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Probability distribution for black hole evaporation
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Non-thermal correction to the emission probability of particles from black holes can be obtained if
the backreaction or self-gravitational effects of the emitted particles on the black hole spacetime are
taken into consideration. These non-thermally emitted particles conserve the entropy of the black
hole, i.e, the entropy of the system of radiated particles after complete evaporation of the black hole
matches the initial entropy of the black hole. Using the non-thermal emission probability, we have
determined the probability for a black hole of mass M to be completely evaporated by a given number
of particles n. This is done by first evaluating the number of possible ways in which the black hole can
be evaporated by emitting n number of particles, and then the total number of ways in which the black
hole can be evaporated. The ratio of these two quantities gives us the desired probability. From the
probability distribution, we get a displacement relation between the most probable number of particles
exhausting the black hole and the temperature of the initial black hole. This relation resembles Wien's

displacement law for blackbody radiation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Unifying general relativity and quantum mechanics -
two important pillars of modern physics, has been along
sought-after goal for physicists. However, despite con-
siderable efforts, a complete theory of quantum grav-
ity remains elusive. A relatively simpler approach to
studying quantum phenomena in gravitational fields is
to treat matter fields quantum mechanically and back-
ground spacetimes classically. This is a semi-classical
approach, much like studying atomic physics in classi-
cal electromagnetic fields instead of using full quantum
electrodynamics. An important landmark in this line of
research is the discovery of Hawking radiation by S.W.
Hawking[1]. Hawking showed that quantum effects of
matter fields in the vicinity of black holes lead to the cre-
ation of particle-antiparticle pairs. The antiparticle tun-
nels through the event horizon, inside the black hole,
and the particle is emitted outside. Thus, black holes act
like hot bodies with temperature Ty = 537, emitting
radiation. The discovery of Hawking radiation not only
predicts a completely revolutionary phenomenon - i.e.,
emission of particles from black holes which were clas-
sically thought to be “regions of no return” - but it also
poses some deep questions about the nature of the inter-
play between quantum mechanics and gravity. Consider
a black hole that may have been formed due to the grav-
itational collapse of a star. The information about the
quantum states of its forming matter, which has crossed
the event horizon, is not accessible to an observer outside
the event horizon. But the information is stored safely
beyond the horizon (until it reaches the singularity at the
centre). Now with the discovery of Hawking radiation,
as the black hole emits thermal radiation it evaporates
completely, leaving behind no trace of the information
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about its forming matter. On the other hand, thermal
radiation does not carry any information as it escapes
the black hole. Thus, information seems to be lost in the
black hole evaporation process [2]. This loss of informa-
tion is in contradiction to the principle of “unitary evo-
lution” in quantum mechanics. So, Hawking radiation
presents a contflict of principles between general relativ-
ity and quantum mechanics. As a result of non-unitary
evolution, entropy is not conserved in the evaporation
process [3]. In particular, the entropy of the radiation
system obtained after complete evaporation of the black
hole appears to be more than the Bekenstein-Hawking
entropy [4] of the initial black hole (S, 44 = %S B ). Over
the past few decades, a substantial amount of work has
been done on the “Information Loss Paradox” and its pos-
sible resolution [5-20].

An important work by Parikh and Wilczek[21]
showed that the radiation spectrum from a black hole
is not strictly thermal if the self-gravitational effects of
the emitted particles on the black hole spacetime are
taken into consideration. It has been further shown that
the evaporation of black holes by the emission of non-
thermal radiation is consistent with the principle of uni-
tary evolution of quantum mechanics [22]. If the evolu-
tion is unitary, one expects to get back all the information
that was stored inside the black hole from the emitted
radiation. Indeed, Zhang et al. [23] showed that non-
thermally emitted particles share correlations between
them in the form of mutual information. These corre-
lations carry information out of the black hole, and one
can get back the entire information by collecting all of
these particles. As a result, entropy is conserved in the
evaporation process. To show the conservation of en-
tropy in the black hole evaporation process, Zhang et al.
have calculated the entropy of the system of radiation
obtained after complete evaporation of the black hole,
which matches the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of the
initial black hole. However, this resolution of the infor-
mation loss paradox is not unanimously accepted. As
pointed out in Ref.[24], although entropy is conserved
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in the non-thermal radiation process, it does not account
for the increase of entanglement entropy between the in-
side and outside of the black hole during the entire pe-
riod of evaporation, which is the main essence of the in-
formation loss paradox. Also see Ref.[25]. Very recently,
a new resolution to the paradox has been proposed in
Refs.[19, 20] which is in line with the objections raised
in Ref.[24].

However, whether or not these works resolve the para-
dox, we can still get some further useful information
regarding black hole evaporation from them. A black
hole of some given mass M may be completely evapo-
rated by the emission of an arbitrary number of particles.
The number of particles that are obtained after the com-
plete evaporation of the black hole is uncertain. Build-
ing upon the earlier works on non-thermal radiation, we
have evaluated the probability that the black hole evapo-
rates completely by emitting a given number of particles
n. To do so, first we have evaluated the number of pos-
sible ways in which the black hole can be evaporated by
emitting n particles. Then, we have evaluated the total
number of ways in which the black hole can be evapo-
rated. The ratio of these two quantities gives us the de-
sired probability. From the probability distribution, we
get a relation between the most probable number of par-
ticles exhausting the black hole and the temperature of
the initial black hole.

The outline of this article is as follows. In section II, we
briefly discuss non-thermal Hawking radiation. In par-
ticular, we discuss, following the works of Parikh [22]
and Zhang et al. [23], how non-thermal radiation is con-
sistent with the unitarity of quantum mechanics, and
how these emitted particles leak the information stored
inside the black hole and conserve entropy. In section III,
we calculate the probability for a black hole to be com-
pletely evaporated by a given number of particles that
are emitted non-thermally. From the probability distri-
bution obtained, we get a displacement relation between
the most probable number of particles exhausting the
black hole and the initial black hole temperature. Then,
we try to interpret the meaning of the entropy of the ra-
diation system, obtained after the complete evaporation
of the black hole. Finally, we summarise our results and
conclude in section IV. Throughout the paper, we use
natural units (¢ = i = kp = 1) unless otherwise men-
tioned.

II. NON-THERMAL HAWKING RADIATION

The evolution of a black hole to a thermal state, ir-
respective of its initial state, is non-unitary in nature
and does not preserve information. In the original work
[1] on Hawking radiation, Hawking considered a static
spacetime geometry for a black hole which is not per-
turbed by the loss of energy of the emitted particles.
Since the spacetime geometry is not perturbed during
the emission of a particle with energy E, the mass pa-

rameter M of the black hole spacetime remains un-
changed during the emission period of that particle. This
violates the principle of energy conservation. Parikh,
Kraus, and Wilczek [21, 26] considered the case of dy-
namic geometry to enforce energy conservation. The
dynamic nature of the geometry is due to the varying
mass parameter of the black hole spacetime. It takes
into account the backreaction of the emitted particles on
the spacetime. The calculation of the tunneling proba-
bility through the event horizon, of a particle from the
inside of a black hole to the outside or equivalently, of
an antiparticle from the outside to the inside, in this dy-
namic geometry, results in non-thermal correction terms
to Hawking’s original calculation[21]. The modified
tunneling or emission probability of a particle with en-
ergy E from a black hole of mass M, up to a constant
factor, is given by

[(E; M) ~ exp

—8rGE (M — §>

= exp [47rG ((M —E)? - Mﬂ

= exp [ASBH], (1)

where Spy = 4nGM? is the Bekenstein-Hawking en-
tropy of the black hole of mass M [4]. The first term in
the exponent corresponds to thermal emission, whereas
the second term gives the non-thermal correction. The
constant prefactor of the exponential term in Eqn.(1) can
be determined by including higher orders of % correc-
tions [27] (quantum corrections) to the tunneling calcu-
lation done by Parikh and Wilczek [21].

In Ref.[21], the emission probability is estimated by
considering modes of emitted particles that propagate
from a point that is arbitrarily close to the horizon of
the black hole. Due to infinite gravitational redshift near
the black hole horizon, the modes can have an arbitrar-
ily small wavelength (A — 0). However, there are in-
dications from many theories of quantum gravity of the
existence of an observer-independent minimum length

which is identified with the Planck length (Ip = Z—f)

Using the Planck length cut to the wavelength of the
modes (quantum gravity correction), the spectrum is re-
calculated by Arzano et al.[28]. This calculation again
gives the prefactor of Eqn.(1). However, this prefactor is
quite obviously different from Ref. [27], because two dif-
ferent mechanisms are used. Both of these calculations
also resultin a logarithmic correction term to the entropy
of the black hole [29].
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where A = 167G2?M? is the area of the event horizon of
the black hole.



A. Non-thermal radiation is consistent with the principle
of unitary evolution in quantum mechanics

In Ref.[22], it is argued that the evaporation process
of a black hole by the emission of non-thermal radiation
is unitary in nature. In quantum mechanics, the rate of
a unitary process from an initial state ¢ to final state f is
given by

' = f) = |Mfi|2 x (phase space factor), (3)

where M; is the amplitude of the process. The phase
space factor is obtained by summing over all possible fi-
nal states, which is simply the exponential of the final
entropy (Sy) of the system, and averaging over all pos-
sible initial states, which is the exponential of the initial
entropy (.S;) of the system. Therefore,

= B9, (4)

Since Eqn. (1) matches the above expression, one can say
that the evaporation process is also unitary in nature.

B. Correlation between non-thermal Hawking quanta

Considering the non-thermal emission probability
(Eqn.(1)), Zhang et al.[23 ] showed that this non-thermal
Hawking radiation can carry information out of a black
hole in the form of correlation between sequential emis-
sions of quanta. Consider the successive emission of two
particles with energies F; and E, from a black hole of
mass M. The emission probability of the first particle
with energy F is given by

E
T'(Ey; M) =exp | —8nGE; (M — 21)

(5)

Now, after the emission of the first particle, the black
hole’s mass has reduced to M — E;. The emission prob-
ability of the second particle of energy E; from the black
hole of reduced mass is given by

I'(Eq; M — Ey) = exp

E.
—87GEs (M — B - 22)

(6)
One can see that the emission probability of the second
particle depends on the energy of the first particle. This
implies the existence of statistical correlations between
the two emissions. The joint probability of the two emis-
sions is

[(Ey, E3) =T(Ey; M)T(Ey; M — Ey)

E2
= exp | 871G <ME1 — 71 + ME, — E1E,

E3
2

—87TG(E1 + EQ) (M

E1+E2>
= exp -

2
=T(Ey + Eo; M), (7)

where I'(Ey + Eo; M) is the emission probability of a sin-
gle particle with energy F +FE» from ablack hole of mass
M.

The correlation function for the two emissions is de-
fined as[23]

\(Ey, Ep) = m( I(E) + Ey; M) ) |

renrean)
where the numerator is the probability of the emission of
two particles with energy E; and E; simultaneously, or of
a single particle with total energy E; + E3, from a black
hole of mass M, and the denominator is the product of
the probabilities of emission of particles of energies F;
and FE,, each occurring independently from a black hole
of the same mass. Since each particle is emitted indepen-
dently, their emission probabilities do not depend on the
energy of the other particle. Therefore,

I'(Ey; M) = exp | —8nGE; (M - E2l> ,
Ey
I'(Eq; M) = exp | —8nGE3 (M - 2> ,
and, X(El,EQ) = 87TGE1E2. (9)

So there exists a non-zero correlation between the two
emissions. Zhang et al. argued that this implies that
radiation can carry information out of the black hole in
the form of correlations between sequential emissions.
Defining the entropy of the emitted particles as[23]

S(E) =—-InT'(E), (10)
we get,
X(E1, Eo) = InT'(Ey + Eo; M) —InT'(Ey; M)
—InT(Ey; M)]
= S(Ey) + S(E2) — S(Fy, Es)

which is simply the mutual information shared between
the two particles. So the statistical correlation between
the two emissions is shared in the form of mutual infor-
mation.



C. Entropy conservation by non-thermal radiation

Consider the following scenario: A black hole of mass
M is evaporated completely by the emission of 2 parti-
cles with energies F; and Es. Therefore, Ey + E; = M.
Now from Eqn.(10), the entropy of the first particle is

S(El) = — lnF(El, M)
= 87GE; (M - 21) : (12)

and the entropy of the second particle is

S(E2|E1) = —th(EQ,M — El)

E
= 87GE> (M — B — ;) . (13)

where S(E,|E1) is the conditional entropy of the second
particle, provided that the first particle is emitted with
energy F. Since the emission probability of the sec-
ond particle is dependent (conditional) on the first parti-
cle, the entropy of the second particle is also conditional.
Therefore, the total entropy of the system is

Srad = S(El) + S(E2|E1)
247TGM2:SBH. (14)

So, the total entropy of the emitted particles, after com-
plete evaporation of the black hole, is the same as the
initial Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of the black hole.

This holds, in general for any number of particles ex-
hausting the black hole i.e., if the black hole is evapo-
rated completely by the emission of n particles, then

Srad = S(El) +S(E2|E1) + ...+S(En|E1,E2,...

where, Fy + E; + E3 + ...+ E, = M. Note that entropy
conservation holds true independent of the individual
energies of the emitted particles, and hence the sequence
of emissions also.

Zhang et al.’s work on correlation and entropy con-
servation by non-thermal Hawking radiation has also
been supported by Ref.[30]. The correlation and con-
servation of entropy has also been studied for the case
where the quantum gravity correction is taken[31, 32].
It has been shown that for quantum-gravity-corrected
emission probability, the logarithmic corrected entropy
of the black hole is conserved only when there is a black
hole remnant. That means that the black hole cannot be
evaporated completely if the quantum gravity correction
is taken into account.

7E(n71))
= 47GM? = Spg, (15)

III. PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION

A. Probability of complete black hole evaporation by
emission of n particles

We have seen that, for non-thermal emissions, entropy
is conserved irrespective of the number of particles emit-
ted and the energies of the individual particles. How-
ever, how many particles will be emitted before the black
hole is completely evaporated is not known for certain.
That is, the black hole can be completely evaporated by
emitting a single particle, or infinitely many particles.
We wish to determine the probability (¢,,) that a black
hole of some given mass M is completely evaporated
by the emission of a given number of particles n. For
this, first we have to know in how many ways (€2,,) the
black hole evaporates completely by the emission of n
particles. We will clarify what these different ways cor-
respond to in a moment. Also, we have to know the total
number of ways (£;q;) in which the black hole evapo-
rates, where

Qtotal - Z Qn (16)
n=1

Then, we can define the probability as

Qn
Qtotal

n (17)

To determine §2,,, we consider the system of n emit-
ted particles of total energy M (mass of the initial black
hole), obtained after complete evaporation of the black
hole. If this system can be obtained in §2,, different pos-
sible ways, we may say that §2,, is the number of mi-
crostates of the system corresponding to the macrostate
defined by total energy M. Furthermore, since entropy is
conserved irrespective of the individual energies and the
number of emitted particles, the total entropy of this sys-
temis Spy for all the 2, possible microstates. Therefore,
the macrostate of this system can be defined by macro-
scopic properties like total energy, total entropy, and the
number of particles (M, Spg,n). Note that we do not
have a well-defined volume of the system.

Having defined the macrostate of the system, now
we need to define precisely what we mean by the mi-
crostates of the system - or, in other words, what the dif-
ferent possible ways of black hole evaporation by n par-
ticles correspond to. Since the total energy of the system
is a macroscopic property which is same for all the mi-
crostates, one may consider that different possible parti-
tions of the total energy among the individual particles
form the microstates of the system. This is typical for mi-
crocanonical systems. But the system that we have con-
sidered here is different, in the sense that (i) the volume
of the system does not define the macrostate, and (ii) the
entropy of the system defines the macrostate of the sys-
tem. Furthermore, one can show that the conservation



of entropy naturally leads to the conservation of energy
in the evaporation process. That is,

Xn:SiZSBﬂiiEiZM, (18)
=1 1=1

where, S; and E; are the entropy and energy of the ith
emitted particle, respectively. Here, by conservation of
energy we mean that the sum of the individual ener-
gies of the emitted particles equals the mass of the ini-
tial black hole. However, the reverse cannot be shown.
So, conservation of entropy is more fundamental for our
system, and we are essentially left with only two inde-
pendent macroscopic properties (Sp g, n) that define the
macrostate of the system. For this reason, we define the
microstates of the system to be the different possible par-
titions of the total entropy Spm among the individual
particles. That is, every possible set of individual en-
tropies,

Siai:1,27---anZSiZSBH 5 (19)
i=1

forms the microstates of the system.

Now, we need to evaluate the number of possible par-
titions of the total entropy Spx to get ,,. This can be
done as follows. Consider the entropy space formed by
entropy of the individual particles. Then, the equation

> S =Spn. (20)
i=1

defines an (n — 1)-dimensional hyperplane in the n-
dimensional entropy space. Moreover, since the entropy
of any emitted particle is always positive (see Eqn.(10)),
the microstates that we define, lie on the region of this
hyperplane which is bounded by the hyperplanes S; =
0,Vi =1,2,...,n. The entropy space and the microstate
hyperplane for three-particle evaporation of the black
hole are shown in Fig.(1). Now, the number of mi-
crostates can be given by

Number of microstates(£2,,)

_ Surface area of the microstate hyperplane

~ Area of a unit cell on the microstate hyperplane
S n—1

A, (21)

where the unit cell effectively contains a single mi-
crostate.

The surface area of the (n— 1)-dimensional microstate
hyperplane defined by Eqn.(20) is given by (See Ap-
pendix A)

n—1
SBH

Sp-1= \/ﬁm7

(22)

ASl

FIG. 1. Three-dimensional entropy space for three-particle
evaporation of the black hole. The individual entropies of the
emitted particles form the axes in the space. The shaded region
is the microstate hyperplane.

and the area of the unit cell on the microstate hyperplane
is (See Appendix A)

An_1 = +/n. (23)
Therefore,
A S:
- Se Sen < A
S: ’

FIG. 2. Unit cell on the microstate hyperplane is shown by the
blue shaded region. It projects a unit square (two-dimensional
cube) on the space spanned by S» and S3 (red shaded region).
The area of the unit cell is A2 = /3.



S (24)

This gives us the number of different possible ways in
which the black hole can be evaporated by the emission
of n particles. Now, the total number of ways in which
the black hole can evaporate is

Qtotal =
n=1
B i (4rGM?)n—1
B — (n-1)
= 1M, (25)

Therefore, the probability that the black hole is com-
pletely evaporated by the emission of n particles is given

by

i Qtotal
_ (47EGM21))7_1 8_47TG1\/12. (26)
n — .

It is easy to verify that the probabilities add up to unity,

iq _ —AnGM? i (4rGM?)nt
" (n—1)!

ArGM?

n=1 n=1

2
— 6747TGM X e

~1. (27)

That is, the probabilities, ¢,, are normalised.

B. Displacement relation

If we plot the probabilities g, as a function of the num-
bers of emitted particles n from Eqn.(26), we get the
probability distribution for the black hole to be evap-
orated completely by the emission of different possi-
ble numbers of particles. The probability distribution is
parametrised by the entropy of the black hole (Sgg).

From Fig.(3) we see that for a black hole of given
mass, there exists a certain number of particles, 1,4z,
for which the probability distribution peaks. That is, the
black hole is most likely to evaporate completely by the
emission of n,,,, particles. We further see that, as the
mass, and hence the entropy of the black hole increases,
the peak of the distribution decreases and shifts towards
higher values of n,,q,. For a black hole of given mass,
Nmaz has the nearest integer value between Spy and
Spu + 1 (See Appendix B),

SBH S Nmax S SBH + 1a (28)

i'e/ Nmaz ~ SBH
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FIG. 3. Probability distribution for black holes of different
masses to be evaporated by the emission of different possible
numbers of particles.

= AnGM?
1

= 29

167GTZ,,’ (29)
where, Tpy is the Hawking temperature of the initial
black hole. In other words,

1
nmaITé H= {6-0 = constant. (30)

Eqn.(30) relates the most probable number of emit-
ted particles with the temperature of the initial black
hole. This relation resembles Wien’s displacement law
for blackbody radiation. According to Wien's displace-
ment law, the wavelength of blackbody radiation for
which the spectral energy density is maximum, A4z, is
inversely proportional to the temperature of the black-
body,

AmazT = 2.898 x 1073 mK (not in natural units)
= constant. (31)

C. Entropy of the system

We have seen how the conservation of entropy by the
non-thermal emission of particles from black holes plays
an important role in determining the possible number of
ways in which a black hole can evaporate completely by
emitting a given number of particles. Before concluding,
let us delve a little more into the entropy of the radiation
system, or the system of emitted particles after complete
evaporation of the black hole. In information theory, the
entropy of a system is considered as a “measure of un-
certainty” of the system. If a system can exist in multi-
ple possible states, then there is an uncertainty about the
state in which the system is. For each possible state there
is a probability which measures the likeliness of the sys-
tem to exist in that state. Given a probability distribution
for the system, we can quantify the uncertainty in terms



of Shannon entropy as
S==> pilnp, (32)

where p; is the probability of the i*" state of the system,
and the sum is over all possible states.

In our case, the system of particles obtained after the
complete evaporation of the black hole has twofold un-
certainties - (i) how many particles have been emitted is
not predetermined, and (ii) if it is given that the number
of emitted particles is known, the particular microstate
in which the black hole evaporated is not known. Both
of these uncertainties are there in the total entropy of the
radiation system. This is illustrated below.

The probability that the black hole will emit n particles
before complete evaporation is given by Eqn.(26). So,
the first uncertainty is represented by a form of entropy
denoted by S(number) as

S(number) = — Z qnlng,
n=1

= In Qiotar — InQ2,
ngl Qtotal total n;l Qtotal
In Qtotal > 1 =
— Q, — —— Q,1InQ,
Qtotal z_:l Qtotul nel
> Q,InQ
— 10 Doy — 2ine1 S InQy (33)

2zt

Now, consider that the black hole is evaporated by
emission of n particles. The first particle is emitted with
energy E1, second particle with energy Es, and the n'"
particle with energy E,. The joint probability for this
sequence of emission is

P =T(E;; M) x T(Ey; M — Ey) x ...

n—1
xT | E;M =Y Ej
j=1
=exp (—47TGM2) . (34)

It is readily seen that this probability holds true for any
value of n, and for any partition of the total energy M
among the emitted particles. That is to say, all Q¢oa
ways of black hole evaporation occur with this same
probability. Since all 2;,+4; possibilities occur with equal
probability, it easily follows that

1 — e—47rGM2, (35)

P =
Qtotal

reconfirming Eqn.(25). Again, the probability of occur-
rence of one of the Q4 possibilities of black hole evap-

oration can also be written as

P =Probability that the black hole has emitted
n particles x Probability of occurrence of
one among {1, microstates

=qn X Py(microstate|number), (36)

where P, (microstate|lnumber),a = 1,2,...,8,, is the
conditional probability of the occurrence of the a'" mi-
crostate among the ,, possible microstates provided
that the black hole has been evaporated by the emission
of n particles [33]. Therefore,

1 Q,
Qtotal Qiiotial

X P, (microstate|number),

1
P, (microstate|number) = o (37)

The second uncertainty about the specific microstate,
given the knowledge of the number of particles emitted,
is represented by another form of entropy denoted by
S(microstate|number). For the emission of n particles,
this entropy is expressed as

Sp(microstate|number)
Qpn
=- ZPa (microstate|number)
a=1

x In P, (microstate|number)
Q
~ 1
= ZQ—n InQ2,
a=1
=1nQ,, (38)
Finally, the total uncertainty about the particular way
among the (4, possibilities in which the black hole
has evaporated encompasses both of the uncertainties

that we discussed earlier. This total uncertainty is rep-
resented by the total entropy of the system as

Sztotal
1 1
Srad = — In
¢ =1 Qtotal Qtotal
=1nQyora = ArGM?
= Spy. (39)

So,

>ore 1 2 Sp(microstatelnumber)
>z ’

Spr = S(number) + Squq(microstate|number),
= Prad, (40)

S(number) = Spg —

where S, (microstatelnumber) is the conditional en-
tropy S(microstate|number) averaged over all possible
numbers of emitted particles. So, we see that the total
entropy of the system (S,,q = Spm) contains two parts:



(i) Entropy due to uncertainty in the number of particles
emitted (S(number)),

(ii) Average entropy due to uncertainty in the mi-
crostates of a given number of emitted particles
(Sqvg(microstate|number)).

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have revisited the process of non-thermal radia-
tion from black holes. The non-thermal correction to
Hawking’s original calculations of black hole radiation
comes from taking into account the backreaction of the
emitted particles on the black hole spacetime. Entropy is
conserved during the evaporation process of black holes
due to non-thermal radiation, irrespective of the num-
ber of particles emitted. In this work we have tried to
answer the following question: What is the probabil-
ity that a black hole of some given mass emits a cer-
tain number of particles before being completely evap-
orated? Conservation of entropy during the evapora-
tion process plays a crucial role in determining the prob-
ability. We have found that a black hole of mass M
evaporates completely by emitting n particles in 2, =

UnGMOT g iff ibl These diff
—(m—myr  different possible ways. These difterent pos-

sible ways correspond to different possible partitionings
of the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of the initial black
hole among the emitted particles. If we let the number
of emitted particles be arbitrary, then there are in total
Qioral = e 4nGM* ways in which the black hole can evap-
orate completely. From these, we find the probability of
the emission of n particles before complete black hole

. 4 GM2 n—1 2
evaporation to be ¢, = %e‘”GM )

From the probability distribution obtained for differ-
ent numbers of emitted particles, we find that for black

holes of mass M, there is a most probable number of emit-
ted particles, npa; = 4rGM?. That is, the black hole
is most likely to evaporate completely by emitting 1,4,
particles. This implies that, for more massive black
holes, larger number of particles is expected to be emit-
ted before their complete evaporation. We have ex-
pressed this conclusion in the form of a displacement
relation between the most probable number of particles
emitted and the temperature of the initial black hole,

== = constant. This displacement rela-

nmawTéH = 167G
tion resembles Wien’s displacement law for blackbody

radiations.

Finally, we have examined the entropy of the system
of radiated particles obtained after complete evaporation
of a black hole, from a different perspective. As men-
tioned earlier, this entropy matches the entropy of the
initial black hole. When the entropy is interpreted as a
measure of uncertainty (or, equivalently hidden infor-
mation), then we see that the total entropy of the sys-
tem contains two parts. One part contains the informa-
tion about the number of the particles in the system (the
number of particles emitted before the complete evap-
oration of the black hole). The other part contains the
information about the particular way in which the black
hole has emitted the given number of particles. This in-
terpretation may give a new meaning to the black hole
entropy.
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Appendix A: Surface area of the microstate hyperplane &
Area of a unit cell in the microstate hyperplane

Surface area of the microstate hyperplane: In this section
we will calculate the surface area of an (n — 1) dimen-
sional hyperplane given by the equation

n
E T; = O,
i=1

in the positive sector of the coordinates (z; > 0,Vi =
But first lets calculate the volume of the region

bounded by this plane and the planes z; = 0,Vi =

1,2,..,n. The n dimensional volume is given by,

(A1)
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Now, we turn back to calculate the surface area of the
hyperplane represented by the eqn. Al. In general, the
surface area of any (n — 1) dimensional surface embed-
ded in n dimensions, represented by eqn.

(A6)

l'nfl)

Tpn = ¢($17£L'2, eeey

can be written as,

Sn—l = /
D

where, D is the projection of the hyperplane on the space
spanned by (z1, z2, ...

(A7)

,1[,'71,1).

For our case, the equation of the hyperplane can be
written as

n—1
=¢=C-> (A8)
i=1
So,
;Z:—LW:LZMm—L
Therefore,
n—1
nl—/¢1jmz (A9)
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Here, the projected region D on the space spanned by
(z1,x2,...,zn—1) is bounded by (n —2) dimensional sur-
faces represented by eqns. z; = 0,Vi = 1,2,..,n — 1
(since we are only concerned about the positive sec-
tor of the space) and C — 7', = 0. So the term

Jp Il dycz is nothing but the Volume of the (n — 1)
dlmenswnal space bounded by the said (n — 2) dimen-
sional surfaces. Now, the surface area can be written as,

C—x; C-rlay ’ﬂ 1
Spo1= \f/ / / dxi
r1=0 Jxzo Tp—1=0

=1

= \/ﬁvnfl
:V%é?1y' (A10)

This gives the surface area of the hyperplane. The area
of the microstate plane, whose equation is given by
> S; = Spm can be calculated using this formula in
a straight forward way.

Area of the unit cell: The area of a unit cell in the mi-
crostate hyperplane can be calculated using eqn. A9,
where the region D is the projection of the unit cell on the
(n — 1) dimensional space spanned by (51, Sa, .., Sp—1).
The projected region D forms a (n — 1) dimensional unit
cube, then the area of the unit cell in the microstate hy-
perplane is given by

An—l = \/ﬁ

The unit cell in the microstate hyperplane and the pro-
jected region D are shown in fig. 2 for the case when the
black hole is evaporated by 3 particles.

(A11)

Appendix B: Value of the most probable number of emitted
particles (nmae) from the distribution fuction

In this section we will evaluate the most probable
number of emitted particles (7,45 ) analytically from the
probabaility distribution function. We have the proba-
bility distribution function as

StH
(n—1)

Gn = e~ SBH (B1)

For the most probable number of emitted particles,

4n,,.. = Maximum.

Now, ¢, is a function of discrete variable. To obtain the
maxima for this function, the following 2 conditions has
to be satisfied simultaneously.

Qrmast1) — Unmas) < 0,

Unae) — 4 1 > 0. (B2)

(Nmaz—



Therefore,
Nmax Nomaz—1
—SpH S](B’H : _ S](BH :
e <0
(nmaw)! (nmaw - 1)'
S(Bnlilnaw) B nmaIS(Bnﬁzam_l) < O
(nmaz)! (nmax)! a
SBH S Nmazx
and,

max 1
—SBH [ S(BnH )
|

( mam_2)
_ Suii >0
Nmaz — 1)! -

(nmaz - 2)'
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Nmae—1 Nmaz—2
S](BH : _ (Mmaz — 1)S(BH : >0
(Nmaz — 1)! (Nmaz — 1)! -

SBH +1 Z Nmaz- (B4)

So for the given probability distribution, 7., has the
integer value in the range

SBH S Nmaz S SBH + 1. (BS)
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