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Abstract

The near horizon aspects (and beyond) of a black hole metric, which belongs to a large class of static spherically
symmetric black holes, is considered here. It has been realized recently that an atom falling into a black hole leads
to the generation of acceleration radiation through virtual transitions. In recent studies it has been argued that
this acceleration radiation can be understood from the near horizon physics of the black hole. The near horizon
approximation leads to conformal symmetry in the problem. We go beyond the near horizon approximation in our
analysis. This breaks the conformal symmetry associated with the near horizon physics of the black hole geometry.
We observe that even without the consideration of the conformal symmetry, the modified equivalence relation holds.
Further, our analysis reveals that the probability of virtual transition retains its Planck like form with the amplitude
getting modified due to the beyond near horizon approximation. For the next part of our analysis, we have observed
the horizon brightened acceleration radiation entropy (HBAR) for a Garfinkle-Horowitz-Strominger (GHS) black
hole. We observe that the HBAR entropy misses out on quantum gravity like corrections while considering the
conformal case. However, such corrections emerge when the conformal symmetry gets broken in the beyond near

horizon analysis.

Introduction

1 With the advent of general theory of relativity [1,2], the
concept of the black hole arose as an exact solution to the
non-linear field equations of general relativity. Stephen
Hawking, in his papers [3-5], showed that a black hole
emits radiation while considering quantum effects in curved
space-time. The efforts to unite gravity, geometry, and
thermodynamics led to seminal works like black hole ther-
modynamics [3-7], Hawking radiation [3-5], particle emis-
sion from black holes [8-10], the Unruh effect [11], and
acceleration radiation [12-19, 22-26]. The Hawking radia-
tion from a black hole can be directly related to the Unruh
effect which is nothing but the detection of particles by
an accelerated detector in an inertial vacuum. In recent
times, there has been an upsurge in the efforts to analyt-
ically explain the combined effects of quantum optics and
black hole physics [19,26-28]. In this scenario, the two-level
atom behaves as a detector. In several recent works, it has
been shown that an atom falling into a black hole with an
arbitrary metric feels the effect of thermal radiation similar
to that of Hawking radiation [19,26]. The entropy of radia-
tion emitted in this process is termed as horizon brightened
acceleration radiation entropy (HBAR) which is a tool to
understand the relation between atom optics and general
relativity as mentioned above [19]. A few works have also
focused on the effects of conformal symmetry in analyz-
ing the near horizon aspects of a black hole [20-25]. In
these works, the main focus is on the near horizon aspects

1
fsoham.sen@bose.res.in, sensohomhary@gmail.com
*drimit.ritu@gmail.com
fsunandan.gangopadhyay@gmail.com

of a generalized D-dimensional Schwarzschild black hole
and its relation with Hawking radiation in case of the ex-
istence of conformal symmetry. In this work, we consider
a large class of D-dimensional static spherically symmetric
black hole spacetimes and study the near horizon aspects
(and beyond) of acceleration radiation of an atom falling
into this geometrical setup. In particular, we go beyond
the near horizon expansion of the black hole metric and
study its consequences in the acceleration radiation of the
atom. The results that we obtain are important in its own
right because they capture the beyond near horizon aspects
of the black hole in the problem of virtual transition and
HBAR entropy.

A generalized spacetime geometry arises in case of low en-
ergy string theory [29,30] which are quantum gravity the-
ories that combine all the fundamental forces of nature
into one single unified theory?. The Garfinkle-Horowitz-
Strominger (GHS) black hole is a solution of a low energy
string theoretic action [34-36]. It reads

ds® = —f(r)dt* + g(r) " dr® + r2dQ? . (1)

The analytical forms of f(r) and g(r) reads
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where ¢q is the asymptotic constant value of the dilaton

field.

20ther attempts to combine gravity with quantum mechanics are
loop quantum gravity [31,32] and noncommutative geometry [33].

(3)
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Inspired by the earlier works in this field and the previously
discussed generic black model (GHS black hole), we have
considered here a D-dimensional static spherically symmet-
ric black hole metric. Our aim is to calculate the excitation
probability of a virtual transition due to an atom falling
into the event horizon of such a D-dimensional static spher-
ically symmetric black hole. Our next goal is to check for
the equivalence principle for such a scenario with and with-
out the consideration of conformal symmetry. The confor-
mal symmetry in the near horizon avatar of the Klein Gor-
don equation can be broken by keeping higher-order terms
in the near horizon expansion of the metric. We shall look
precisely into the role played by the higher-order terms.
There were several attempts to give an alternative expla-
nation of the equivalence principle [37-42] along with the
recent consideration of generalized uncertainty relation for
an atom-mirror system [43]. It was observed in [19] that
an atom falling into a black hole emits a similar spectrum
to that of a mirror which is accelerating uniformly with
respect to a fixed atom. We will investigate this mod-
ified equivalence relation in the most general setup pos-
sible. For the next part of our work, we will calculate
the transition and absorption rates for the GHS black hole
geometry from the analytical expressions derived for the
generic metric with an event horizon at r = r; such that
f(ry) = g(ry) = 0. Using the density matrix formalism
from atom-optics, we shall calculate the horizon brightened
acceleration radiation (HBAR) entropy for the GHS black
hole.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 1, we provided
a basic description of the near horizon approximation and
obtained the Rindler form of the static spherically sym-
metric black hole geometry. In section 2, we have found a
solution to the covariant Klein-Gordon field equation with
and without considering conformal symmetry. In section 3,
we have obtained the transition probabilities due to virtual
transition for an atom falling into the event horizon of a
static spherically symmetric black hole metric. In section
4, we obtained the HBAR entropy for the GHS black hole.
We conclude in section 5.

1 The generalized and static black hole ge-
ometry and the basic formalism

The metric describing a large class of static spherically
symmetric black holes is given as follows (in natural units)

s? = —f(r)dt* + g(r)"'dr? +12dQ} (4)

where, D is the number of spacetime dimensions with the
condition D > 4. Here, 74 is the horizon radius such that

fre) =g(ry)=0. (5)

Under a near horizon expansion (keeping terms upto first
order in (r —ry)), f(r) and g(r) (satisfying eq.(5)) takes
the following form

fr)y=(—=r)f'(re), gtr) = —ry)g'(re)  (6)

where ' denotes derivative with respect to r. Note that
while writing the covariant Klein-Gordon equation, we will
use higher order corrections in the near horizon approxi-
mation. We now define a transformation of coordinates as
follows

r—r4

p=2 .
g'(ry)

(7)

Using eq.(s)(6,7) in eq.(4), we obtain the following form of
the metric

e PTG )
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(8)
This particular form of the metric given in eq.(1.9) is also
known as the Rindler form of the metric in D-spacetime
dimensions. Following earlier literature [26], we can com-
pute the uniform acceleration corresponding to curves of
constant p as follows

o 1 _ 1 g/(r"r) (9)
p 2\lr—ry’

We shall use this acceleration to check for the validity of
the modified equivalence relation in this generic set up.

2 Solution of the covariant Klein Gordon
field equation

The covariant Klein-Gordon quantum field equation for a
scalar field with rest mass mg reads
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where the mode expansion of the scalar field ¥ reads
U(t,r, Q) = Y [boimnim (t,7,Q) + he]  (11)

n,l,m

with by, being the field annihilation operator. We can

now use a separation of variables for ,,;,, as follows
1/}nlm = C(r)unl (T)}/Im (Q)eiiynlt (12)

with v, being the frequency of the scalar mode and Y7, (Q2)

being the spherical harmonics. Note that 1),,;,, satisfies the

classical Klein-Gordon field equation. We take a form of
2f(r)

¢(r) as follows
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Eq.(10) can be recast in the following form
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where T' is the metric on the unit (D — 2)-dimensional
sphere, SP=2. Using eq.(s)(12,13) in eq.(14), we obtain

the following radial equation
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where 8 = m2 and @ = (I+ 253)*. We shall now carry

out our analysis by going beyond the near horizon (beyond



NH) approximation. The forms of f(r) and its higher order
derivatives in this beyond NH formalism are given by
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g(r), ¢’(r) and ¢"(r) has similar structure to that of f(r),
f/(r) and f”(r). For notational simplicity we will be using

r=ry =y, un(r) =u, vy =v, f'(ry) = fiand f"(ry) =
7+ (similarly for ¢’(r4) and ¢”(r1)). In this beyond near
horizon approximation eq.(15) takes the following form
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We can rewrite eq.(19) in a more simpler form as follows

v? 1
y*u" — kyu + (m + Z) u=0. (20)
The form of x in the above equation is given as
()
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With the general form of the equation in hand, we can now
proceed to obtain the solution of the radial equation. As

r —ry = y is a very small quantity, O (%) term is the
most dominant term in eq.(19). If we neglect the O (i)
term in eq.(19), we obtain the following equation
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This equation has an interesting property. It exhibits an
asymptotic conformal symmetry. This can be seen by tak-
ing an ansatz of the form

y%%m+< (22)

(23)

Putting this ansatz back in eq.(22), we obtain a quadratic
equation in ¢ given as

V2 1
m + 1= 0.
Solving the above equation, we obtain the analytical form
of q as

¢ —q+ (24)
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The solution of eq.(22) can be recast in the following form

(25)
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The outgoing part of the solution in eq.(26) is given as

(26)

(27)

The fact that scaling solutions are allowed for eq.(22) val-
idates the conformal symmetry in the problem. Further,
from eq.(22), we can observe that the near horizon physics
corresponds to a one-dimensional effective Hamiltonian

(28)

where A = (ﬁ + i) > 0. This is the representation of
+9+

the well known long-range conformal quantum mechanics

[44].

The position and time dependent part of the solution, there-

fore is given by

v
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(29)

with & = rﬁ_l(fjrgﬁr)_i. We will now investigate the
case where we now include the 0(1/y) term in eq.(20).
Note that the ansatz in eq.(23) will not go through now
since eq.(20) does not have the conformal symmetry. We
assume a solution of the form given by

uly) = Ayt (30)
=0

where s is a constant. Now substituting eq.(30) back in
eq.(20), we get the following relation

[e ] ) ) 2 1
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=0 f+g+ 4

(31)

We will now compare the coefficients for equal powers of
y. Equating the coefficient of the y® term to zero, we get
the following quadratic equation for s

2
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which has a solution given by
1
s==+i—0 (33)
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The higher order equations in y yield a recursion relation
among the coefficients as follows

"ﬁAn—l

A, = - {n=1,23,..}.

(n+s)(n+s—1)+ﬁ+z
(34)
the generalized form of the coefficient
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For simplicity we will be using, Ag = 1. Neglecting higher

order terms, the solution in eq.(30) takes the following form
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Therefore, the position and time dependent part of the
classical scalar field solution takes the following form

v I~ yn”F<1+z

ety \/E Z \/H>

n=0 n!
n!l (n + 1+ m)
(37)
In the next section, we will compute the transition proba-
bility due to virtual transition for an atom falling into the
event horizon of a black hole which belongs to a large class
of static spherically symmetric geometries.

"/)n (7’, t) ~

3 Calculating the transition probabilities

To calculate the transition probability, we need the atom-
trajectory at first. We will simplify our calculations by re-
stricting to a four dimensional case. In terms of the Killing
vectors ¢ = 0y, ¢ = Oy and spacetime velocity u, we can
define two conserved quantities as follows

E dt L
—=—eu=f(r)—, —=¢

m m dr

(38)

where ¢ = £
m

is the relativistic energy per unit rest mass
of the atom and ¢ = % is the angular momentum per unit
rest mass of the atom. In terms of the above conserved
quantities, the spacetime geometry (eq.(4) for D = 4) can
be recast in the following form

f2
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Using this relation in eq.(38), we can obtain the form of
t(r) as follows

ﬂif(T)E

e dr

dt = —
f(?”)g(?“) \/g2 — f(r) (1 + i—z)

(40)
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The proper time 7 and ¢ which give the atom trajectories
can therefore be written as follows
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Applying the beyond near horizon approximation along
with the consideration # = 0, we will now calculate the

atom trajectories upto O(y). The forms of 7 and ¢ upto

O(y) are given by
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where €, and @- are integration constants. We will at

first calculate the transition probability for the case when
the O(1/y) term is kept in the analysis. The atom field
interaction Hamiltonian has the form given as follows

Hy = 1% b (t(r), (1)) + h.c.] [ée_“w +hel| (45)
where & is the atom-field coupling constant, by is the pho-
ton annihilation operator, @ is the atom transition fre-
quency and £ is given by |g) (e| with |e) and |g) denoting
the excited and ground states of the two-level atom. The
transition probability concerning eq.(29) reads

2
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We observe that the contribution to the transition prob-
ability in eq.(46) is due to the counter-rotating terms in
eq.(45). To proceed further, we make a simple change in
variables as given by y = 2, where z,v < @ [19]. Sub-
stituting the form of ¢, (r,t) from eq.(37) in the above

equation, we get

L
h2
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We shall now make another change of variables as follows

aff = x\/ il - (48)

Using eq.(48) in eq.(47), we obtain the form of the proba-

bility as follows
5]
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To obtain the ﬁnal form of the probability, we will intro-

duce a change of variables given by

¢=x%

where p =

(50)



where
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Using, the coordinate transformation in eq.(50), we obtain
the final form of the excitation probability as
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Next we will use another quantity given by
f+ { t gﬂ
Y=L = ——"]. 53
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As v < w, we will keep only up to O(%) terms in our

calculation. Hence, we can express % as
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Up to O(Z), % can similarly be expressed as
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Using the form of v in eq.(3), we can express the final form
of the probability in a much simpler form given by
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The final form of the probability in eq.(56) takes the fol-
lowing form
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where we have neglected @(;—22) order quantities in the
parenthesis of the amplitude factor (as v < w). We ob-
serve that in eq.(56) the probability has Planck like factor
which is independent of k. In eq.(57), the term in the
parenthesis can be expressed in the following form

dyve g e*~? dvep i 3v
flowB = fLo?RB?  Bflw ew
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If one neglects the p term and the beyond NH approxima-
tion, the probability in eq.(57) takes the form

P n 4G () 3v | figh 1
k=0,NH = \/mw2 ew  4e’w? \/ﬁ 1.
e _

(60)
From eq.(57), we observe that the conformal symmetry
plays no vital role in determining the form of the Planck
factor indicating that the overall spectrum does not get
affected even with the breaking of conformal symmetry.
However, the amplitude gets modified in contrast to the
case where there is conformal symmetry. In eq.(s)(57,60),
the frequency v is observed by a distant observer. There-
fore, this frequency v = v can be expressed in terms
of locally observed frequency (v,) as, Voo = Var/f(r) ~
Vor/(r =13 )f'(ry) = 524/ f1 g/ . Substituting the form of
Voo in the Planck factors of eq.(s)(56,60), we obtain the
following form

1 o1
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which is similar to the Planck factor for the case of a fixed
atom and an accelerating mirror in a flat spacetime back-
ground. This result implies that the effect of the acceler-
ating mirror on the field modes of the atom are similar to
that of the gravitational effect of the black hole. Hence, we
observe that for a generic black hole geometry the equiva-
lence principle holds, and is independent of whether there
is conformal symmetry or not. The form of the excita-
tion probability in terms of the acceleration a and locally
observed frequency v, is given as follows

2rvy,

e a

1 (61)
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where
K
p= ﬁ : (63)
1+

In 4 dimensions, u takes the following form (for I = 0 and
B=0 (as rest mass of the photon is zero))
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Now from eq.(39), we can write that (for £ = 0)
) R o DR (65)
) =0 |



In the 7 — oo limit, f(r — oo) = g(r — 00) =1 3. Thus,
eq.(65) reduces to the following form

<Z—T)2621.
-

For ¢ = 1, we observe from eq.(66) that % = 0 (in the
r = oo limit). Hence, ¢ = 1 corresponds to the rest mass
energy of the atom at r = co. But since ¢ is a conserved
quantity, hence it corresponds to the rest mass energy of
the atom. From now on we shall consider the case ¢ = 1.
Using eq.(64) and ¢ = 1, the probability in eq.(62) takes
the following form

(66)
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Interestingly, even though the Planck factor remains unaf-
fected, the coefficient in front of the excitation probabil-
ity gets changed and has dependence on the acceleration
term. This is the consequence of taking terms beyond the
near horizon approximation in the analysis which breaks
the conformal symmetry. Note that the case ¢ > 1 corre-
sponds to the fact that the atom is not at rest at r = oo
since from eq.(66), we see that 4= > 0 at r = oo.

4 GHS black hole and the HBAR entropy

In this section, we will try to calculate the horizon bright-
ened acceleration radiation entropy (HBAR) entropy for
the case of a GHS black hole with its metric given in
eq.(s)(1)-(3). The horizon radius for a GHS black hole
is at rp = %e%. We now consider a set of two level
atoms falling into the event horizon of the GHS black hole
at a rate £. Now if AN is the number of atoms falling in

a time interval At, then we can write

AN
= (68)

If 6p; is the change in the density matrix due to the j-
th atom, then for AN number of atoms, the total change
in the density matrix is given by (assuming ép; = dp; =
6p 5 Vi j)

Ap=> 6bp; = ANép

’ (69)

Ap

Now if I'epe = 2Peye and Lgps = £Pyps give the excita-
tion and absorption rates for a GHS black hole (with P,

3Standard black hole solutions satisfy this condition.

and P,ps describing the excitation and absorption proba-
bilities) then the Lindblad master equation reads [45]

Fabs

p=— [pb'b + bTbp — 2bpbT ]
(70)

- FTZ [pbbT + bbTp — 2bTpb] .

With respect to some arbitrary state |n), the expectation
value of eq.(70) is given as follows

- Fabs (npn,n - (TL + 1)pn+1,n+1)
- I‘emc ((n + 1)pn,n - npn—l,n—l) .

Pnn =

(71)

The steady state solution of eq.(71) is given as follows [26]
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with €p being the permittivity of free space. To obtain

eq.(73), we have considered the following assumptions; v <
@, fle, ghe,\/flc, \/g_’_{_c < w, and e? <« 1. The von
Neumann entropy and its rate of change for the system are
given by [19]

Sp = —kp Z Pn,n In Pn,n (74)
Sp = —kp Z Prnnpnn = —kp Z Pr,n I pi,n (75)

n,v n,v

where in case of the rate of change, we have replaced p,, »
by the steady state solution pim. Using the form of pf;,n
from eq.(s)(72,73), we obtain the analytical form of S, as
follows
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(76)



where 71, is the flux due to photons generated from two-
level atoms falling in the event horizon of the black hole.
The total loss of energy due to emitted photons is given
as by n,v = myc®. If M is the mass of the black hole,

v
then the rate of change of mass can be expressed as M =
My + Matom. Here, 1y, is the rate of change of the rest
mass of the black hole due to emitting photons [19]. The
rate of change of area of the black hole due to the emitted
photons can be expressed as follows

320G Miiny, oy,
= 7€ .
ct

A, (77)
This result can be interpreted in the following way. Before
entering the event horizon (before contributing to the mass
of the black hole) the atom emits radiation. Hence, the
black hole entropy associated with HBAR radiation from
an atom and that associated with an atom can be separated
in time. Hence, we can say that when no atoms are falling
in the black hole, A, can be considered to be equal to the
area of the entire black hole. The final form of S b in terms
of A, can be written as follows

d [kgcde %o 5kpcte—%0 1 6kpQ2e3%0 -1
P a T e T ShevEg Y WA”
125k py/me=% 1 88c%kp\/mQ%e3%0 a4t
hGw3 P 3hw3eq P
B 204kp/TGQ%e"%0 iy 144ky\/7G? Qe 190 A_;]
Shwoedc? P heo3edcd P
(78)

If we now consider the near horizon approximation only
then the probability in eq.(78) takes the form

d (chged’O A;%) .

S dt 4hG rt

This is also a new result in our paper. Comparing eq.(78)
with eq.(79), we observe that the rate of change of the
entropy misses out important corrections in terms of the
area A, while considering conformal symmetry. Interest-
ingly, we observe that in eq.(78) the third and fourth terms
are similar to that of quantum gravity corrections to the
HBAR entropy [26] observed for the case of a quantum
corrected black hole. We also observe that the coefficient
of the second term in eq.(79) gets modified in eq.(78) and
three additional higher order corrections (in terms of area)
appear due to the consideration of the beyond near horizon
approximation.

3kpcte= 0
2hwo /TG

g, (79)

5 Conclusion

In this work, we have considered a two-level atom falling
into the event horizon of a large class of static spherically
symmetric black holes covered by a mirror to shield in-
falling atoms from interacting with the Hawking radiation.
This set up is identical to that of a Boulware vacuum [46].
For an external observer, the initial state of the field ap-
pears vacuum-like due to the mirror. We investigated the
scalar field solution in the beyond near horizon approxi-
mation which leads to neglecting conformal symmetry in
the equations. The analysis is important as it captures
the effect of going beyond the near horizon approximation.
The HBAR entropy for a GHS black hole in this context

is also investigated. It is observed that the Planck factor
obtained in the excitation probability does not get affected
due to the beyond near horizon approximation. However,
we see significant modifications in the coefficient of the
transition probability. Interestingly, we also find that the
equivalence relation holds in the case of such a large class of
spherically symmetric and static black hole geometries even
when terms breaking the conformal invariance are included
in the analysis. It indicates the fact that conformal invari-
ance does not play a vital role in the overall understanding
of the equivalence relation. For the next part of our analy-
sis, we have tried to motivate this large class of static and
spherically symmetric black hole geometries by considering
the example of the Garfinkle-Horowitz-Strominger black
hole which arises in low energy string theory. We have cal-
culated the HBAR entropy for both the conformal case and
the non-conformal case. We observe that in the case of the
beyond near horizon approximation, the HBAR, entropy
consists of a term similar to Bekenstein-Hawking entropy
(multiplied with an exponential term) along with square
root, inverse square root corrections and higher orders of
inverse corrections in terms of the area A,. Surprisingly,
the inverse square root correction does not occur when we
consider the conformal symmetry case along with near hori-
zon approximation. We also observe a different coefficient
for the square root correction term in the HBAR entropy.
It is to be noted that this inverse square root correction
is similar to a quantum gravity correction in the HBAR
entropy of a quantum corrected black hole [26].
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