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In the K-essence Vaidya Schwarzschild spacetime, we apply the dynamical horizon equation to
measure the mass-loss due to Hawking radiation and the tunneling formalism (Hamilton-Jacobi
method) to calculate the hawking temperature. Assuming the Dirac-Born-Infeld kind of non-
standard action for the K-essence here, the background physical spacetime is a static spherically
symmetric black hole, and we constrain the K-essence scalar field to be a function only of either
forward or backward time. The K-essence emergent gravity and the generalizations of Vaidya space-
time have been linked by Manna et al. In this paper, we use Sawayama’s modified description of the
dynamical horizon to show that the obtained findings deviate from the standard Vaidya spacetime
geometry.

I. INTRODUCTION

The type Ia Supernova (SNe Ia), baryon acoustic oscilla-
tions (BAO), cosmic microwave background (WMAP7), and
Planck findings [1–4] all clearly suggest that the late time
universe is speeding and dominated by dark energy [5, 6],
which indirectly contradicted traditional gravity theories.
Several scientists have already started exploring various as-
pects of gravitational theories and come up with solutions
that show cosmic acceleration. There are several theoretical
ideas that have been thoroughly investigated.
Many of the existing models of dark energy struggle be-

cause they rely on a very precise tuning of the initial energy
density of the highest order. To avoid the necessity for such
precise modifications, a non-canonical theory, a new family
of scalar field models known as K-essence theory, has been
developed [7–14], in which the negative pressure originates
from the scalar field’s non-linear kinetic energy term
Although the magnitude of the energy decreases by many

orders and remains constant in the dust-dominated period,
the K-essence theory is unable to remove the dustlike equa-
tion of state for a couple of dynamical reasons. But after
a long time (about now), the field prevails over the mat-
ter density and leads the cosmos towards the cosmic accel-
eration. According to the K-essence theory, kinetic energy
dominates over potential energy of the K-essence scalar field.
Lorentz invariance is broken spontaneously by non-trivial dy-
namical solutions of the K-essence equation of motion with
non-canonical kinetic terms. Furthermore, it modifies the
metric for the perturbations close to these solutions. In the
curved spacetime referred to as emergent or analogue, the
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perturbation propagates along with the metric. Taking the
Dirac-Born-Infeld (DBI) model [15–17] into account, Manna
et al. [18–21] have generated the simplest version of the emer-
gent gravity metric Ḡµν . It’s important to note that this
form is not conformally equal to the standard gravitational
metric gµν . A form of the Lagrangian for the K-essence
model [7–14] is L = −V (φ)F (X) where X = 1

2g
µν∇µφ∇νφ.

There exists another form of Lagrangian [22] such as
L = [1+ f(y)]X+[1+ g(y)]Vexp, where Vexp = V0 exp(−λφ),
V0 and λ are constants, y = X/Vexp, and f(y) and g(y) are
arbitrary functions. The authors of this paper use the K-

essence model to the study of primordial dark energy. In
general, the Lagrangian can depend on arbitrary functions
of φ and X . This theory is unique since it only accounts for
the radiation epoch when tracing the background energy den-
sity. The K-essence theory is more applicable now than ever
before since the matter density in the expanding cosmos is
falling faster than the energy density. The dark energy com-
ponent of the K-essence models, in which the speed of sound
does not exceed the speed of light, may be able to account for
the variations in the cosmic microwave background (CMB)
at large angular scales [23–25]. On the other hand, the K-

essence theory may be employed just from a gravitational or
geometrical aspect [26–28] other than the dark energy model,
because the existence of dark energy is still debatable [29] ac-
cording to current observation [30].

In addition, we analyze the non-canonical Lagrangian from
a different perspective. In general, the canonical or standard
form of the Lagrangian is L = T − V , where T is the kinetic
energy and V is the potential energy of the system. How-
ever, according to Goldstein and Rana [31, 32], the general
non-canonical form of Lagrangian leads to the canonical form
given a particular condition. Because forces in scleronomic
systems cannot be generated from any potential, the canon-
ical Lagrangian has no explicit time dependency. Again, all
scleronomic systems are not always conservative for systems
exposed to dissipative processes. The canonical Lagrangian
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is easily derived from the non-canonical one. Fundamentally,
L does not have a unique functional form since the form of
the Euler-Lagrange equations of motion may be kept for a va-
riety of Lagrangian options [31, 32]. Furthermore, in special
relativistic dynamics, the classical idea of L(= T − V ) is no
longer appropriate [32, 33]. As a result, we may infer that
the generic form of the Lagrangian is non-canonical type.

It is widely agreed that a black hole is the result of a
gravitational collapse and emits thermal radiation as if it
were very hot, with its temperature being directly propor-
tionate to its surface gravity [34–43]. Assuming the space-
time is to be static or stationary [34], the black hole’s mass
will slowly diminish due to thermal radiation as long as the
radiation emitted is negligible in comparison to the black
hole’s mass energy. It may be enhanced by using the Ein-
stein equation for sufficiently large radiation. In this con-
nection, a non-static solution of the Einstein’s field equa-
tions for spheres of fluids radiating energy has been derived
by Vaidya [44, 45]. He has also established the nonstatic
analogs of Schwarzschild’s interior solution in [46, 47] and
solved the problem of gravitational collapse with radiation
in [48]. This solution satisfies the physical feature of allowing
a positive definite value of the density of collapsing matter
and ensures that, from the perspective of a stationary ob-
server at infinity, the total luminosity of the object is zero as
it collapses to the Schwarzschild’s singularity. It makes sense
to think of the Vaidya spacetime [44–48] as a non-stationary
Schwarzschild spacetime. Husain [49] and Wang et al. [50]
proposed the generalized Vaidya spacetime, which is analo-
gous to the gravitational collapse of a null fluid. Recently,
Manna et al. [26, 27] has established the K-essence general-
izations of Vaidya spacetime, in which the time dependence
of the metric is determined from the kinetic energy (φ2

v) of
the K-essence scalar field (φ).

In the following works [51–55], authors have discussed
about Hawking radiation [34–43] using tunnelling mecha-
nism and this process in semi-classical quantum mechanics
can be described by the method of complex path analysis
which is proposed in [56, 57]. Kerner and Mann [58] have
established that the Hawking temperature is independent
of the angular part of the spacetime in general. It is pos-
sible to use either the radial-geodesic or Hamilton-Jacobi
methods to analyze Hawking radiation. The Hawking ra-
diation of a static and stationary black hole was studied
using the radial geodesic approach created by Parikh and
Wilczek [51]. Since its initial popularity in the 1990s, the
Hamilton-Jacobi method has been revived as a tool for in-
vestigating black hole’s non-thermal radiation. By solving
Hamilton-Jacobi equations, one may determine the particle
activity of both stationary and non-stationary black holes
using this approach. The Hawking radiation in both Vaidya
and Vaidya-Bonnor spacetimes is investigated in [59–65].
Considering the Vaidya-Bonnor-de Sitter black hole, Chen
and Yang [63] have fixed the total energy and charge while
allowing those of the black hole to vary. According to their
theory the particle crosses the horizon radially. Basically
their study addresses Hawking radiation when the particle
tunnels through the potential barrier and the black hole does
not absorb or emit any additional particles at ∆T . Since the
particle penetrates through the barrier instantly, ∆T is in-
finitely tiny. This suggests that the black hole cannot absorb
or emit particles at this moment.

The expression of the energy and angular momentum
fluxes transported by gravitational waves across the dynami-
cal horizons, as well as the equation describing the variation
of the dynamical horizon radius, are obtained in [66–71].
The definition of dynamical horizon is: A smooth, three-
dimensional, space-like submanifold H in a space-time M
is said to be a dynamical horizon if it can be foliated by a
family of closed 2−surfaces such that, on each leaf S, the
expansion Θ(l) of one null normal la vanishes and the ex-
pansion Θ(n) of the other null normal na is strictly negative.
However, the modified definition proposed by Sawayama [72]
is as follows: A smooth, three-dimensional, spacelike or time-
like submanifold H in a space-time is said to be a dynamical
horizon if it is foliated by a preferred family of 2-spheres such
that, on each leaf S, the expansion Θ(l) of a null normal la

vanishes and the expansion Θ(n) of the other null normal na

is strictly negative. For an example [73]: in Minkowski space-
time, (i) radially outgoing light-rays, l = ∂v, v = t+ r, have

expansion: Θl = ∇α(∂v)
α = 1

r2 ∂α

(

r2(∂t + ∂r)
α
)

= + 2
r > 0,

and (ii) radially ingoing light-rays n = ∂u, u = t − r, have

expansion: Θn = ∇α(∂u)
α = 1

r2 ∂α

(

r2(∂t − ∂r)
α
)

= − 2
r < 0,

which are indicating that outgoing light-rays expand while
ingoing light-rays contract.

Following the work of Ashtekar and Galloway [68], under
the concept of world tubes, if the marginally trapped tube
(MTT) is
(i) spacelike, then it is called a dynamical horizon (DH) and
under some conditions that it provides a quasi-local repre-
sentation of an evolving black hole.

(ii) timelike, then the causal curves can transverse it in
both inward and outward directions, where it does not rep-
resent the surface of a black hole in any useful sense, it is
called a timelike membrane (TLM).

(iii) null, then it describes a quasi-local description of a
black hole in equilibrium and is called an isolated horizon
(IH).

It is now highly promising to determine the behavior
of non-static mass under a massive radiation scenario in
this non-canonical theory, for the reasons stated above. In
this work, we use the dynamical horizon equation based
on Sawayama [72] and the tunneling formalism [18–20, 51–
57, 59, 60] to investigate the Hawking effect in the K-essence
emergent generalized Vaidya spacetime for purely gravita-
tional view point.

The paper is structured as follows: Section II provides a
short overview of the K-essence emergent geometry and the
corresponding K-essence Vaidya spacetime. In Section III,
we explain the dynamical horizons for the emergent Vaidya
spacetime with the K-essence using the Schwarzschild black
hole as a background. The dynamical horizon equation for
theK-essence Vaidya Schwarzschild spacetime has been stud-
ied in depth in the Section IV. We have also presented in
Section V the related Hawking radiation by discussing the
dynamical horizon equation and the tunneling mechanism.
The last Section VI serves as a summary of our findings.
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II. BRIEF REVIEW OF K-ESSENCE AND

K-ESSENCE-VAIDYA GEOMETRY

A. K-essence Geometry

The Scalar field φ of K-essence possesses action [8]-[12]

Sk[φ, gµν ] =

∫

d4x
√
−gL(X,φ), (1)

when it is minimally coupled to the background gravitational
metric gµν and where X = 1

2g
µν∇µφ∇νφ and the energy-

momentum tensor is

Tµν ≡ 2√−g

δSk

δgµν
= LX∇µφ∇νφ− gµνL, (2)

where LX = dL
dX , LXX = d2L

dX2 , Lφ = dL
dφ and ∇µ is the

covariant derivative defined with respect to the gravitational
metric gµν .
The scalar field equation of motion is

− 1√−g

δSk

δφ
= G̃µν∇µ∇νφ+ 2XLXφ − Lφ = 0, (3)

where

G̃µν ≡ LXgµν + LXX∇µφ∇νφ (4)

and 1 + 2XLXX

LX

> 0.

Using the conformal transformations Gµν ≡ cs
L2

X

G̃µν and

Ḡµν ≡ cs
LX

Gµν , with c2s(X,φ) ≡ (1 + 2X LXX

LX
)−1 we have

[18–20]

Ḡµν = gµν − LXX

LX + 2XLXX
∇µφ∇νφ. (5)

In order to investigate the behavior of minor perturbations
as they propagate in the preferred reference frame, when the
background is at rest, Babichev et al. [10] has proposed
the definition of sound speed (cs), as indicated above. The
speed of sound cannot often be higher than the speed of light.
However, there are times when field fluctuations may spread
at a superluminal rate (cs > 1).
For Eqs. (1)–(4), to have any physical significance, LX 6= 0

must always hold and c2s must be positive definite.
Now the equation of motion (3) simplifies to

− 1√−g

δSk

δφ
= Ḡµν∇µ∇νφ = 0, (6)

if and only if L is not an explicit function of φ.
One may take a note that the emergent metric Ḡµν is not

conformally equal to gµν for non-trivial spacetime configura-
tions of φ. The local causal structure of φ also differs from
that specified by gµν , indicating that φ possesses properties
distinct from canonical scalar fields.
The Lagrangian of the DBI type [15–20] is assumed to be

L(X,φ) = 1− V (φ)
√
1− 2X, (7)

for V (φ) = V =constant and kinetic energy of φ >> V , i.e.,

(φ̇)2 >> V . However, when it comes to K-essence fields,
it is common for kinetic energy to be more dominant over

potential. In such case, c2s(X,φ) = 1− 2X . For scalar fields
∇µφ = ∂µφ. Then Eq. (5) becomes

Ḡµν = gµν − ∂µφ∂νφ. (8)

In order to get to the K-essence emergent gravity metric
described in Eq. (8), we first apply a conformal transfor-
mation to determine the identify of the inverse metric Gµν ,
and then perform a second conformal transformation to re-
alize the mapping onto the metric given in Eq. (8) for the
Lagrangian (Eq. 7) [18].
The geodesic equation for the K-essence theory in terms

of the new Christoffel connections Γ̄ is [18–20]

d2xα

dλ2
+ Γ̄α

µν

dxµ

dλ

dxν

dλ
= 0, (9)

where λ is an affine parameter and

Γ̄α
µν = Γα

µν − 1

2(1− 2X)

[

δαµ∂νX + δαµ∂νX
]

. (10)

It is worth noting that the symmetry of Γ̄ is preserved
by the interchange of µ and ν in the second term on the
right-hand side of Eq. (10). The second term is unique to
the K-essence Lagrangian and represents further interaction
(forces). Also, note that the Einstein tensor is not the same
as the bf K-essence emergent gravity metric (Ḡµν) (Eq. 8).
It follows that Gµν ≡ R̄µν − 1

2 ḠµνR̄ = κTµν is the cor-
responding Emergent Einstein Equation, where Gµν is the
emergent Einstein tensor, Tµν is the corresponding energy-
momentum tensor, κ = 8πG, R̄µν is Ricci tensor and
R̄ (= R̄µνḠ

µν) is the Ricci scalar of the emergent space-
time. In this case, any emergent metric Ḡµν that satisfies
the “Emergent Einstein Equation” may be considered as a
solution. Components of the emergent Einstein tensor (Gµν ),
energy-momentum tensor (Tµν), and energy conditions for a
generalized K-essence Vaidya metric are discussed in depth
in [26]. Notably, the authors of [75–77] have used the K-

essence emergent gravity metric (Eq. 8) or (Eq. 12)(below)
in cosmology, where they have assumed that the underly-
ing metric is of the Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker
(FLRW) type.

B. K-essence-Vaidya Geometry

The Eddington-Finkelstein line element for a general spher-
ically symmetric static black hole [26]

ds2 = f(r)dv2 − 2ǫdvdr − r2dΩ2, (11)

where dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdΦ2.
It is to note that when ǫ = +1, the Eddington advanced

time (outgoing) is represented by the null coordinate v. Fur-
ther, the Eddington retarded time (incoming) is represented
by the null coordinate v when ǫ = −1.
From Eq. (8) the emergent spacetime is described by the

line element

dS2 = ds2 − ∂µφ∂νφdx
µdxν . (12)

The emergent spacetime line element is

dS2 =
[

f(r) − φ2
v

]

dv2 − 2ǫdvdr − r2dΩ2, (13)
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if we assume the scalar field φ(x) = φ(v) where φv = ∂φ
∂v .

Note that, in general, spherical symmetry would only re-
quire that φ(x) = φ(v, r), hence the assumption on φ con-
tradicts local Lorentz invariance. However, the dynamical
solutions break Lorentz invariance spontaneously in the K-

essence theory. Therefore, the K-essence scalar field in the
form we’ve chosen is physically acceptable in this context.
It should also be noted that the Lorentz invariance of the
Minkowski spacetime [10, 11] is preserved by the action (Eq.
1), even if the dynamical solutions of the K-essence scalar
field violate it.
Now, we derive

dS2
V =

(

1− 2m(v, r)

r

)

dv2 − 2dvdr − r2dΩ2, (14)

by comparing the metric [49, 50] of the generalized Vaidya
spacetimes corresponding to the gravitational collapse of a
null fluid (choose ǫ = +1) with the metric of the emergent
spacetime (Eq. 13). where the mass function is

m(v, r) =
1

2
r
[

1 + φ2
v − f(r)

]

. (15)

For the generalized K-essence emergent spacetime with
the Vaidya spacetime provided φvφvv > 0 ; 1 + φ2

v > f +
rfr ; 2fr + rfrr > 0 which have established by Manna et. al.
[26], these forms of metrics (Eq. 13) or (Eq. 14) meet all the
necessary energy conditions [78] (weak, strong, dominating).

III. DYNAMICAL HORIZONS

Following the works of some authors [67, 72], we now dis-
cuss how the dynamical horizon of the K-essence emergent
Vaidya spacetime behaves.

When the kinetic energy of the K-essence scalar field φ2
v

is present, the generalized Vaidya spacetime (Eq. 13) or (Eq.
14) may be expressed

dS2 = F (v, r)dv2 − 2dvdr − r2dΩ2, (16)

where va = a null vector.
Based on Sawayama’s [72] work, we can define

a =
dr

dr∗
, (17)

where r∗ is tortoise coordinate defined as v = t+ r∗.
Thus the two null vectors are

la =









lt

lr
∗

lθ

lΦ









=







a−1

−a−1

0
0






, (18)

associating to the null vector va , and the other one is

na =









nt

nr∗

nθ

nΦ









=









a−1

F
F−2aa

−1

0
0









. (19)

The expansions of the two null vectors la and na, Θ(l) and
Θ(n) [72], are

Θ(l) =
1

r
(2F − a) (20)

and

Θ(n) =
1

ar

(−2F 2 + aF − 2a2

−F + 2a

)

. (21)

One can note that as Θ(l) = 0 ⇒ 2F−a = 0, and the other
null expansion Θ(n) is strictly negative which are the re-
quired conditions for the dynamical horizon [66, 67, 72]. As a
result, the horizons of our case are dynamical. The following
concepts explain the aforementioned necessary requirements:

The intuition that a black hole emits nothing – not even
light – leads to a strictly zero null expansion, and the fact
that null matter disappears into a black hole leads to a
strictly negative null expansion. Note that the dynamical
horizon for the emergent Vaidya spacetime in terms of the
K-essence has been developed by Manna et. al. [26] on the
basis of Ashtekar et al. [66–70].

A. Schwarzschild black hole as background:

For Schwarzschild black hole as background, we consider
f(r) = 1− 2M

r , then Eq. (16) becomes

dS2 =
(

1− 2M

r
− φ2

v

)

dv2 − 2dvdr − r2dΩ2, (22)

with

F =
(

1− 2M

r
− φ2

v

)

≡
(

1− 2m(v, r)

r

)

. (23)

The mass function can be provided as

m(v, r) = M +
r

2
φ2
v, (24)

where the tortoise coordinate

r∗ =
1

N

[

r +B ln(r −B)
]

, (25)

with N ≡ N(v) = (1− φ2
v), B = 2M ′(v) = 2M

N and M ′(v) =
M

1−φ2
v

.

Please take note that in the aforementioned spacetime (Eq.
22), φ2

v < 1 is always the case. The signature of this space-
time is ill-defined if φ2

v > 1. Moreover, the K-essence hy-
pothesis is rendered useless if φ2

v = 0. It follows that φ2
v 6= 0

holds good. Again, φ2
v 6= 1 since if φ2

v = 1 in Eq. (22), it
does not have a Newtonian limit [74], which makes it unsuit-
able for describing astrophysical objects. For these reasons,
φ2
v might be anywhere from 0 and 1. Importantly, this ar-

ticle assumes only that the background gravitational metric
is Schwarzschild. Future research into the horizon’s dynam-
ical behavior may also take into consideration the general
spherically symmetric background metrics. Additionally, it
is noted that Manna et al. [18, 19] have shown that for a
specific solution of the K-essence scalar field, the emergent
gravity metrics transfer onto the Barriola-Vilenkin (BV) and
Robinson-Trautman (RT) type metric, respectively, when
the Schwarzschild and Reissner-Nordström metrics are con-
sidered as a backdrop. For instance, these BV and RT met-
rics are static, spherically symmetric emergent metrics.
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In this case, we obtain

a = F
[

1− 1

N

(dB

dv
ln(r −B)− B

r −B

dB

dv

)

+
1

N2

(

r +B ln(r −B)
dN

dv

)]

, (26)

by taking the derivative of the preceding Eq. (25) with re-
spect to r∗.
The dynamical horizon radius

2F − a = 2F − F
[

1− 1

N

(dB

dv
ln(r −B)− B

r −B

dB

dv

)

+
1

N2

(

r +B ln(r −B)
dN

dv

)]

= 0, (27)

is found by solving Θ(l) = 0.
As a result, we have two possible solutions for r:

rD = 2M ′(v) =
2M

1− φ2
v

=
2M

N
, (28)

by solving F = 0 and

(rD −B)BerD = e−vN , (29)

by solving 1 + d
dv

[

B
N ln(rD −B)

]

− rD
N2

dN
dv = 0.

The Wright Omega function (ω) [80] may be used to ex-
press this value of rD as

rD = B
[

1 + ω(Z)
]

=
2M

N

[

1 + ω(Z)
]

(30)

with Z = −[1 + ln(B) + vC], C = N2

2M =
(1−φ2

v
)2

2M where the

dynamical radius lies outside rD = 2M
N .

The Wright Omega function (ω) is a single-valued function,
defined in terms of the Multi-valued Lambert W function
[81] as ω(Z) = WK(Z)(e

Z) where K(Z)(= [ (Im(Z)−π)
2π ]) is the

unwinding number of Z. The sign of this unwinding number
is such that ln(eZ) = Z + 2πiK(Z) which is opposite to the
sign used in [82]. The algebraic properties [80] of the Wright
Omega function (ω) are

dω

dZ
=

ω

1 + ω
, (31)

∫

ωndZ =

{
ωn+1 − 1

n+ 1
+

ωn

n
if n 6= −1,

ln ω − 1

ω
if n = −1,

(32)

having the analytical property Z = ω + ln ω.
Here Eq. (29) allows us to re-establish Sawayama’s [72]

finding

rD = 2M(v)
[

1 + e−v/2M(v)
]

, (33)

in the usual Vaidya spacetime without the K-essence scalar
field φ if we consider m(v, r) ≡ M(v) and φ2

v = 0.

IV. DYNAMICAL HORIZON EQUATION

The Ricci scalar (R̄) and Ricci tensors (R̄µν) of the K-

essence emergent Vaidya spacetime may be derived from Eq.
(16) as

R̄vv =
1

r
∂vF − F

2
∂2
rF − F

r
∂rF ;

R̄rv = R̄vr =
1

2
∂2
rF +

1

r
∂rF : R̄rr = 0 ;

R̄θθ = F + r∂rF − 1 ; R̄ΦΦ = sin2θR̄θθ ;

R̄ = −[∂2
rF +

4

r
∂rF +

2

r2
(F − 1)]. (34)

The components of the energy momentum tensor for the
K-essence emergent Vaidya spacetime may be derived from
the “emergent” Einstein’s equation R̄µν − 1

2 ḠµνR̄ = 8πT̄µν

using these values for the Ricci scalar and the Ricci tensors
(Eq. 34) as

8πT̄vv =
1

r
∂vF +

1

r
F∂rF +

F

r2
(F − 1), (35)

8πT̄vr =− [
1

r
∂rF +

1

r2
(F − 1)], (36)

8πT̄rr =0, (37)

8πT̄θθ =− [
r2

2
∂2
rF + r∂rF ] ; 8πT̄ΦΦ = sin2 θT̄θθ, (38)

where the gravitational constant G = 1.

Now according to Eq. (22), for the Schwarzschild back-
ground case, the energy-momentum tensor components are:

8πT̄vv =− 2

r2
[∂vm+ F∂rm]

=−
[

2φvφvv

r
+

φ2
v

r2
(1− 2M

r
− φ2

v)

]

, (39)

8πT̄vr =
2

r2
∂rm =

φ2
v

r2
or 8πT̄vr∗ =

2a

r2
∂rm = a

φ2
v

r2
, (40)

8πT̄rr =8πT̄r∗r∗ = 0, (41)

for the spherically symmetric K-essence emergent
Schwarzschild Vaidya spacetime.

It is worth noting that in our previous work [26] we de-
rived the energy requirements of the emergent Vaidya space-
time with K-essence (Eq. 22) for the Schwarzschild back-
ground. The energy conditions are: γ ≥ 0, ρ ≥ 0, P ≥
0 (γ 6= 0), which satisfies the weak and strong energy con-
ditions and γ ≥ 0, ρ ≥ 0, P ≥ 0 (γ 6= 0), which satisfy
the dominant energy condition provided φvφvv > 0, where

γ = 2φvφvv

κr ; ρ =
φ2
v

κr2 and P = 0 with κ = 8πG. The associ-
ated energy-momentum tensor is of the type-II class [26, 78],
which is characterized by a double null vector. It is possible
to integrate the dynamical horizon equation precisely given
in [66, 67, 72] by deriving the energy-momentum tensor T̄t̂l,
as shown in [72] as
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1

2G
(R2 −R1) =

∫

∆H

Tabτ̂
aξb(R)d

3V +
1

16πG

∫

∆H

NR[| σ |2 +2 | ζ |2]d3V, (42)

where R2, R1 are the radii of the dynamical horizon, Tab is
the stress-energy tensor, | σ |2= σabσ

ab, | ζ |2= ζaζ
a, σab is

the shear, ζa = q̃abr̂c∇clb, with the two-dimensional metric
q̃ab, and ξa(R) = NRla with NR =| ∂R |, where R =radius of

the dynamical horizon.

This is the dynamical horizon equation (42), and it de-
scribes how the horizon radius varies as a function of matter
flow, shear, and expansion. The right-hand side of the dy-
namical equation is simplified since the second component
disappears when the system is spherically symmetric.

To begin with, we may express T̄tl as the combination of

T̄vv and T̄vr∗ , where

T̄tl = T̄vv − T̄vr∗ = − 1

4πr2
5

2
∂vm = −

(

1

4πr2

)

5

2
rφvφvv.

(43)

Assuming t̂a is the unit vector in the direction of ta, we
get

T̄t̂l = − 1

4πr2
5

2
(∂vm)F−1, (44)

with F is defined in Eq. (23).
At the horizon r = rD, the expression of T̄t̂l is T̄t̂l =
1

4πr2
D

5rD
4 (∂vN)F−1 using m ≡ m(v, r) = M + r

2 (1−N). We

therefore generate the following terms:

drD
dv

=

[

− 2M

N2

(

1 + ω(Z)
)

+
2M

N

ω(Z)

1 + ω(Z)
×
( 1

N
− Nv

M

)

]

∂vN − N ω(Z)

1 + ω(Z)
, (45)

to assess the dynamical horizon integration (Eq. 42) in terms of the Wright ω function using Eq. (30).
Using the above Eq. (45), we have

∂vN =
N ω(Z)

1 + ω(Z)

[

− 2M

N2

(

1 + ω(Z)
)

+
2M

N

ω(Z)

1 + ω(Z)

( 1

N
− Nv

M

)

]−1

, (46)

at the horizon.

Again, from Eq. (30)

drD
dN

=
( N

∂vN

) ω(Z)

1 + ω(Z)
. (47)

Now, rewriting Eq. (23) in terms of Write ω function as

F =
N ω(Z)

1 + ω(Z)
(48)

and also from Eq. (24), we have

∂vm = −
(rD

2

)

∂vN. (49)

Now, by changing the order of integration rD to N in Eq.
(42), we get

1

2

[

2M

N

(

1 + ω(Z)
)

]N2

N1

=
5

4

∫ N2

N1

2M

N

(

1 + ω(Z)
)

dN, (50)

since the functions ∂vN and F−1 with fixed rD are used only
in the integration.
By substituting the aforementioned Eq. (50) into Eq. (42)

as well as using Eqs. (44) to (49) and then considering the
limit N2 → N1 = N , one can obtain

− M

N2

(

1 + ω(Z)
)

+
M

N

ω(Z)

(1 + ω(Z))

( 1

N
− Nv

M

)

− 5

2

M

N

(

1 + ω(Z)
)

= 0. (51)

This is the dynamical horizon equation (51) for the spher- ically symmetric K-essence emergent Schwarzschild Vaidya
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spacetime. When the kinetic energy of the K-essence scalar
field is present, the usual Vaidya dynamical horizon equation
in [72] is radically changed.

V. HAWKING RADIATION IN THE K-ESSENCE

SCHWARZSCHILD-VAIDYA SPACETIME

Now we are going to discuss about the Hawking radia-

tion [34–43]. In order to find a solution, we investigate
two different approaches: (1) the dynamical horizon equa-
tion (42) and (2) the K-essence Schwarzschild-Vaidya metric
(Eq. 22) using a tunneling mechanism [51–57, 59, 60].

A. Dynamical horizon equation

Taking into account Candelas’s conclusion [79] for matters
on the dynamical horizon, which is appropriate close to the
horizon [72] and supposes that spacetime is almost static,
from Eq. (22) and r ∼ 2m(≡ 2M

N ), we get

T̄tl =
−1

2π2(1− 2m
r )

∫ ∞

0

w3dw

e8πmw − 1

=
−1

2m4π2c(1− 2m
r )

, (52)

with c = 15× 84 = 61440 and
∫∞

0
w3dw
ebw−1

= π4

15b4 .

In the dynamical horizon equation, the matter-energy of
Eq. (52) is negative around r ∼ 2m. Hence the K-essence
Schwarzschild-Vaidya black hole absorbs negative energy,
causing the black hole’s radius to shrink. At this juncture,
one may note that the Schwarzschild mass is less than the
K-essence Schwarzschild-Vaidya mass as φ2

v < 1, whereas
larger at the horizon, where the K-essence Schwarzschild
mass m(≡ M

1−φ2
v

). Also, the kinetic energy (φ2
v) of the K-

essence scalar field, as described by Eq. (24), carries the
dynamic behavior of the mass function m(v, r).

Here, we employ the dynamical horizon equation in place
of solving the entire Einstein equation with the backreaction,
since we are only looking for information about matter close
to the horizon. Following [72], we get

T̄t̂l =
1

2m4π2c(1− 2m
r )

. (53)

Again, one may obtain

∫ r2

r1

4πr2DT̄t̂ldrD = b

∫ N2

N1

[2M

N
(1 + ω(Z))

]2 (1 + ω(Z))

(Nω(Z))

[

M +
M

N
(1 + ω(Z))(1−N)

]−4(drD
dN

)

dN

= b

∫ N2

N1

[2M

N
(1 + ω(Z))

]2[

M +
M

N
(1 + ω(Z))(1−N)

]−4( 1

∂vN

)

dN, (54)

by changing the order of integration from rD toN in the right
hand side of the dynamical horizon equation (42), where b =

2
πc = a constant and drD

dN = Nω(Z)
1+ω(Z) × 1

∂vN
.

Specifically, the K-essence Schwarzschild-Vaidya metric
has a time dependency that carries φ2

v, i.e., N(= 1− φ2
v).

Here, we derive

1

2

[2M

N

(

1 + ω(Z)
)]N2

N1

= b

∫ N2

N1

[2M

N

(

1 + ω(Z)
)]2[

M +
M

N

(

1 + ω(Z)
)

(1−N)
]−4( 1

∂vN

)

dN

+
5

4

∫ N2

N1

2M

N

(

1 + ω(Z)
)

dN, (55)

by substituting Eq. (54) into the right-hand side of the dy- namical horizon Eq. (42) and where

rD = B
[

1 + ω(Z)
]

=
2M

N

[

1 + ω(Z)
]

.

When we choose the limit N2 → N1 = N and ω(Z) 6= 0,
the dynamical horizon Eq. (55) simplifies to
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2

[

1 +
(

1− 1

N

)(

1 + ω(Z)
)

]4

=
4b(1 + ω(Z))3

N3ω(Z)

[

1

2
− 5(1 + ω(Z))

4

(

− 1 + ω(Z)

N
+

ω(Z)

1 + ω(Z)

( 1

N
− Nv

M

)

)−1]−1

, (56)

as long as both N and M are non-zero.

If N is a function of v according to the above Eq. (56),
then φ2

v must also be a function of v according to the same
logic, because φ2

v = 1−N . The Eq. (56) contains the Wright
omega function ω(Z) (where Z = −[1 + ln(B) + vC]) in a
comprehensive fashion. As such, there is no method to derive
N analytically, making it quite distinct from Sawayama’s [72]
transcendental equation (37).

In this subsection, however, we are primarily interested
in determining the behavior of the black hole mass m(v, r)
with v for fixed M . Here, we must first solve Eq. (56) for N
for a given value of M assuming M 6= 0, while in [72], the
behavior ofM(v) may be found immediately using numerical
techniques from Eq. (37) of Sawayama’s work [72]. Then, by
substituting into the formula φ2

v = 1−N , we can determine
what φ2

v is when M is a specific value. Last but not least,
the relation (Eq. 24) allows us to observe the change in mass
m(v, r) as v increases.

As shown in the left column of Fig. (1), if we numerically
solve Eq. (56) for M = 1, M = 5, and M = 10, then
the solutions of φ2

v consistently decrease with increasing v.
Now substituting these values of φ2

v for M = 1 and r = 10
in Eq. (24), we find that the black hole’s mass (m(v, r))
decreases with increasing v but does not go to zero, as seen
from the first panel in the right column of Fig. (1). For
M = 5, r = 100 and M = 10, r = 50, we find similar
behavior of m(v, r) when solving Eqs. (56) by using Eq.
(24). These solutions are shown in the final two figures in
the right column. In addition, it is said in [72] that the
black hole’s mass completely vanished at the moment when
time (v) axis considered as −∞ to zero (shown as v = 0 in
Fig. 2). In contrast, our black hole mass (m(v, r)) (Eq. 24)
is not completely evaporated at v = 0, even while taking
into account the same kind of axis representation. In the K-

essence Schwarzschild-Vaidya spacetime, the blackhole mass
diminishes but does not completely evaporate as shown by
the decreasing behavior of φ2

v and m(v, r) with increasing v.

Analytical proof of this situation may be derived from
Eq. (24): in the limiting case, m(v, r) → M as φ2

v → 0+

when r and M are fixed, or m(v, r) → M as r → 0 when
φ2
v and M are fixed since M 6= 0. This is in sharp con-

trast to Sawayama’s [72] conclusion, according to which the
black hole’s mass always vanishes. However, if we write
the mass m(v, r) as r

2φ
2
v (using Eq. (24)) where M is ex-

tremely tiny and negligible, then Eq. (22) may be repre-
sented as (in the usual coordinate system): by rescaling,

we may convert dS2 = (1 − φ2
v)dt

2 − dr2

(1−φ2
v
) − r2dΩ2 to

dS2 = dt2 − dr2 − r2(1 − φ2
v)dΩ

2. Because the re-scaled
metric reflects a space with a deficit solid angle, the area of
a sphere with radius r is less than 4πr2, specifically, it is
(1 − φ2

v)4πr
2 since φ2

v takes the values in between 0 and 1.
As a result, black holes of this type cannot totally evaporate
since their associated spaces are not asymptotically flat but
asymptotically bound.

B. The tunneling formalism: Hamilton-Jacobi method

Using the tunneling approach [18–20, 51–57, 59, 60], one
may get the Hawking temperature for a massless particle
in a black hole (Eq. 22) whose background is given by the
Klein-Gordon equation

~
2
(

−Ḡ
)−1/2

∂µ

(

Ḡµν
(

−Ḡ
)1/2

∂νΨ
)

= 0, (57)

where Ψ is in the form

Ψ = exp

(

i

~
S + ...

)

. (58)

To find the leading order in ~ the Hamilton-Jacobi equa-
tion is

Ḡµν∂µS∂νS = 0, (59)

where we consider S is independent of θ and Φ.
Thus

2∂vS∂rS +
(

1− 2M

r
− φ2

v

)(

∂rS
)2

= 0. (60)

In the conventional Hamilton-Jacobi description, the ac-
tion S(v, r) may be broken down into two parts: the time
component, denoted by Ev, and the radius component, de-
noted by S0(r), which normally only relies on radius. For
black holes of varying masses, however, the energy of the
departing particle must change over time since the metric
coefficients rely on both radius and time. In view of this, the
conventional method obviously fails. Yet, we may extend
the procedure [60] if we want to determine the action S(v, r).
Hence, following [60], we can choose the action S to be form

S(v, r) = −
∫ v

0

E(v′)dv′ + S0(v, r). (61)

The term
∫ v

0
E(v′)dv′ is simpler to understand due to the

continuous and time-dependent energy of the discharged par-
ticles. So that [60]

∂vS = −E(v) + ∂vS0 and ∂rS = ∂rS0. (62)

Due to the fact that S0 is proportional to v and r, we have

dS0

dr
= ∂rS0 +

dv

dr
∂vS0 = ∂rS0 +

2

F
∂vS0, (63)

where we apply the formula dv
dr = 2

F , F being specified by
the given Eq. (23).
The solution to (60) is

F
dS0

dr
= 2E(v), (64)

which has been obtained by plugging the results of (62) and
(63) into (60) and because ∂rS0 6= 0.
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Figure 1. (Color online) Figures in the left column show the numerical solutions of φ2

v
for M = 1, M = 5, and M = 10. Figures in the

right column show the numerical solutions of m(v, r) for (M = 1, r = 10) , (M = 5, r = 100) and (M = 10, r = 50).

As a result, we may write the solution to S0 as

S0 = 2E(v)

∫

dr

F
≡ 2E(v)

∫

dr

(1− 2M
r − φ2

v)

=
2E(v)

N

∫

r dr

r − 2M/N
= 2πi

4ME(v)

N2
, (65)

having N = 1− φ2
v.

Since r is analytic within and on any simple closed contour
C, considered in the positive sense and 2M

N is a point inside
C, we have employed the Cauchy-integral formula. Thus, Eq.
(61) becomes

S(v, r) = −
∫ v

0

E(v′)dv′ + 2πi
4ME(v)

N2
. (66)

As a result, the wave function for the massless particle

outgoing (and ingoing) may be written in the following forms:

Ψout(v, r) = exp
[ i

~

(

−
∫ v

0

E(v′)dv′ + πi
4ME(v)

N2

)]

,

(67)

Ψin(v, r) = exp
[ i

~

(

−
∫ v

0

E(v′)dv′ − πi
4ME(v)

N2

)]

.

(68)

For an outgoing particle, the tuneling rate is

Γ ∼ e−2ImS ∼ e−2 4πME(v)

N2 = e
−

E(v)
KBT (69)

where KB = Boltzman Constant.
Consequently

TH =
1

8πKB

N2

M
=

1

8πKB

(1− φ2
v)

2

M
, (70)



10

is the Hawking temperature.
One can note that the usual Hawking temperature for the

Vaidya spacetime [61] is retrieved under the assumptions
φ2
v = 0 and m(v, r) = M(v).

VI. CONCLUSION

Manna et. al. [26] have established a connection be-
tween the K-essence geometry and the Vaidya spacetime,
which produces a new spacetime called the K-essence emer-
gent Vaidya spacetime. In contrast to the usual Vaidya
dynamical horizon equation, which is based on Sawayama’s
[72] finding, we have obtained the dynamical horizon equa-
tion (51) for the spherically symmetric K-essence emergent
Schwarzschild-Vaidya spacetime.
Some of the salient features of the present works are as

follows:

(i) We have studied Hawking radiation in the K-essence
emergent Vaidya spacetime using the modified definition of
the dynamical horizon [72]. Using our work on Hawking ra-
diation and applying the dynamical horizon equation, we get
a transcendental equation (56) that is far more difficult than
the one found in Sawayama’s [72] transcendental equation
(37). In the presence of the Wright omega function [80], this
transcendental equation (56) can only be solved numerically,
not analytically.
(ii) Since M 6= 0, the numerical solutions of the mass

m(v, r) always decrease with increasing v but do not tend to
zero. This is true for different values of M and r, φ2

v. By an-
alyzing the dynamical horizon equation as φ2

v → 0+, we have
demonstrated analytically that the black hole mass m(v, r)

in the K-essence emergent Schwarzschild-Vaidya spacetime
constantly diminishes but does not completely evaporate.
(iii) One key distinction between Vaidya spacetime and

K-essence emergent Schwarzschild-Vaidya spacetime is that
the mass always disappears in Vaidya spacetime, but not
in K-essence emergent Schwarzschild spacetime. Nonethe-
less, we can witness the same trend that the black hole’s
mass shrinking in all scenarios. Possible explanations for
the varied outcomes include the following: in our situation,
standard gravity (gµν) is minimally coupled with the scalar
filed φ, which causes additional interactions (forces) and the
new form of emergent spacetime, as well as changes to the
associated equation of motion and geodesic equation.
(iv) We have calculated the Hawking temperature using

the tunneling process [52, 60], which is distinct from the

typical Vaidya case and the result is TH = 1
8πKB

(1−φ2
v
)2

M .
In this work, we have used the K-essence model as purely
gravitational standpoint as [26–28].
(v) Finally, though the cosmic implications of dark energy

are important in the current scenario, the K-essence theory
has received universal support as an explanation, and the
φ2
v quantity may be thought of as dark energy density in

units of critical density [18–20].
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