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Second law of black hole thermodynamics
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If simple entropy in the Bekenstein-Hawking area law for a Schwarzschild black hole is replaced
with ‘negative’ quantum conditional entropy—which quantifies quantum entanglement—of positive-
energy particles of the black hole relative to its outside, a paradox with the original pair-creation
picture of Hawking radiation, the first law for black hole mechanics and quantum mechanics is
resolved. However, there was no way to judge experimentally which area law is indeed adopted
by black holes. Here, with the no-hair conjecture, we derive the perfect picture of a second law of
black hole thermodynamics for any black hole from the modified area law, rather than Bekenstein’s
generalized one from the original area law. The second law is testable with an event horizon
telescope, in contrast to Bekenstein’s. If this is confirmed, the modified area law could be exalted
to the first example of fundamental equations in physics which cannot be described without the

concept of quantum information.

A black hole is one of most beautiful but mysterious ob-
jects in our universe. Although its carrier started merely
as a purely theoretical object in solutions of the Einstein
equation in general relativity, nowadays, it is a target
of observational astrophysics ﬂ—ﬁ] Apparently, its typi-
cal picture that black holes absorb only and nothing can
escape from them looked highly irreversible, compared
with normal stars. However, this is merely a view for
black holes in the regime of classical general relativity
and not the case for the quantum world. In particu-
lar, remarkably, Hawking has developed a semi-classical
picture , ] where thermal radiation occurs from a
Schwarzschild black hole—although it is regarded as ‘use-
less’ classically because we cannot distil energy from it,
in contrast to Kerr or charged black holes m, |ﬂ] As a
result, Hawking famously described it as ‘a “black hole”
is not completely black’ |12]. However, this Hawking ra-
diation gave us more serious puzzles about the consis-
tency between such black hole mechanics and quantum
mechanics.

A puzzle appears IE, @] when we combine the Hawk-
ing radiation with the first law of black hole mechanics
], the Bekenstein-Hawking equation , , , , ]
and quantum mechanics. The first law of black hole me-
chanics is associated with the energy conservation law:
for a stationary black hole B, in Planck unit, we have

dMp = ';_idAB + QpdJp + ¢pdQB, (1)

where Mp is the mass, Ap is the area of the event hori-
zon, kp is the surface gravity, Jp is the angular mo-
mentum, g is the angular velocity, Qg is the charge
and ¢p is the electrostatic potential of the black hole.
Here QpdJg + ¢pd@p in the first law corresponds to
the change of black hole energy as work, and thus, in

general,
§Qp :=dMp — QpdJs — ¢pdQp (2)

is deemed to be the change of heat. On the other hand,
the Bekenstein-Hawking equation is an area law for the
black hole:
122~ as(m), Q)
where S(B) is the entropy of the black hole B. However,
those laws (@) and (@) are inconsistent [13, [14] with the
pair-creation picture of Hawking radiation, in a quan-
tum mechanical point of view. More precisely, Hawk-
ing’s finding is that an observer at the future infinity re-
ceives thermal radiation H with Hawking temperature
kp/(2m) from a Schwarzschild black hole (with Qp = 0
and ¢ = 0), whose purification partner H~ is regarded
as having negative energy and tunnelling into the black
hole B. The fact that the observer receives the posi-
tive energy of the radiation H™ means dMp < 0 from
the energy-conservation law, implying dAp < 0 accord-
ing to the first law (@) with Q5 = 0 and ¢5 = 0. On
the other hand, quantum mechanics tells us that the pu-
rification partner H~ has the same positive entropy as
the thermal radiation [S(H~) = S(H') > 0 with any
unitary-invariant entropic measure S (e.g., the von Neu-
mann entropy) because HtH ™~ is in a pure state|]. Thus,
the fact that the black hole receives this purification part-
ner H~ with positive entropy means dS(B) > 0, implying
dAp > 0 according to the Bekenstein-Hawking equation
@). Hence, Hawking’s original picture for Hawking radi-
ation leads to a paradox about the direction of the change
of the area Apg.
Recently, it has been argued [@] that this paradox
is resolved if we assume that a black hole stores quan-


http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.02897v4

tum entanglement, rather than simple entropy, i.e., if the
Bekenstein-Hawking equation (@) is modified as

d/}% =dI(B)B") := —dS(B|B") =dS(B") —dS(B")
(4)
for a stationary Schwarzschild black hole B, where
I(X)Y) is called the coherent information [L&120] from
X to Y and S(X]Y) is the conditional entropy defined
by S(X|Y) := S(XY) — S(Y) with the von Neumann
entropy S(X) := S(px) := —Tr[px Inpx]| for a system
X in a state px. The coherent information is positive
only in the quantum world, and is indeed associated with
one-way distillable entanglement in quantum informa-
tion theory. In the modified area law (@), if it applies
to a Schwarzschild black hole lﬂ], we assume the fol-
lowings: (i) the black hole B is composed not only of
normal positive-energy particles Bt (like particles hav-
ing fallen down into the black hole from spatial infinity),
but also of negative-energy particles B~ generated in its
inside by the Hawking process (like the Hawking parti-
cles H~ whose appearance decreases the area Ap), i.e.
B = BTB~ (that is, Hp = Hp+ @ Hp-, where Hx is
the Hilbert space for a system X); (ii) the whole system
BB = B*B™ B, by including a system B in the outside
of the black hole B, can always be in a pure state; (iii)
the free evolution of the black hole B is described by
a unitary operator in the form U B+ ® VBf. Notice that
Eq. (@) is equivalent to the Bekenstein-Hawking equation
for any process with dS(B~) = 0, which reproduces
| all known results shown with the original equation
@). But, Eq. @) not only solves the paradox above in
contrast to Eq. (), but also is free M] from other para-
doxes, such as the information loss paradox lﬂ] and the
firewall paradox [22].

In this paper, we revisit thermodynamics of black
holes, from the view of quantum information. In particu-
lar, we first show that the modified area law (@) holds not
only for stationary Schwarzschild black holes but also for
any stationary black hole following the first law (), by
reinterpreting BT as a positive-heat part of the black hole
and B~ as its negative-heat part. Then, with this gener-
alized area law (@), the no-hair conjecture and Patovi’s
model for a thermal bath m, @], we derive a second law
of arbitrary thermodynamic process o/ which converts a
black hole B from a stationary state B; into a stationary
state By by interacting with a thermal bath R:

—/ , BR5QR§@—ﬂ7 (5)
B1—~$B, 4 4

where ﬁgl and dQp represent the ‘redshifted’ tempera-
ture and the received heat of the thermal bath R, which
is related with hole’s received heat Qp as 6Qr = —09 5.
Note that the area of the black hole in this second law
is analogous to the entropy of a normal thermodynamic
system in the second law of thermodynamics. Also notice

that all the quantities in the second law (&) are all ob-
servables. Therefore, the law is testable, for instance, by
using an event horizon telescope mﬁ, ], in contrast to
Bekenstein’s generalized second law [lﬂ] associated with
Eq. @) (although the modified area law () also follows
Bekenstein’s generalized second law [14]):

d’}% +dS(B) >0, (6)
where the entropy S(B) of the outside B—which is not
a direct macroscopic observable along a process beyond
a quasi-static one—is included.

Entropy conservation and trajectory—Let us start by
explaining how to evaluate the right-hand side of Eq. (4)
for a black hole B = Bt B~ composed of the positive-
heat part B* and the negative-heat part B~. This
can be done by using the following rule from the en-
tropy conservation law in quantum mechanics: if a sta-
tionary black hole B = BTB~ stores an infalling (or
tunnelling [9]) object C—whose purification partner be-
longs to the outside B—having positive (negative) ‘heat’
QC = EC_QBZC_QZ)BQC > 0 (QC < 0) with energy—at—
infinity F¢o M], axial component [o of angular momen-
tum and charge Qc—evaluated at event of crossing, then
the entropy changes AS(B¥) := S(B'*) — S(B¥) of the
positive-heat and negative-heat parts of the black hole
are AS(BT) = S(C)and AS(B™) =0 (AS(B™) = S(C)
and AS(B™) = 0), where S(C) is the von Neumann en-
tropy of the system C at that event, and B’ = Bt B’ is
the black hole after capturing the object C' in its positive-
heat (negative-heat) part at the vicinity of the horizon
and then evolving unitarily in each part according to a
unitary operator UB/+ ®VB/7, ie., Hp+ = Hp+®@Hc and
HBlf = IHBf (HBF = ’HB, ®HC and IHB“r = IHB*)-
Here, for each case, AS(BT) = S(C) and AS(BT) =0
follow from S(B'*) = S(B*C) = S(B*) + S(C) and
S(B'T) = S(BT), where we have used the invariance of
the von Neumann entropy under any unitary operation
(ie., S(B'F) = S(B*C) and S(B'F) = S(BT) under
the unitary Up+ @ V) and I(B* : C) = 0 from the
condition for the purification partner of system C.

In the rule, it is assumed that object C' is very small,
that is, its size and mass are much smaller than those
of the hole and it has sufficiently small charge, so that
its gravitational/electromagnetic radiation is negligible.
Thus, it moves very nearly along a test-particle trajec-
tory, which approaches the horizon with future-pointing
4-momentum when Q¢ > 0 while with past-pointing 4-
momentum when Q¢ < 0 (e.g., see Sec. 33.7 of Ref. [11]).
Thus, the negative-heat object C' in the rule can be com-
posed only of the purification partner H~ of the radiation
HT, generated in the inside of the hole B by Hawking
radiation as a quantum effect, because there is no test
particle in the outside B whose orbit can cross the hori-
zon with negative heat Q¢ < 0. Energy-at-infinity E¢,
angular momentum /¢, charge Q¢ and von Neumann en-



tropy S(C) in the above rule should be determined once
we are given a density operator pc which is the quantum
description of the internal state of system C' at event
of crossing. This is similar treatment made in Ref. [@]
Therefore, in this framework, the rule for entropy is anal-
ogous to the energy conservation law in general relativity
(e.g., see Sec. 33.7 of Ref. [11]).

Quasi-static process—To derive our second law (5),
we first show that the modified area law (@) holds not
only for Schwarzschild black holes but also for arbitrary
black holes with Hawking radiation, by generalizing the
formulation in Ref. lﬂ] This enables us to introduce the
concept of a quasi-static process for any stationary black
hole and to conclude the coherent information as a state
of quantity from the no-hair conjecture.

Let us consider a stationary black hole B, which emits
a Hawking pair HTH~ in state

)+ - = explre (@b’ — arb_)]|vac)
1 "
:W Ztanh ’I”w/|TL>H+|TL>H—, (7)
“ n=0

where a; and I;_k are annihilation operators associated
with the positive-heat particles H ' and the negative-heat
particles H™ respectively, the parameter r,, is related
m] to a mode with frequency w, angular momentum m
about the axis of rotation of the black hole, and charge e
viaw' := w—mQp —edp and exp(—7w’/Kkp) = tanhr,,,
and the effective mode frequency w’ will follow some dis-
persion relation w’ = w'(£k). The free Hamiltonian
of particles H* is 4w+ @], where fg+ = dzdk
and ng- = l;ikl;_k. In the pair creation picture, the
negative-heat particles H~ appear in a mode falling into
the black hole (i.e. on a worldline crossing the event
horizon), while the positive-heat particles HT appear in
a mode propagating from the vicinity of the event hori-
zon to a static observer at infinity. The reduced state
of the positive-heat particles HT is the Gibbs state with
temperature 3" = rp/(27),

X+ =Trg- ) (X|g+ 5]
1 oo
= tanh®™ r/ [n) (n
cosh? T 7;) wr [l
efﬁleﬁHJr

" Zh, )

Since this satisfies —In g+ = Buw'igs + InZg, 1+

_2mw’
for the partition function Zg,, := (1 —¢” =5 )71 = (1 -
e~ Pre'y=1 we have

S(HT) = Bpw'ng+ +1nZg,,, 9)

where

1

- (10)

ng+ = Tr[igs Xp+] =

Hence, the positive-heat particles satisfy

1 dS(HT 1
_g — ﬂHW/+w/nH+
" dng+ w'

dfu
d?’LH+

1 025, B
= 11
ZﬁH 8[3H dnH*) Pa ( )

w

for given w’. Therefore, the emission of positive-heat par-
ticles HT from the event horizon is pure thermal radia-
tion at the Hawking temperature 85" = kp/(27). Note
that Eq. (II) implies that w'dng+ is the received heat
Qg+ of positive-heat particles H* in any quasi-static
process (i.e., w'dny+ = §Qp+), because HT is initially
in a thermal equilibrium state and B;'dS(H*) = 6Qp+
holds for the process.

Now, we consider a process where the black hole emits
the Hawking radiation H™T to infinity, while, from the
outside, it absorbs an infalling thermal bosonic system
C with the same effective mode frequency w’, positive
heat Q¢ (> 0) and entropy S(C'). Here the system C' is
initially decoupled with the black hole B before this ab-
sorption. In this process, the black hole B loses heat Qg+
of positive-heat particles H™ but receives entropy S(H ™)
of negative-heat particles H~ through the Hawking ra-
diation, while it receives positive heat Q¢ and entropy
S(C) by absorbing such normal (positive-heat) particles
C. Therefore, in this process, the heat change AQpg of
the black hole B and the change AI(B)B*) of coherent
information are given by

AQp =0Qc — Qy+, (12)
AI(B)B™) = S(C) — S(H-) = S(C) — S(H*), (13)

where we have used conservation laws for energy, charge,
and axial component of angular momentum (see Sec. 33.7
of Ref. [L1]) in Eq. (@), and we have used S(H™) =
S(HT) for the pure state |x)g+py- in Eq. (I3).

Suppose that the system C' is in a thermal state x¢
as in Eq. (8), with the Hawking temperature B;Il =
kp/(2m). Then, we have

wne =wnge, (14)

meaning Q¢ = Qg+ from Eq. (I0) and S(H™) = S(C)
from Eq. ([@). Hence, in this case, the above process pro-
vides AQp = 0 and AI(B)B™) = 0 from Eqgs. (I2) and
(@), which conclude AAp = 0, either from the first law
(1) for stationary black holes or from the modified area
law (4). Therefore, as long as this equilibrium process is
repeated, say if a black hole interacts with thermal sys-
tems with the Hawking temperature B;Il, the black hole
can be exactly in a stationary state. This is in contrast
to the case for the Bekenstein-Hawking equation (3) (see
Ref. [14]).

Let us move on to a case where the above equilib-
rium process is repeated, but at some point, it devi-
ates slightly from its equilibrium version, accompanied



by small changes on the system C' and the Hawking ra-
diation H1 such that Q¢ : w'ng — w'ne + w' Ane and
Qu+ : wnyg+ = wng+ +wAng+. For this perturba-
tion, from Eq. (Id)), Eq. (I2) becomes

AQp =w'ng + W Anc — (Wng+ +w' Ang+)
=w'Anc — W' Ang+, (15)
while Eq. (I3) becomes
AI(B)B") =Bpw'nc +1n Zg,, + AS(C)
— (Buw'ng+ +1nZg, + AS(H™))
—AS(C) — AS(HY), (16)

using Eq. [@). However, as long as the perturbation is
small enough to be regarded as a quasi-static process for
system C and Hawking radiation H T, the difference AX
on a quantity X can be regarded as its derivative d X and
Eq. () should hold. Hence, we have

AI(B)B*) =dS(C) — dS(H™)
:ﬂH(wldnc — w'dnH+) = fBpdQp. (17)

from Eqgs. (I3 and ([I8). Combined with the first law (1)
for stationary black holes, this concludes Eq. ().

If the above perturbation is used as a quasi-static pro-
cess to change the black hole with keeping it in stationary
states, we can integrate Eq. (@), leading to I(B)B*) =
Ap/4+c with a constant ¢. Since Ap is a quantity of the
state of a black hole according to the no-hair conjecture,
this equation shows that I(B)B1) is also a quantity of
the state. This will be used later.

Arbitrary thermodynamic process.—We introduce a
thermodynamic process, perhaps beyond a quasi-static
process, where a black hole B interacts with a thermal
bath R. In particular, we consider a process where (1) a
thermal bath R falls towards a black hole B from outside
B with redshifted temperature ﬁgl, energy-at-infinity
ER, charge Qi and the axial component [p of the an-
gular momentum on black hole’s rotation axis, (2) then
interacts with the black hole B near the horizon, and (3)
finally comes back to spatial infinity. We assume that
the interaction near the horizon between the bath R and
the hole B is described by the following two elementary
processes: (a) unitary interaction between positive-heat
particles BT of the black hole B and the thermal bath
R, and (b) Hawking radiation, which is a unitary inter-
action between the negative-heat part B~ of the black
hole B and a system with an extremely low temperature
(like the vacuum) in the bath R.

First, we introduce a thermal bath R, which is essen-
tially the same as Partovi’s model , ] The thermal
bath R is assumed to be composed of a huge number of
very small particles ; in a Gibbs state &,,, with redshifted
temperature Bfil, that is, R = @), r;. The Gibbs state
ox for system X near the horizon is

1 .
Ao —Bx9x (18)
€ )
Zgy

4

where QX = Hy — QBiX - QSBQX is the observable of
heat Qx, Hy is the Hamiltonian associated with energy-
at-infinity Fx, [ is the observable of angular momentum
lx, and Q x is the observable of charge Qx. For any
conversion of a system X from a Gibbs state dx to an
arbitrary state px-, we have

—AS(X) + BxAQx =Tr[px In pxs + Bxpxr Qx| +In Zp,
=Tr[px:(In px + Bx Ox +In Zs, )]

:TI‘[[)X/ (ln ﬁX’ —In 6x)]
=D(px-||ox) =0, (19)

where AQx := Qx — Qx by denoting the expectation
value of an observable Y as Y, and D(px||6x) is the
relative entropy and is non-negative.

Let us consider the elementary process (a). In this pro-
cess, the positive-heat part B interacts with a system r;,
which is described by a unitary interaction U Btri—s B/t -
Thus we have '

AZS(B+) + AlS(T‘Z) :I(BI+ : 7‘;) — I(B+ : ’f‘i)
=I(B"t:r}) >0, (20)

where we assumed that the particle r; is initially decou-
pled with BT, that is, I[(BT : r;) = 0, and A; = A
although A; has index i to describe that this change is
brought by interaction with particle r;. Then, since r;
is initially in a Gibbs state which follows Eq. ([[9), from

Egs. (I9) and 20), we have
AlS(B—i_) + BriAiQ” > 0. (21)

Since A;S(B~) = 0 during this process, this concludes
ANI(BYBY) > =3, A:,Q,,. (22)

Next, let us consider the Hawking radiation (b). This
process originally occurs between the black hole B and
a system r; in the vacuum state at the outside, by giv-
ing them a Hawking pair in a pure entangled state with
S(H*) = S(H™). Thus, even if we consider Hawking ra-
diation in a more practical scenario where the system r;
in the thermal bath R has an extremely low but nonzero
temperature 3,1,

AjS(B™) = A;jS(rj) (23)

would be a good approximation. Then, from Egs. (I9)
and (23), we have

—A;S(B7) + B,,4;0Q,, > 0. (24)

Indeed, a model for the practical Hawking radiation
shows that this inequality itself holds when (. Lis low
enough with 85" > ﬁr’jl, although A;S(B™) > A;S(rj)
holds (see Appendix). Also, the inequality ([24) im-
plies that B~ has a negative heat spectrum. In par-
ticular, since A;Qp + A;Q,, = 0 holds from conserva-
tion laws for energy, charges, and axial component of



angular momentum (e.g., see Sec. 33.7 of Ref. [11]) and
A;jQp = AjQp+ + A;jQp- = A;Qp- holds for this
process, the inequality (24) means that A;S(B~) > 0
implies A;Qp- < 0. Since A;S(B*) = 0 during this
process, Eq. ([24]) concludes

AI(BYBY) > =B, A; Q. (25)

From Egs. [22) and (28), for either elementary ther-
modynamic process (a) or (b), we conclude

AJI(B)BT) > —5,,A:Q;, (26)

for any interaction with a thermal system r;. If we as-
sume that each system r; is so small that each A; is
regarded as derivative, we can rephrase this inequality as

dI(B)BT) > —BriQk. (27)

Note that a heat conservation law, 0Or = —dQpg, holds
from conservation laws for energy, charge, and axial
component of angular momentum (e.g., see Sec. 33.7 of
Ref. [L1]).

Cycle.—Let us consider a cyclic process where the
black hole B starts from a stationary state By and comes
back to the initial state. Then, we have

fd](B)B*) =0, (28)

because the coherent information I(B)B*) is a quantity
of the state, stemming from the no-hair conjecture. Let
us divide this cycle into two path. The first path is any
thermodynamic process o, perhaps beyond a quasi-static
process, where the black hole starts from the initial sta-
tionary black hole B; to another stationary black hole
By. The second path is a quasi-static process a which
starts from the stationary black hole By and comes back
to the initial stationary black hole By. In this path, the
black hole satisfies Eq. ). Combined with Eqs. [27)) and
([28), this concludes the second law (5) through

[ . swions [, anmBY
Bl—>BQ Bl—>BZ

:]de(B>B+) - /Bziml AI(B)B)

:/ dI(B)B™)

B1—Bs
1

! / dAp. (29)
4 ), 2B,

Discussion.—Like the second law of normal thermo-
dynamics, our law has many implications. For instance,
if 0Qp = —0Qpr > 0 holds—which is valid for any clas-
sical test-particle orbits crossing the horizon from the
outside B (e.g., see Sec. 33.8 of Ref. [11]), the second law
@ is reduced to Hawking’s area theorem dAp > 0—
which is derived in the regime of general relativity M]

Another important implication appears if we consider
a stationary black hole B which receives infinitesimally
small heat —dQpg, with keeping its stationarity, i.e.,
§Qp = 47'B8;'dAp from the first law (). Then, the sec-
ond law (Bl and heat conservation law 0Qp = —JQpg im-
ply dAp > —48r6QRr = 48r6Qp = BrBy dAp. There-
fore, the black hole B becomes bigger (dAp > 0) when
the temperature [3;{1 of the black hole is less than Bgl
(By" < Bgr'), and it becomes smaller (dAg < 0) when its
temperature Blgl is higher than ﬂgl (Blgl > ﬂgl). Many
other implications would appear; however, the most im-
portant point of this paper is that the second law ()
is derived from the equation () but cannot from the
original one (@), and its validity is testable with cur-
rent technology of observational astrophysics @ﬂ] This
test is needed to answer fundamental questions whether a
black hole stores quantum entanglement, as suggested by
Eq (@), and nevertheless, as implied by Eq. (&), whether
the black hole is still analogous to a normal thermody-
namic system, as Bekenstein and Hawking have originally
imagined , @, , , ]
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Appendix

In this Appendix, we consider practical Hawking radi-
ation where a system 7; in the thermal bath R has an
extremely low but nonzero temperature BT_]_ L. In particu-
lar, here we show that even in this framework of practical
Hawking radiation, Eq. @4) can hold when 85" > B, L

We first define a two-mode squeezing operator for
bosonic annihilation operators dqy; on mode a and Bout
on mode b as

S’(T) = explr(a outi)lut - douti)out)]- (30)

This squeezing corresponds to a unitary inducing Hawk-
ing radiation, by taking

tanhr = exp[—fpw’/2] (31)

and by regarding a.yt and boyt as annihilation operators
on modes for positive-heat particles H T and for negative-
heat particles H ™, respectively. Then, we have

i= S(F)aout ST (1) = ous coshr — bl sinhr,  (32)
= 5(r)bouwtST(r) = bous coshr — &', sinhr.  (33)
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FIG. 1: =A;S(B7)+6r;4;Qr;(= —AS(b) + 8. AQa). From
the figure, if the temperature B,le of a system r; is much lower

than the Hawking temperature B;f like the original situation
Hawking has considered |§, 9], —A;S(B™) + Br; 8;Q;; can
be positive, implying Eq. (24).

Here a;, and l;in are bosonic annihilation operators on
mode a and mode b, respectively. If we define quadra-
tures as

Ge ==¢ +¢&f, (34)
pe =i(et —¢), (35)

for ¢ = aout, bout, @in, bin, We have

Gasn coshr 0 —sinhr 0 Gau:
Do | 0 coshr 0  sinhr Paous
Go | | —sinhr 0  coshr 0 Goo
Dby, 0 sinh r 0 coshr Dbout
(36)
This can be rewritten as

G coshr 0 sinh r 0 Jain
Paowe | 0 coshr 0 —sinhr Pan
Gbwe | | sinhr 0 coshr 0 Gbin
Dbowe 0 —sinhr 0 coshr Dbs,y
=:5(r)x, (37)

Vi = S(r)VinST(r) = < [

where Zsywo = diag(1, —1). From this covariance matrix,
we can conclude that the final states of modes a and b

cosh(2s) cosh? r + sinh? ] loxo
cosh? s sinh(2r) Zax o

/A N ~ A N\T
where x := (qam,pam, Qbinppbm) .

Now, let us assume that the mode a corresponds to a
system r; in the thermal bath R and the initial state of
mode a is a Gibbs state x, with temperature

Bt =61 (38)

while the initial state of mode b is the vacuum state |vac).
In general, a Gibbs state

oo

o= 3 el (39)

on mode a, where 7;7; :0: (ata) = Tr[aay,], is completely
characterized by the covariance matrix (2n, + 1)Iox2 on
mode a [28], where Iy := diag(1,1). Therefore, the ini-
tial state of the modes a and b is completely characterized
by the covariance matrix [29):

2n4,, +1 0 00

- 0 204, +100

Vin = 0 0 10

0 0 01

cosh(2s) 0 00

B 0 cosh(2s) 0 0
A

0 0 01

“where ng,, := [exp(8,w’) —1]7! and

tanh s = exp(—fB.w’/2) (41)

with a mode frequency w’. If the two-mode squeezing
operation S(r) corresponding to Hawking radiation is
applied to the modes a and b, the final state is still a
Gaussian state, which is completely characterized @] by
the covariance matrix

cosh? s sinh(2r) Zo o )

[cosh? r + cosh(2s) sinh? r] Iy (42)

are Gibbs states with

2n4,,, + 1 = cosh(2s) cosh® r + sinh®r, (43)

2n4,,, + 1 = cosh® r 4 cosh(2s) sinh? 7, (44)

out



respectively.
Finally, let us derive the analytic expression for

—AS(D) + B,AQ,, associated with Eq. (24). From
Egs. @3) and (#4)), we have
AS(b) :=S(bout) — S(bin) = S(bout)
= nbout ]‘n nbout + (nbout + 1) ]‘n(nbout + 1)
1
=5 [sinh” r cosh(2s) + cosh? 7 + 1]
1
x In 5 (sinh® r cosh(2s) + cosh® 7 + 1)
— sinh® r cosh” s In [sinh” r cosh” 5], (45)
BaAQy =P (Na,,, — Nay,) = sinh? 7 cosh? s In[coth? ).
(46)

With these expressions, —AS(b) + S,AQ, is shown in
Fig. [l where we use —AS(b) + 8,AQ, = —A;S(B™) +
Br;A;Q,,; by regarding mode a as a system 7; in the
thermal bath R and mode b as a system in the negative-
heat part B~ of the black hole B. From the figure, if

the temperature ﬁr_jl of a system r; is much lower than

the Hawking temperature ﬁ;lé like the original situation

Hawking has considered [, ld], —A;5(B~) + Br; A Qr,
can be positive, that is, Eq. ([24) can hold.
On the other hand, AS(a) is

AS(a) :=S(aout) — S(ain)
out + (naout + 1) ln[naout + 1]
+ ng,, Inng, — (ng,, + 1) Inng,, + 1]

=cosh? s (cosh2 rln [cosh2 r cosh? s] —In [cosh2 SD

= —Ng,,, NNy

- % [cosh2 7 cosh(2s) + sinh? r — 1]
x In % (cosh® r cosh(2s) + sinh? r — 1)
+ sinh? s1n [sinh2 s} .
Therefore, AS(b) — AS(a) is described by
AS(b) — AS(a) = — cosh®r cosh? sIn [cosh2 7 cosh? s]
— sinh? 7 cosh® s In [sinh2 7 cosh? s]

1
+ 3 [cosh2 7 cosh(2s) + sinh? 7 — 1]

(cosh® r cosh(2s) + sinh? 7 — 1)

X In

—_
| =

+ 3 [sinh2 7 cosh(2s) + cosh? 7 + 1]

1
x In 5 (sinh® r cosh(2s) + cosh® 7 + 1)

— sinh? s1n [sinh2 s| + cosh? s1n [cosh2 s| . (48)

from which we can show AS(b) — AS(a) > 0 analytically.

If one wants to associate the model here with 't Hooft’s
model M] for Hawking radiation, one should regard

in — ao(k,w), (49)
bin — a2(—k, —w), (50)
dout — a1k, w), (51)
dout — drr(—k,w), (52)

for annihilation operators ag(k,w), dg(—k, —w), a1(k,w)
and ag;(—k, w) in Ref. [26]. In Ref. [26], as is an annihila-
tion operator for a freely falling observer, while ar and ary
are ones on modes in regions with p > 0 and with p <0
for a Rindler space coordinate {7, p, &}, respectively.
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