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W e suggest that the fram ework of quantum inform ation theory,
w hich has been developing rapidly in recent years due to intense
activiy In quantum com putation and quantum com m unication, isa
reasonab ke starting point to study non-equillbbrium quantum statis—
ticalphenom ena.A san application, we discuss the non-equ ilbrium

quantum therm odynam icsofblack hole form ation and evaporation.

1 Introduction

T he classical statistical theory of them odynam ical phenom ena, due largely
to Bolzm ann, M axwell, and G ibbs, is one of the comerstones of 20th cen—
tury physics. Ik describbes equilbriuim phenom ena ranging from gas dynam —
ics over steam engines to crystals, whilke its quantum extension accurately
describes radiation phenom ena, m etals, and superconductivity, to nam e but
a few exam pls. N ature’s tendency to m ove towards equilbriim follow Ing a
perturoation | captured by Bolzm ann’s second law | In pliesthat m ost every—
day-life phenom ena are Indeed taking place In an equilbrated system , for
which this theory is applicable and em inently successfiil. For the brief transi-
tory periods, how ever, the tin e during which a system approaches equilbbrium ,
ourbag oftricks| containing the tools of statisticalm echanics| isoflittle use.
T he canonical phenom ena of this type are relaxation or transport processes,
phenom ena which are usually tem ed \irreversibl", and phase transitions for
which the entropy is not a constant.

T he standard approach to dealw ith such situations is to study the N -body
dynam ics of the system , wih a Ham iltonian that incluides an interaction
tem  (In equilbrium statistical m echanics the Ham iltonian is a sum of non-—
Interacting onebody tem s) and the construction of equations that follow the
N -particle distrbution function through tin e: the Bolzm ann equation (see,
eg. [L]).This approach su ers from the drawbadk that it can only be solved
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In perturbation theory, which cbscures the relation to the \exact" form alism
of them odynam ics. In this paper, we would lke to explore the possibility
that a form alisn welkknown from engjneerjng| Shannon’s statistical theory
of inform atjon| provides a bridge between equillbriuim and non-equilibrium
statistical phenom ena, and that its quantum extension (developed prim arily
In support of the recent e orts in quantum com putation and com m unication)
represents an adequate fram ework to investigate certain quantum statistical
phenom ena that have so far resisted a satisfying treatm ent.N aturally, how ever,
w e should not expect that the classicaland quantum theory of inform ation pro—
vides a com plete theory ofallnon-equilbbrium phenom ena.Form ost dynam ics
w ith com plicated tim edependent interactions and m any-body correlations, a
transport-equation approach will still be the only tractabl altemative.

Standard non-equilbriim phenom ena areusually term ed \irreversible", an ad—
“ective that captures a practjcalaspect| a direction oftin e| which, however,
we know not to be findam ental. R ather, tin e-reversal Invariance guarantees
that all dynam ics can, in principle, be reversed as long as the participating
degrees of freedom can be controlled. Even though this is clearly not always
possible In practice, it m ay appear as an oversight that a practical 1im itation
seam s to be at the origin of a theoram | the second law of them odynam ics.
Indeed, as irreversibility is only practical, so must be the second law . Iffwe
were, then, able to devise a orm alisn in which the ssocond law is replaced by a
conservation law for entropy (and in which case the second law would appear
as a corollary) we m ay then be in possession of a form alisn that can quanti-
tatively describe even the approach to equillbbriim and other non-equilibrium
statisticalphencom ena. It is the pupose of thispaper to point out that this for-
m alisn exists in the form ofthe classical theory of infom ation, ntroduced by
Shannon R]. Its extension to the quantum regim e (see, eg., Bl and references
therein) is particularly interesting as it consistently describbes quantum uni-
tary dynam ics which dictates that the von N eum ann entropy| the quantum
extension of the Shannon enttopy| is a constant.

In the next section we begin by describing the classical statistical theory of
Inform ation in physical temm s (@s opposed to the m ore engineering-oriented
approach given in m ost textbooks @]).W e then apply it to two classical non-—
equiliorium sta‘dstjcalprooesses| m easuram ent, and equilbration of an ideal
gas| to dem onstrate the use of the form alisn in physics. In Section 3 we for-
m ulate the quantum theory w ith soecial em phasis on those agpects that di er
from the classical theory, and discuss the EPR paradox as an illustration.W e
present an application to black hole form ation and evaporation | a quintessen—
tial non-equilbbriim scenario| in Section 4. W e close with conclusions and
comm ents in Section 5. Readers fam iliar w ith the inform ation-theoretic ap—
proach to classicaland quantum statisticalphenom enam ay skip directly ahead
to Section 4.



2 Classical Theory

The Intin ate relation between Informm ation theory and statistical m echanics
has been pointed out earlier by Jaynes [B] in order to jastify statisticalm e—
chanics via Infom ation theory. Here, we use informm ation theory to extend
statistical m echanics to the non-equilbbriim regin e.

T he concept of entropy was ntroduced by Shannon w ith respect to random

variablks. For a random variable X that can take on values x;; Ny wxth
probabilities p; ; N Epectively, the Shannon uncertainty (or entropy) is
given by
prl
HX)= p; logp; : @)

=1

Instead of random variables, however, we m ay In agine any physical system
w ith enum erable degrees of freedom and enum erable states x;. A s is well-
known and we show below, the Shannon entropy then represents the physical
entropy of the system . In fact, this conospt of entropy can be expanded to
cover continuous variables, where it will su er from the sam e ambiguity (re-
de nition up to a constant) as standard themm odynam ical entropy. For the
m om ent, ket us con ne oursslves to discrete degrees of freedom and in agine
that any continuous varables are coarsegrained (either by assum ing appro—
prate boundary conditions, or else arti cially.)

T he relation to B oltzm ann-G ibbs entropy becom esm anifest ifwe consider not

general probability distrioutions fp;g, but an equillbbrium distribution where
the p; are given by the G Ibbs distridoution:

pi= —e ; @)

where E ; is the energy of state x;, and p; then represents the prolability of X
to take on energy E ;.Note that this probability is nom alized by the partition

finction Z = ;e Fi*T | hserting (2) into Eq. (1) produces
H e i+ logZ ! tE i F) 3)
= —_— = —_— l
kT d kT

and con m s that the Shannon entropy is just the standard physical entropy
In statisticalm echanics and them odynam icswhen rescaled by the Boltzm ann
constant k:

S=KkH : 4)



Above, we de ned the freeenergy F = kT logZ in the usualm anner. Sin i
larly, them odynam ical averages are cbtained via

M i= 7 Ae BEiKT 5)

for an cbservable A that takes on the value A ; in state x;.

Retuming to random varables for a m om ent, in agine an additional variabl
Y that takes on states y;; y with probabilities p! Y .Fbe can then
de ne the conditional probability of nding X in state x;, given that Y isin
state j

Piy = _o ; (6)

w here p;; is the pint probability to nd X in state x; and sin ultaneously Y in
state y;. This concept will allow us to quantify correlations between degrees
of freedom , a particularly in portant task in non-equilboriim system s. Indeed,
equilbriim can be de ned as the state where \all Yast’ things have happened
and allthe slow’ thingsnot" [6], which im plies that allnon-perm anent corre-
Jations have vanished in equillbbrium .

A m ed wih conditional probabilities, we can de ne the conditional entropy
of system X given that Y is In, say, state y;, ie., the entropy of X ifwe are
fully aware that Y is in state y;, or in other words, the ram aining entropy of
X ifY isheld xed in statey;.Naturally, this isde ned as

X
H X ¥5) = Piy 09 Piy : 7

i

A Iso, the average conditional entropy of X given Y is in any =xed state, or
quite generally is known, is then

X
HX¥Y)=H X yj)i= Py logpiy ¢ @®)

ij

T he verticalbar In the expression H X § ) denotes the condiional nature of
the entropy, and is usually read as \X given Y ", or \X knowhg Y ".

A m ed w ith the conditional (or ram aining) entropy, we can nd am easure for
the am ount of correlation between two system s. This is jast the ordinary en—
tropy m nus the ram aining entropy if one ofthe system ’s varables are known:
the shared entropy (@lso called correlation, or m utual, entropy)

HX :Y)=HX) HXIX): &)



Fig.l.Entropy Venn diagram fortwo random variablesX and Y .

H(X) H(Y)

H(XY)

T his isthe centralquantity introduced by Shannon :them athem aticalm easure
of inform ation[T]. T he relation between unconditional (also called \m arginal")
entropies such asH X ) orH (Y ), mutual, and conditional entropies are best
visualized by Venn diagram s. In Fig. 1, the area of each circle represents an
entropy, w hereas the union ofboth circles represents the pintentropy H X Y ).

Tt is straightforw ard to see that these quantities can be translated Into themm o-
dynam ics, by replacing the arbitrary probability distributions by equillbbrium
ones. W e can see Inm ediately, however, why they play no role in equilbbrium
them odynam ics. T he probability of system X to take on energy E; ifY has
energy E ; istrivial: it is ustgiven by Z2 ‘e BT sinply because X and Y are
In equilbbriim . Thus, In equilbbrim , H X ¥ )= H X ),and H X :Y) = 0.
Away from equilbrium , condiional and mutual thermm odynam ical entropies
becom e crucial, aswe now see.

2.1 M easurement

W e rsttreat the dynam ics of classicalm easurem ent. A m easurem ent involves
the contact between two equilbrated system s, usually at di erent tem pera—
tures. The m easurem ent device is constructed In such a m anner as to induce
correlations between som e of its variables| the \pointer"| and the m easured
system ’s degrees of freedom (those which we desire to m easure). A fler the
initial contact between the systam s and subsequent relaxation, equilbrium is
re-established but them odynam ics seem s to o er a paradox: the entropy of
them easured system appears to have been reduced.Furthem ore, this reduced
entropy can be used to perform work| In apparent violation ofthe sscond law
(thispuzzle isusually temm ed the M axwelldem on paradox, see,e4g., [7]) .W hilke
this dynam ics is again practically irreversible, we can describe what happens
In tem s of the entropies Introduced above.

Before the m easurem ent, the system (denoted by S) is Independent of the

! The colon between X and Y is custom arily used to indicate a shared entropy,
and rem inds us that correlation entropy issymmetric:H K :¥Y)=H (¥ :X ).



Fig. 2. Rearrangem ent of entropies In the m easuram ent process. (@) System S and
device M are uncorrelated H (S :M ) = 0). (o) Device and systam share entropy
H (S :M ) and the conditional entropy ofboth system and device are reduced.

@ S M (b) S M

m easuram ent device (denoted by M , see Fig2a). They do not share any en—
tropy, which in plies that know ledge of any one of the system s w ill not allow
any predictions about the other. B ringing the two system s into contact intro-
duces correlations, and reduces the conditionalentropy ofboth S andM .Note
that beforem easurement, H (S M ) H (5).The am ount by which the condi-
tional entropy is reduced is of course jast the acquired inform ation, or shared
entropy H (S : M ) (see Fig. 2b). This shared entropy plays a fundam ental
them odynam ical role: for exam ple it can be shown that erasing it requires
the dissipation of an equal am ount of heat B].Needless to say, the m argihal
entropy did not really decrease in this process, but rather stayed constant. In
contrast, the conditional entropy of S is reduced, as can be seen by ingoection
of the diagram 1n Fig. 2b,

HES) ' HEM)=H (S) H (S :M): 10)

Tuming Eq. (10) around:

HES)=HESM)+H S :M) 11)

dem onstrates that non-equilbrium dynam ics a ects only the distrdoution of
H (S) Into either (conditional) entropy or inform ation, that the two however
alwaysadd up to H (S).

2.2 Equilbration

A nother exam pl of irreversible dynam ics is the notorious \perfum e bottle"
experin ent, n which a di usive substance (kt’s say, an idealgas) is allowed
to escape from a an all container nto a Jarger one. Both the initial and the

nal state of the system is n equilbbrium ; comm on wisdom however states
that the entropy of the gas is increasing during the process, re ecting the
non-equilbrium dynam ics. W e shall now show that this is not the case, by



descrbing the gas in the an aller container by a set of variables A ;; s A
one for each molecule. The entropy H @ ;) thus represents the entropy per
molecule. The entire volum e, on the other hand, is described by the Ppint
entropy

Hgas= H @A, n) A 12)

w hich can bem uch an allerthan the sum ofperyparticlk entropies, the standard
(equilbbrium ) therm odynam ical entropy Seq

Xt
H (Al n) A H (Ai)= Seq: (13)

=1

T he di erence is given by the n-Jody correlation entropy

= H@;) HOQ n) A 14)

which can be calculated In principle, but becom es cum bersom e already for
m ore than three particlks.

W e see that In this description the m olecules affer occupying the larger vol-
um e cannot be Independent of each other, as their locations are in principk
correlated (as they allused to occupy a sm aller volum e, see Fig. 3a). These
correlations are not m anifest In two{ or even threebody correlations, but are
com plicated n-body correlations which in ply that their positions are not in—
dependent, but linked by the fact that they share initial conditions. A galn,
this state of a airs can be sum m arized by tuming around Eq. (14)

xn
H (Al n)=A H (Al) Hcon:: (15)
=1

W e assum e that before the m olecules are allowed to escape, they are uncorre—
lated w ith respect to each other: H o, = 0, and allthe entropy is given by the
extensive sum of the perm olecul entropies. A fler expansion Into the larger
volum e, the standard entropy increases because of the Increase in availbbl
phase space, but this increase is balanced by an Increase in the correlation
entropy H o In such a m anner that the actual pint entropy of the gas, H g5,
rem ains unchanged.

N ote that this description is not, strictly speaking, a rede nition of them o—
dynam ical entropy. W hilke in the standard theory entropy is an extensive, ie.,
additive quantity foruncorrelated system s, the conospt of a them odynam ical



Fig. 3. Diusion of an ideal gas from a small into a larger container. @) The
molcules wih entropy H A7 A,) occupy the amn aller volum e, and their cor-
relation entropy is zero. (o) The m olcules have escaped into the larger container,
which increases the sum of the peryparticle entropies and increases the correlation
entropy com m ensurately such that the overall entropy rem ains unchanged.

@ (b)

entropy in the absence ofequilbrium distributions hasbeen form ulated asthe
num ber of ways to realize a given set of occupation num bers of states of the
pInt system Which gives rse to (1) by use of Stirling’s approxin ation, see,
eg. PJ) and is thus fundam entally non-extensive. A ssum jn% the system s A
are uncorrelated reduces H @ n) ® the extensive sum L ; H @;), and
thus to an entropy proportional to the volum e the system s inhabit. From a
calculational point of view the present form alian does not represent a great
advantage In this case, as the correlation entropy H o can only be obtained
In special situations, when only few body correlations are in portant.

The exam ples of non-equilbrium processes treated here (m easurem ent and
equilbration) suggest that:

In a therm odynam ical equilborium or non-equiliorium process, the uncondi-
tional (Ppint) entropy of a closed system rem ains a constant.

This form ulation of the second law directly re ects probability conservation
(in the sense ofthe Liouville theoram ), and allow s a quantitative description of
the am ount by which the conditional entropy is decreased In a m easurem ent,
or the am ount of perparticle entropy is increased In an equilbration process.

3 Quantum Theory

A s the classical non-equilbbrium m echanics describbed above is founded on the
classical theory of infom ation, its quantum extension isbuilt on the quantum
theory of nform ation Introduced recently [L0{12].



3.1 Equilibrium

For our purposes, equilbrium quantum statisticalm echanics can be summ a—
rized in a f&w equations. For a system descrbed by Ham iltonian?] H and
partition function we sst = 1=kT from now on)

7z =Tre T ; (16)

the density m atrix can be w ritten as

5= = an
g
w hile the free energy is
1
F= —Ilgz: 18)
A ccordingly,
og%= F H 19)

and, de ning the Intemal energy U = Tr%H , we obtain the equivalent of
Eqg. (3)

S= U F) 20)

where

SGB)= Tr3lg% 21)

is the quantum entropy of the state described by the density m atrix %, In—
troduced by von Neum ann [13]. W hile we used equilbbriuim expressions to
motivate (1), it is in fact valid even when an equilbrium expression such as
(17) does not exist. Just as the classical entropy (12), this entropy rem ains a
constant under any dynam ics, reversble or irreversble. This is In fact m ore
cbvious in the quantum case, as the density m atrix % is known to evolve In a
uniary m anner

M =U ©Os0)UY R (22)

2 In the ©llow ing, H stands for the Ham iltonian, while entropies are denoted by
the symbolS.



which Immediately Inplies, using 1) and the cyclic property of the trace,
that

Es ©=0: 23)
dt )

Inserting (17) nto (21) on the other hand allow s us to recover the B oltzm ann—
G bbsShannon entropy (1), w ith the probabilities given by

le = 4)
= —e 7
b 7

with E; the elgenvalues of H . In general, when considering the diagonal el-
em ents of $ In a basis distinct from the eigenbasis of H , the von Neum ann
entropy is a Jower bound on the Boltzm ann-G bbbs-Shannon entropy

X
S (%) p; logp; ; (25)

w here the equality holds for density m atrices % that are diagonal, In which case
quantum statisticalm echanics is form ally identicalto the classical description.
D i erences arise for non-diagonal . The o -diagonal tem s signal the pres-
ence of quantum superpositions and the potential for entangkm ent| a fom of
\super-correlation" . A swe shall see, entanglem ent requires a radicaldeparture
from the classical description, and an extension of the above form alian to a
non-equilbriim quantum statisticalm echanics.

32 Non-equilibrium

A sm entioned earlier, In classicalm echanics equillbbrium between two ensem —
blesA and B im plies that all \fast" degrees of freedom are independent (no
correlations) whereas the \slow " degrees are considered to be static. This is
usually achieved by waiting for tin es lJarger than the relaxation tine. The
situation is dram atically di erent in quantum m echanics. A swe shall see, en—
tanglem ent introduces a type of super-correlation that cannot be undone by
letting the system equilbrate, not even if the two system s are ssparated by
goacelke distances.

A san exam pl, consider the pint system AB where A and B are halfintegral
spin states w ith eigenstates j"i and j#i. It is then possble to construct a
wavefunction for the pint system AB which m akes it m athem atically and
logically in possibble to attrbute a state to either A or B by iself: the well-

10



known EPR state

1
Japi= 19—5 G""i J#Ed) : 26)

However, both A and B can be described by reduced density m atrices, obtained
by tracing B orA out ofthe pint m atrix %5

I
Sae) = T @)%as = 2 j"ih" j+ j#ib# j ; 27)

where Ty o) denotes the partial trace over B A& ). A s these density m atrices
are diagonal, the quantum entropy is jist equalto the classical one

Ss@aA)=s@)=1 28)

if we agree to take base?2 logarithm s and count entropy in \bits". The pint
entropy S @B ) on the other hand is not equalto 2, ie., the entropy is non—
extensive. A s we m entioned earlier, this in plies that correlations are present
and calls for a non-equilbriim fom alisn . Things are worse here. For this
w avefunction, the quantum entropy vanishes (it is a pure state: the onl non—
vanishing eigenvalue of the density matrix $ag = J agih ag Jjis 1.) This
weltknow n property of quantum m echanically entangled system s isknown as
the non-m onotonicity of quantum entropy (see, eg., [14]) and oroesus to re-
think the equilbbrium form alisn that we recapitulated earlier.W e w illprooceed
In am anner sim ilar to the non-equilbbrium classicalm echanics of the previous
section, by Introducing quantum conditional and m utualentropies. A s in the
classical case, the conditional quantum entropy then would reveal to us the
entropy of a quantum system given we know the state of another system it is
entangled w ith, whike the quantum m utual entropy would re ect the am ount
of correlation betw een the system s. In contrast to the classical situation, quan—
tum conditionalentropies can be negative, while them utualentropy can excesed
the classically allowed 1lin it (hence the term super-correlation.) T his form alism
has tumed out to be usefiill In the nfom ation-theoretic analysis of quantum
m easuram ent [12,15], aswell as the description of the non-equilbrium physics
of quantum inform ation tranam ission [16].

G uided by the classical case, we are tam pted to de ne the conditionalquantum
entropy of system A given the state of B by

SaR)=s@B) SB); 29)

ie., the quantum entropy ofthe pint system m inus the entropy ofB (as that
isgiven). T his structure then suggests an expression for the conditionalam pli-
tude m atrix %, 5 , which we need to form ulate the non-equilbrium dynam ics.

11



Fig. 4. Quantum entropy Venn diagram s. @) De nition of pint [ AB )] (the to—
tal area), marginal E @A) or S B )], conditional S A B ) or S B A)] and mutual
B @A :B)]entropies for a quantum system AB separated into two subsystem s A
and B ; (b) their respective values for the EPR pair.

b
N SB) R N C)

Thism atrix, rst ntroduced in [l11], is a wellde ned Hem itian operator on
the pint H ibert space of A and B (see [17]) de ned by

Sap = explogSas log ( % )] (30)

which allow s us to w rite

SAR)= Tres bg%AjS (31)

n analogy wih (8). In contrast to the classical conditional probability p;s,
the conditional am plitude m atrix can have eigenvalies exaceeding unity, which
re ect the quantum inssparability of the system .

The mutual quantum entropy can be de ned in an analogousm anner

Sa:B)=5S@) S@EB) 32)

asthem arginal (unconditional) quantum entropy of A m inus the \rem aining"
entropy S @ B ).Consequently, we can extend the ussfulVenn diagram tech-
nique Fig.1l) to the quantum regim e, and Just replaceH by S Fig.4a).The
peculiarity of quantum superpositions such asthe EPR wavefunction Eq. (26)
is Inm ediately apparent in itsVenn diagram F ig. 4b).

M ore generally, a m ixed state % = F ; Py jiihij can always be \puri ed", ie.,

w ritten as the partial trace over a pure state j 1= 7 ;  (py)diidii by means
of the Schm idt decom position, whilke being represented by a Venn diagram
such asPFjg. 4b but with entrdes £ S5;2S; Sginstead of £ 1;2; 1g, where
S = ;i Iogp; . Furthem ore, the diagram technigue and the use of quan-
tum entropies can easily be extended to understand the quantum correlations
between three system s. An nstructive exam ple is the description ofthe EPR
paradox [L8], which we brie y summ arize as i is relevant to the discussion of
black holes which follows.

12



Fig.5.M easurem ent of EPR pairQ 10, by devicesA, and A .

Q Q

? EPR ?
Al A

Im agine a wavefunction such as (26), w ith the particles in question ssparated
by space-like distances. In agine further that at each of these ssparated loca-
tions, m easurem ents of the spin-pro fction are perform ed in either the x or
the z direction. Beyond the quantum bipartite system described by Eq. (26),
which we denote by 010, in the follow ing, we introduce H ibert soaces for
the m easurem ent devices, the \ancillae" A ; and A ; rigged to m easure the po—
larization ofQ; and Q , respectively (see Fig.5).D epending on w hether sam e
(Fig. 6) ororthogonal (ig.7) polarizations are m easured at the ram ote loca—
tions, the m easuram ent devices are either correlated or independent. H ow ever,
in both cases, the entanglam ent between quantum system s and m easurem ent
devices ism ore com plicated, and even In case them easurem ent devices appear
uncorrelated F ig. 7b), subtlke entanglem ent persists.

Fig. 6. @) Quantum entropy diagram for the EPR measurement of same
soin-propctions: eg., A1 and A, both measure ,. (o) Reduced diagram cbtained
by tracing over the quantum states Q; and Q, (the dashed line surrounds degrees
of freedom traced out, ie., averaged over) re ecting the correlation between the
m easurem ent devices.

(a‘) Q1Q2 (b) QlQZ
I, '1 \\
5
Al[o-ﬂ AZ[O-ﬂ A]_[Oﬂ Az[o_ﬂ

4 Black hole Fom ation and E vaporation

The discovery of Hawking radiation [19] appears to have plinged quantum

m echanics into a deep crisis, as it seem s to Imply that the evaporation of
black holes violates unitarity (for a review, se, eg., R0]).Below, we fom u-
Jate the \infom ation-Joss" problem in temm s of the formm alisn described here,

13



Fig. 7. @) Quantum entropy diagram for the EPR m easurem ent of orthogonal
soIn-proEctions, eg., A; measures 3 whik A, records 4. (0) Reduced diagram
as above. In this case the m easuram ent devices show zero correlation, whilk entan—
glem ent persists between quantum system and m easurem ent devices.

(@ QQ, (b) QQ,
'1, -2 \\I
A,lo,] A,loy] A,[0,] A,ox]

and argue for a consistent description In temm s of quantum non-equilibrium
them odynam ics.

4.1 Black hok entropy and inform ation paradox

B Jack holes have the ram arkable property that they are fully described by very
few varjab]es| a non-rotating non-charged black hole by only one, s m ass.
Bekenstein R1] and Hawking [19] determ Ined that an entropy can be de ned
for a Schwarzschild black hole which is given entirely in temm s of the area A
nside the event horizon

1
SBH = ZA . (33)

This area, n tum, is ist A = 4 R? where R is the radius of the black holk
given (n unitswhereh= G = 1) by R = 2M , so that the black hole entropy
is speci ed entirely In tem s of the black hole m assM

Sguy = 4 M ?: (34)

W hile a number of reasonings lad to this expression, lncluding the counting
of m icroscopic quantum states that give rse to a black hole, Hawking R2]
pointed out that the process of them al evaporation of a bladk hole lads
to an \inform ation paradox". If we assum e that the black holk is formed
from a quantum m echanically pure state S = 0, the entropy of the purcely
them al blackbody radiation left behind after evaporation should be of the
order M2, ie. a pure state evolved to a m ixed one. This contradicts the
unitary evolution of quantum statesEq. (22), according to which (@swe have
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Fig. 8.Venn diagram s for black hole form ation. (@) Just before collapse. ) A fter
collapse. denotes the entropy of the protoblack-hole, while Sgy is the Beken-
stein-H aw king entropy, and S is the entropy de cit.

@ (b)
R PBH R BH

X
s 0\

R’

pointed out repeatedly) the entropy of a closed system is a constant, in this
particular case the constant zero.

Severalavenues have been proposed to escape this conclusion, and we w ill focus
here on the m ost conservative explanation, nam ely that H aw king radiation is
e ectively non-thermm al (in the sense that quantum ocorrelations between the
radiation and the state of the black hok exist in principk), and that a pure
state is fomm ed after evaporation, only that it is inpossble to distinguish
it from purity R3{25]. W e st note that beyond the infom ation paradox
pointed out by H aw king, as cbserved by Zurek R6]we also need to m atch the
black holk entropy Sgy with the entropy of approxin ately them al radiation
Sma TP with black hoke temperature Ty = (8 M ) '.W e then proceed to
propose a scenario n which thism ight be achieved.

42 Black hok form ation from a pure state

O f course, black holes do not form by the \collapse" of a pure state. R ather,
we can In agihe that part of a pure state with m arginal entropy Siug
disappearsbehind an event horizon . Let usdivide space jist before the collapse
into a region PBH (the protoblack-hok) and R, the ram ainder. A s the entire
system ispure (S = 0), we know that Sg = Spry - T he entropy diagram for
this situation can be constructed as describbed in the previous section, and is
shown In Fig. 8a.

T he degrees of freedom In R are practically inaccessible after the collapse of
the region PBH ,but we should keep in m ind that they are entangled w th PBH

In such am anner that the entire system , R ;PBH ), ispure. In the language of
quantum Inform ation theory, R is a \reference" system that \puri es" PBH.
T he gravitational collapse of region PBH fom s an intriguing problm .W hike
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we can assum e the radiation inside it to be purely them al, w ith energy E T
and corresponding entropy 4=3T3, the entropy of the collapsed state is
Sgw = 4 M ?, ower than .In fact, i was shown by Zurek R6] that the
entropy dS accreted by a black hole which we can take to be of the radiation
type) is Jarger than the corresponding entropy ncrease of the black hole itself

ds 4=3dSy ; 33)

and the sam e m isn atch occurs In the evaporation process.

In statistical physics this is not an alam Ing state ofa airs, but rather is the
usual scenario in a non-equillbbrium phase transition. H ere, we shallm ask our
Ignorance about the dynam ics w hich produces the black hole out of radiation
by assigning a new phase to the black hole m atter, and discuss the process in
which the radiation w ith entropy condenses to a phase w ith entropy Sy -

During the condensation from the proto-black-hole state to the black-hole
BH) state, excess entropy S has to be radiated away (T 5 S is the equiv—
alent of the Jatent heat n a rst-order phase transition) .W hilke we cannot
o er a detailed picture of this transition, we assum e that this radiation is
em itted Just outside the form ing horizon, and represents the brem sstrahluing
ofthe accelerated particles accreting on the black hole. T his gives rise, then, to
the system depicted in F ig. 4b, w here the brem sstrahlung R ° is entangled w ith
both R and theblack holeBH, with m argihalentropy S R%) = S = Spy -
D uring the phase transition, the entropy ofthe PBH system rem ains constant,
but is distrbuted over the pint system BH,RY:

=SPBH)=SR%BH)=SBH)+ SRBH)=Sgyg + S : (36)

The \m issing" entropy S therefore is contained in radiation R °em itted dur-
Ing the collapse.

T his scenario, which is the tin ereverse of the evaporation process considered
next, naturally leads to a radiation el R° that is causally uncoupled from
the black hol, as S BH :RY% = 0. Tracihg over the \reference" eld R leads
to the trivial entropy diagram diagram f£Sgy ;0; Sg. W e need to keep in
m Ind, however, that just as in the EPR situation describbed previously, the
wavefiinctions of R Y and the black hole are linked via entanglem ent w ith the
quantum degrees of freedom R .
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43 Evaporation ofblack hoks

T he processes ofblack hole form ation and evaporation can be considered tin e-
reverse in ages of each other. Evaporation of black holes occurs through the
form ation ofvirtualparticle{antiparticl pairs ofenergy 2dE close to the hori-
zon due to quantum m echanical tunneling in the strong gravitational eld. If
one of the m em bers of the pair disappears behind the horizon whilk the other
m anages to escape, the escaping particle appears to have a black-body spec—
trum with tem perature Ty , whilke the energy of the black hole is reduced by
dE . T he paradox occurring here thus appears to be the sam e as the one en-
countered In the condensation process. How does the radiation pick up the
extra entropy? In tem s of quantum nfom ation theory, the creation of a
particle{antiparticke pair is akin to the creation ofan EPR state w ith vanish—
ing entropy, describbed by the entropy diagram in F ig. 4b.H owever, jist as In
standard rstorder \evaporation" transitions, the black hol has to provide
n addition the latent heat for \decondensation", ie., the energy to create
the entropy S .Thus, a pair created with 2dE and tem perature T y willnot
reduce the black holem assby an am ount dE , but by

E = dE Ty S ; 37)

which restores the entropy and energy balance. T he entropy of the escaping
particle is dS T} while at the sam e tin e the entropy of the black hol is
reduced by

dSBH:4 M2 M E)2 =

dE
— S : (38)
Ty

A rgum ents have been raised (see the review s R0] and in particular R7]) that
Seam to In ply that inform ation stored in correlations and entanglem ent be-
tween the black holk and its surrounding radiation eld cannot be retrieved,
even in principle. These argum ents rest on the assum ption that the (low-—
energy) quantum elds live in a H ibert space that is of the product fom
H i Hourr @and an application ofthe quantum no—cloning theorem .W hilke the
elds do live In a product H ibert space, the wavefunction of an EPR pair
created at the event horizon of the black hole indirectly becom es entangled
w ith the hole them om ent one ofthe particles crosses the horizon (even though
the quantum elds are ssparated by space-lke distances) and the com bined
quantum state beocom es nseparable. T his situation is not unlike the scenario
we noted in the form ation of the black hole, where the accreted particle and
the radiation it em itswhen tum bling into the black hol can be considered an
entangled, EPR —type state (@abeit w ith real rather than virtual energy) . Just
as in that case the radiation R? shared no entropy w ith the black hole, nei-
ther does the H aw kIng radiation, w hile stillbeing entangled w ith it. T hus, the
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Hawking radiation carries \inform ation" about the Inside of the hole In the
sam e m anner as the m easurem ent of EPR partners ssparated by space-lke
distances reveals correlations In m easurem ent devices that are at space-like
distances. Yet, a fundam ental problm rem ains that is unlkely to be solved
w ithin the present form alism . The H aw king radiation | while em itted In a uni-
tary m anner and w hile inform ation loss certainly doesnot take p]aoe| rem ains
causally uncorrelated to the black holk as long as the horizon ssparates the
black holk entropy from the radiation eld. In a sense, we have to wai until
the last m om ent| the disappearance of the black ho]e| for the entropy bal-
ance to be restored. T his appears to put a severe strain on current black hole
m odels, as it is hard to In agine that this m uch entropy can be stored in an
ever<hrinking black hole. Thisproblem is lkely due to our Incom plete under—
standing of lJatestage black hols, rather than a problm intrinsic to quantum
m echanics.

An altemative solution would present itself ifthe B ekenstein-H aw king entropy
could be understood In tem s of a conditional entropy. In that case, entropy

ow from the black holk to the outside via the fom ation of virtual pairs is
understood easily, as the m em ber of the pair that crosses the horizon not only
has negative energy but also negative conditional entropy (see Fig. 4b).As
a oconditional entropy can beocom e as negative as the m arginal entropy of the
system it is a part of, we can circum vent the argum ent that \the black holk
cannot store the infom ation until the end because i runs out of quantum
states", because the radiation could \borrow " asmuch entropy as necessary
from the black hole until the horizon has disappeared. W ithin the present
fram ew ork, there appears to be no physical picture which would suggest that
the B ekenstein-H aw king entropy is in fact conditional. Tt is not inconceivable,
however, that a quantum statistical infom ation theory extended to curved
Soacetin e would reveal such a state ofa airs.

5 Conclusions

W e have used a fom alisn developed in the exploration of quantum com —
puters| quantum inform ation theory| to describbe quantum processes aw ay
from them odynam ical equilbbrium , such as the fom ation and evaporation
ofblack holes. The fom alisn em phasizes the conservation of entropy, and is
particularly useful in situations w here entropy is distributed over two or three
system s. W e em phasize that great care is needed In using the concepts of en—
tropy and inform ation consistently: inform ation, for exam ple, can never be
\stored" In one system (eg., a black holk). R ather, inform ation is a m easure
of correlation between two system s, which in plies that infomm ation is always
stored in correlations. T he analysis of inform ation storage in black hole for-
m ation and evaporation presented here is a sin ple application of these rules
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to a scenario In which black holes are considered special states ofm atter w ith
an equation of state di erent from that of radiation (orusualm atter).Transi-
tionsbetween those states occur continuously as the speci cheat ofbladck hole
m atter isnegative [19].A s a consequence, radiation and black hole m atter are
unstabl at any tin e, and transitions m ust occur as long as m atter of either
kind is present. Yet, a consistent form ulation of the correlations between ra—
diation and m atter show s that entropy is not created during the process, and
consequently that Infom ation is conserved. Still, the m echanian by which
the pure state is restored in the last stages of black hole evaporation m ay
require desper insights Into quantum gravitationaldynam ics, and possibly an
extension of nfom ation theory to curved space-tim e.
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