendre transformation, ρ = uaubTab = ςϑ−Λ.
The variational law, now, presents the first law of thermodynamics:

dρ(n, s, ϑ) = χdn+Θds+ ςdϑ, ϑ ≡ βq, (4)

where ς(n, s, q) and ϑ(n, s, q) are a pair of thermodynamic quantities that represent the deviation from thermal
equilibrium, and χ denotes the chemical potential.
One of the main results for relativistic thermodynamics is the study of thermal equilibrium. Even when the geometry

is dynamical, thermal equilibrium with its neighborhoods is characterized by the vanishing of the Tolman vector Ta,

Ta = 0; Ta =
d

dτ
(Θua) +∇aΘ, (5)

where d/dτ ≡ ub∇b and ∇a denotes the covariant derivative for a given geometry. The Tolman temperature (1)
appears when the geometry is static additionally. For a two-fluid system with one number flow na, the other equation
characterizing thermal equilibrium is Klein’s relation [42]1 γabKb = 0, where Kb ≡ d(χub)/dτ + ∇bχ. The stability
and causality of the thermal equilibrium state were also analyzed [38, 43, 44].

In traditional thermodynamics, heat is closely linked to temperature difference. Heat flows between two neighboring
systems A and B if and only if there is a temperature difference. If heat does not flow between the two, they are in
equilibrium. In the presence of gravity, thermal equilibrium is characterized by the Tolman temperature gradient (5).
Therefore, Tolman’s relation should hold between A and B even if there is gravity. Only recently, Kim & Lee [38]
acknowledged this crucial requirement for thermodynamics in general relativity. The authors insisted that the Tolman
temperature gradient holds along directions perpendicular to both the particle trajectory and the heat flow:

⊥c
a Tc = 0, ⊥c

a≡ δca + uau
c − qaq

c

q2
. (6)

Note here that Ta = (δca + uau
c)Tc is a spatial vector normal to ua, i.e., Taua = 0. The authors also reformulated the

relativistic analogy of the Cattaneo equation to reflect the binormal equilibrium condition (6) by using the variational
formulation of thermodynamics. The present article is based on the results rewritten for a steady heat flow state in
Ref. [39].

1 As noted in Ref. [4], Klein’s relation may not hold for models with more than three fluids.
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The theory of heat conduction consists of particle/entropy creation relations, two heat-flow equations, and the
binormal equilibrium condition (6). The heat-flow equation comprises two differential equations: one is the relativistic
analog of the Cattaneo equation, and the other originates from the qa part of the energy-momentum conservation
equation. In this work, we are interested in radial, steady heat flow. Rather than describing all the details of the heat
flow equations, we only present the steady-state equations developed in Ref. [39]. In that work, the Landau-Lifshitz
decomposition [45, 46] with va as a unit timelike vector was adopted so that the geometry is static to be consistent
with the steady-state requirement. The relation between the Landau-Lifschitz decomposition and the Eckart one is
identified once we introduce a local Lorentz boost:

va = cosh ϵ ua + sinh ϵ q̂a, ĵa = sinh ϵ ua + cosh ϵ q̂a, (7)

where q̂a ≡ qa/q, and ϵ is the boost parameter, respectively. ĵa denotes the unit-spacelike vector along the heat flux

normal to va with gabĵ
aĵb = 1.

We are interested in a thermal system described by a generally static and spherically-symmetric geometry described
by the metric,

ds2 = −e2Ndt2 + f−1dr2 + r2dΩ2
(2); −gtt = e2N ≡ f(r)e−h(r), r− ≤ r ≤ r+, (8)

where dΩ2
(2) denotes the metric of a unit sphere. Because we consider a steady state, all the metric functions are

independent of time. We assume that the thermal system is within a spherical shell from r− to r+. In principle,
engines (thermal baths) that transfer heat into matter or vice versa should be placed at both sides of the system. In
these coordinates,

va ≡ (e−N , 0, 0, 0), ĵa ≡ (0,
√
f, 0, 0).

For an eternal black hole, the metric functions are e2N = f = 1 − 2M/r with M being the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner
mass of the black hole.

Now, let’s briefly summarize the equations for steady radial heat flow, starting with the binormal components.
There are two binormal equations: the binormal equilibrium condition (6) and the binormal part of the relativistic
analogy of the Cattaneo equation. Since heat flows along the radial direction, both equations exhibit simple angular
independence:

∂kΘ = 0, ∂kµ = 0, where k = 2, 3. (9)

Because q, Θ, and χ are independent of angular coordinates, all physical quantities are also angularly independent.
This result aligns with the spherical symmetry of the geometry.

Four equations remain describing the behaviors along ua and qa. In the context of a steady state of a thermal
system, it has been argued that one of the four equations is redundant2. Thus, we explicitly present three equations
that describe the behaviors of the scalars n, s, and q. Two of these equations correspond to the particle conservation
and the entropy creation equations:

Γn = ∇an
a = 0, Γs = ∇as

a =
q2

κΘ2
, (10)

respectively. Here, we choose the number creation rate to be zero. The first equation shows that

J∞ ≡ −
√
−gttJ(r) = −4πr2

√
−gttn sinh ϵ (11)

is a position independent quantity, where ĵa and J(r) denote the unit vector along the radial direction in the metric (8)
and the total diffusion over a closed spherical surface, respectively. The last equation comes from the qa-parts of the
relativistic analogy of the Cattaneo equation for the steady state with radial heat flow:[

log(eNΘcosh ϵ)
]′
= − q

κ
√
fΘcosh ϵ

+
ϑ

Θ
tanh ϵ

[
log(ϑeN sinh ϵ)

]′
. (12)

2 See the last paragraph of Sec. 4 in Ref. [39].
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Here the prime denotes the derivative with respect to r. This equation corresponds to Eq. (56) in Ref. [39]. In the
case of a system evolving with time, an additional equation emerges from the heat part of the energy-momentum
conservation relation.

We write the differential equations for steady states by using thermodynamic quantities explicitly in Sec. II. In
Sec. III, we develop two approximations, which we use to analyze the thermodynamic system analytically. We then
explicitly solve the steady state analytically and find exact analytic solution based on the mild-heat-flow approximation
in Sec. IV. Then, we analyze the steady state equation in a less constrained approximation in Sec. V and display
solutions numerically and summarize the results in Sec. VI.

II. STEADY HEAT FLOW IN A SPHERICALLY SYMMETRIC SPACETIME

In this section, we analyze the equations for the steady thermal state in a spherically symmetric geometry undergoing
radial heat flows. The formulation of the steady heat flow [39] was done based on the Landau-Lifschitz decomposition,

which corresponds to a kind of center of mass frame satisfying −vaĵbTab = 0. On the other hand, heat is defined in
the Eckart decomposition in Eq. (2), based on the comoving observer with the matter. The two decompositions are
related by the local Lorentz boost (7), where the boost parameter ϵ satisfies

tanh 2ϵ =
q

ε
, ε =

1

2

[
ρ+Ψ+

ϑq

Θ

]
, (13)

where ρ+Ψ = nχ+sΘ = nΘ(µ+σ). Here µ ≡ χ/Θ and σ ≡ s/n are the ratio of the chemical potential to temperature
and the specific entropy, respectively.

The heat conduction equations (10), (11) and (12) are mixed together and form a coupled differential equation for
n, s, and q. Because we are interested in the behavior of the local temperature Θ rather than the entropy density s,
we introduce a free energy

F(n,Θ, ϑ) ≡ ρ−Θs (14)

and regard thermodynamic quantities as functions of n, Θ, and ϑ. Then, the first law of thermodynamics can be
written as

dF = χdn− sdΘ+ ςdϑ =

(
χ+

q

Θ

(∂ϑ
∂n

)
Θ,q

)
dn−

(
s− q

Θ

( ∂ϑ

∂Θ

)
n,q

)
dΘ+

q

Θ

(∂ϑ
∂q

)
n,Θ

dq. (15)

With this form, the entropy s is a function of n, Θ, and q. The specific entropy σ = s/n can also be regarded as a
function of them:

dσ =
(∂σ
∂n

)
Θ,q

dn+
( ∂σ

∂Θ

)
n,q

dΘ+
(∂σ
∂q

)
n,Θ

dq.

We now write the equations for a steady state one by one.

1. From Eq. (11), we construct a function η(r) of the metric functions:

η(r) ≡ J∞
4πr2

√
−gtt

=
J∞

4πr2eN
. (16)

Because ϵ is a function of q/ε as in Eq. (13), the particle number conservation equation (11) determines q/ε as
a function η(r)/n:

n sinh ϵ = η(r). (17)

This estabilishes the relationship: q/ε = (2η/n)
√
1 + (η/n)2/(1+2(η/n)2), which expresses a connection between

heat q and total diffusion −J∞ at infinity. Differentiating the equation (17) with respect to r, we get a differential
relation,

ϵ′ = tanh ϵ
(
log

η

n

)′
. (18)
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Note that the thermodynamic quantity directly related to ϵ is the number density n only because η is determined
from the geometry (16). Using the first equation in Eq. (13) and interpreting ε = ε(n,Θ, q) as a function of n,
Θ, and q, we write Eq. (18) to the form:

A1
n′

n
+B1

(eNΘ)′

eNΘ
+ C1

q′

q
= D1, (19)

where

A1 ≡ n

ε

( ∂ε

∂n

)
Θ,q

− sech 2ϵ sech 2ϵ, B1 =
Θ

ε

( ∂ε

∂Θ

)
n,q

, C1 =
q

ε

(∂ε
∂q

)
n,Θ

− 1,

D1 ≡ − sech 2ϵ sech 2ϵ
η′

η
+

N ′Θ

ε

( ∂ε

∂Θ

)
n,q

. (20)

Note that A1, B1, C1, and D1 contain terms without spatial derivatives of thermodynamic quantities.

2. Next, we consider the second law of thermodynamics, the second equation in Eq. (10). By using

∇as
a = sua∇a log σ +

1√
−g

∂a
(√

−gςa
)
= n sinh ϵ

√
fσ′ +

q
√
f cosh ϵ

Θ

[
log

q cosh ϵ

ηΘ

]′
, (21)

the second law gives (
q cosh ϵ

Θ
− ησ

)′

=
q2

κ
√
fΘ2

+

(
q cosh ϵ

Θ
− ησ

)
η′

η
, (22)

where we use Eq. (18). The equation can be written into the form:

A2
n′

n
+B2

(eNΘ)′

eNΘ
+ C2

q′

q
= D2, (23)

where

A2 ≡ − q

Θ
sinh ϵ tanh ϵ− nη

(∂σ
∂n

)
Θ,q

, B2 ≡ −q cosh ϵ

Θ
− ηΘ

( ∂σ

∂Θ

)
n,q

,

C2 ≡ q cosh ϵ

Θ
− ηq

(∂σ
∂q

)
n,Θ

, D2 =
q2

κ
√
fΘ2

+
q

Θcosh ϵ

η′

η
+B2N

′. (24)

3. We next consider the qa-part of the relativistic analogy of the Cattaneo equation (12). Using Eq. (18), and
interpreting ϑ as a function of n, Θ, and q, we rewrite Eq. (12) into the form:

A3
n′

n
+B3

(eNΘ)′

eNΘ
+ C3

q′

q
= D3, (25)

where

A3 ≡ ϑ

Θ
tanh ϵ− tanh2 ϵ− ϑ tanh ϵ

Θ

n

ϑ

(∂ϑ
∂n

)
Θ,q

,

B3 ≡ 1− ϑ tanh ϵ

Θ

Θ

ϑ

( ∂ϑ

∂Θ

)
n,q

, C3 ≡ −ϑ tanh ϵ

Θ

q

ϑ

(∂ϑ
∂q

)
n,Θ

,

D3 = − q

κΘcosh ϵ
√
f
+

(
1− Θ

ϑ

( ∂ϑ

∂Θ

)
n,q

)
ϑ tanh ϵ

Θ
N ′ − tanh ϵ

[
tanh ϵ− ϑ

Θ

]
η′

η
. (26)

Combining Eqs. (19), (23), and (25), we get how n and eNΘ varies spatially:

n′

n
= − 1

D
[D1(B2C3 −B3C2) +D2(B3C1 −B1C3) +D3(B1C2 −B2C1)] ,

(eNΘ)′

eNΘ
= − 1

D
[D1(A3C2 −A2C3) +D2(A1C3 −A3C1) +D3(A2C1 −A1C2)] , (27)

where

D ≡ A3B2C1 −A2B3C1 −A3B1C2 +A1B3C2 +A2B1C3 −A1B2C3. (28)

For the case of the differential of heat, q′, Eq. (17) plays its integrated form. Therefore, we do not need to add another
differential equation. Later in this work, we concentrate on solving the differential equations and understanding the
implication of ϑ on q on the heat flow.
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III. TWO APPROXIMATIONS FOR THERMAL SYSTEMS IN STEADY HEAT FLOW

In this section, we introduce two approximations which help us analyze and solve the steady heat flow analytically.

A. Low-boost approximation

We begin by considering Eq. (13) utlizing the Schwarz inequality:

tanh 2|ϵ| ≡ 2|q|
nΘ(µ+ σ) + ϑq/Θ

=
2

nΘ(µ+σ)
|q| + nβ(µ+ σ) |q|

nΘ(µ+σ)

≤ 1√
nβ(µ+ σ)

. (29)

This outcome suggests that the boost parameter |ϵ| has an upper bound determined by nβ(µ + σ) where β = ϑ/q.
When nβ(µ + σ) is large enough, the boost parameter can be small enough irrespective of heat. Therefore, we first
consider the low-boost approximation,

|ϵ| ≈ |q|
nΘ(µ+ σ) + ϑq/Θ

≪ 1. (30)

Here, the symbol ≈ denotes that the equality holds under the low-boost approximation. For ordinary matter, satisfying
|q| ≤ nσΘ due to the time-likeness of the vector sa, the value of |q| may not exceed the first term in the denominator.
On the other hand, for certain cases, such as when µ + σ = 0 (dark energy) or Θ ∼ 0, the second term dominates
the denominator. Even in such cases, the low boost approximation could be valid. In this work, we concentrate on
ordinary matters that satisfies ϑq/Θ ≪ nΘ(µ + σ). This condition allows the low-boost approximation to take the
form:

ϵ ≈ q

nΘ(µ+ σ)
+O(ϵ2). (31)

Here we assume ϑ ∼ O(1) rather than ∼ O(ϵ). Consequently, we treat ϑq/Θ as a first-order term in the approximation.
The equation (30) constrains the number density, in combination with the number conservation equation (11) and

(16),

|ϵ| ≈ |η(r)|
n

=
|J∞|

4πr2eNn
≪ 1 → n ≫ |J∞|

4πr2eN
. (32)

Therefore, there should exist large enough number of particles to support the diffusion. For typical values of n, this
condition implies |J∞| ≪ 1. If this requirement is to be met near the event horizon, it demands n → ∞ given that
−gtt = e2N → 0 in that vicinity. Therefore, we should be cautious when applying the low boost approximation in the
vicinity of an event horizon.

In this section, we consider a general thermal system formally without introducing an explicit form of the master
function Λ. To solve the evolution equation (27), it is necessary to express explicitly the determinant D and the other
coefficients Ak, Bk, Ck and Dk in terms of thermodynamic quantities. With the low-boost approximation, Ak, Bk,
Ck and Dk become:

 A1 A2 A3

B1 B2 B3

C1 C2 C3

D1 D2 D3

 ≈



n

ε

( ∂ε

∂n

)
Θ,q

− 1 −nη
(∂σ
∂n

)
Θ,q

ϑϵ

Θ

[
1− n

ϑ

(∂ϑ
∂n

)
Θ,q

]
Θ

ε

( ∂ε

∂Θ

)
n,q

− q

Θ
− ηΘ

( ∂σ

∂Θ

)
n,q

1−
(
ϑϵ

Θ

)
Θ

ϑ

( ∂ϑ

∂Θ

)
n,q

q

ε

(∂ε
∂q

)
n,Θ

− 1
q

Θ
− ηq

(∂σ
∂q

)
n,Θ

−
(
ϑϵ

Θ

)
q

ϑ

(∂ϑ
∂q

)
n,Θ

−η′

η
+

N ′Θ

ε

( ∂ε

∂Θ

)
n,q

q

Θ

η′

η
+B2N

′ ϑϵ

Θ

[(
1− Θ

ϑ

( ∂ϑ

∂Θ

)
n,q

)
N ′ +

η′

η

]
− q

κΘ
√
f


. (33)

where we can use N ′ + η′/η = −2/r to replace η′/η with −2/r − N ′ from Eq. (16). Even though the equation of
motion (27) does not allow an exact analytic solution, as we will show in Sec. V, this approximation enable us to
analyze the behavior of the solution analytically, even for non-perturbative values of ϑ.
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B. Mild-heat flow approximation

To find analytic solutions, we further assume that the heat flows mildly enough to ignore terms of O(q2). In this
case, the boost parameter ϵ automatically becomes small enough for ordinary matter satisfying µ+ σ ̸= 0. Note also

that ρ is an even function3 of q. Then, we expect that q
ε

(
∂ε
∂q

)
n,Θ

, q
ϑ

(
∂ϑ
∂q

)
n,Θ

, and q
(

∂σ
∂q

)
n,Θ

must be even functions

of q being O(q2) at least. Therefore, without loss of generality, we may set C1 ≃ −1, C2 ≃ q/Θ, and C3 ≃ 0, where
the symbol ‘≃’ denotes that we use the mild-heat flow approximation. This condition also implies that

ϑ ≃ O(q) (34)

and we ignore terms containing ϑϵ because they are O(q2). Based on this simplification, we find an exact steady
heat-flowing solution for a system consisting of an ideal gas in the next section.

This mild heat-flow approximation simplifies one of the equation of motions (27) enough to analyze the results
without explicit form of Λ. The determinant D in Eq. (28) becomes:

D ≃ −A2C1 +A1C2 =
q

Θ

[
n

ε

( ∂ε

∂n

)
Θ,q

− 1− nΘη

q

(
∂σ

∂n

)
Θ,q

]
. (35)

The first equation of Eq. (27) gives

n′

n
≃ − 1

D
[C1D2 − C2D1 +D3(B1C2 −B2C1)] ≈

1− Θ
ε

(
∂ε
∂Θ

)
n,q

+ ηΘ2

q

(
∂σ
∂Θ

)
n,q

1− n
ε

(
∂ε
∂n

)
Θ,q

+ ηΘn
q

(
∂σ
∂n

)
Θ,q

N ′. (36)

Note that n′/n ∝ N ′ = (log
√
−gtt)

′. This result clearly signifies that the density variation has a geometric origin
even though the details are affected by the thermodynamic properties. The second equation presents the relation
satisfied by the local temperature,

(eNΘ)′

eNΘ
≃ D3 = − q

κΘ
√
f
= − J∞(µ+ σ)

4πκr2
√
feN

, (37)

where we have used Eq. (31) in the last equality. This temperature equation was already noticed in Eq. (63) in
Ref. [39]. The local temperature behaves as

Θ′

Θ
= −N ′ − (µ+ σ)J∞

4πκf
√
−g

, (38)

where the first/second term in the right-hand side has a geometric/thermodynamic origin, respectively. When q → 0
(J∞ → 0), this formula reproduces the Tolman’s temperature relation (1). An interesting observation here is that
both N ′ and 1/f diverges as r → 2M with the same way. When q = 0, the right-hand side vanishes and the local
temperature becomes divergent evidently because of the N ′ term. On the other hand, in the presence of a heat, the
other possibility happens. When J∞ satisfies

J∞ = − 4πκM

(µ+ σ)r=2M
,

the spatial derivative of the local temperatur Θ′ goes to zero at the horizon making the local temperature finite
because

lim
r→2M

[
−4πκ

N ′f
√
−g

µ+ σ

]
= − 4πκM

(µ+ σ)r=2M
= J∞.

Here we use the near horizon limit, limr→2M N ′f = 1/4M . If this possibility is right, the heat behaves as, from
Eqs. (31) and (32),

q ≈ J∞Θ(µ+ σ)

4πr2eN
= − κM

4πr2eN
Θ(µ+ σ)

(µ+ σ)r=2M
, (39)

3 From the comment just before Eq. (4), the q dependence can be deduced from the term dρ ∼ · · ·+ ςdϑ, where ς = q/Θ and ϑ = βq. In
addition, if the energy density has a linear term in q, the thermal equilibrium state cannot be stable under the perturbation of heat.
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At this point, we need to check the low-boost approximation (31). By using Eqs. (36) and (39), the approximation
gives the inequality

|ϵ| ≃ |q|
n(µ+ σ)Θ

≈ κM

4πr2eN
1

n(µ+ σ)r=2M
≪ 1.

This inequality will hold if neN ≫ 1 as r → 2M . From Eq. (36), we will get n ∝ eαN where α will be determined from
the near-horizon behavior of the thermodynamic quantities in the coefficient of N ′ in the equation (36). Therefore,
the validity of the approximation is determined by the model dependent value α relative to one. Therefore, we need
to examine the situation in detail by using an explicit example.

IV. STEADY HEAT FLOW OF AN IDEAL GAS AROUND A BLACK HOLE

In this section, we introduce an ideal gas with heat flow and investigate systems with steady heat flow in a spherically
symmetric geometry described by the metric (8). Initially, we consider a general, spherically symmetric geometry,
allowing us to take into account the back-reaction of matter on the geometry through the Einstein equation formally.
Later, we solve the equations for a steady thermal system in a background Schwarzschild black hole.

A. Equation of motions for an ideal gas with heat flow under low-boost approximation

As an explicit model of matter consisting a thermodynamic system, we consider the ideal gas system developed in
Ref. [49] with its energy density having dependence on heat. The energy density of the ideal gas takes the form,

ρ(n, s, ϑ) = ncvΘ+mn. (40)

where the heat dependence of the energy density comes from the temperature indirectly,

Θ(n, σ, ϑ) ≡ Θ0

(
n

n0

)1/cv

exp

[
Φ(ϑ) +

σ

cv

]
. (41)

The function Φ(ϑ) is known to have a minimum value zero at ϑ = 0, expanding around the minimum value,

Φ = γ
ϑ2

ϑ2
0

+ · · · , Φ′(ϑ) =
q

cvnΘ2
. (42)

where the second equation comes from the first law (4). In general, Φ′′ ≥ 0. From the last equation, ϑ(Q) was shown
to be a function of Q only with ϑ(0) = 0 where

Q ≡ ϑ0q

γcvnΘ2
. (43)

We interpret the specific entropy σ as a function of n, Θ, and ϑ from Eq. (41) with the form:

σ(n,Θ, q) = cv log
Θ

Θ0
− log

n

n0
− cvΦ(ϑ). (44)

For later convenience, we write the partial derivatives of ϑ and σ:

n

(
∂ log ϑ

∂n

)
Θ,q

= − Φ′

ϑΦ′′ , Θ

(
∂ log ϑ

∂Θ

)
n,q

= − 2Φ′

ϑΦ′′ , q

(
∂ log ϑ

∂q

)
n,Θ

=
Φ′

ϑΦ′′ ,

n

(
∂σ

∂n

)
Θ,q

= −1 + cv
(Φ′)2

Φ′′ , Θ

(
∂σ

∂Θ

)
n,q

= cv

(
1 + 2

(Φ′)2

Φ′′

)
, q

(
∂σ

∂q

)
n,Θ

= −cv
(Φ′)2

Φ′′ . (45)

Note that all of these derivatives are just a function of Q only. Note also that the specific heat for constant volume
and heat, cv,q ≡ Θ

(
∂σ
∂Θ

)
n,q

, gains correction term proportional to (Φ′)2/Φ′′ from the heat q. We further calculate the
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partial derivatives of ε with respect to n, Θ, and q,

n

ε

(
∂ε

∂n

)
Θ,q

= 1− ϑq

2εΘ

(
1 +

Φ′

ϑΦ′′

)
,

Θ

ε

(
∂ε

∂Θ

)
n,q

=
nΘ(1 + cv)

2ε
− ϑq

2εΘ

(
1 + 2

Φ′

ϑΦ′′

)
,

q

ε

(
∂ε

∂q

)
n,Θ

=
ϑq

2εΘ

(
1 +

Φ′

ϑΦ′′

)
. (46)

Here, we use ε = mn
2 + cv+1

2 nΘ+ ϑq
2Θ from Eqs. (40) and Eq. (13).

Now we write the heat-flow equation of motions (27) for the ideal gas in a background Schwarzschild geometry
explicitly based on the low-boost approximation (30). Here, we use Eqs. (45) and (46). From Eqs. (28) and (32), we
have D ≈ [1− cvF ] η, where F ≡ Φ′2/Φ′′. The equations in Eq. (27) become

n′

n
≈ cvF

(cvF − 1)

(
N ′ +

η′

η

)
+

mcvF
(1+cv)Θ+m + cv +

m
Θ

cvF − 1
N ′, (47)

(eNΘ)′

eNΘ
≈ −η(1 + cv +m/Θ)√

fκ
− γcv

1 + cv +
m
Θ

Qϑ

ϑ0

{
B + cvF

cvF − 1

mN ′

(1 + cv)Θ +m
+

B + 1

cvF − 1

(
q

ηΘ
N ′ +

η′

η

)}
,

where B ≡ Φ′

ϑΦ′′ . Here we use q/ηΘ ≈ q/ϵnΘ = µ+σ = 1+cv+m/Θ from Eqs. (16), (17), (34) and ρ+Ψ = nΘ(µ+σ).
Until now, we use the low-boost approximation (30) only and did not adopt the mild-heat flow approximation (34).
In the calculation of the second line, we also use

ηϑ

nΘ
=

ηΘ

q

ϑ0q

γcvnΘ2

ϑγcv
ϑ0

≈ γcv
1 + cv +

m
Θ

Qϑ

ϑ0

Note that (Qϑ/ϑ0), B, and F are functions of Q only.

B. Exact steady state solution of an Ideal gas with mild-heat flow approximation

In this subsection, we employ the mild-heat-flow approximation to find heat-flowing solutions in a background
Schwarzschild geometry. Therefore, we ignore the back-reaction of the thermodynamic matter to geometry. We
examine the mild-heat flow approximation, which requires the value of Q to satisfy

|Q| =
(
m+Θ(cv + 1)

nΘ2

)(
|ϑ0J∞|

4πγcvr2eN

)
=

ϑ0

γcvΘ

(m
Θ

+ cv + 1
)
|ϵ| ≪ 1. (48)

Here, γ and ϑ0 are theory-dependent constants in Eq. (42), and J∞ is a position-independent quantity that determines
the strength of heat flux. Then, the quantity ϑ in Eq. (42) becomes linear in Q:

ϑ

ϑ0
= Q+O(Q2),

making ϑ to be O(q). Eventually, this result makes the steady state to be independent of the second order terms
having γ. Based on the approximation, we simplify Eq. (47) by using this result and B − 1 ∼ O(Q2) to get

n′

n
≈ −N ′

(m
Θ

+ cv

)
,

Θ′

Θ
= −N ′ − J∞

4πκ

m
Θ + cv + 1

f
√
−g

= −
(
N ′ +

J∞(1 + cv)

4πκf
√
−g

)
− J∞

4πκf
√
−g

m

Θ
. (49)

We have also removed q by using Eqs. (31) and (32) to set

q =
J∞[(1 + cv)Θ +m]

4πr2eN
. (50)
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Note that this differential equations (49) are determined from the thermal equilibrium configuration only and are
independent of the higher order dependence in q.

Until now, we did not fix the geometry but have used the general form in Eq. (8) so that the matter can determine
geometry through Einstein equation. Now, we require the geometry to be given by an eternal Schwarzschild black
hole,

e2N = f = 1− 2M

r
, (51)

where M is the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner mass of the black hole. Here, we consider a system located outside the black
hole, and heat flows out of or into the black hole depending on the signature of the heat. We assume that the reaction
of the matter to the geometry is negligible and treat the geometry as a background. Then, N ′ = M/(r(r− 2M)) and√
−g = eNf−1/2r2 = r2. Here, we assume that the system is located at the equatorial plane without loss of generality

because of spherical symmetry. Then, the two equations in Eq. (49) become

d log n

dy
= −

m
Θ + cv

2y(y − 1)
,

d log(Θ−ΘH)

dy
= − 1 + j

2y(y − 1)
, (52)

where y = r/2M and

j ≡ (1 + cv)J∞
4πκM

ΘH ≡ − mj

(1 + cv)(1 + j)
. (53)

The signature of ΘH is negative when j > 0 or j < −1. It is positive when −1 < j < 0. Note also that ΘH = 0 when
m = 0 or j = 0.

1. Exact solution for thermal system with massless particles

When the mass of the particle goes to zero, m = 0, the solution to Eq. (52) takes a simple form. Therefore, we first
consider the massless case, which gives ΘH = 0. The two differential equations in Eq. (52) present an exact solution,

Θ = T∞

(
1− 2M

r

)− 1+j
2

, n = n0

(
1− 2M

r

)− cv
2

, (54)

where n0 and T∞ are integration constants denoting the asymptotic value of n and the local temperature, respectively.
From Eq. (50), the heat behaves as

q =
jκMT∞

r2

(
1− 2M

r

)− j+2
2

. (55)

Let us check the low-boost approximation by examine the value

|ϵ| ≈ |q|
nΘ(µ+ σ)

=
|J∞|

4πn0r2

(
1− 2M

r

) cv−1
2

≪ 1.

This inequality holds for all regions outside the event horizon when cv ≥ 1 and |J∞| is small enough. When the
low-boost approximation is valid, the mild-heat flow approximation also holds when

|Q| =
(
κM

nΘ

)(
|ϑ0j|

γcvr2eN

)
=

(
κM |ϑ0j|
γcvn0T∞

)
1

r2

(
1− 2M

r

) cv+j
2

≪ 1. (56)

This result clearly shows that the approximation fails to hold near the horizon when j < −cv. In this case, the
approximation will be valid only for the region r > rc (> 2M), where rc is the radius satisfying |Q(rc)| ∼ 1. On the
other hand, the approximation holds for all the regions outside the horizon when

j ≥ −cv. (57)

Let us examine the results one by one.
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• The asymptotic temperature is T∞, which must be non-negative. The local temperature will monotonically
increase/decrease from zero/infinity to the asymptotic temperature when j ≶ −1, respectively.

• The number density of the particle monotonically decreases from infinity at the horizon to its asymptotic value
irrespective of the heat flow once cv is positive.

• When j = 0 (thermal equilibrium), the heat vanishes. When j < −2 (heat flows in fast), the heat goes to zero
at the horizon. This is an interesting possibility; however, we should be cautious in applying this result because
the mild-heat flow approximation is invalid at the horizon when j < −cv (57). Therefore, only when cv > 2,
this possibility could be achieved. When j > −2, the value of the heat diverges at the horizon.

• Specifically when j = −1 (heat flow in.), the local temperature takes a position-independent, finite value for the
massless particles.

2. Exact solution for thermal system with massive particles

Even when the mass of particles does not vanish, m ̸= 0, we can solve the heat-flow equations (52) exactly.
In this subsection, we consider the solution to Eq. (52) when m ̸= 0. Integrating the second equation in Eq. (52),

we find the local temperature

Θ =


ΘH + (T∞ −ΘH)

(
1− 2M

r

)− 1+j
2

, j ̸= −1,

T∞ +
m

2(1 + cv)
log

(
1− 2M

r

)
, j = −1,

(58)

where T∞ is an integration constant denoting the asymptotic temperature. Therefore, T∞ ≥ 0 should be satisfied for
the asymptotic temperature be non-negative. Let us analyze the results case by case:

• When T∞ = ΘH , the local temperature is homogeneous irrespective of j.

• j < −1 (ΘH < 0) case:
The temperature increases monotonically from ΘH at the horizon to T∞ as r → ∞. In this case, there exists a
radius r0 outside the horizon where the temperature goes to zero:

r0 =
2M

1− (1− T∞/ΘH)
2

1+j

≥ 2M. (59)

Inside this surface, the local temperature appears to have unphysical negative value. This is because we have
used the mild-heat flow approximation, which may not be valid for r ≲ r0.

• j = −1 case:
The local temperature monotonically increases from negative infinity at the horizon to T∞ asymptotically. It
vanishes at a surface r = r0 outside the horizon,

r0 =
2M

1− e−2(1+cv)T∞/m
> 2M.

The applicability of the mild-heat flow approximation is questionable in the region r ≲ r0.

• −1 < j < 0 ( ΘH > 0) case:
When T∞ ≷ ΘH , the local temperature goes to positive/negative infinity as r → 2M . Depending on the
signature, the local temperature gradually decreases/increases and approaches the asymptotic value with r.
Therefore, when T∞ < ΘH , there exists a surface of vanishing local temperature at the outside of the horizon.
The radius of the surface is formally given by the same form as the formula (59). When T∞ > ΘH , the local
temperature monotonically decreases from infinity to the asymptotic value. Therefore, there does not exist the
surface of vanishing temperature.

• j = 0 (ΘH = 0) case:
The asymptotic temperature is nothing but T∞ itself, which should be non-negative. Because J∞ = 0, heat
does not flow. Therefore, this state corresponds to the thermal equilibrium.
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• j > 0 (ΘH < 0) case:
The local temperature diverges at the horizon and monotonically decreases to the asymptotic temperature with
r. Heat flows out.

We integrate the first equation in Eq. (52) by using the solution (58). After the change of variable 1 − y−1 = ez,
we get

log n = −cv
2

∫
dz

[
1 +

m/(cv(T∞ −ΘH))

ΘH/(T∞ −ΘH) + e−(1+j)z/2

]
.

The integration in the right-hand side presents distinguished forms of solution depending on j = −1, 0 or else.
Explicitly we get

n = n0

(
1− 2M

r

)− cv
2

×



[
1 +

ΘH

T∞

(
1− 2M

r

) 1+j
2

− ΘH

T∞

] 1+cv
j

, j ̸= −1, 0,[
1 +

m

2T∞(1 + cv)
log

(
1− 2M

r

)]−(1+cv)

, j = −1,

exp

[
− m

T∞

(
1− 2M

r

)1/2

+
m

T∞

]
, j = 0,

(60)

where n0 is an integration constant denoting the asymptotic value4. Let us observe the behaviors of the number
density for each case.

• j ≤ −1 (ΘH < 0) case:
The number density becomes divergent at r0(> 2M). The mild-heat-flow approximation holds only for the
region outside the surface, r > r0.

• −1 < j < 0 ( ΘH > 0) case:
When T∞ > ΘH , the number density will have a non-vanishing finite value outside the horizon. The number
density around the horizon takes the form,

n ∝
(
1− 2M

r

)− cv
2

. (61)

When T∞ < ΘH , the number density diverges at the surface of radius r0(> 2M) given in Eq. (59). Inside this
radius, the mild-heat flow approximation with |Q| ≪ 1 may not hold.

• j = 0, (the thermal equilibrium, ΘH = 0) case:
The number density takes an equilibrium form in Eq. (61) which diverges at the horizon.

• j > 0 (ΘH < 0, heat out going) case:
The number density has a non-vanishing finite value outside the horizon. Around the horizon, the number
density takes the form of the equilibrium (61).

Putting these result to the first part of Eq. (39) with µ+ σ = 1 + cv +m/Θ , The heat behaves as

q =
m+ (1 + cv)Θ

4πr2
√
1− 2M/r

J∞ =
κMj

r2
√
1− 2M/r

×


m

1 + cv
+ΘH + (T∞ −ΘH)

(
1− 2M

r

)− 1+j
2

, j ̸= −1,

m

1 + cv
+ T∞ +

m

2(1 + cv)
log

(
1− 2M

r

)
, j = −1.

(62)

• Asymptotically, the heat approaches q → q∞(r) = [m+ (1 + cv)T∞] J∞/4πr2.

4 The asymptotic value may hold when the system is stable from the horizon to the asymptotic region. In a relativistic thermodynamic
system, there could exist other instabilities such as the Jean’s instability [47] for such a large size system. Therefore, we simply regard
the value as one of the constants representing the thermodynamic system.
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• At r = r0, the heat becomes q(r0) =
mJ∞

4πr20

√
1−2M/r0

, which flow direction is the same as that at the asymptotic

region. Because q behaves monotonically, the flow direction does not change in the region where the mild-heat
flow approximation is valid.

Now, we check the applicability of the low-boost approximation. From Eq. (32),

|ϵ| ≈ |J∞|
4πn0r2

(
1− 2M

r

) cv−1
2

×



[
1 +

ΘH

T∞

(
1− 2M

r

) j+1
2

− ΘH

T∞

]− 1+cv
j

, j ̸= −1, 0,[
1 +

m

2T∞(1 + cv)
log

(
1− 2M

r

)](1+cv)

, j = −1,

exp

[
m

T∞

(
1− 2M

r

)1/2

− m

T∞

]
, j = 0.

(63)

When j ≥ 0 or −1 < j < 0 with T∞ > ΘH , there is no position satisfying n = 0 and the near-horizon value of ϵ is
proportional to

ϵ ∝
(
1− 2M

r

) cv−1
2

.

This implies that the low-boost approximation is valid around the horizon because cv > 1 for ordinary matter. On
the other hand, when −1 < j < 0 with T∞ < ΘH or j ≤ −1, there exists a spherical surface r = r0 outside the
horizon, where ϵ → ∞ because n → 0. Therefore, in this case, the low-boost approximation should be applied to the
region r > r0.
Now, we examine the viability of the mild-heat flow approximation when the low-boost approximation holds close

to the event horizon, i.e., j ≥ 0 or −1 < j < 0 with T∞ > ΘH . For this purpose, we check the value of Q:

|Q| =
|ϑ0J∞|

4πn0γcvT 2
∞

m+ (cv + 1)ΘH + (cv + 1)(T∞ −ΘH)
(
1− 2M

r

)− j+1
2

r2
(
1− 2M

r

)−1−j+ 1−cv
2

[
1 + ΘH

T∞

(
1− 2M

r

) j+1
2 − ΘH

T∞

]2+ 1+cv
j

≪ 1. (64)

Because we are considering region of parameters satisfying the low-boost approximation, the denominator does not
vanish. Therefore, we can analyze the value around the horizon, which becomes |Q| ∝ (1− 2M/r)(cv+j)/2. Therefore,
|Q| ≪ 1 holds for all cases with cv > 1 in the parameter region satisfying j > −1. The mild-heat flow approximation
is valid for all space regions outside the event horizon when j ≥ 0 or −1 < j < 0 with T∞ > ΘH .

V. ANALYSIS OF THE IDEAL GAS SYSTEM WITH THE LOW-BOOST APPROXIMATION

In this section, we examine the equation of motion (47) which uses the low-boost approximation only. Therefore,
we do not assume Q ≪ 1. To simplify the discussion, we examine the massless particle case only. Equation (47)
becomes, by using q/ηΘ ≈ 1 + cv, η ≈ nϵ, N ′ = [2r(r/2M − 1)]−1, and N ′ + η′/η = −2/r from Eq. (16),

rn′

n
≈ − 2cvF

cvF − 1
+

cv
cvF − 1

1

2(r/2M − 1)
, (65)

rΘ′

Θ
≈ − 1 + j

2(r/2M − 1)
− γcv

1 + cv

Qϑ

ϑ0

B + 1

cvF − 1

(
cv

2(r/2M − 1)
− 2

)
.

Here, j = J∞(1+cv)
4πκM as in Eq. (53). The two equations are a set of coupled non-linear differential equations for n and

Θ.
To analyze the equation, we combine the two equations to find a differential equation for one quantity Q.
From the definition of Q in Eq. (43) and the first equality in Eq. (39), we get, Q ∝ q/nΘ2 ∝ (µ+ σ)/(r2eNnΘ) =

(1 + cv)/(r
2eNnΘ) and rQ′

Q = −rN ′ − 2− rn′/n− rΘ′/Θ. By summing the two equations in Eq. (65),

y(y − 1)
d

dy
logQ =

j

2
+

2(y − 1− cv/4)

cvF − 1

[
1− 2γcv

1 + cv

Qϑ

ϑ0
(B + 1)

]
, (66)
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where y = r/2M . Note that this is just a first order differential equation for Q only, which can be solved easily at
least numerically. Finally, once we get Q from this equation, we can also get the temperature equation (or the number
density equation) by simply integrating

y(y − 1)
d

dy
logΘ = −1 + j

2
+

2γcv
1 + cv

Qϑ

ϑ0

B + 1

cvF − 1

(
y − 1− cv

4

)
. (67)

When Q and ϑ are O(ϵ), this equation reproduces the results in subSec. IVB1.

To go further, we need an explicit model for the higher order corrections of the heat behaviors. Here, we use

Φ(ϑ) =
γ

2
log

(
1 +

ϑ2

ϑ2
0

)
. (68)

This choice reproduces the expansion in Eq. (12) in Ref. [49] to the quadratic order in ϑ and γ′ = 0 for the third
order. Now, from Eq. (42), we have

ϑ

ϑ0
=

1−
√
1− 4Q2

2Q
=

2Q

1 +
√
1− 4Q2

,

where we choose negative signature in front of the square root. With this choice, ϑ varies from −ϑ0 at Q = −1/2 to
ϑ0 at Q = 1/2. Now,

B =
Φ′

ϑΦ′′ =
ϑ2 + ϑ2

0

ϑ2
0 − ϑ2

=
1√

1− 4Q2
, F =

Φ′2

Φ′′ =
γϑ2

ϑ2
0 − ϑ2

=
γ

2

1−
√
1− 4Q2√

1− 4Q2
.

The differential equation for Q becomes

y
dQ

dy
= − 4γcv

(1 + cv)(2 + γcv)

Q

y − 1

(
y − 1− cv

4

)
f(S)

S − γcv
2+γcv

, (69)

where S ≡
√

1− 4Q2 = B−1,

f(S) = (S − S+)(S − S−) = S2 +
1 + cv
γcv

(
1− 2 + γcv

8

j

Y

)
S −

(
1− 1 + cv

8

j

Y

)
,

and Y ≡ y− 1− cv/4. Here, S± are the two solutions of f(S) = 0 with S+ < S−. We name the corresponding values
of Q as Q± with Q+ > Q−. Note that Q′ = 0 at the points satisfying Q = 0 and S = S± satisfying f(S) = 0. Note
also that the derivative |Q′| → ∞ at the point S = Sc with Sc ≡ γcv/(2 + γcv), where 0 ≤ Sc < 1. This implies that
as Q increases from 0 toward 1, there exists a point satisfying |Q′| → ∞,

Qc = ±1

2

√
1−

(
γcv

2 + γcv

)2

.

Note that, at Q = 0 (S = 1), Q′ = 0 and

f(1) =
1 + cv
γcv

(
1− j

4Y

)
, f ′(1) =

1 + cv + 2γcv
γcv

− (1 + cv)(2 + γcv)

8γcv

j

Y
.

At S = Sc,

f(Sc) =

(
γcv

2 + γcv

)2

+
1 + cv
2 + γcv

− 1, f ′(Sc) =
2γcv

2 + γcv
+

1 + cv
γcv

− (1 + cv)(2 + γcv)

8γcv

j

Y
.

Interestingly, f(Sc) is independent of y. This presents an interesting possibility: If γ is chosen to satisfy f(Sc) = 0,
one can smoothly go over the Q = Qc without experiencing the divergence of Q′.

Let us consider the equation in the near-horizon limit y → 1. If Q(1) ̸= 0, Q± at y = 1, Q′ → ∞ because of the
1/(y − 1) factor in Eq. (69). Therefore, a regular solution at y = 1 will be given only when we require Q = 0 or
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S = S± there. We first consider the case Q(1) = 0 case. Taking the y → 1 limit and using f(1)y=1 = 1+cv
γcv

(
1 + j

cv

)
,

the differential equation (69) gives

1 =
1

2
(cv + j) , (70)

Second, we consider S(1) = S+ case. Equation (69) gives a constraint for γ, j and cv:

1 = − γc2v
(1 + cv)(2 + γcv)

(S+ − S−)(1− S2
+)

S+(S+ − γcv
2+γcv

)
. (71)

Now, we analyze the differential equation (69) in the region outside the horizon, y ≥ 1 i.e., Y > −cv/4. The gradient
Q′ = 0 at the points satisfying Q = 0, Q±. Those points satisfying the conditions always belong to the solution curve.
Therefore, it is important to examine the behavior of Q around the points. Let us examine the behavior of Q around
Q = 0 after setting Q = δQ ≪ 1:

1

δQ

dδQ

dy
= −2

y
+

cv + j

2y(y − 1)
= −4(y − 1)− cv − j

2y(y − 1)
. (72)

Therefore, for the region y ≶ 1 + (cv + j)/4, Q decreases/increases with y. Integrating, the equation gives

Q = δQ = Q0

(
2M

r

)2 (
1− 2M

r

) cv+j
2

. (73)

As seen here, when cv+ j = 2, Q and Q′ are regular at the horizon. When 0 ≤ cv+ j < 2, Q is regular but Q′ → ∞ at
the horizon. When cv + j > 2, both Q and Q′ vanishes at the horizon. For r ≫ 2M , Q ≪ 1 because of the (2M/r)2

factor. Therefore, only at the intermediate regions, |Q| could be large. Especially, when j ≤ −cv, Q decreases for all
regions outside the horizon. This outcome strongly suggests that Q = 0 acts as an attractor with r. The equation is
derived based on the condition that Q ∼ 0. Therefore, when the function Q deviates from 0 highly, the reliability of
the results is questionable.

We next examine the behavior of Q around Q± after setting Q = Q± + δQ. Then,

dδQ

dy
= ∓

[
4Sc

1 + cv

1

y(y − 1)

(S− − S+)Q
2
±

S±(S± − Sc)

](
y − 1− cv + j

4

)
δQ. (74)

Note that the term in the squared bracked is non-negative. Therefore, |δQ| will decreases/increases when y ≷
1 + (cv + j)/4.

We next examine the behavior of the temperature. The differential equation (67) for temperature becomes

d

dy
logΘ = − 1

2y(y − 1)

[
1 + j +

4Sc

1 + cv

4Q2(y − 1− cv
4 )√

1− 4Q2 − Sc

]
, (75)

where S =
√
1− 4Q2 ≥ Sc.

When Q is given by Eq. (73), the temperature satisfies

d

dy
logΘ = − 1

2y(y − 1)

1 + j +
4Sc

1 + cv

4Q2
0y

−4−cv−j
[
(y − 1)

cv+j+1 − cv
4 (y − 1)

cv+j
]

√
1− 4Q2

0y
−4−cv−j (y − 1)

cv+j − Sc

 . (76)

Integrating

log
Θ

Θ0
= −1 + j

2
log(1− y−1)− 8ScQ

2
0

1 + cv

∫ y

dy′
y′

−5−cv−j
(y′ − 1)

cv+j−1√
1− 4Q2

0y
′−4−cv−j (y′ − 1)

cv+j − Sc

(
y′ − 1− cv

4

)
(77)

Because Eq. (73) naturally assumes Q0 ≪ 1, we may ignore the Q2
0 term inside the root in the denominator of the

integrand. Then, the local temperature becomes

Θ ≈ T∞(1− y−1)−
1+j
2 exp

{
4γc2vQ

2
0

1 + cv

(cv + j − 2)!

ycv+j+4

×

[
(cv + j − 1)cv

4∑
k=0

3!

(4− k)!

(y − 1)cv+j+k

(cv + j + k)!
−

5∑
k=0

5!(y − 1)cv+j+k−1

(5− k)!(cv + j − 1 + k)!

]}
. (78)
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This result is consistent with Eq. (54) for Q0 ≪ 1. In the large y, the exponent is governed by a term proportional
to (1 − y−1)cv+j+4. Therefore, T∞ becomes the asymptotic temperature. In the near horizon area with y ∼ 1, the
exponent takes the form,

−4γc2vQ
2
0

1 + cv

(y − 1)cv+j−1 − 1

cv + j − 1
+O(y − 1)cv+j

When cv + j > 1, this term presents a finite contribution to the temperature. When j < −1 additionally, the
temperature vanishes at the horizon as shown in the bottom-right figure of Fig. 1. When j = −1 as shown in the
top-right figure of Fig. 1, the temperature has a non-vanishing finite value at the horizon. When cv + j = 1, the term
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FIG. 1: Numerical solution for Q(y) (left) and Θ(y)/Θ0 (right) for various initial conditions with j = −1, cv = 5/2 (top) and
j = −2, cv = 3/2 (bottom). Here, we take γ = 1.5 for both cases. Here, the black-dotted line denotes |Q(y)| = |Qc|, the upper
bound of the |Q| value. We take the initial condition to be Q′(1) = 29, 21, 13 and 5, (top) and Q(1.001)/Qc = 0.3, 0.5, 0.7,
and 0.9 (bottom), respectively for blue, black, gray, and red curves. The temperature curves in the bottom-right panel almost
overlap with a minor difference (almost unnoticable in this figure).

provides a logarithmic term of the form,

−4γc2vQ
2
0

1 + cv
log(1− y−1) +O(y − 1)1

Then, the temperature becomes

Θ ≈ Θ0

(
1− y−1

)−(1− cv
2 +

4γc2vQ2
0

1+cv
)
+ · · · (79)

Therefore, the local temperature vanishes/diverges at the horizon when (1 − cv
2 +

4γc2vQ
2
0

1+cv
) ≶ 0. Interestingly, the

behavior of the local temperature depends on Q0, which is related the strength of heat.

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

In this study, we examined the behavior of a steady system around a black hole event horizon compared to that of a
thermal equilibrium system in the context of a spherically symmetric system governed by general relativity. We have
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focused on the steady state with radial heat conduction and analyzed the implications of heat flow on the system’s
thermodynamic properties.

The equations for radial heat flow in a steady state were previously investigated [39]. We reformulated those them
in terms of key thermodynamic quantities such as the number density (n), the local temperature (Θ), and the heat (q).
The system is modeled as a heat-flowing ideal gas, emphasizing deviations from thermal equilibrium and incorporating
the explicit heat dependence of energy density as in Ref. [49].

Two approximations, namely the low-boost and the mild-heat flow approximations, were developed for analytic
analysis. Exact solutions were derived based on the more stringent mild heat-flow approximation, particularly in a
background Schwarzschild geometry. Notably, in the limit of vanishing mass for ideal gas particles, the behaviors of
local temperature, number density, and heat simplify.

We found that when the heat flows in with the speed satisfying

j ≡ (1 + cv)J∞
4πκM

≤ −1,

the temperature at the horizon takes a finite value. Here, J∞, κ, M , and cv denote the sum of the heat intensity
over an asymptotic, spherical surface, the heat conductivity, the mass of the black hole, and the specific heat at
constant volume, respectively. When the inequality holds, the local temperature at the horizon vanishes. With an
appropriate rate of heat inflow saturating the equality, the local temperature becomes finite and non-vanishing at the
event horizon.

Furthermore, We explore the effects of non-linear behaviors of heat, finding an additional possibility for the horizon
temperature to be finite. The study suggests that controlled heat flow alone, without considering the back-reaction
of matter, can result in a finite local temperature at the horizon. The inclusion of matter’s back-reaction to the
black hole geometry remains an open and intriguing question. This result prompts an optimistic expectation that
considering this back-reaction appropriately may result in a finite local temperature for the system.

An interesting question arises when we apply the present analysis to the case of quantum mechanical Hawking
radiation. It is usually regarded that the Hawking radiation originates from the event horizon to infinity. If this is
right, the redshifted temperature Θ(r)/

√
−gtt(r) must be higher for smaller r, making the temperature singularity

at the horizon severe. A potential solution to this issue is that the starting position of Hawking radiation becomes
indistinct due to the comparable typical wavelength of the radiation to the radius of the black hole. Therefore, the
local thermal equilibrium condition cannot be applied close the horizon.

In summary, the study provides insights into the thermodynamic behavior of a steady system around a black hole,
challenging conventional expectations and paving the way for further exploration, especially concerning the interplay
between matter and the black hole geometry.
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