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On local conservation of information content in Schwarzschild black holes
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The central equations in classical general relativity are the Einstein Field Equations, which ac-
curately describe not only the generation of pseudo-Riemannian curvature by matter and radiation
manifesting as gravitational effects, but more importantly mass-energy dynamics, evolution and
distribution on the space-time manifold. Herein, we introduce a geometric phase in general rela-
tivity corresponding to Schwarzschild black hole information content. This quantity appropriately
satisfies a local conservation law subject to minimal coupling, with other desirable properties such
as the quantization of the black hole horizon in units of Planck area. The local conservation law is
imposed by field equations, which not only contain the trace of Einstein Field Equations, but also a
complex-valued function with properties analogous to the quantum-mechanical wave function. Such
success attests to the utility of the proposed field equations in capturing key aspects of quantum
gravity theories.

Introduction – Quantum information within the
Schrodinger picture of quantum mechanics is locally con-
served by virtue of the probability density, which is nor-
malized to unity, satisfying the continuity equation.[1]
This guarantees that the sum of probabilities of all pos-
sible configurations of the quantum system, even as the
wave function evolves, is always preserved at unity. In
the Heisenberg picture, this requires the existence of a
unitary operator responsible for the quantum evolution
of the wave function.[2] In particular, the ultimate test
of information conservation within a quantum system
is the no-hiding theorem[2, 3], which explicitly requires
that any apparent loss of the quantum system’s informa-
tion content due to processes such as decoherence be a
unitary transformation, which ensures that information
is transferred to the sub-states of the environment and
never to the correlations between the environment and
the system.[2]
Consequently, should quantum gravity theories pre-

serve information, an interesting case to consider is
whether this information is locally conserved. In particu-
lar, concerns on whether information content is conserved
in quantum gravity systems stem largely from the black
hole information paradox.[4–7] The most adopted solu-
tions to the paradox employ the holographic principle
(particularly, the Anti-de Sitter/Conformal Field The-
ory (AdS/CFT) correspondence)[8–10], which requires
the quantum information of the matter and radiation
degrees of freedom falling through the event horizon to-
wards the black hole singularity be stored on the surface
area. Thus, unidentified mechanisms such as quantum
entanglement are thought to viably encode the quantum
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information on the thermal radiation of particles escap-
ing the black hole, in a bid to guarantee unitarity of
the black hole formation and evaporation process.[11–13]
However, during gravitational collapse, since the black
hole horizon forms spontaneously when radius of the
spherically-symmetric collapsing star becomes less than
the Schwarzschild radius (it is strictly non-local[14]), it
would be a serendipitous result if the information they
store is indeed locally conserved.

Moreover, a heuristic argument by Susskind for con-
structing a Schwarzschild black hole bit by bit using
quantum particles, highlights another challenge.[15] Ac-
cording to Susskind, it is imperative that only a bit of
information per quantum particle is absorbed or emit-
ted by the growing or shrinking black hole. For instance,
considering mass-less U(1) gauge particles, this requires
that the wavelength be comparable to the Schwarzschild
radius/black hole inverse temperature (speed of light,
c = 1), λ ∝ 2πrS = 8πGM = β, where G is the gravi-
tation constant, β is the inverse temperature and M is
the black hole mass, thus cutting-off unnecessary modes
of quantum information such as particle position from
being stored by the black hole. Consequently, any emis-
sion or absorption of a single particle changes only the
mass-energy of the black hole by the energy of a single
particle (reduced Planck’s constant, ~ = 1), δM = 2π/λ,
implying that the change in the Schwarzschild radius is
comparable to the Compton wavelength of the black hole,
δrS = 2GδM = 4πG/λ ∝ 4πG/8πGM = 1/2M .

Accordingly, the black hole surface area changes by,
δ(4πr2S) = 8πrSδrS ∝ 16πGM/2M = 8πG. Conse-
quently, for a black hole built by k such particles, the
surface area is quantized as 4πr2S/8πG ∝ k ∈ Z.[16–19]
While this heuristic argument utilizes the de Brolie wave-
length of the particle consistent with the wave-particle
duality of quantum mechanics, it nonetheless poses a
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subtle problem to quantum field theory (the standard
model of particle physics). In particular, since the parti-
cle number, comprising the black hole horizon and hence
the black hole information content, may differ from con-
served quantum numbers such as baryon number or lep-
ton number[20], it may not necessarily be a conserved
quantity. Nonetheless, this can be resolved by strictly
considering k to be related to a measure of the energy
content of the black hole, which must always be con-
served along geodesics since the Schwarzschild solution
admits a time-like Killing vector.
Moreover, the argument not only offers crucial insights

into the two relevant length scales for quantum black
holes, namely the Schwarzschild radius/inverse temper-
ature and the inverse mass/Compton wavelength, but
also retains an extremely simple but desirable feature
– that the quantum state of the black hole horizon
with k ‘pixels’ can be associated with the single mode
quantum harmonic oscillator, |k〉 of angular frequency,

ω = 2π/λ ∝ 1/β, where [a, a†] = 1, a|k〉 =
√
k|k − 1〉

and a†|k〉 =
√
k + 1|k+1〉, with a, a† the particle annihi-

lation, creation operator and normalization, 〈k|l〉 = δkl.
Nonetheless, since the black hole can emit and absorb the
particles forming it via quantum mechanical effects such
as tunneling, responsible for Hawking radiation[21, 22],
the horizon and hence the temperature is expected to
likewise fluctuate.
In this work, we formalize this heuristic argument by

considering the mass-less quanta of the U(1) gauge field
to build up the black hole. We shall introduce a dimen-
sionless proportionality constant,

g = λ/β, (1)

and define the number of pixels, k on the surface area as,

k =
1

4π

∫

d 3x
√

− det (gµν)J 0(~x), (2)

where ∇µJ µ = 0 and J µ = (J 0,J i) is the locally con-
served current. Thus, locally where special relativity ap-
plies, the metric tensor is Minkowski, gµν = ηµν , while
the heuristic argument suggests we should expect that,

βM

2
≡

∫

d 3x
√

− det (ηµν)J 0(β, ~x)

= β

∫

d 3x
√

− det (ηµν)〈k|(T 00(x) +
Λ

8πG
η00)|k〉

= 2× 2πβg

λ
〈k|1

2

(

a†a+ aa†
)

|k〉 − βΛV

8πG
= 4πk, (3)

where we have accounted for the two polarization states,
used eq. (1) and β = 8πGM . In addition, we have set,

V =
2π

MΛ
=

∫

d 3x
√

− det (ηµν), (4)

with V the spatial volume, Λ the cosmological constant,

T µν = g

(

FµαF ν
α − 1

4
FαβFαβη

µν

)

, (5)

the trace-less energy-momentum tensor of the U(1) gauge
field satisfying ∂µT

µν = 0, Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ the field
strength and Aµ the gauge field.
Gravitational effects are incorporated via minimal cou-

pling by imposing the Einstein Field Equations,

Rµν − 1

2
Rgµν + Λgµν = 8πG〈k|Tµν |k〉, (6)

on field equations of the complex-Hermitian form,[23]

∇µKµ
ν = βΨ∗∂νΨ, (7)

where Ψ =
√
ρ exp(iS) is a complex-valued function with

S a suitable action and ρ a density function, Kµν = Rµν+
iFµν is a complex-Hermitian tensor, Rµν is the Ricci ten-
sor and Fµν = M∇µξν with ξν the time-like Killing vec-
tor. While eq. (7) contains a complex-Hermitian ten-
sor (Kµν = Rµν + iFµν), its structure completely differs
from complex general relativity[24, 25] since the metric
tensor and affine connection are strictly real and torsion
free.[26] In fact, the form of eq. (7) has been explored
by the present authors to not only consider asymptotic
behavior in dark matter dominated spiral galaxies but
also in other contexts of emergent gravity in condensed
matter systems such as layered materials used as battery
electrodes.[23, 27, 28]
The main result is that the field equations readily for-

malize the heuristic argument above for Schwarzchild
black holes, whilst guaranteeing a locally-conserved in-
formation current given by,

Jµ = −8πGMℑ(Ψ∗∂νΨ)

= − β

2i
(Ψ∗∂µΨ−Ψ(∂µΨ)∗) =

βM

2
ρuµ, (8a)

exists, where uµ is the four-velocity of the black hole
and thus, by eq. (3), the density function, ρ must be
normalized as,

∫

d 3x
√

− det (gµν) ρu
0 = 1, (8b)

where,

∇µFµν = −J ν , (9)

is the imaginary part of eq. (7) and the real part cor-
responds to the trace of eq. (6). Crucially, the average
information stored by the black hole on its surface is pro-
portional to the entropy of the gauge particles, suggesting
no information will be lost when the particles are emitted
or absorbed by the black hole. Nonetheless, one needs to
rigorously track the black hole formation and evaporation
process for a definitive conclusion.[29] Moreover, further
extensive work may be needed in order to expand the
formalism to apply to other black hole solutions such as
the Kerr-Newman metric.
Throughout this paper, we employ Einstein’s summa-

tion convention, and natural units, where Planck’s con-
stant ~, Boltzmann constant, kB and speed of light in
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vacuum c are both set to unity (~ = kB = c = 1). We
also assume a torsion-free 1 + 3 dimensional space-time,
where ∇µ is the metric compatible covariant derivative,
i.e. ∇σgµν = 0, while the metric signature convention
is taken to be diag(ηµν) = (−1, 1, 1, 1) where ηµν is the
Minkowski metric.

Einstein manifolds – We shall first consider Ein-
stein manifolds, e.g. de Sitter vacuum, which satisfies,

Rµν − 1

2
Rgµν + Λgµν = 8πG lim

ρ→0
Mρuµuν = 0, (10)

where Λ is the cosmological constant, M is the central
mass, uµ is the 4-velocity vector, ρ is a density function
to be determined, Rµν = Rρ

µρν and Rρ
µνσ is the Riemann

tensor satisfying,

[∇µ,∇ν ]uσ = Rρ
σνµuρ, (11)

with [∇µ,∇ν ] = ∇µ∇ν −∇ν∇µ the commutator and uµ

any four-vector (e.g. the four-velocity) which appropri-
ately transforms as a tensor. We shall consider eq. (10)
as the constraint applied to field equations of the form,

∇µKµν = 8πGMΨ∗∂νΨ, (12)

also given in eq. (7), where Kµν = Rµν + iFµν is a
complex-Hermitian tensor, g is a coupling constant de-
fined in eq. (4), i =

√
−1, Fµν = M∇µξν with ξµ the

time-like Killing vector, Ψ =
√
ρ exp(iS) is a complex-

valued function with S an action to be determined.
Isometries on the space-time manifold guarantee that

the Killing vector satisfies,[30]

∇µξν = −∇νξµ. (13)

Thus, using eq. (11) with uµ → ξµ and applying eq.
(13), we find Killing vectors must satisfy,

∇µ∇νξσ = Rρ
µνσξρ, (14a)

and hence,

∇µ∇µξσ = Rρµ
µσξρ = −Rρ

σξρ. (14b)

Plugging in eq. (10) into eq. (14), we arrive at,

∇µ∇µξν = −Λξν. (14c)

Essentially, eq. (14c) requires that the imaginary part of
eq. (7) yields,

8πGMℑ(Ψ∗∂νΨ) = 8πGMρ∂νS

= ∇µFµν = −MΛξν, (15a)

while the real part,

∂µR = 8πGM∂µρ, (15b)

simply corresponds to the derivative of the trace of eq.
(10) (given by R = 8πGMρ+ 4Λ) with uµuµ = −1 and
ρ 6= 0, where we have used the Bianchi identity,

∇µRµν =
1

2
∇νR. (16)

Furthermore, we shall consider the Einstein-Hilbert ac-
tion with the cosmological constant,

SEH =
1

16πG

∫

d 4x
√

− det(gµν) (R− 2Λ) , (17)

and make a stationary phase approximation by plugging
in the trace of eq. (10) to yield,

S ≡ SEH

∣

∣

∣

∣

R=8πGMρ+4Λ

=
M

2

∫

d 4x
√

− det(gµν)

(

ρ+
Λ

4πGM

)

, (18)

where S is defined as the action appearing in the
complex-valued function, Ψ. Making use of the normal-
ization condition in eq. (8b), with u0 = dt/dτ , where τ
is the proper time, we can write,

S =
M

2

∫

dτ

∫

d 3x
√

− det(gµν)ρu
0 + S0

= M

∫

dτ + S0, (19a)

where the constant phase is given by,

S0 =
1

8πG

∫ iβ

0

dt d 3x
√

− det(gEµν) Λ

= −βV Λ

8πG
= −MV Λ = −2π, (19b)

with V the spatial volume given in eq. (4) and β =
8πGM chosen as the relevant cut-off time-scale based on
Wick rotation, gµν → gEµν (eq. (50)) and gEµν is the metric
in Euclidean signature where we have used,

√

− det(gµν) = −i
√

− det(gEµν). (19c)

Proceeding, we can substitute eq. (19) into eq. (15a)
to yield,

ξµ =
8πGM

2Λ
ρuµ, (20)

where we have used
∫

dτ = −
∫

uµdx
µ. Considering the

case where,

uµ = exp(Φ)ξµ, (21)

with Φ a scalar function, it is rather straight-forward to
show that Φ is the Newtonian potential,

uµ∇µuν = exp(Φ)ξµ∇µ(exp(Φ)ξν)

= exp(2Φ)ξµ∇µξν + exp(Φ)ξνξ
µ∇µ exp(Φ)

= −1

2
exp(2Φ)∇ν(ξ

µξµ)

=
1

2
exp(2Φ)∇ν exp(−2Φ) = −∇νΦ. (22a)
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Moreover, the conservation condition imposed by
∇µ∇νFµν = 0 requires that, ∇µ (ρu

µ) = 0, which is
equivalent to the condition,

d

dτ
ρ = uµ∇µρ = −ρ∇µu

µ

= −ρ exp(Φ)ξµ∇µΦ = −ρuµ∇µΦ = −ρ
d

dτ
Φ, (22b)

where we have used ∇µξ
µ = 0. This can be solved to

yield,

ρ = ρc exp(−Φ), (22c)

for the density function with ρc the proportionality con-
stant. Moreover, eq. (4), eq. (19b), eq. (20) and eq.
(21) require that,

ρc =
Λ

4πGM
=

1

2GM2V
. (23)

This is consistent with the normalization condition in eq.
(8b), where ξµ = (1,~0) is the time-like Killing vector,
when,

M/2κ = 1, (24a)

since we have,

1 =

∫

d 3x
√

− det (gµν) ρu
0 = V ρc. (24b)

This requires that the inverse temperature, β = 8πGM =
4π/M be proportional to the Compton wavelength, thus
unifying the two relevant length scales. Moreover, an-
other serendipitous feature of eq. (24a) is that, for a
spatial volume that extends to infinity, V → ∞, the
density function approaches zero, ρ → 0, and we re-
cover, from eq. (10), the Einstein vacuum condition,
Rµν = Λgµν , as required. Moreover, since the black
hole mass is M = 2π/ΛV in eq. (4), keeping M fixed
while taking the spatial volume to infinity requires that
the cosmological constant approaches zero, Λ → 0 hence
recovering Rµν = 0. Nonetheless, eq. (19b) guarantees
the complex-valued function, Ψ is single-valued at finite
Λ and V . Finally, eq. (24a) is too constraining since,
from the heuristic argument, we ought to expect that
βM/2 = 4πk 6= 2π violating eq. (24a), where k ∈ Z is a
positive integer corresponding to the number of pixels on
the black hole surface. This warrants us to incorporate
vacua other than the Einstein vacuum in our formalism.

Formalizing the argument – Particularly, we shall
consider the Einstein Field Equations,

Rµν − 1

2
Rgµν + Λgµν = 8πG lim

ρ→0
Tµν 6= 0, (25a)

where the energy-momentum tensor is given by,

Tµν = Mρuµuν + g

(

Fα
µFαν − 1

4
FαβFαβgµν

)

, (25b)

with Fµν = ∂µAµ − ∂νAµ the gauge field strength and
Aµ the U(1) gauge potential. The bianchi identity in
eq. (16) and the metricity condition, ∇µgνσ = 0 requires
that,

∇µ lim
ρ→0

T µν = 0, (26)

which is guaranteed by the equations of motion,

Muµ∇µuν = guµFµν , (27)

together with Maxwell’s equations,

∇µF
µν = lim

ρ→0
ρuν = 0, (28a)

and the Jacobi identity,

∇µFνσ +∇νFσµ +∇σFµν = 0. (28b)

We shall take the semi-classical approach and the limit
ρ → 0, to transform the Einstein Field Equations in eq.
(25) into eq. (6) with λ the single-mode wavelength given
in eq. (1), where a standard calculation yields,

lim
ρ→0,gµν→ηµν

〈k|T 00|k〉 = 2× 2πg

λ
(k + 1/2)V −1, (29a)

which is satisfied locally as gµν → ηµν with the factor of
2 accounting for polarization. Here, we have used,

T 00 = g

3
∑

i,j=1

(ηijη
00η00Fi0Fj0 −

1

2
η00ηijF0iF0jη

00)

− g

4

3
∑

i,j,k,l=1

(ηikηjlFijFklη
00) = g

3
∑

i,j=1

δij
1

2
(EiEj+BiBj)

=
g

V

∑

s=±

∑

| ~ps|= 2π
gβ

ωs
| ~ps|

(

(as
| ~ps|

)† as
| ~ps|

+
1

2

)

, (29b)

where η00 = η00 = −1, η0j = η0j = 0, ηij = ηij = δij is

the Kronecker delta, F0i = Ei and
1
2

∑3
i,j=1 εijkFij = Bk

have been decomposed into the sum of Fourier modes

over discrete momenta, |~ps| =
√

∑3
i=1(p

s
i )

2 = ωs
| ~ps|

=

2π/λ with psµp
sµ = 0, psµ = (ωs

| ~ps|
, ~ps) the four-

momentum and s = ± the two polarization states. The
Fock space of the gauge particles, |k〉 is the short hand
for,

|k〉 =
∏

| ~ps|= 2π
gβ

∏

s=±

|ks
| ~ps|

〉 = |k+2π/λ〉 ⊗ |k−2π/λ〉, (30a)

〈k|k〉 = 〈k+2π/λ|k
+
2π/λ〉 ⊗ 〈k−2π/λ|k

−
2π/λ〉 = 1, (30b)

where the black hole is built by an equal number of par-
ticles of each polarization state, k = k+2π/λ = k−2π/λ and
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the creation and annihilation operators satisfy the usual
quantum harmonic oscillator relations,

as
| ~ps|

|ks
| ~ps|

〉 =
√

ks
| ~ps|

|ks
| ~ps|

− 1〉, (31a)

(as
| ~ps|

)†|ks
| ~ps|

〉 =
√

(

ks
| ~ps|

+ 1
)

|ks
| ~ps|

+ 1〉, (31b)

[

ar
| ~pr|

, (as
| ~qs|

)†
]

= δrsδ| ~qr || ~ps|. (31c)

Thus, when the momentum is considered continuous, we
ought to make the identification,

g

V

∑

| ~ps|= 2π
gβ

→ 1

(2π)3

∫ Λcut.

0

4π|~ps|2d|~ps|, (32a)

in order for the thermal average to yield,

〈T 00〉 = g

V

∑

s=±

∑

| ~ps|= 2π
gβ

ωs
| ~ps|

(

〈

(as
| ~ps|

)† as
| ~ps|

〉

+
1

2

)

=
∑

s=±

∫ Λcut.

0

|~ps|3
2π2

d|~ps|
(

1

exp(β|~ps|)− 1
+

1

2

)

,

=

∫ Λcut.

0

(ω

π

)2
(

ω

exp(βω)− 1
+

ω

2

)

dω

=
4σ(βΛcut.)

β4
+

Λ

8πG
, (32b)

where we have set | ~p±| = ω
| ~p±|

= ω, and the cut-off

energy scale and the constant σ(βΛcut.) respectively to,

Λcut. =

(

πΛ

G

)1/4

, (33a)

σ(βΛcut.) =

∫ βΛcut.

0

x3/4π2

exp(x) − 1
dx. (33b)

Consequently, since astrophysical black holes have a van-
ishing temperature, β → ∞, we recover the Stephan-
Boltzmann constant, σ(∞) = π2/60, as expected.

Proceeding, since the temperature, 1/β and the wave-
length λ are both blue-shifted by the introduction of the
gravitational field by equal amounts,

λ → λ
√

−g00(x), (34a)

β → β
√

−g00(x), (34b)

we can adopt the condition in eq. (1) for curved space-
times without loss of generality. Moreover, to obtain the
action, S in eq. (7) as before, we consider the stationary

phase approximation,

S ≡ SEH

∣

∣

∣

∣

R=8πGMρ+4Λ

+ Sgauge

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇µFµν=ρuν

=
M

2

∫

dτ + S0 −
g

4

∫

d 4x
√

− det(gµν)FαβF
αβ

=
M

2

∫

dτ + S0 +
g

2

∫

d 4x
√

− det(gµν)Aβ∇αF
αβ

=
M

2

∫

dτ+S0+
g

2

∫

dτ

∫

d 3x
√

− det(gµν)(Aβu
β)ρu0

=
M

2

∫

dτ +
g

2

∫

dτ〈Aαu
β〉+ S0, (35)

where we have discarded the boundary term,
∫

d 4x
√

− det(gµν)∇α(AβF
αβ) = 0, (36a)

and defined the average operation as,

〈· · · 〉 =
∫

d 3x
√

− det(gµν)(· · · )ρu0. (36b)

Thus, we shall set,
〈

g

2

∫

dτ〈k|Aαu
α|k〉

〉

+ S0 = 2πν(k), (37)

in eq. (35) with ν(k) ∈ Z is some integer that depends
on k, in order to be consistent with eq. (8a). Evidently,

∫

d 3x
√

− det (gµν)J 0(~x)

=
βM

2

∫

d 3x
√

− det (gµν)ρu
0 =

βM

2
, (38a)

where eq. (8b) has been applied. Since eq. (7) is in-
variant under the introduction of a trace-less energy-
momentum tensor in Einstein Field Equations, this im-
plies that Ψ ought to be single-valued, in accordance with
eq. (37). Furthermore, by the imaginary part of eq. (7)
given in eq. (9),

βM

2
=

∫

d 3x
√

− det (gµν)J 0(~x)

= −
∫

d 3x
√

− det (gµν)∇µFµ0

= −M

∫

d 3x
√

− det (gµν)∇µ∇µξ0

= M

∫

d 3x
√

− det (gµν)R
µ0ξµ

= 8πGM

∫

d 3x
√

− det (gµν)〈k|T 00|k〉

+
2π

V

∫

d 3x
√

− det (gµν)g
00, (38b)

where we have used V = 2π/MΛ from eq. (4). Con-
sequently, we recover eq. (3) in the limit gµν → ηµν
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where we have used eq. (29). For astrophysical black
holes, k ≫ 1/2, obtaining k + 1/2 ≃ k, where the par-
ticle number dominates the zero point term. Since Λ is
defined such that it cancels out the zero point term, we
can reasonably set, Λ → 0, without loss of consistency.
Finally, plugging in eq. (21), where ξµ = (1,~0) is the

time-like Killing vector, into the time component of the
imaginary part of eq. (7) with gµν = ηµν requires the ex-
pression for the proportionality constant, ρc in eq. (22b)
to satisfy,

4πk

V
=

8πGM2

2
ρu0 =

βM

2
ρc. (39)

Moreover, plugging in eq. (21) and eq. (22b) into eq.
(8b) yields and expression for the proportionality con-
stant, ρc = 1/V thus recovering eq. (3) from eq. (39).
For infinite volume, V → ∞ at fixed M , ρc → 0, hence
guaranteeing the limits, ρ → 0 and Λ → 0 (eq. (4)).
Lastly, by eq. (22a) and eq. (27), we can write,

g

M
uµFµν = −∂νΦ, (40a)

which can be rearranged using eq. (4) and eq. (21) to
yield,

∂νρ = −ρ∂νu
0 =

gΛ

2π
F0ν . (40b)

Quantum effects – We begin by noting the fact that
the Lie derivative of the Ricci scalar, R (and equivalently,
via eq. (7), the density function, ρ) in the direction of
the Killing vector identically vanishes,

0 = ∇µ∇ν∇µξν = ∇µ(R
µνξν)

=
1

2
∇νR = 4πGMξν∇νρ, (41)

and hence, due to the anti-symmetry, Fµν = −Fνµ, it is
consistent with eq. (40b). Moreover, observe that, by eq.
(8b) and eq. (36b), 〈1〉 = 1 whereas,

pµ = M

∫

d 3x
√

− det(gµν)ρu
0uµ

= M〈uµ〉 =
∫

d 3x
√

− det(gµν)t
0µ, (42)

is the momentum calculated from the energy-momentum
tensor, tµν = Mρuµuν . Consequently, to make it appar-
ent that Ψ is a quantum mechanical wave function, we
shall introduce the definitions,

Ψ(~x, t) = exp

(

−i
M

2
u0(~x)t

)

Ψ(~x, 0), (43a)

Ψ(~x, 0) =
√

ρ(~x) exp

(

−i
M

2

∫

~u(~x) · d~x
)

, (43b)

and,

Ψ(~x, 0) = 〈~x|Ψ〉, (43c)

Ψ∗(~x, 0) = 〈Ψ|~x〉, (43d)

where, uµ = gµνu
ν = (u0(~x), ~u(~x)) is the covariant

four-velocity related to the contravariant four-velocity
given in eq. (21) and the space-time manifold strictly
admits a time-like Killing vector satisfying ξµ∂µgαβ =
∂gµν/∂t = 0, and hence by eq. (40b), ∂u0/∂t =
g0µ∂u

µ/∂t = g00∂u
0/∂t = 0, in order to write

Ψ(~x, t) =
√

ρ(~x) exp(iS(~x, t)) with S = (M/2)
∫

dτ =
−(M/2)

∫

uµdx
µ from eq. (43). Moreover,

1̂ =

∫

d 3x
√

− det (gµν)u
0(~x)|~x〉〈~x|, (44)

which guarantees the wave function, |Ψ〉 is appropriately
normalized,

〈Ψ|Ψ〉 = 〈Ψ|1̂|Ψ〉

=

∫

d 3x
√

− det (gµν)u
0(~x)〈Ψ|~x〉〈~x|Ψ〉

=

∫

dV u0|Ψ|2 = 1, (45)

as expected, where the volume element, V is given in eq.
(4). Consequently, we find,

2iξµ〈Ψ|∂µ|Ψ〉 =
∫

d 3x
√

− det(gµν)u
0iξµΨ∗∂µΨ

=

∫

d 3x
√

− det(gµν)ξ
µρu0uµ

=

∫

d 3x
√

− det(gµν)ξµt
µ0 = ξµp

µ, (46)

where ξµ is any Killing vector, and we have used eq.
(7), eq. (42) and eq. (41). Proceeding, we consider the
operators,

pā = 2iξµā∂µ ≡ i∂ā, (47a)

xā = ξµāx
µ, (47b)

where ā = 0, 1, 2, 3 labels the space/time like Killing vec-
tor and ξµā = gµνξ

ν
ā, whose commutation relations yield,

[pā, xb̄] = 2iξµāξµb̄, (48)

implying a modified uncertainty relation by the gravi-
tational field. For instance, for a space time with two
Killing vectors oriented along the 0, 3 directions, respec-
tively corresponding to a time-like, ξµ

0̄
= (1,~0), and

space-like Killing vector, ξµ
3̄
= (~0, 1), the commutation

relations reduce to,

[p0̄, x0̄] = 2iξµ
0̄
ξµ0̄ = 2ig00, (49a)

[p3̄, x3̄] = 2iξµ
3̄
ξµ3̄ = 2ig33, (49b)

and,

[p0̄, x3̄] = 2iξµ
0̄
ξµ3̄ = 2ig03

= 2ig30 = 2iξµ
3̄
ξµ0̄ = [p3̄, x0̄]. (49c)
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Geometric phase – We wish to introduce periodic-
ity to the time coordinate in order to define a geometric
phase analogous to the Berry phase[31, 32], with prop-
erties where the number of particles is the first Chern
number.[33, 34] This will be achieved by working with
a periodic imaginary time acquired by a Wick rota-
tion/analytic continuation, t = itE. This changes the
space-time metric with a Lorenzian signature, gµν to a
metric with Euclidean signature, gµν → gEµν . To account
for the crucial change of sign in the formalism such as in
eq. (38b), we shall also require the cosmological constant
to transform as Λ → −Λ (from de Sitter to anti-de Sitter)
under Wick rotation, where Λ ≥ 0. While this transfor-
mation is typically not carried out in standard Euclidean
path integral, it ensures that the vacuum energy con-
tributions of the gauge field can always be appropriately
canceled out by the contribution of the cosmological con-
stant.
Moreover, periodicity of Euclidean time implies that

the time coordinate is periodic in iβ,

t → t+ iβ, (50)

and the wave function in eq. (43) transforms accordingly
as,

Ψ(~x, t) → exp

(

βM

2
u0

)

Ψ(~x, t), (51a)

Ψ∗(~x, t) → exp

(

−βM

2
u0

)

Ψ∗(~x, t). (51b)

Thus, for quantum field theory on the space-time with
operators, Oj(~x, tE) = exp(HtE)Oj(~x, 0) exp(−HtE)
where H is the Hamiltonian of the theory, the thermal
average is given by,

Oj(~x, tE) =

Z−1Tr
(

exp(−βH)U−1(tE)Oj(~x, 0)U(tE)
)

, (52)

which is invariant under eq. (50), where the Euclidean
time is defined as, tE = it, Z = Tr(exp(−βH)) is the
partition function and U−1(tE) = exp(HtE),U(tE) =
exp(−HtE). Likewise, by virtue of eq. (51), the addi-
tional averaging by Ψ also satisfies this invariance,

〈Oj(~x, tE)〉 =
∫

dV u0(~x)Ψ∗(~x, t)Oj(~x, tE)Ψ(~x, t), (53)

provided, [u0(~x),Oj(~x, tE)] = 0.
Proceeding, we shall make the ansatz that, the spa-

tial coordinates evolve with time at finite temperature as
follows,

~x → ~x(tE = it) =

Z−1Tr (exp(−βH) exp(HtE)~x(0) exp(−HtE)) , (54)

where the wave function transforms as,

|Ψ(~x, t)〉 → |Ψ(~x(t), 0)〉, (55)

Now, introducing a closed path, C, with a cut-off time
scale equal to a time period given by iβ = i8πGM , we
can calculate the geometric phase,

∫

dτ〈Ψ(~x, t)|∂0̄|Ψ(~x, t)〉

=

∫

dτ

∫

d 3x
√

− det(gµν)u
0Ψ∗ξµ

0̄
∂µΨ

=
1

β

∫

dτ

∫

d 3x
√

− det(gµν)u
0ξµ

0̄
∇νKνµ

= i
1

β

∫

dτ

∫

d 3x
√

− det(gµν)u
0ξµ

0̄
∇νFνµ

= −i
1

β

∫

dτ

∫

d 3x
√

− det(gµν)u
0ξµ

0̄
Jµ,

= −i
M

2

∫ iβ

0

dt

∫

d 3x
√

− det(gµν)ρg0µu
µ, (56a)

where we have used u0 = dt/dτ and employed eq. (41),
which guarantees the real part of eq. (7) vanishes. Thus,

as gµν → ηµν , gµ0 → (−1,~0) and we obtain,

βM

2
= −

∫

dτ〈Ψ(~x(tE), 0)|∂0̄|Ψ(~x(tE), 0)〉

=

∫

dtE

∫

dVΨ∗(~x(tE), 0)i∂tEΨ(~x(tE), 0)

=

∫

dV

∫

C

d~x(tE) ·Ψ∗(~x(tE), 0)i~∇~x(tE)Ψ(~x(tE), 0)

=

∫

C

~a(~x(tE)) · d~x(tE) =
∫

S

~b(~x(tE)) · ~nd 2x(tE)

= 4πk, (56b)

where,

~a(~x(tE)) = i

∫

dVΨ∗~∇~x(tE)Ψ (57a)

~b(~x(tE)) = ~∇~x(tE) × ~a(~x(tE)), (57b)

are the Berry connection and curvature respectively,
~∇~x(tE) = ∂/∂xj(tE), ~n is a vector normal to the en-
closed 2 dimensional surface, S by the curve, C = ∂S,
and ν = 2k ∈ Z is the first Chern number.

This can be reconciled with eq. (37) by recognizing
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that, gµν → gEµν → ηEµν in Euclidean time and,

〈k|Sgauge|k〉+ S0

=

〈

g

2

∫

dτ〈k|Aµ(τ)u
ν (τ)|k〉

〉

+ S0

=
g

2

∫

dτ〈k|Aµ(τ)|k〉uν (τ)〈1〉 + S0

=
g

2

∫

〈k|Aµ(τ)|k〉dxµ(τ) + S0

= −g

4

∫ iβ

0

dt

∫

d 3x
√

− det(ηEµν)〈k|Fµν
E Fµν |k〉+ S0

= −igβ

∫

d 3x
√

− det(ηEµν )

3
∑

i,j=1

δij〈k|
1

2
(EiEj+BiBj)|k〉

+ S0 = βV 〈k|T 00 − Λ

8πG
η00E |k〉 = 4πk = 2πν(k), (58)

where Fµν
E = ηµαE ηνβE Fαβ and we have used η00E = ηE00 =

1, ηE0j = η0jE = 0 and ηEij = ηijE = δij . This implies that, in

eq. (57), aµ(τ) = g〈k|Aµ(τ)|k〉, where Aµ(τ) = (0, ~A(τ))
is the choice of gauge and ν(k) = 2k is the first Chern
number.
Generally, we can take the integration surface to be the

two-sphere, ∂B = S = S2, assumed to be the surface of
the black hole, B at the event horizon with coordinates
~x(tE), and introduce the p forms, b = da where a =
aµ(x)dx

µ is the connection p = 1 form. Thus, the particle
number ν = 2k ∈ Z becomes the winding number,

∫

S=S2

~b(~x(tE)) · ~n d 2x(tE)

=

∫

S2

da =

∫

∂S2
+

a+ +

∫

∂S2
−

a−

=

∫

S1

(a+ − a−) = 2π

∫ ν

0

dθ = 2πν = 4πk, (59)

where S2 = S2
+ + S2

− with S2
+/− the northern/southern

hemispheres bounded by a one-sphere ∂S2
+ = −∂S2

− =
S1 with opposite orientation while the two Berry con-
nections a+, a− are related by gauge invariance, a+ =
a− + 2πdθ. Since ∂S2 = ∂S2

+ + ∂S2
− = S1 − S1 = 0, the

non-trivial topology of S2 guarantees the geometric phase
is finite and proportional to the winding number. Thus, it
is clear that, using the Schwarzschild radius, rS = 2GM ,
the Schwarzschild black hole information corresponds to,

I =
4πr2S
4G

=
βM

2
= 4πk, (60)

which is the geometric phase. Finally, we can conclude
that, by virtue of eq. (2) and eq. (9), black hole infor-
mation is locally conserved due to space-time isometries

(time-like Killing vector, ξµ = (1,~0)) on the space-time
manifold which couple to the information current, J µ.

Discussion – We have consistently introduced a ge-
ometric phase corresponding to the information content
in Schwarzschild black holes. This quantity appropriately
satisfies a local conservation law subject to minimal cou-
pling, with other desirable properties such as the quanti-
zation of the black hole horizon in units of Planck area.
The local conservation law is imposed by field equations,
which not only contain the trace of Einstein Field Equa-
tions, but also a complex-valued function with properties
analogous to the quantum-mechanical wave function.

The geometric phase is defined only with solutions of
Einstein Field Equations which admit a time-like Killing
vector. However, since the black hole formation and
evaporation process renders the space-time dynamical
(implying a time dependent black hole mass and hence no
time-like Killing vector exists), this poses a challenge ex-
tending the formalism herein to capture the entire black
hole formation and evaporation process to conclusively
resolve the black hole information paradox. This ap-
parent issue with our formalism can also be understood
quantum mechanically since the geometric phase is an
adiabatic invariant describing the evolution of a quan-
tum system restricted in its energy eigenstate despite a
periodic time-evolution. In particular, for the black hole,
the periodic time evolution arises from the analytic con-
tinuation of real to imaginary time, whereas the adiabatic
condition is enforced by the time-like Killing vector.

Consequently, to define black hole information as the
geometric phase of some evolving quantum mechanical
system at some finite temperature, the adiabatic condi-
tion requires the energy at each instance of the formation
and evaporation process in real time to be approximated
by a time-independent black hole mass interpreted as the
relevant energy eigenstate. Further discussion on the dy-
namical case has been included in the appendix.

Conclusion – We expect our approach sheds light not
only on the nature of black hole information, but also the
limited success herein attests to the utility of the pro-
posed field equations in capturing information theoretic
aspects of quantum gravity.
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where the surface gravity, κ, the electric potential, φ and
angular frequency, ΩB are given by,

κ =
4π

A
(r+ − rS/2) , φ =

q

Aε0
r+, ΩB =

4π

A
a, (A.1b)

with r+ = rS/2 +
√

(rS/2)2 − a2 −Gq2/4πε0 the radius
of the outer horizon, rS = 2GM the Schwarzschild ra-
dius, A = 4πr+rS the black hole surface area, rS = 2GM
the Schwarzschild radius, q the electric charge, ε0 per-
mittivity of free space, a = LB/M ,

LB = − 1

8πG

∫

∂B

dΣµν∇µξν4̄ , (A.2)

the angular momentum of the black hole and dΣµν =
1
2 (ξµnν−ξνnµ)dA is the black hole surface element. Here,
the Killing vector orthogonal to the horizon, ξµξµ = 0 is
given (instead of ξµ = ξµ

0̄
) by,

ξµ = ξµ
0̄
+ΩBξ

µ
4̄
= κ−1ξν∇νξ

µ, (A.3)

and νµ is the other null vector orthogonal to ∂B satisfy-
ing ξµnµ = 1.
To accurately utilize our formalism, it is prudent to

multiply eq. (A.1) by 4πGM and rearrange it as,

4πk −MκA = 4πGM2 −MκA

= 8πGMΩBLB + 8πGMqφ 6= 0, (A.4)

where the non-vanishing terms arise not only from the
finite electromagnetic energy of the charged black hole,
but also due to the fact that the black hole is rotating.
Note that, by a similar calculation to eq. (35), the

action in Ψ ought to transform as,

S → S − q

2

∫

dτÃµu
µ, (A.5a)

when,

∇µF
µν =

q

ε0
ρuν , (A.5b)

Tµν → Tµν − ε0

(

F̃α
µF̃αν − 1

4
F̃αβF̃αβgµν

)

, (A.5c)

where F̃µν = ∂µÃν − ∂νÃµ is the electromagnetic tensor

and we have assumed, 〈Ãµ(τ)u
µ(τ)〉 = Ãµ(τ)u

µ(τ).
Nonetheless, we shall still require Fµν = M∇µξν0̄ in

eq. (7). Thus, introducing the volume element, dΣµ =

nµdV , where nµ = (1,~0), we can write,

4πGM

(

M − q

∫

B

dVΨ∗Ã0Ψ

)

= 8πGMi

∫

B

dΣµg
µνΨ∗∂νΨ

= i
1

2

∫

B

dV g0ν∂νR−M

∫

B

dΣµg
µν∇α∇αξ0̄ν . (A.6a)

The imaginary part can be evaluated in the Boyer-
Lindquist coordinates[36], where g0ν∂ν = g00ξν0̄∂ν +

g03ξν3̄∂ν , which guarantees it identically vanishes since,
ξµā=0,3∂µR = 0 by eq. (41). Moreover, applying Stoke’s
theorem to the last term yields,

−M

∫

B

dΣµ∇ν∇νξµ
0̄
= −M

∫

∂B

dΣµν∇νξµ
0̄

= M

∫

∂B

dΣµν∇µξν −MΩB

∫

∂B

dΣµν∇µξν3̄

= M

∫

∂B

κdA+ 8πGMΩBLB, (A.6b)

where we have used eq. (A.2), eq. (A.3) and ξµnµ = 1.
Lastly, plugging in eq. (A.6b) into eq. (A.6b) and using
the fact that the surface gravity, κ is constant over the
horizon, ∂B, we reproduce eq. (A.4) when,

φ =
1

2

∫

B

dVΨ∗Ã0Ψ. (A.7)

However, this does not reproduce the quantized surface
area as required.
Alternatively, we ought to define an effective mass and

inverse temperature respectively,

Meff =

√
r+rS

2G
, (A.8a)

β =
2π

κ
=

λ

g
, (A.8b)

βeff = 8πGMeff , (A.8c)

where the novel field equations are given by,

∇µKµν = βeffΨ
∗
effD̃νΨeff , (A.9a)

Kµν = Rµν + iFµν , (A.9b)

Fµν =
β

8πG
∇µξν , (A.9c)

where, Ψeff =
√
ρ exp(iSeff) is the wave function, Seff =

(Meff/2)
∫

dτ is the effective action, D̃ν = ∂µ + qÃµ/2
is a gauge-covariant derivative, ξµ is strictly given by
eq. (A.3). While appearing ad hoc, the re-definitions
in eq. (A.9) reproduce eq. (7) and hence the desired
results in the Schwarzschild limit, ΩB → 0, LB → 0 and
q → 0, since ξµ → ξµ

0̄
, r+ → rS = 2GM , Meff → M and

κ → 1/2rS. Thus, re-performing the calculations in eq.
(A.6) yields,

I =
βeffMeff

2

= iβeff

∫

B

dΣµg
µνΨ∗

eff∂νΨeff = i

∫

B

dΣν∇µKµν

=
1

4Gκ

∫

∂B

dΣνµ∇νξµ =
A

4G
, (A.10)

as required. The crucial result is that the geometric phase
is given by A/4G = 4πk, as expected. Further consid-
erations are considered beyond the scope of this work.
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Entangled particles – Since considering two polariza-
tion states for the gauge particles yields a factor of 2
(in ν(k) = 2k ∈ Z), by eq. (60), we conclude that the
black hole is comprised of the two polarization degrees
of freedom. However, near the horizon, an accelerating
observer κ = 1/4GM only has access to information on
their Rindler wedge.[37] This suggests we make use of |k〉
from eq. (30) and consider thermal averages,

1√
Z

exp

(

exp

(

−πβ

λ

)

a+2π/λa
−
2π/λ − πβ

2λ

)

|k+2π/λ〉⊗|k−2π/λ〉

=
1√
Z

∞
∑

k=0

exp

(

−πβ

λ
(k + 1/2)

)

|k+2π/λ〉 ⊗ |k−2π/λ〉

= |TFD〉 = 1√
Z

∞
∑

k=0

exp(−βEk/2)|k〉, (A.11a)

where |TFD〉 is the Thermal Field Double state[37],

Ek =
2π

λ

(

k +
1

2

)

, (A.11b)

Z =

∞
∑

k=0

exp (−βEk) =
exp(−πβ/λ)

1− exp(−2πβ/λ)
, (A.11c)

is the energy of the particles and the partition function
respectively, and each particle polarization state is taken
to occupy a given Rindler wedge (e.g. (+) polarization
occupies the right, R while (−) polarization occupies the
L Rindler wedges) leading to quantum entanglement of
the two left and right wedges. While the density matrix
of the entangled gauge particles is a pure state (ρ̂2 = 1)
given by,

ρ̂ = |TFD〉〈TFD|, (A.12a)

the density matrix of each individual black hole is ob-
tained by tracing out the quantum states of the other,

ρ̂± =

∞
∑

l∓=0

〈l∓|ρ̂|l∓〉 =
1

Z

∞
∑

k=0

exp (−βEk) |k±〉〈k±|,

(A.12b)

which is a mixed/thermal state (ρ̂2 6= 1).

Since the black hole is constructed purely by the gauge
particles, it is reasonable to assume that the black hole
information, or its thermal average 〈βM〉/2, can be cal-
culated using |TFD〉 in eq. (A.11). In other words, we
wish to calculate the black hole entropy using eq. (A.11).
Since the density matrix in eq. (A.12a) is equivalent to,

ρ̂ = |TFD〉〈TFD|

≡ ρkl =
1

Z exp

(

−πβ

λ
(k + l + 1)

)

, (A.13)

one can check that it is a pure state by,

Tr(ρ̂) =

∞
∑

k,l=0

ρklδkl =

∞
∑

k=0

pk = 1,

(A.14)

Tr(ρ̂2) =

∞
∑

k,l,m,n=0

ρkmρnlδmnδkl =

∞
∑

k,l=0

pkpl = 1,

(A.15)

where δkl is the Kronekar delta and

pk = Z−1 exp

(

−2πβ

λ
(k + 1/2)

)

, (A.16)

the occupation probabilities. On the other hand, calcu-
lating the Von Newmann entropy yields,

SVN = −Tr(ρ̂± ln(ρ̂±)) = −
∞
∑

k=0

pk ln pk

=

∞
∑

k,l=0

ρklδkl lnZ +
πβ

λ

∞
∑

k,l=0

ρklδkl(k + l + 1)

=

∞
∑

k=0

pk lnZ +
πβ

λ

∞
∑

k=0

pk(2k + 1)

= lnZ +
2π

g

(

〈k〉+ 1

2

)

, (A.17)

where we have used g = λ/β from eq. (1).
Recall that, g > 0 is the coupling constant, whose value

until now has been considered real and positive (β ≥ 0,
λ ≥ 0) but otherwise arbitrary. Since we are seeking the
expression, SVN ∝ 〈k〉, we ought to define g such that
the free energy, lnZ = 0 identically vanishes. Solving for
g,

Z =
exp(−π/g)

1− exp(−2π/g)
= 1, (A.18)

yields the golden ratio,

exp(π/g) =
1 +

√
5

2
, (A.19)

where we have discarded the negative solution which ren-
ders g imaginary. Thus, we can rearrange the Von New-
nann entropy to obtain,

〈I〉 = 4π〈k〉 = −2g

∞
∑

k=0

pk ln pk − 2π,

=
4π

exp(2π/g)− 1
= 4π exp(−π/g). (A.20)

Crucially, the average information stored by the black
hole on its surface is proportional to the entropy of the
gauge particles, suggesting no information will be lost
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when the particles are emitted or absorbed by the black
hole. Nonetheless, one needs to rigorously track the black
hole formation and evaporation process for a definitive
conclusion.
Dynamical space-time – The adiabatic condition

requires each instance in time to be approximated by
the Schwarzschild solution which necessarily admits a
time-like Killing vector but otherwise results in neglect-
ing Hawking radiation entropy effects and hence unitar-
ity. Ideas on extending our formalism begin by recalling
that the relevant scales for quantum black holes in our
approach are the Schwarzschild radius/inverse tempera-
ture/particle wavelength (rS ∼ β ∼ λ) and the inverse
mass/Compton wavelength (1/M ∼ λC), where the adia-
batic invariant/information content (k(M,λ) ∼ I(M,λ))
is the conserved quantity interpreted as the measure of
black hole energy as earlier discussed.
Consequently, standard calculus requires,

dI(M,λ) =
∂I(M,λ)

∂M
dM +

∂I(M,λ)

∂λ
dλ, (A.21a)

where the system evolves exploring the M,λ phase space.
Heuristically, we can treat M,λ as conjugate variables
where we impose Hamilton’s equations,

m̄P
∂I
∂M

=
dλ

dη
, m̄P

∂I
∂λ

= −dM

dη
, (A.21b)

with m̄P a constant with mass dimensions. This
guarantees that I(M(η), λ(η)) is a conserved quan-
tity (dI(M(η), λ(η))/dη = 0) over coordinate time, η.
Thus, in analogy with classical Hamiltonian mechanics
(∂H/∂p = dx/dt, ∂H/∂x = −dp/dt, where p, x are the
conjugate momentum, position respectively), the rele-
vant entropy becomes the black hole entropy, 4πGM2

less the entropy of Hawking radiation, SH.r.(λ),

I(M,λ) =
M2

2m̄2
P

− SH.r.(λ), (A.22)

where m̄P = 1/
√
8πG is the reduced Planck mass. Thus,

since the radiation entropy must depend on particle en-
ergy, ω = 2π/λ, the mass, M is independent of time
if and only if there is no Hawking radiation (dM/dη =
m̄P∂SH.r.(λ)/∂λ = 0).
For instance, the entropy of a quantum harmonic os-

cillator with two polarization states is given by,

Sh.o.(λ) = 2 ln(Z) +
2πβ

λ
coth(πβ/λ), (A.23a)

where Z = (exp(πβ/λ)−exp(−πβ/λ))−1 is the partition
function, β the inverse temperature. Since the entropy
only depends on λ/β = g given in eq. (1), it is unaffected
by gravitational blue shift given in eq. (34). Moreover,
for consistency with eq. (A.18) in the appendix, we shall
consider the special case, Z = 1, which fixes the value of
g (see eq. (A.19)) and hence,

Sh.o. =
2πβ

λ
coth(πβ/λ) = SVN. (A.23b)

This discussion can be linked to the Friedmann-Lemaitre-
Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric that admits no time-
like Killing vector,

dτ2 = −dη2 +R2(η)

(

dr2

1± 8πK0r2
+ r2dΩ2

)

, (A.24a)

where dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2 is the metric of the two-
sphere, R(η) is the scale factor and K0 is a constant
playing the role of Gaussian curvature. For Einstein Field
Equations sourced by T µν (given in eq. (25) where ρ →
0), the Friedmann equations correspond to eq. (26) and,

1

2

(

∂R

∂η

)2

− G
(

4π
3 R3〈T 00〉

)

R
= ±4πK0, (A.24b)

which is interpreted as the analogue of eq. (A.22)
when the space-time is dynamical by setting, R(η) =
m̄Pλ(η) = gm̄Pβ(η), ρ0 = 2πm̄PV

−1g coth(π/g) and,

〈T 00〉 = 2πg

λV R3
coth(πβ/λ) = ρ0/R

4, (A.25a)

V =
4πℓ3P
3

, SH.r. =
SVN

8π

( g

R

)2

, (A.25b)

where ℓP = 1/m̄P. In this case, the black hole informa-
tion corresponds to,

I = ±4πℓ2PK0, (A.26a)

interpreted as the analogue of the Gauss-Bonnet theo-
rem,

I = ±
∫

Kd(Area) = ±2πχ(k) = 4πk, (A.26b)

where χ(h) = 2 − 2h(k) is the Euler characteristic of a
two-dimensional compact orientable manifold of genus,

±(1− h(k)) = k. (A.27)

Moreover, since k = a†a is the boson number, we ought
to choose the negative sign corresponding to h(k) =
aa† ≥ 1 and eq. (A.27) is merely the commutation rela-
tion,

aa† − a†a = 1. (A.28a)

This implies that the positive sign corresponds to the
case for fermions,

cc† + c†c = 1, (A.28b)

with k = c†c, h(k) = cc† = 1 − k ≤ 1 and T µν replaced
by the Dirac energy momentum tensor. Finally, the con-
nection of eq. (A.22) to recent works on reproducing the
Page curve using a generalized entropy equation for quan-
tum extremal surfaces and bulk fields[13, 38–40] remains
promising but nonetheless presently unexplored.


