
The generalized second law in Euclidean Schwarzschild black hole

G. O. Heymans ,∗ G. Scorza ,† and N. F. Svaiter ‡

Centro Brasileiro de Pesquisas F́ısicas - CBPF,
Rua Dr. Xavier Sigaud 150 22290-180 Rio de Janeiro, RJ, Brazil
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We discuss the Bekenstein generalized entropy of Schwarzschild black hole, with the contribution
of an external matter field affected by degrees of freedom inside the event horizon. To take into
account this effect to the generalized entropy, we use Euclidean functional methods. In the Euclidean
section of the Schwarzschild manifold, we consider an Euclidean quantum effective model, a scalar
theory in the presence of an additive quenched disorder. The average the Gibbs free energy over the
ensemble of possible configurations of the disorder is obtained by the distributional zeta-function
method. In the series representation for the average free energy with respective effective actions
emerges the generalized Schrödinger operators on Riemannian manifolds. Finally, is presented the
generalized entropy density with the contributions of the black hole geometric entropy and the
external matter fields affected by the internal degrees of freedom. The validity of the generalized
second law using Euclidean functional methods is obtained.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this work is to study a model in a
Schwarzschild black hole where the effects of the inter-
nal degrees of freedom, inside the event horizon, on the
external matter fields are taken into account and how it
contributes to the generalized entropy. In the proposed
model, using methods of constructive field theory, we are
able to show the validity of the generalized second law of
thermodynamics.

The quantum revolution is related to the question:
in our empirical world what is meant a measurements
[1, 2]? The answer for such a question is that they are
local processes where states of nature corresponds to el-
ements of a Hilbert spaces and observables are described
using a noncommutative algebra. Based in the princi-
ple of causality and positivity of energy, the relativis-
tic quantum theory of fields incorporates the principles
of quantum mechanics to the classical theory of fields.
The connection between relativistic fields and measur-
able particles is given by asymptotic relations in the LSZ
formalism, which establishes the connection between the
time-ordered product of the fields and results of mea-
surements, in the distant past and future, characterizing
states corresponding to non-interacting point-like parti-
cles [3]. This local field theory obtained an impressive
agreement between theory and experimental results, de-
scribing non-gravitational phenomena.
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However, some technical difficulties emerged during all
the construction of the theory. Three of them are the
following. First, the divergence of the formal power se-
ries for the renormalized correlation functions of differ-
ent models, for instance the series used in the Dyson-
Feynman-Schwinger perturbative expansion of the S-
matrix in quantum electrodynamics [4–6]. In particular,
in the case of a two-dimensional λϕ4 theory, was proved
that the correlation functions of the theory are not ana-
lytic in the coupling constant at zero coupling [7]. Sec-
ond, yet in quantum electrodynamics, Landau and col-
laborators proved that there are ghost states or the renor-
malized coupling constant e2 is zero [8–10]. Third, in the
fifties and sixties, an inability to describe the strong and
weak interactions. These two last problems have been
solved with the discovery of asymptotic freedom (the ul-
traviolet behaviour in the renormalization group running
coupling constants with some scale) and the construction
of non-abelian gauge theories, with a controlled ultravi-
olet behaviour and the standard model. Even so, in the
second half of the past century, the community began to
look critically the whole conceptual structure of quantum
field theory. Efforts were made using mathematical rigor-
ous methods, to discuss the fundamentals of the theory.
Two of these approaches are the axiomatic [11–14] and
constructive approach [15–18].

Axiomatic field theory, is related with the sixth Hilbert
problem [19], and discuss general properties that quan-
tum field theory must satisfy. In the axiomatic ap-
proach quantum fields are operator value distributions
defined on test function spaces. The construction of
smeared field operators is a natural consequence of the
Bohr-Rosenfeld discussion [20, 21]. Also, in a relativis-
tic quantum field theory, the local field operators should
be governed by hyperbolic partial differential equations.
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This is a crucial point because, even for classical fields
we exclude the possibility of unphysical action at dis-
tance. Locality (also called microcausality) means that
the fields commute (for integer spin fields) and anticom-
mute (for odd half-integer spin fields) at spacelike sepa-
rations. Using test functions, and scalar fields the com-
mutator [φ(f), φ(g)] = 0 if the supports of f and g are
space-like separated. In this program one postulates the
Wightman axioms, for Minkowski correlation functions.
For the case of a single scalar field, the Wightman axioms
transform into the following properties for the Wight-
man distributions: Poincaré invariance, spectral condi-
tion, hermiticity, causality/locality, positive definiteness
of the metric in Hilbert space and cluster decomposition.
From the Wigner’s classification of representations of the
inhomogeneous Lorentz group, there is also an unique
normalized vacuum state invariant under Poincaré tran-
formations [22]. Any state in the Hilbert state is con-
structed applying the field operators in the vacuum state
(postulate of cyclicity). Finally, the expectation values
of the fields are defined for a dense set of vectors in a
separable Hilbert space.

The second formulation is the constructive program,
in which is used Euclidean methods, with elliptic partial
differential operators defining Euclidean correlation func-
tions. This program is connected with the question: does
quantum field theory can be formulated using a proba-
bilistic language with classical elements [23–25]? Classi-
cal elements means that instead of using a noncommuta-
tive probability theory with probability amplitudes, we
assign probabilities to elementary events using the pos-
tulates of measure theory, with the axioms of additivity
and complementarity. In the same way that from a math-
ematical point of view, classical statistics physics can be
considered a branch of probability theory, with the study
of probabilities measures on the phase space of systems,
the constructive program develop a mathematical formu-
lation of quantum field theory, using classical probabilis-
tic approach. This program with classical elements could
be implemented, since Dyson [26] and late Wick [27] (in
the context of Bethe-Salpeter equation) and others [28–
30] discussed that one may consider the analytic contin-
uation of a Lorentzian manifold to an Euclidean space
with a positive defined metric. Using the positive energy
condition, the correlation functions of a scalar model, i.e.,
the so called Schwinger functions are defined as the vac-
uum expectation values of products of the field operators
analytically continued to the Euclidean region.

A fundamental contribution to this program was made
by Symanzik. He redrew the landscape scenario of our in-
terpretation of quantum fields. First, for him the Lorentz
symmetry appears as an analytic continuation of Eu-
clidean symmetry. Second he realized that for scalar
fields, the Euclidean correlation functions are moments of
a Euclidean invariant measure on function space of classi-
cal fields. Therefore the Schwinger functions have a clas-
sical probabilistic interpretation. In Euclidan quantum
field theory, the inhomogeneous Lorentz group becomes

the Euclidean group and commutative operators become
random variables. For the case of a free scalar field, we
have that the covariance operator is the Green’s function
of the Laplacian operator in Rd. To go further we have
to consider random linear functionals in Rd [31, 32]. To
make contact with physical measurable quantities, using
the reflection positivity, the axioms of Osterwalder and
Schraeder allows to recover the correlation functions in
the physical Lorentzian spacetime [33, 34]. We finish this
short review pointing out that modern developments in
the quantum theory of fields have giving meaning to non-
renormalizable field theories, as continuum effective field
theory, as useful phenomenological tools [35].

Even with this modern approach toward renomaliza-
tion, the limits of applicability of quantum field theory
was put to the test by the formulation of quantum fields
in curved spacetime, where problems of different nature
appears [36–39]. After the concept of black hole entropy
be introduced by Bekenstein [40, 41], Hawking discussed
free quantum fields in a fixed background spacetime ge-
ometry. It was proved that a black hole of mass M0

emits thermal radiation at the temperature β−1 which is
proportional to the surface gravity of the horizon (a null
hypersurface generated by a congruence of null geodesics)
[42, 43]. This effect, originally derived for a non-rotation
neutral black hole is still a subject of a continuing debate
and is a fertile ground to test new ideas and techniques
[44–52]. Several derivations of the thermal radiation were
presented in the literature. Some of them are: (i) Hartle
and Hawking discussed the semiclassical propagator for a
scalar field in the maximally extended Fronsdal-Kruskal
manifold with an analytic continuation in the time vari-
able to complex values [53–55], (ii) making a paralel with
thermofield dynamics [56, 57] (iii) using the scenario of
the mechanism of tunneling, the Hawking effect was also
derived [58, 59], (iv) finally, it was proved that the Hawk-
ing effect is consequence of assuming a Hadamard form
for the two-point correlation function and the behavior
of it near the horizon for late times [60]. Actually, the
Hawking effect is a particular case of a more general situ-
ation where relativistic quantum fields, with some kind of
restriction [61–63], satisfying the KMS condition [64, 65].
The thermal properties of a quantum field theory appears
also for observers in Minkowski space with rectilinear uni-
formly accelerated motion. An uniformly accelerated ob-
server carring a particle detector perceive the Minkowski
vacuum as a thermal bath. This result follows the fact
that, using a formalism with infinitelly many degrees of
freedom, there are unitarily inequivalent representation
of the canonical commutation relations [66, 67]. This in-
structive example is the result of the Fulling quantization
[68] and is called in the literature as the Unruh-Davies
effect [69–74]. A uniformly accelerated detector interact-
ing with a field in the Poincaré invariant vacuum state
feels a bath of thermalized Rindler-Fulling particles. We
must bear in mind that this result can also be derived in
an Euclidean language [75, 76].

Here in this work we focus our attention in two ques-
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tions. The first one is the following: since inside the
event horizon of a black hole, the metric is governed by
an anisotropic homogeneous cosmology [77], how to use
Euclidean functional methods [78, 79], to investigate the
influence of internal degrees of freedom, behind the event
horizon, over the external matter fields [80–83]? Sec-
ond, is it possible to prove the generalized second law
[84] making use of randomness and Euclidean functional
methods?

To answer such questions one should first construct
functional integrals in Riemannian manifolds. Such a for-
mulation is possible in an ultrastatic spacetimes [85–87].
Based in the Refs. [88–92], we define in the Euclidean ge-
ometry an effective model with randomness. We are in-
spired in statistical field theory, where disorder has also
been used for modelling systems with complex or un-
known interactions, and the quenched free energy must
be defined for systems with quenched disorder [93, 94].
To take into account the influence of internal degrees of
freedom, coming from the region near the event horizon
to the generalized entropy, over the matter fields we study
a self-interaction λφ4

d theory defined in a Euclidean sec-
tion of a Schwarzschild manifold. In the Euclidean theory
defined in a compact domain, we introduce an additive
random field and the generating functional of connected
correlations functions must be average over all the real-
ization of the disorder.

There are in the literature many ways to calculate the
average of the generating functional of connected corre-
lations functions or the quenched free energy. Here we
use the distributional zeta-method [95–97]. For infinitely
many terms of the series that defines the average generat-
ing functional, we obtain respective effective actions. For
some specifics choices for the covariance of the disorder,
the mathematical level of the problem is raised to the
domain of spectral theory of singular differential opera-
tors on Riemannian manifolds. In this situation with a
quenched disorder, we have to discuss the self-adjointness
of the Schrödinger operator defined by the effective ac-
tions [98, 99]. Up to the best of our knowledge, such a
connection is new in the literature. Since we are work-
ing in a compact domain, the Schrödinger operators has
discrete spectra. With countable sets of eigenvalues, we
are able to define a spectral entropy. Finally using func-
tional determinants, we discuss the generalized entropy
density with the contribution of external matter fields
affected by the internal degrees of freedom to the total
entropy of the black hole. Our main result is that the
generalized total entropy preserves the second law ther-
modynamics in black hole physics. Previous results are
the Refs. [100, 101].

The structure of this work follows. In Sec. II we dis-
cuss a self-interacting scalar field in Euclidean section
of the Schwarzschild manifold in the presence of a dis-
order. In section III we implement the distributional
zeta-function to computing the average of the generat-
ing functional of connected correlation functions. Our
choice of the covariance of the disorder arises the theory

of generalized Schrödinger operators in Riemannian man-
ifolds. The necessary and sufficient condition for essential
self-adjointness of the generalized Schrödinger operator is
discussed. In section IV the generalized entropy density
of the black hole with effects of the internal degrees of
freedom in the matter fields is discussed. Conclusions are
given in Sec. V. We use the units ℏ = c = kB = 1.

II. THE φ4
d EUCLIDEAN FIELD THEORY IN A
RANDOM ENVIRONMENT

The Birkhoff theorem on manifolds ensures that any
vacuum spherical symmetric solution of the Einstein
equation is locally isometric to a region in Schwarzschild
spacetime. Therefore we start from the pseudo-
Riemannian manifold with the Schwarzschild metric in
a d-dimensional spacetime [102]. The line element reads

ds2 =−
(
1−

(rs
r

)d−3
)
dt2 +

(
1−

(rs
r

)d−3
)−1

dr2

+ r2dΩ2
d−2. (1)

The Schawrzschild radius rs is proportional to the prod-
uct of the d-dimensional Newton’s constant and the black
hole mass M0,

rd−3
s =

8Γ(d−1
2 )

(d− 2)π
(d−3)

2

G(d)M0. (2)

For simplicity, in the following we use that G(d)M0 = M .
With such a definition, in four dimensions, the quantity
M has unities of length.
After a Wick rotation in the time coordinate we obtain

the d-dimensional Hawking instanton, i.e., a positive def-
inite Euclidean metric for r > rs.

ds2E =

(
1−

(rs
r

)d−3
)
dt2 +

(
1−

(rs
r

)d−3
)−1

dr2

+ r2dΩ2
d−2. (3)

This manifold has a conic singularity. The singular-
ity in r = rs is removed if we assume that the imagi-
nary time coordinate is a periodic coordinate with period
4πrs/(d−3). The bifurcate Killing horizon becomes a ro-
tation axis. This Euclidean section of the Schwarzschild
solution, with compactified imaginary time, is homeo-
morphic to R2 × S2.
In such a manifold one defines the Israel-Hawking-

Hartle vacuum state. Any quantum field defined in this
manifold behave as if they are being held at a tempera-
ture β−1 = (d − 3)/4πrs. In the Matsubara formalism,
the periodicity in imaginary time is associated to finite
temperature states, where the Euclidean space is homeo-
morphic to S1×R3 [103, 104]. Since that at principle we
do not have mathematical control of our expressions on
the infinite volume limit, one need to enclose the black
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hole within a finite-volume box imposing some boundary
condition. From now on we assume Dirichlet boundary
condition on the surface of the confining box. The vol-
ume total of the system is Vold(Ω) = β Vd−1. Here we
would like to point out that in the case of Euclidean in-
teracting field theories confined in compact domais it is
necessary to introduce surface counterterms [105–110].

In the following we do need to define our operators in
the Riemannian manifold. Once in the next we are con-
sidering a scalar field, one will need the Lapace-Beltrami
operator. In any smooth connected d−diemnsional Rie-
maniann manifold, Md, such a operator is defined by

−∆g = − 1√
g

d∑
i,j=1

∂

∂xi

(√
ggij

∂

∂xj

)
, (4)

where (gij) = (gij)
−1, and g = det(gij). We are working

in a local arbitrary curvilinear coordinate system xν =
(x1, x2, ..., xd). As usual, let us define the Riemannian d-
volume µ defined by dµ =

√
gdx1dx2...dxd. Usually we

are interested in the Hilbert space of square integrable
functions defined on a compact domain, that is, H =
L2(Ω,dµ), where Ω ⊆ Md compact.
Using the fact that in the case of an interacting field

theory, the black hole can remain in thermal equilibrium
with a thermal bath [111], here we consider a Euclidean
self-interacting scalar model. The action functional for a
single self-interacting scalar field is given by

S(φ) =
1

2

∫
β

dµ

[
φ(x)

(
−∆s +m2

0

)
φ(x) +

λ0

12
φ4(x)

]
.

(5)
The symbol −∆s denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator
in Euclidean section of the Schwarzschild manifold Md

s ,
λ0 the bare coupling constant and m2

0 spectral param-
eter of the model. Also, the notation

∫
β

means that

we have a periodic time coordinate x1 = it, that is,
0 ≤ x1 ≤ 4πrs/(d− 3). Therefore, φ(x1, x2, x3, ..., xd) =
φ(x1 + β, x2, x3, ..., xd). We defined x2 = r, as the radial
coordinate. In such a manifold, the Laplace-Beltrami op-
erator is explicitly given by

−∆sφ = ∆θφ(x
3, ..., xd) +

(
1−

(
rs
x2

)d−3
)−1

∂2φ

∂x2
1

+
1

xd−2
2

∂

∂x2

(
xd−2
2

(
1−

(
rs
x2

)d−3
)

∂φ

∂x2

)
. (6)

where ∆θ denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator in the
Sd−2 the (d − 2)-dimensional unit sphere, i.e., the con-
tribution from the angular part. Finally, as previously
stated, we are assuming Dirichlet boundary conditions.
We write φ(x)|∂Md

s
= 0, since we are considering the

whole system inside a reflecting wall. Such a procedure
is needed to the system have a finite volume and the
spatially cut-off Schwinger function be well defined.

Introducing an external source j(x), one can define the
generating functional of all n-point correlation functions

Z(j) as [112, 113]

Z(j) =

∫
[dφ] exp

(
−S(φ) +

∫
β

dµ j(x)φ(x)

)
, (7)

where [dφ] is a functional measure, i.e., a formal measure,
given by [dφ] =

∏
x dφ(x). It is clear that [dφ] has only

a symbolic meaning, because we have a non-countable
product of measures. We have in mind that the integral
functional is taken over field periodic with respect to the
imaginary time, with period 2πβ. The next step is to
define the generating functional of connected correlation
functions W (j) = lnZ(j) and the Gibbs free energy den-
sity.
The next step in our model is to introduce a random

source in which we are taking averages. However to sup-
port such a construction and obtain a physical interpre-
tation of such modeling we present some heuristic ar-
guments. Working in the pseudo-Riemannian manifold,
with functional integrals, the degrees of freedom defined
inside the event horizon must be integrating out. In the
semi-classical approximation this procedure is standard,
since the effects of the quantum fields defined in the re-
gion behind the event horizon may not propagate outside
the black hole. Remember that the black hole interior ge-
ometry can be described in d = 4 by the line element

ds2 = −
(
2M

T
− 1

)−1

dT 2 +

(
2M

T
− 1

)
dx2 + T 2dΩ2.

(8)
This metric describes an anisotropic homogeneous cos-
mology. The spatial coordinate is defined for −∞ < x <
∞ while 0 ≤ T < 2M . In the extended Schwarzschild
manifold contains an anisotropic collapsing universe that
describes the blak hole interior. Near the singularity at
T = 0 we may write the Schwarzschild metric as a Kasner
universe, given by the line element

ds2 = −dτ2 +

(
τ

τ0

)− 2
3

dx2 +

(
τ

τ0

) 4
3

(dy2 + dz2), (9)

where τ0 = 4M
3 and τ =

√
2
3

(
T 3

M

) 1
2

. One should notice

that the metric (9) is Bianchi type I. On the other hand,
near T = 2M the metric can be written as a flat Kasner
solution. When τ → 0 we get

ds2 = −dτ2 +
τ2

16M2
dx2 + (dy2 + dz2). (10)

Quantum field theory in Bianchi type I spacetime was
discussed in Ref. [114]. See also the Ref. [115].
Since there is no interior solution in the Euclidean sec-

tion of Schwarzschild manifold, to model the influence
of internal degrees of freedom of the pseudo-Riemannian
manifold (r < rs) over matter fields, we define a coarse
grained variable (a reduced description of internal de-
grees of freedom), i.e., an additive quenched disorder. It
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seems that an attempt to model the environment fluctu-
ations of the degrees of freedom, outside the event hori-
zon, led us to introduce a disorder in thermodynamical
equilibrium with the scalar field, that is, an annealed
disorder. Therefore, is reasonable to suppose that to de-
scribe the effects of the internal degrees of freedom over
the matter field we must introduce a quenched disorder.
The action functional for the scalar field in the presence
of the disorder is given by

S(φ, h) = S(φ) +

∫
β

dµh(x)φ(x), (11)

where S(φ) is the Euclidean action functional defined in
Eq. (5), and h(x) is the additive disorder. At this point,
let us introduce the functional Z(j, h), the generating
functional of correlation functions in the presence of dis-
order, where we use a auxiliary external source j(x), to
generate the n-point correlation functions of the model.
We write

Z(j, h) =

∫
[dφ] exp

(
−S(φ, h) +

∫
β

dµ j(x)φ(x)

)
.

(12)
As in the pure system case, one can define a generating

functional of connected correlation functions in the pres-
ence of disorder, i.e., the generating functional of con-
nected correlation functions for one disorder realization,
W (j, h) = lnZ(j, h). For the case of quenched disorder,
one can define an average generating functional of con-
nected correlation functions, performing the average over
the ensemble of all realizations of the disorder. Since
the entropy is an additive function, to obtain a physi-
cal (self-averaging) generating functional, we define the
disordered average of the generating functional W (j, h).
We have the average generating functional of connected
correlation functions written as

E
[
W (j, h)

]
=

∫
[dh]P (h) lnZ(j, h), (13)

where [dh] is a functional measure, given by [dh] =∏
x dh(x), and the probability distribution of the disor-

der field is written as [dh]P (h). This procedure is similar
to the one used in statistical field theory where the free
energy must be self-averaging over all the realizations of
the disorder. In the next section we discuss the method
that we use to take such an average, the distributional
zeta-function. Also is discussed some conditions that a
Schrödinger operator must satisfy to be well defined.

III. THE DISTRIBUTIONAL ZETA-FUNCTION
METHOD

A technical problem is how to calculate E
[
W (j, h)

]
.

There are different proposed in the literature, discussing
systems with quenched disorder in statistical mechanics
and also statistical field theory. There are many ways in

the literature to perform such an average. Some of them
are: the replica trick [116–119], the dynamical [120–122],
and the supersymmetric approaches [123]. An alternative
method that has been discussed in the literature is the
distributional zeta-function method.
For a general disorder probability distribution, using

the functional integral Z(j, h) given by Eq. (12), the
distributional zeta-function, Φ(s), is defined as

Φ(s) =

∫
[dh]P (h)

1

Z(j, h)s
, (14)

for s ∈ C, this function being defined in the region where
the above integral converges. The average generating
functional can be written as

E [W (j, h)] = − d

ds
Φ(s)

∣∣∣∣
s=0+

, Re(s) ≥ 0, (15)

where one defines the complex exponential n−s =
exp(−s log n), with log n ∈ R. Using analytic tools, the
average generating functional of connected correlation
functions, or the quenched free energy, can be represented
as

E
[
W (j, h)

]
=

∞∑
k=1

(−1)k+1ak

kk!
E [(Z(j, h)) k]

− ln(a) + γ +R(a, j), (16)

where a is a dimensionless arbitrary constant, γ is the
Euler-Mascheroni constant [124], |R(a)|, given by

R(a, j) = −
∫
[dh]P (h)

∫ ∞

a

dt

t
exp (−Z(j, h)t) . (17)

For large a, |R(a)| is quite small, therefore, the dominant
contribution to the average generating functional of con-
nected correlation functions is given by the moments of
the generating functional of correlation functions of the
model. As have been seem in a set of previous works, the
limit of large a is associated to the thermodynamic limit
[125, 126]. Later we will absorb such a quantity in the
total volume. Once that we are already assuming that a
is large enough, we can write

E [W (j, h)] =

∞∑
k=1

ck E
[
Zk(j, h)

]
, (18)

where we defined ck = (−1)k+1ak

kk! .
We are interested to use the concept of quenched disor-

der to model the effects of the internal degrees of freedom
of the black hole over the external matter fields. Such a
effect will changes the thermodynamic properties of the
matter fields. Once that the average will be taken, the
covariance of the disorder field must be chosen with some
care. If one chooses a Gaussian disorder, all the points
of the Euclidean manifold will feel the effects in the same
way. However, it does not seem cover our interested to
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justify the black hole as the physical source of such a dis-
order. Once that we are in the simplest case of a black
hole, Euclidean Schwarzschild black hole, we must expect
that the effects increases in the vicinity of the black hole
horizon, that is, that they only depend on the distance
from the black hole horizon. To model that we choose
the the covariance of the disorder to be given by

E[h(x)h(y)] =
V (x2)√

g
δd(x− y), (19)

where we are assuming that V (x2) = bα−2(x2)
−α, for α

positive definite, and b is a constant with dimension of

length. Remember that x2 = r, therefore V is spherical
symmetric. After integrating over all the realizations of
the disorder we get that each moment of the generating
functional of connected correlation functions E [Zk(j, h)]
can be written as

E[Zk(j, h)] =

∫ k∏
i=1

[dφk
i ] exp

(
−Seff(φ

k
i , j

k
i )
)
, (20)

where the effective action Seff

(
φk
i

)
describing the field

theory with k-field components is given by

Seff

(
φk
i , j

k
i

)
=

∫
β

dµ

 k∑
i=1

(
1

2
φk
i (x)

(
−∆s +m2

0

)
φk
i (x) +

λ0

4!

(
φk
i (x)

)4)− V (x2)

2

k∑
i,j=1

φk
i (x)φ

k
j (x)−

k∑
i=1

φk
i (x)j

k
i (x)

 .

(21)

A remarkable aspect of the formalism is that after
the averaged procedure with a reduced description of
these degree of freedom, one gets new collective vari-
ables, i.e., multiplets of fields in all moments. In some pa-
pers it was used the following configuration of the scalar

fields φ
(k)
i (x) = φ

(k)
j (x), in the function space and also

j
(k)
i (x) = j

(k)
j (x) ∀ i, j. All the terms of the series have

the same structure and one minimizes each term of the
series one by one [125, 127–130]. A different strategy was
recently adopted. Instead of assume that all the fields are
equal for each moment, it is not imposed any constraint
over such fields [126, 131]. Once that we are interested
only in the thermodynamic properties of the model, we
have no need to generate the correlation functions. So,
for now on, we set jki (x) = 0, ∀ i. For now on we are omit-
ting the j = 0 argument in all quantities. Let us discuss
the Gaussian contribution of the action (21), once that
is enough to access the thermodynamic properties. The
free part of the effective action can be recast as

S0

(
φk
i

)
=

1

2

∫
β

dµ

k∑
i,j=1

φk
i (x)

[(
−∆s +m2

0

)
δij − V (x2)

]
φk
j (x)

(22)

The differential operator is not diagonal in the (i, j)-
space. Let us define the k × k matrix, where

G ≡ [Gij ] ≡


G11 − V −V · · · −V

−V G22 − V · · · −V
... · · · . . .

...
−V −V · · · Gkk − V

 ,

(23)
where we have used the following definition

Gij ≡
(
−∆s +m2

0

)
δij . (24)

As can be readily checked, the matrix G is a symmetric
matrix, since that V (x2) is a real-valued function. So
G can be diagonalized by an orthogonal transformation,
S.Define A = ⟨S,GS⟩ as the diagonal matrix. One can
check explicitly that the matrix A will be given by

A =


G11 − kV 0 · · · 0

0 G22 · · · 0
... · · · . . .

...
0 · · · Gkk

 . (25)

Using that Φ is the vector of components φk
i , we can use

the matrix S to construct the vector Φ̃ = SΦ. Denote the
components of the vector Φ̃ by ϕk

i . Disregarding the in-
teracting action, one can use the fact that the the matrix
S is orthogonal and the Eq. (25) to write

E
[
Zk(h)

]
=

∫ k−1∏
m=1

[
dϕk

m

]
exp

(
−S0(ϕ

k
m)
)

×
∫
[dϕ] exp (−SV(ϕ)) , (26)

where we are denoting ϕk
1 = ϕ,

S0(ϕ
k
m) =

1

2

∫
β

dµ

k−1∑
m=1

ϕk
m(x)

(
−∆s +m2

0

)
ϕk
m(x), (27)

and

SV(ϕ
(k)) =

1

2

∫
β

dµϕ(x)
[
−∆s +m2

0 − kV (x2)
]
ϕ(x).

(28)

Performing all the Gaussian integrations we can rescast
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our quenched free energy, Eq. (18), in a enlightening form

E [W (h)] =

∞∑
k=1

ck
[
det
(
−∆s +m2

0

)] 1−k
2

×
[
det
(
−∆s +m2

0 − kV (x2)
)]− 1

2 . (29)

One should notice that the first determinant is a usual
one, expected in the analyses of a scalar field on a Rie-
maniann manifold. The regularity and self-adjointness of
such a operator follows from the regularity of the Laplace-
Beltrami operator. However, the second determinant is a
more complex situation. Such a operator is a Schrödinger
operator on a Riemaniann manifold. Some care must be
taken in the analyses of such an operator.

The self-adjointness of the Schrödinger operator on a
Riemaniann manifold in a Hilbert space alongside with
its spectral properties must be determined. For the
(−∆) in L2(Rd), the Fourier transform establishes self-
adjointness on a domain D(−∆) = H2(Rd), the Sobolev
space. If the Schrödinger operator is not proven to be es-
sentially self-adjoint, there may be an infinite set of self-
adjoint extensions. For singular potentials, where one
can not define the action of it on compactly supported
smooth functions, since applying the differential opera-
tor to such functions results in functions outside L2 [132–
135]. Which condition does the potential must satisfies to
ensure that the Schrödinger operator is essentially self-
adjoint? An important result was obtained by Oleikin
[136]. This author proved that in the absence of local sin-
gularities in the potential, the Schrödinger operator in a
Riemannian manifold is essential self-adjoint. This result
may be used to define the contribution to the general-
ized entropy of the matter fields in a Schwarzschild black
hole. Note that V (x2) is a real-valued function which is
locally summable in L2 and globally semi-bounded, i.e.,
V (x2) ≥ −C for x2 ∈ Md

s , with a constant C ∈ R.
Therefore we have a self-adjoint operator in the Hilbert
space L2(Md

s) = L2(Md
s , dµ).

In the next section we define the generalized entropy
density with the contribution of internal degrees of free-
dom acting over external matter fields. The key point
is that for non-compact Riemannian manifold, the spec-
trum of the generalized Schrödinger operators is continu-
ous. In the case of a discrete spectrum, with a countably
set of eigenvalues, we are able to define a spectral en-
tropy. Using the result of this section, Eq.(29), to express
the generalized entropy density as the ratio between two
functional determinants.

IV. THE GENERALIZED ENTROPY DENSITY

Since black holes are thermodynamic systems [137], to
preserve the universality of the second law of thermody-
namics one define the total entropy of the system that
satisfies the generalize second law as

∆SBH = ∆S(1) +∆S(2) ≥ 0, (30)

where S(1) is the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy, propor-
tional to the horizon area. Usually interpreted as the
measure of the missing information of the black hole in-
ternal state for an outside observer. The second contribu-
tion, S(2), is the correction of matter and radiation fields.
The Euclidean functional integral of geometry, i.e., Ein-
stein gravity and matter fields at finite temperature is
written as

Ztotal(β) =

∫
[dgµν ][dφ]e

−I(gµν ,φ), (31)

where the functional integral is taken over matter fields
and gravitational fields, which are assumed periodic with
respect to the imaginary time, with period 2πβ. One can
write the total action as a contribution from the gravita-
tional action and matter fields as

I(φ, gµν) = Imatter(φ, gµν) + Igrav(gµν). (32)

The standard argument to obtain the one-loop correc-
tion is to work with metrics with conical singularities,
discussing matter fields fluctuations in a conical singu-
larity background. In the semi-classical approximation,
in the one-loop approximation one obtain the Bekenstein-
Hawking entropy, and the entanglement entropy can be
view as is the first quantum correction to the Bekenstein-
Hawking entropy. Yet in the semi-classical approxima-
tion, we are proposing another path to go beyond the
geometric contribution. Keeping these general consid-
erations in mind, it is natural to investigate the con-
sequences of model the influence of internal degrees of
freedom over the matter fields, near the event horizon,
introducing a additive quenched disorder. We now pro-
ceed to discuss the contribution given by S(2).
Since, in our case, we have a system with infinitely

many degrees of freedom, we must use the concept of
mean entropy, i.e., the entropy per unit (d− 1)−volume
(β−1Vold(Ω)) [138], i.e.,

s(2) =
β S(2)

Vold(Ω)
. (33)

Using the fact that S = lnZ + βE, in a Euclidean
quantum field theory we can derive the generalized en-
tropy density from the Gibbs free energy. In the case of
a compact Riemannian manifold, the contribution of the
quantum fields to the generalized entropy in the absence
of the disorder is

s(2) =
1

Vold(Ω)

(
β − β2 ∂

∂β

)
lnZ(j)

∣∣∣∣
j=0

, (34)

where Z(j) is the partition function. Here we have a
Gibbs entropy of a classical probability distribution.
In the presence of disorder, we defined the contribution

of external matter fields, affected by the internal degrees
of freedom, to the generalized entropy density s(2) as

s(2) =
1

Vold(Ω)

(
β − β2 ∂

∂β

)
E
[
W (h)

]
. (35)
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By the expression that we obtained for the quenched free
energy, Eq. (29), and using the series of the distributional
zeta-funtion, Eq (18), we obtain that

s(2) =

∞∑
k=1

c′k
Vold(Ω)

(
β − β2 β

∂β

)[
det(−∆s +m2

0)
]− k

2

×
[

det
(
−∆s +m2

0

)
det (−∆s +m2

0 − kV (x2))

] 1
2

, (36)

where c′k = (−1)k

kk! , that is, we absorb ak into the total
volume.

The entropy, in physical grounds depends on the co-
variance of the disorder. One has to specify V (x2) to ob-
tain s(2). As will become clear later, we will obtain the
values of the functional determinants using they eigen-
functions. One can be verify in Eq. (6), that the op-
erator ∆s contains always the angular Laplace-Beltrami,
−∆θ. Once that V (x2) does not depends on the angular
variables, we are going ignore such a angular operator.
In practice, it is equivalent to work in d = 2. In the
neighbourhood of the event horizon is expected to the ef-
fects of the internal degrees of freedom be more relevant.
Going to such a region, x2 = r ≈ 2M , we can define the
radial coordinate ρ =

√
8M(r − 2M), the line element

can be written as

ds2 =
ρ2

16M2
dτ2 + dρ2, (37)

where the horizon is located at ρ = 0. The equation of
motion for the free field in the Euclidean Rindler space
is given by

(−∆R +m2
0)ϕ =(

16M2

ρ2
∂2

∂τ2
+

∂2

∂ρ2
+

1

ρ

∂

∂ρ
+m2

0

)
ϕ = 0,

(38)

where −∆R stands for the Laplace-Beltrami operator in
the Rindler coordinates, Eq. (37). That is, it is −∆s

near the horizon after one disregard the angular part.
In the near horizon approximation, that is ρ ≈ 0, the

potential of the Schrödinger operator can be recast as

V (ρ,M) =
aα−2

(2M)α

(
1− αρ2

16M2

)
. (39)

Using the fact that the coordinate τ is periodic, the
total entropy density will be a sum over all the Matsubara
modes

s
(2)
BGH =

∞∑
n=−∞

s(2)(n). (40)

Where s(2)(n) is given by Eq. (36) in the near the horizon
approximation with the angular part disregarded.

Note that for small ρ and defining f(α,M) =
α/24+αM2+α we get that one determinant can be written
as

det

[
−∆R + kaα−2ρ2f(α,M) +m2

0 −
kaα−2

(2M)α

]
. (41)

We have an effective mass for each effective action given
by m2

eff(k,M) = m2
0− kaα−2/(2M)α. To continue, let us

discuss the solution of the differential equation for each
Matsubara mode. We have that Rn(ρ) satisfies[

ρ2
d2

dρ2
+ ρ

d

dρ
+m2

effρ
2 − n2

]
Rn(ρ) = 0. (42)

Defining w = m2
effρ, the general solution of the above

equation is written as

Rn(x) = AJn(w) +BYn(w), (43)

where Jn(w) is the Bessel function of the first kind and
Yn(w) is the Bessel function of the second kind. Us-
ing the fact that the large n Matsubara modes give the
main contribution to the generalized entropy [48, 83], we
can write an asymptotic expansion for Jn(w) and Yn(w),
since that m2

eff(k,M) can be negative for some k we write

s(2)(n) as

s(2)(n) = s
(2)
k<kc

(n) + s
(2)
k≥kc

(n). (44)

Denotining by ⌊m⌋ the largest interger ≤ m, we define a

critical k given by kc = ⌊ (2M)αm2
0

aα−2 ⌋. Using that β = 8πM ,
we have

s
(2)
k<kc

(n) = 8π

(
M −M2 ∂

∂M

) kc−1∑
k=1

c′k
Vold(Ω)

×
[
det(−∆R +m2

0)
]−k

2

[
det
(
−∆R +m2

0

)
det (−∆R +m2

eff)

] 1
2

,

(45)

and

s
(2)
k≥kc

(n) = 8π

(
M −M2 ∂

∂M

) ∞∑
k=kc

c′k
Vold(Ω)

×
[
det(−∆R +m2

0)
]−k

2

[
det
(
−∆R +m2

0

)
det
(
−∆R +m′2

eff

)] 1
2

,

(46)

where m′2
eff = −2m2

eff is the shifted effective mass.
Since the spectrum of the Schrödinger operator is un-

known, we used an alternative procedure to calculate the
above expression. One can show that the derivative of
the spectral zeta function can be rewrite in terms of the
eigenfunctions as

− d

ds
ζ(s)

∣∣∣∣
s=0

= ln

[
R(0)

R(−∞)

]
, (47)
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where R denotes the respective eigenfunctions. This is
know as the Gel’fand-Yaglom method, that consists in
manipulate the eigenfunctions instead of the eigenvalues.
Using this procedure it is possible to evaluate the gener-
alized entropy density. One can see that a eigenfunction
which repeats in both limits will cancel out. This jus-
tifies the fact that we disregarded the angular Laplace-
Beltrami in Eq. (37). Since the eigenfunctions of such
operator are going to be spherical harmonics, which are
ρ independent. For α = 2 we find that

s
(2)
k<kc

(n) =

kc−1∑
k=1

c′k
Vold

[
2πkn

Mm2
eff

+ 8πM

](
m0

meff

)n

(48)

A similar result can be find for s
(2)
k≥kc

(n)

s
(2)
k≥kc

(n) =

∞∑
k=kc

c′k
Vold

[
2πkn

Mm′2
eff

+ 8πM

](
m0

m′
eff

)n

.

(49)

The generalized second law was introduced to en-
sure that the total entropy of the system also increases
(∆S(1) + ∆S(2) ≥ 0). To show that the external mat-
ter field under influences of the internal degrees of free-
dom contributes to increases the entropy of the system,
let us work again with the entropy S(2). We have that

S(2)(n) = S
(2)
k<kc

(n) + S
(2)
k≥kc

(n). We can write,

S
(2)
k<kc

(n) =

kc−1∑
k=1

ck

[
kn

4M2m2
eff

+ 1

](
m0

meff

)n

, (50)

and for k ≥ kc the corresponding contribution yields,

S
(2)
k≥kc

(n) =

∞∑
k=kc

ck

[
kn

4M2m′2
eff

+ 1

](
m0

m′
eff

)n

. (51)

If one considers the two angular variables that have been
disregarded the result is preserved, as can be seem by Eq.
(47). Further corrections must been analysed.

In Fig. 1 we depict the behaviour of the entropy in
function of the dimensionless parameter Mm0. Since we
have redefined the mass of the black hole asM = G(d)M0,
we can observe that, for a fixed scalar-field mass, the
matter contribution agrees with the generalized second
law.

In Fig.2 we show the validity of the generalized second
law of thermodynamics in black hole physics, where the
total entropy of the system is the Bekenstein-Hawking
entropy of the event horizon plus the contribution of the
external matter fields correted by the influence of internal
degrees of freedom defined inside the event horizon.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We discussed, the limits of applicability of quantum
field theory was put to the test by the formulation of

5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5 20.0
Mm0

1.00

1.25

1.50

1.75

2.00

2.25

S
(2

) (n
)

n = 80

n = 90

n = 100

n = 110

n = 120

n = 130

FIG. 1. Behaviour of the matter entropy as a function of the
dimensionless parameter Mm0 for different Matsubara modes
n. We do remark the redefinition of M as M = G(d)M0.

5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5 20.0
Mm0

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12
S
B
H

√
Gm0 = 80√
Gm0 = 90√
Gm0 = 100√
Gm0 = 200√
Gm0 = 300√
Gm0 = 400

FIG. 2. Behaviour of the total black hole entropy SBH as
a function of the dimensionless parameter Mm0 for different
scaled field masses

√
Gm0. We do remark the redefinition of

M as M = G(d)M0.

quantum fields in curved spacetime. In this scenario, the
concept of black hole entropy was introduced by Beken-
stein. The concept of entropy can be formulated in many
different ways. The thermodynamic or Boltzmann en-
tropy which satisfies an additivity and non-decreasing
condition which is related to observational states which
are deterministic. By the other hand, the Gibbs en-
tropy is defined in terms of ensembles. It is a function
of the probabilities in a statistical ensemble. Both defi-
nitions are used for ordinary matter systems, i.e., usual
thermodynamic systems. Since black holes are not such
kind of systems, the literature has been emphasized that
microscopic degrees of freedom are responsible for the
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Bekenstein-Hawking entropy. This idea of microscopic
degrees of freedom of the internal configuration of the
black hole have been used to discuss the definition of a
statistical entropy. The total or generalized entropy of
the black hole in four dimensions is given by the area of
the event horizon Ahor/4G

(4), which is proportional to
the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of the system, and the
contribution from the quantized matter. The first contri-
bution is coming from the Euclidean action of the black
hole instanton. Note that the usual way to compute the
second contribution is that this quantity is the von Neu-
mann entropy of the density matrix of the matter field
outside the event horizon. This entanglement entropy
across the boundary is ultraviolet divergent, that must
be regularized and renormalized.

The constructive program claim that there is a unique
formalism of quantum field theory and statistical me-
chanics of classical fields, given by probability theory. We
discuss a quantum scalar field in the Euclidean section
of the Schwarzschild manifold, i.e., a quantum field the-
ory analytically continue to imaginary time. We use it to
discussed a second contribution, defining the generalized
entropy density of the black hole with contributions from
external matter fields affected by the internal degrees of
freedom inside the event horizon.

A conceptually simple way to model the influence of
internal degrees of freedom over the matter fields, is to
introduce a quenched disorder linearly coupled with the
scalar field. To perform the integration over all the re-
alizations of the disorder, we use the distributional zeta-
function method. After integration over all the realiza-
tions of the disorder, we obtain a series representation
of the averaged generating functional of connected cor-
relation functions, in terms of the moments of the gen-
erating functional of correlation functions. Effective ac-
tions are defined for each of these moments. We show
that this approach led us to the theory of Schrödinger
operators in Riemannian manifolds. As far we known
nowhere in the literature established this connection be-

tween the black hole thermodynamics and Schrödinger
operators in Riemannian manifolds. The necessary and
sufficient condition for essential self-adjointness of the
generalized Schrödinger operator, constructed with the
Laplace-Beltrami operator is discussed. If it is possible
to define self-adjoint operators, the generating functional
of connected correlation functions, can be defined. Fi-
nally, we present the generalized entropy density of the
black hole with contributions from matter fields with the
effective contribution of the internal degrees of freedom
defined in the region inside the event horizon. We showed
the validity of the generalized second law in the model
here considered.
So far we have considered the influences of internal

degrees of freedom over matter fields, modeled by an ad-
ditive quenched disorder. One must consider also a mul-
tiplicative disorder situation [139]. As has been discussed
in the literature, the main difference between the multi-
plicative and additive disorder, is that in the former, the
effects of the disorder fluctuations does depend on the
state of the system. This problem is under investigation
by the authors.
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