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Abstract

It was found in [Phys.Lett.B 675 (2009) 98] that informatisrtonserved in the process of black hole evaporation, gubie
tunneling formulism and considering the correlations lestavemitted particles. In this Letter, we shall include quangravity
O effects, by taking into account of the log-area correction teeBestein-Hawking entropy. The correlation between sisicely
O emitted particles is calculated, with Planck-scale cdives. By considering the black hole evaporation procassppy conserva-
(\] tion is checked, and the existence of black hole remnant ghesized. We conclude in this case information can leakimatgh
— the radiation and black hole evaporation is still a unitaigoess.
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1. Introduction hole remnant is essential to preserve entropy conseryatfon
e ter inclusion of quantum gravity corrections, while in dasl

I In 1975 Hawking discovered the remarkable fact that blackases black hole would evaporate completely.
holes radiate a thermal spectrum of particles and the temper Tunneling formulism has been proved as a relatively sim-
ature of this radiation depends on the surface gravity the  Ple and straightforward method to calculate Hawking temper
——.black hole[1]. The discovery of temperature also gives conature and radiation spectruni [6,/ 11]. In Secfion 2 we review
nections between black holes and thermodynarnics [2] @urinthe key ingredients of this method and its close relatiorh wit
N black hole evaporation, all information about the origiqahn_ black hole thermOdynamiCS. The modified radiation probabil
tum state that formed the black hole seems to be lost, and iy is then obtained from the quantum gravity corrected blac
pure quantum state can evolve into a mixed one, thus viglatinhole entropy. Using this probability, correlation betwewao
the unitarity in guantum mechanias [3] Many attempts havéUCCGSSiVG')/ emitted particles is calculated in Se¢fidn 8ec-
been made to resolve the so-call information loss paradox [4tion[4 black hole evaporation is treated as a process of sticce
- 'Recently, using the non-thermal radiation spectrum obthby ~ Sive particles emitted out, and entropy carried by radmeiso
tunneling formulisml[5,16,17], it is pointed out inl[8] thatwe-  Calculated. Furthermore, entropy conservation is cheeketl
lations exist among emitted particles, and informatioe#ked  the existence of black hole remnant is discussed.
out through the radiation. The total entropy is conservedl an
. the black hole evaporation process is unitary. Howevemgua
— tum gravity dfects is not considered in resolving this paradox.
~ The black hole spectrum seen from an observer at infinity is

s dominated by modes that propagate from "near” the horizon |, this section we briefly review the tunneling formulismgan

where they have arbitrarily high frequencies and their wavegp g,y that it is closely related to black hole thermodynamics
lengths can easily go below Planck length [9]. It is plausibl [d,[12/135].

that the motion of particle tunneling.throughthe horizomghi . Consider a general class of static, spherically symmetric
be dfected by Planck-scale corrections. As a result, Sta“St'Caspacetime

correlation between quanta emitted and the fate of black hol
in its late stages of evaporation are also influenced by guant
gravity gfects. Soitis essential to include quantum gravity cor-
rections. A modification of radiation spectrum, which irdids ] o . ] )
Planck-scale corrections, is proposed.irl [10]. In thislette s 1S Schwarzschild time. The horizon g, with A(rH)ZJ
shall calculate the correlations in the situation of quamguav-  B(TH) = 0. For Schwarzschild black hol&(r) = B(r) = 1%

ity corrections. We shall also check the conservation afggryt ~ @"d v = 2M. This metric has a coordinate singularity at

in radiation process. We emphasize that the existence okbla" = (;_H' ‘t"’hiCh can be removed by transforming to Painleve
coordinates
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2. Tunneling, thermodynamics and modified radiation
spectrum

dr?
_ _ 2 Y 2402
ds® = —A(r)dts +B(r)+r do?, (1)
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with transformatiordts = dt —

1-B(r )
A(,)é(,))dr The test particle

is a massless spherical shell, which travels along radmally
geodesics in this background

r=

dr
d

where the positive (negative) sign gives outgoing (incaghin
radial geodesics. Sinc&(r), B(r) are zero on the horizon, we

A(r) ( L1

B()

1-B(r), (2)

can expand them as the following forms

Alr) =A(ru)r —ru) +O(r —ry),
B(r) =B'(ru)(r—ru)+0(r —rn).

The surface gravity on the horizon is a Chrisé component
for our choice of metric

1-B(r) dA(r)
\ Ay B0 g e ®3)

Near horizon, surface gravity can be expressed as

_ % A(ri)B(rh) + O((r - rn)?). (4)

and the null radial geodesics equatibh (2) is rewritten as

1

0
K=F00=§

f

The tunneling rate for particles through the event horizon i

A (rp)B (ru)(r — ru) + O((r = ru)?)

(r—=rp)«

(5)

related to the imaginary part of the particle’s actidn, ~
exp(-2ImJ), and

Im(Z)

T out Tout M-w ’
Im prdr = Imf f dH

—Im

vy (6)

Here we have used Hamilton’s equatno& p ,andH = M -
w, Wherew is the energy of emitted particle, ald mass of
black hole. By inserting EQ.5) intB](6), and setting = e€?,

the above integral is performed on a semicircle centereldeat t

T out 1)
im f f
lin 0

real axis poley,

Im(Z)

It should be noticed that, > roy since horizon would shrink

after emission.

According to corrections of surface gravity [12/ 14], even i
case of higher order quanturffea:ts Hawking temperature can

dw'dr
(r—rp) «(M - w)

dw’
‘”f =) (M=)’ @

still be expressed af =

surface gravity, with respect to classieal Based on the first

5=, wherekqc is quantum gravity

law of thermodynamicdw’ = dM’ = 52, we have

Im(Z) =

_}f
2 Js

S(M-w)

(M)

S = 3(S(M) - S(M - w),

or more precisely

1
Im(Z) = 5(See(M) ~ Sqa(M - w)), (8)
whereSq is the corrected area entropy for black hole
A A L3
Soc = 4Lp + aInF +O(K)' 9)

This logarithmic correction is introduced both by string oy
and loop quantum gravity [15, 16,|17,/18/ 19], in which the
value ofa is different. For Schwarzschild black hole, the area
of horizon isA = 4ar3 = 16nM?, andLp = \/E is Planck
length. InunitsG =c=kg =2 =1,L, = 1. According tol" ~
exp(-2Ilmr), the emission probability formula with quantum
correction is

I ~ exp(ASqg) = (1 - %)ZQ exp(—87m)(M - %)) (10)

This expression is the basis of the following discussionsarg
tum gravity dfects give an additional factor depending on the
energy of emitted particle and the mass of black hole. The con
sequences of this factor is discussed in the following sasti

It has been argued that the expresdior exp(-2Iml) =
exp(—2|mfp,dr) is not canonically invariant [20, 21]. How-
ever, it must be invariant in order to describe proper quantu
mechanical observables. This problem can be solved by us-
ing Im§ prdr instead of 2Imf prdr. But using this canonically
invariant formula leads to the so-called factor 2 problem.,, i
the temperature obtained is twice of the standard Hawkimg te
peraturel[22| 13]. The final solution is that, after adding th
contribution of time variable transformation across thezan
[23,124], the correct temperature is recovered. As pointedno
[25], the original expression 2I|ﬁ prdr gives the correct result
in Painlevé coordinates, due to cancellation of the aboxe t
contributions. So we have used this original expressioruin o
calculation.

3. Correlation between successive emissions

The expression{10), obtained by semi-classical tunneling
method, shows deviation from thermal spectrum radiatidn. |
is a result of back-reaction, after considering conseowatif
energy [26]. Such a spectrum is an intriguing result, which
may give some suggestions to the so-called black hole infor-
mation loss paradox|[3]. Many relevant discussions, e.g] [2
predicted on the idea of a purely thermal spectrum.

Consider two successive emissions, with enevgyand w;
[28]. The statistical correlation between quanta of hawkin
diation is calculated, and the conclusion of trivial coatedn is
made in [10]. However, we believe that, aslin [8], the tunnel-
ing formulism, especially the deviation from thermal speuwt,
should give some hints to the information paradox. Now we
calculate the correlation using{10).

Firstly, if a black hole of initial mas$1 emits a particle of
energyws, it follows that the associated probability is given by

T(wy) = (1- %)2“ eXp(—Smul(M - %)) 1)



The second emission, on the condition that the first one js
is

w2 )20
M - w1

eXp(—87ra)2(M —wy - %))

HNwzlw:) = (1 -
12)
i.e., I'(walwi) is the conditional probability [8]. The emission

of quantaw; + w2

w1 + W2
M

eXp(—87T(w1 + w2)(M -

INwi +w2) = (1~ )>

w1 + 0)2))
5 .
We can check thdt(wq, w2) = I'w1)T(w2|wi) = T(w1 + w2).
The statistical correlation [28] between emissiansandw,
is measured by

(13)

x(w1 + wz; w1, w)
= InF(a)l + (1)2) - |nr((,4)1) - |nr((,4)2).

In order to gel'(wy), we integrate they; variable inl'(wy, wy)

and normalize it
M
f INw)dw,
0

1 M-w;
X ﬁ w1, w2)dw;.

Substituting [(ID) and_(13) into the above expression, dgtua
we need not do the integral, because the fraction is redricibl
The resultis

A

I'w2)

T(wp) = (1— ﬁ)h exp(—87rw2(M - %)) (14)
Now we can calculate the statistical correlation
x(w1 + wz; w1, w2)
w12
=8 2¢dn|1 - . 15
T 2 ( (M —an)(M - wz)) (19)

This nontrivial result shows that subsequent emissionstare
tistically dependent, and correlations must exist betwhem.

As discussed in_[8], the amount of correlation hidden inside

Hawking radiation is precisely equal to mutual informatim
tween the two sequential emissions. Our result is based on
tunneling formulism where energy conservation and bacg-rea
tion are enforced. This nontrivial correlation plays an artpnt
role in considering the information paradox. It indicateatt
information would leak out during radiation. In order to@al
late entropy carried by Hawking radiation, the entire pssoaf
black hole evaporation should be considered. After inolusi
of the mutual information carried by radiation, consemwatbf

entropy during black hole evaporation is checked in the nexr%e

section. However, even considering logarithmic correxgtjo
tunneling formulism is still a semi-classical method, ahd t
entire resolving of information paradox is dependent onra-co
plete quantum gravity theory (e.g., details of how inforimat

is coded in the correlation should be explained).

Recently, nontrivial correlation is also obtained [n![29],
where Generalized Uncertainty Principle (GUP) and a modi-
fication of commutation relation is considered, and sinmitam-
clusion of information leaking out is made there. However th
influence of conditional probability is not considered irith
calculation, and the nontrivial correlation entirely dnigtes
from the GUP &ects. So their discussion is not the same as
ours.

4. Entropy conservation and black hole remnant

Now let's consider black hole evaporation, based on the
highly non-thermal spectruri_ (1L0). The specific processas th
particlesws, wy, . . ., wy are successively emitted from the black
hole. According td™ ~ €S, black hole gradually loses its en-
tropy during evaporation. The entropy is carried out both by
the emitted energy and the correlations between them. As sug
gested byl [8], the total entropy carried out by radiation is

n
S(w1, w,...,wn) = ZS(wi | w1, wo, ..., wi-1)
i=1
n i-1
= —In[[rM - wjlw). (16)
i=1 =1
with
F(n) = (T2 exp(-8ron(M - 2)
w1) = M p|—omrw1 A
M — wr —
INwzlws) = (%)2&
" on

exp (—87rw2(M —w1— %)),

>

W,
C(wnlwt, W, . . ., wn-1) = (———)*
wn + We

exp (—87ra)n(a)n + we — %)) ,

andwi + ws + ...+ wp + we = M, w¢ is black hole remnant.
Then,

S

-In ((%)2" exp(—4rn(M? - wﬁ)))
M2

47M? + aln—; — 4nw?.
Wi

17)
a
We must emphasize that the existencevgpfs essential in the
above calculation. Otherwise,df; = 0, the wholel-products

in (I8) would be zero, and the entropy would be divergent! The
origin of this divergent s that the quantum gravity corezbén-
tropy (9) is not valid for an infinitesimal black hole. In sig
theory the sign ofr depends on the number of field species ap-
aring in the low energy approximation [16]. In the case of
op quantum gravityr is a negative cd&cient, whose value
has been rigorously fixed at= —% [3Q]. Assume thatr < 0, a

black hole remnanb. = /;—;’ is suggested and argued in|[31].

This remnant can also be obtained by demanding the critical
mass given by[{9), on the condition that black hole entropy is



monotonic increasing with its mass, i.éfﬁ'elM:wc = 0. Inclas-
sical cases black hole would evaporate completely, andrthe e
X . . e . . (1]
tropy is carried out entirely by radiation. After includiggan-
tum gravity éfects, the appearance of black hole remnantis nat-[2]
ural, since generalized uncertainty principle may prewtstk
hole evaporating completely[32]. The idea of a black hofe-re (4
nant also comes from non-commutative geometry which intro- 4]
duces a minimal length via a non-trivial commutation relati  [5]
between coordinates [33,/34, 35]. But in the absence of a well
defined quantum gravity theory, an exact formula of remrant i
unavailable.

The Bekenstein-Hawking Entropy of black hole exactly sat-
urates the Bekenstein’s entropy bound [36]. According i,[3
Bekenstein’s entropy bound should also be applied to the rem g,
nant. We assume the remnant is something that has black hql]
properties and also saturates the bound. Therefore thepgntr
of remnant should have a similar form as a black hole. With*!!
logarithmic correctionS; = 4nw? + alnlérw?. Eq.[IT) can
further be expressed as

[7]

S

A
(Z + alnA) - (4rw? + alnlrw?)

Sqe - Se. (18)

We interpret this formula as conservation of entropy, which
means that total entropy of original black hole is equal &at-
dition of entropy carried out by radiation and entropy ofdila
hole remnant. In a recent paper, the idea of entropy conservg 4,
tion is also found on tunneling formulism applied to FRW cos-[14]
mology modell[38]. Our result, together with [8], impliesath
in considering Hawking radiation as a tunneling processnno
formation loss occurs, and therefore black hole evaparéia
unitary process.

(12]

[15]

[16]
[17]
(18]

5. Summary [19]

(20]

Using tunneling formulism and quantum gravity corrected[21]
entropy, the modified radiation probability is derived. 8as
on this probability, we have discussed the correlation betw
successively emitted particles. Black hole evaporatiat@ss
is considered and conservation of entropy is checked. Tlee ro
of black hole remnant is important in considering this pssge [24]
otherwise the entropy would be divergent. We conclude that[QS]
in the case of quantum gravity corrections, the informéliiss  [26]
paradox can also be explained, and unitarity of black hcdg-ev
oration process can be preserved.

[22]

(23]

[27]
(28]
[29]
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