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Abstract

In this work we have investigated the phenomenon of acceleration radiation exhibited by an atom falling into a
quantum corrected Schwarzschild black hole. We observe that the excitation-probability of the atom with simulta-
neous emission of a photon satisfies the equivalence principle when we compare it to the excitation probability of
a mirror accelerating with respect to an atom. We also demonstrate the validity of the equivalence principle for a
generic black hole geometry. Then we calculate the horizon brightened acceleration radiation (HBAR) entropy for
this quantum corrected black hole geometry. We observed that the HBAR entropy has the form identical to that of
Bekenstein-Hawking black hole entropy along with universal quantum gravity corrections.

Introduction

The fact that radiation is emitted when atoms fall into a
black hole has been an important area of research in recent
times [1]. The foundations of this problem lie in the general
theory of relativity known to be the brain child of Albert
Einstein [2, 3]. The remarkable observation made in the
problem of atoms falling into a black hole is that the ac-
celeration radiation emitted has a similar form to Hawking
radiation to a distant observer, although it has a differ-
ent form. The entropy of this radiation has been termed
as horizon brightened acceleration radiation (HBAR) en-
tropy [1]. Indeed, such a result throws light on the connec-
tion between black hole physics and quantum optics [1,4,5].
The study also gave an insight into the principle of equiv-
alence in general relativity. Historically, this connection
was preceded by the link between gravitation, geometry
and thermodynamics. The formulation of black hole ther-
modynamics [6–9], discovery of Hawking radiation [8, 9],
particle emission from black holes [10–12], the Unruh ef-
fect [13], and acceleration radiation [14–24] reinforces this
deep connection.
Quantum mechanics on the other hand has been another
pillar of theoretical physics. However, its unification with
general relativity has proved to be a notorious problem.
One of the main directions of research in theoretical physics
has been to search for a unified theory of quantum gravity
[25–28]. An alternative approach to quantum gravity based
on the asymptotic safety idea has also attached a lot of
interest in the recent past. This formalism is based on a
scale dependent effective average action which describes all
gravitational phenomena taking into account the effect of
all loops [29–32]. As a function of this scale, the effective
average action satisfies a renormalization group equation.
This then results in the flow of the Newton’s gravitational
constant as a function of the scale. An effective improved
black hole solution was then obtained from the flow of the
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Newton’s gravitational constant, whose metric reads [33]

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + f(r)−1dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdφ2 (1)

where

f(r) = 1− 2G(r)M

r
(2)

and G(r) in natural units reads

G(r) =
G

1 + ω̃G
r2

(3)

where ω̃ is a constant that involves the quantum grav-
ity correction to the black hole geometry coming from the
renormalization group approach. Our plan in this work is
to consider atoms falling into this black hole which incor-
porates quantum gravity corrections and draw conclusions
from such a thought experiment. The aim is to look at
two important physical issues. First of all, we would like
to get an equivalent insight on the Einstein’s principle of
equivalence. There were several attempts to provide an al-
ternative explanation of the equivalence principle [34]- [40].
Such an insight was obtained earlier in [38, 40] where the
spontaneous excitation of a two-level atom in presence of
a perfectly reflecting mirror in the generalized uncertainty
principle framework was studied. It was shown in [40] that
when the mirror is accelerating, the spatial oscillation of
the probability of excitation of the atom gets modulated
due to the generalized uncertainty principle, thereby lead-
ing to an explicit violation of the equivalence principle.
Now atom falling into a black hole emits radiation which
has exactly the same thermal spectrum, as that radiated
by a fixed atom near an accelerating mirror. This can be
then thought of as a different manifestation of the equiva-
lence principle than the standard elevator description. Our
goal is to look at the status of this principle when an atom
falls into a renormalization group “improved” black hole
spacetime. The second aim is to look for quantum grav-
ity corrections in the HBAR entropy and see whether they
are logarithmic in nature similar to the corrections in the
Bekenstein-Hawking entropy [6–9, 41].

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.00671v2


The quantum corrected black hole metric
in Rindler form

To begin our analysis, we start from the Minkowski metric
in 1+1-dimensional form

ds2 = c2dt2 − dz2 . (4)

For a particle moving with a constant proper acceleration
‘a’ in this flat spacetime, the time and position coordinates
in terms of the proper time τ can be written as

t(τ) =
c

a
sinh

(aτ

c

)

(5)

z(τ) =
c2

a
cosh

(aτ

c

)

. (6)

We shall now use the following coordinate transformations
in eq.(4)

t =
ρ

c
sinh(

ãt̃

c
) (7)

z = ρ cosh(
ãt̃

c
) . (8)

Using eq.(s)(7,8) in eq.(4), the form of the metric gets mod-
ified as

ds2 =

(

ãρ

c2

)2

c2dt̃2 − dρ2 . (9)

Eq.(9) is said to be the Rindler form of the metric describ-
ing constant acceleration of a particle. If we now compare
eq.(7) with eq.(5), we see that the proper time of the par-
ticle takes the form

τ =
ãt̃

a
. (10)

Comparing eq.(8) with eq.(6), we get the form of the uni-
form acceleration of the particle in Minkowski spacetime
as

a =
c2

ρ
. (11)

With this background, we shall now reduce the metric
of the quantum corrected Schwarzschild black hole in the
Rindler form to obtain the uniform acceleration of a freely
falling particle close to the horizon. The horizons for the
quantum corrected Schwarzschild black hole can be deter-
mined by setting f(r) = 0 in eq.(2). The forms of the outer
and inner horizons read

r± = GM ±
√

G2M2 − ω̃G . (12)

In eq.(12), r+ and r− denotes the outer and inner horizons
of the black hole. The outer horizon and f(r) upto order
ω̃ (considering ω̃ to be small) in natural units are given by

r+ ≈ 2GM − ω̃

2M
(13)

f(r) ≈ 1− 2GM

r
+

2ω̃G2M

r3
. (14)

We shall now carry out a near horizon expansion with re-
spect to the outer horizon to obtain the Rindler form. The
near horizon expansion can be obtained by making a Taylor

series expansion of f(r) about the outer horizon r+. Keep-
ing terms upto first order in the near horizon expansion
parameter (r − r+), we get

f(r) ∼= f(r+)+ (r− r+)
df(r)

dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=r+

= (r− r+)f
′(r+) (15)

where we have used f(r+) = 0. Using this expansion, we
obtain the line element in 1 + 1-dimensions to be

ds2 = f(r)c2dt2 − f(r)−1dr2

∼= (r − r+)f
′(r+)c

2dt2 − 1

(r − r+)f ′(r+)
dr2 .

(16)

We now define a transformation of coordinates to obtain
the Rindler form as follows

ρ = 2

√

r − r+
f ′(r+)

. (17)

Using the above transformation in eq.(16), we obtain the
Rindler form of the metric in 1 + 1-dimensions as follows

ds2 ∼= ρ2f ′2(r+)

4
c2dt2 − dρ2 . (18)

Here f ′(r+) upto order O(ω̃) reads

f ′(r+) =
c2

2GM
− ~ω̃c3

8G2M3
. (19)

Comparing eq.(9) with eq.(18), we get the uniform accel-
eration corresponding to curves of constant ρ upto linear
order in ω̃ as

a =
c2

ρ
=

c2

2
√

r−r+
f ′(r+)

∼= c2
√

f ′(r+)

2
√
r

(

1 +
r+
2r

)

∼= c3√
2GMr

[

1 +
GM

rc2
− ~ω̃c

8GM2

(

1 +
3GM

c2r

)]

.

(20)

We shall use this result in the subsequent section to check
the validity of the Einstein’s equivalence principle.

Atom falling into the quantum corrected
black hole

In this section, we shall calculate the probability of transi-
tion from the ground state of a two-level atom falling into a
quantum corrected Schwarzschild black hole to the excited
state along with the emission of a photon. We will denote
the ground state and the excited state by g and e. Before
proceeding further, we note that in the quantum corrected
black hole geometry the atom trajectory is given by the
following equations

τ(r) = −
ˆ

dr
√

1− f(r)

≈ − 1√
2GM

(

2

3
r

3
2 − ω̃Gr−

1
2

)

+ C′ (21)

t(r) = −
ˆ

dr

f(r)
√

1− f(r)

(22)
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t(r) ≈ −4GM





r
1
2√

2GM
+

r
3
2

3(2GM)
3
2

+
1

2
ln

√
r√

2GM
− 1

√
r√

2GM
+ 1





+ ω̃G





r
1
2 /2GM

(r − 2GM)
+

1

2(2GM)
3
2

ln

√
r√

2GM
− 1

√
r√

2GM
+ 1



+ C

(23)

where C′ and C are integration constants. For simplicity
we shall set 2GM = 1 during the calculation of the exci-
tation probability of the atom with simultaneous photon
emission. For a massless scalar photon with wave function
Ψ, the covariant Klein Gordon equation is given as

1√−g
∂µ
(√−ggµν∂ν

)

Ψ = 0 . (24)

In the s−wave approximation eq.(24) takes the form

1

T (t)

d2T (t)

dt2
− f(r)

r2R(r)

d

dr

(

r2f(r)
dR(r)

dr

)

= 0 (25)

where the wave function Ψ(t, r) of the scalar photon is
written as

Ψ(t, r) = T (t)R(r) . (26)

The general solution of eq.(25) reads

Ψν(t, r) = exp

[

−iνt+ iν

ˆ

dr

f(r)

]

. (27)

In eq.(27), ‘ν’ describes the photon frequency which is ob-
served by an observer sitting at infinity from the quantum
corrected black hole. In this work, we follow the model
in [1] consisting of a mirror surrounding the black hole to
shield Hawking radiation coming out of it. This set up is
identical to that of a Boulware vacuum [42]. Now defining

an operator ζ̂ = |g〉〈e|, the atom field interaction Hamilto-
nian can be written as

ĤI(τ) = ~G[b̂νΨν(t(τ), r(τ)) +H.c.][ζ̂e−iΩτ + h.c.] . (28)

In eq.(28), G is the atom-field coupling constant, b̂ν is the
annihilation operator of the photon and Ω is the atomic fre-
quency. With the simultaneous emission of a scalar photon,
the probability of excitation of the atom is given by

Pg,0→e,1 =
1

~2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

dτ〈1ν , e|ĤI(τ)|0ν , g〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= G2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

dτeiνt(τ)−iνr∗(τ)eiΩτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= G2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ 1− ω̃
2M

∞
dr

(

dτ

dr

)

eiνt(r)−iνr∗(r)eiΩτ(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≈ G2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ ∞

1

dr
√
r

(

1 +
ω̃

4Mr2

)

Ψ∗
ν(r)e

iΩτ(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

(29)

where the forms of τ(r) and t(r) are given in eq.(s)(21,23).
We will now make a change of variables as follows

y =
2Ω

3
(r

3
2 − 1) (30)

where Ω ≫ 1. Using eq.(30) in eq.(29), the form of Pg,0→e,1

is obtained as

Pg,0→e,1 =
G2

Ω2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ ∞

0

dyA0e
−iνA1(y)e−iΩA2(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

(31)

where

A0 =

(

1 +
ω̃

4M

(

1 +
3y

2Ω

)− 4
3

)

(32)

A1(y) = 2

(

1 +
3y

2Ω

)
1
3

+
2

3

(

1 +
3y

2Ω

)

+

(

1 +
3y

2Ω

)
2
3

+ 2 ln

[(

1 +
3y

2Ω

)
1
3

− 1

]

+
ω̃

2M

{

− ln

[

1 +
3y

2Ω

]
2
3

+ 2 ln

[(

1 +
3y

2Ω

)
1
3

− 1

]

+
1

(

1 + 3y
2Ω

)
1
3 − 1

}

(33)

A2(y) =
2

3

(

1 +
3y

2Ω

)

− ω̃

2M

(

1 +
3y

2Ω

)− 1
3

. (34)

Simplify eq.(31), Pg,0→e,1 upto linear order in ω̃ reads

Pg,0→e,1 ≈G2

Ω2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ ∞

0

dy

(

1 +
ω̃

4M

)

y−(2iν+
iω̃ν
M )

e−iz(1+ 3ν
Ω + ω̃

4M (1− 2ν
Ω ))

(

1− iω̃νΩ

yM

)∣

∣

∣

∣

2

. (35)

We now make another change of coordinates as follows

z = y

(

1 +
3ν

Ω
+

ω̃

4M

(

1− 2ν

Ω

))

. (36)

Using the above coordinate transformation in eq.(35), we
get

Pg,0→e,1 ≈
G2
(

1 + ω̃
2M

5ν
Ω+3ν

)

Ω2
(

1 + 3ν
Ω

)2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ ∞

0

dz e−izz−(2iν+
iω̃ν
M )

(

1− iω̃νΩ

zm

(

1 +
3ν

Ω

))∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≈
4πG2ν

(

1 + ω̃
2M

Ω+8ν
Ω+3ν

)

Ω2
(

1 + 3ν
Ω

)2

1

e4πν(1+
ω̃

2M ) − 1
. (37)

The absorption probability on the other hand is given by

Pe,0→g,1 ≈
4πG2ν

(

1 + ω̃
2M

Ω−8ν
Ω−3ν

)

Ω2
(

1− 3ν
Ω

)2

1

1− e−4πν(1+ ω̃
2M )

.

(38)
It can be observed that for a very high photon frequency,
the excitation probability becomes considerably smaller.
The atomic frequency is considerably higher and in our case
we consider Ω ≫ ν. With dimensional reconstruction and
considering the case when atomic frequency is substantially
higher than the emitted photon frequency, we obtain the
excitation probability to be

Pg,0→e,1 ≈4πG2ν
(

2GM
c3 + ~ω̃

2Mc2

)

Ω2

1

e4πν(
2GM

c3
+ ~ω̃

2Mc2
) − 1

.

(39)

Now for the mirror-atom system [1,38], the excitation prob-
ability for the case when the mirror is accelerating with
respect to the fixed atom, reads

PAM
g,0→e,1 =

4πG2νc

aΩ2

1

e
2πcν

a − 1
. (40)

3



It is observed in [1] that the Einstein principle of equiva-
lence holds for the case of a Schwarzschild black hole. In
this work, we shall check its status for the quantum cor-
rected Schwarzschild black hole. At first we replace ν by
ν∞ (photon frequency observed by a distant observer) in
eq.(39), where the relation between ν and ν∞ is connected
by the gravitational red-shift factor as

ν =
ν∞
√

f(r)
=⇒ ν∞ ∼= ν

√

(r − r+)f ′(r+) (41)

where we have substituted f(r) from eq.(15) to obtain the
analytical form of ν∞. From the first line of eq.(20) we can
write

√

r − r+ =
c2

2a

√

f ′(r+)

=⇒ ν
√

(r − r+)f ′(r+) = ν∞ = νf ′(r+)
c2

2a

=⇒ ν∞ =
νc2

2a

[

c2

2GM
− ~ω̃c3

8G2M3

]

(42)

where we have used eq.(19) to replace f ′(r+) in the last
line of the above equation with proper dimensional recon-
struction. For a distant observer the excitation probability
in eq.(39) takes the following form

P
∣

∣

∣

∣

ν=ν∞

∼=
4πG2ν∞

(

2GM
c3 + ~ω̃

2Mc2

)

Ω2

1

e4πν∞( 2GM

c3
+ ~ω̃

2Mc2
) − 1
(43)

where

ν∞

(

2GM

c3
+

~ω̃

2Mc2

)

=
νc2

2a

[

c2

2GM
− ~ω̃c3

8G2M3

]

×
[

2GM

c3
+

~ω̃

2Mc2

]

=
νc

2a

(

1 +O(ω̃2)
) ∼= νc

2a
.

(44)

Using relation (44) in eq.(43), we obtain the probability as
follows

P =
2πG2νc

aΩ2

1

e
2πcν

a − 1
. (45)

The excitation probability in eq.(45) is identical to eq.(40)
upto a constant factor. This particular insight into the
equivalence principle has a very subtle difference than the
usual description of the equivalence principle using the el-
evator description. In the case of the accelerating mirror,
the normal modes of the fields get modified and for the
freely falling atom the gravitational field of the black hole
is responsible for the same effect. What we observe inter-
estingly is that the emitted radiation is identical for the
two cases. This implies that the effect of the mirror accel-
eration and that of gravitational field is same on the atom.
This result indicates that the aforementioned description
of the equivalence principle holds exactly in case of this
renormalization group improved Schwarzschild black hole
as well.
The absorption probability in eq.(38) for Ω ≫ ν reads

Pe,0→g,1 ≈ 4πG2ν
(

2GM
c3 + ~ω̃

2Mc2

)

Ω2

1

1− e−4πν( 2GM

c3
+ ~ω̃

2Mc2
)
.

(46)
In the next section, we shall use this result to compute the
HBAR entropy.

Atom falling into a generic black hole space-
time

The previous sections dealt with the case of a quantum
corrected black hole. We will now consider a generic black
hole geometry with lapse function f(r) having an event
horizon at r+. The excitation probability is given as follows

Pf,r+ =G2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ r+

∞
dr

dτ

dr
eiνt(r)−iνr∗(r)eiΩτ(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=G2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ ∞

r+

dr
1

√

1− f(r)
e
−iν

´

dr

f(r)
√

1−f(r)
−iν

´

dr
f(r)

× e
−iΩ

´

dr√
1−f(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

(47)

We have used the form of τ(r), t(r) and r∗(r) to obtain
the form in the above line of eq.(47).Using the near hori-
zon expansion of f(r) from eq.(15) in the above equation,
we obtain the following expression for the excitation prob-
ability

Pf,r+ =G2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ ∞

r+

dr
e
−iν

´

dr

(r−r+)f′(r+)
√

1−(r−r+)f′(r+)

√

1− (r − r+)f ′(r+)

× e
−iν

´

dr
(r−r+)f′(r+) e

−iΩ
´

dr√
1−(r−r+)f′(r+)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=G2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ ∞

r+

dr
e
− 2iν

f′(r+)
ln
(

1−
√

1−(r−r+)f ′(r+)
)

√

1− (r − r+)f ′(r+)

× e
2iΩ

f′(r+)

√
1−(r−r+)f ′(r+)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

(48)

We will now make a change of variables as follows

r − r+ =
κ

Ω
(49)

where f ′(r+), ν, κ ≪ Ω (in natural units). Using the above
change in variables from eq.(49) in eq.(48), we obtain the
following form of the excitation probability

Pf,r+
∼=G2

Ω2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ ∞

0

dκ
(

1 +
κ

2Ω
f ′(r+)

)

e
− 2iν

f′(r+)
ln( κ

2Ω f ′(r+))

× e
2iΩ

f′(r+)(1−
κ
2Ω f ′(r+))

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=
G2

Ω2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ ∞

0

dκ
(

1 +
κ

2Ω
f ′(r+)

)

κ
− 2iν

f′(r+) e−iκ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=
4πG2ν

f ′(r+)Ω2

(

(

1− ν

Ω

)2

+
f ′2(r+)

4Ω2

)

1

e
4πν

f′(r+) − 1
.

(50)

As ν, f ′(r+) ≪ Ω (in natural units), the probability can be
recast in the following form

Pf,r+
∼= 4πG2ν

f ′(r+)Ω2

1

e
4πν

f′(r+) − 1
. (51)

We can again recast the probability in terms of ν∞ as fol-
lows (as was done earlier in eq.(43))

Pf,r+ =
4πG2ν∞
f ′(r+)Ω2

1

e
4πν∞
f′(r+) − 1

4



=
4πG2ν

√

(r − r+)f ′(r+)

f ′(r+)Ω2

1

e

4πν

√
(r−r+)f′(r+)

f′(r+) − 1

. (52)

Using eq.(42) in eq.(52), we get the following form of the
probability

Pf,r+ =
4πG2

(

ν
2af

′(r+)
)

f ′(r+)Ω2

1

e

4π( ν
2a

f′(r+))
f′(r+) − 1

=
2πG2ν

aΩ2

1

e
2πν
a − 1

.

(53)

With proper dimensional reconstruction, eq.(53) can be
rewritten as follows

Pf,r+ =
2πG2νc

aΩ2

1

e
2πνc

a − 1
. (54)

Hence, following the same arguments after eq.(45), we can
conclude that the equivalence principle holds for a generic
black hole spacetime.

Modified HBAR entropy

The term horizon brightened acceleration radiation entropy
(HBAR entropy) was first introduced in [1]. In this sec-
tion we will calculate the HBAR entropy for the quantum
corrected black hole background. We are considering a
case when two-level atoms with transition frequency Ω are
falling into the event horizon of the black hole at a rate
κ. In this work we have used the quantum statistical ap-
proach to determine the entropy and hence we have used
the density matrix formalism. If the microscopic change
in the field density matrix is δρa for one atom then the
overall macroscopic change in the field density matrix for
∆N atoms is given by [1]

∆ρ =
∑

a

δρa = ∆N δρ (55)

where
∆N
∆t

= κ . (56)

Putting ∆N in eq.(56), we obtain

∆ρ

∆t
= κδρ . (57)

We now use the Lindblad master equation for the density
matrix given by

dρ

dt
=− Γabs

2

(

ρb†b+ b†bρ− 2bρb†
)

− Γexc

2

(

ρbb† + bb†ρ− 2b†ρb
)

(58)

where Γexc is the excitation rate and Γabs is the absorp-
tion rate given by Γexc/abs = κPexc/abs with Pexc/abs being
given by eq.(s)(37,38). Taking the expectation of eq.(58)
with respect to some arbitrary state |n〉, we obtain

ρ̇n,n =− Γabs (nρn,n − (n+ 1)ρn+1,n+1)

− Γexc ((n+ 1)ρn,n − nρn−1,n−1) .
(59)

The steady state solution is now used to obtain the HBAR
entropy. So we set ρ̇n,n = 0 in eq.(59) and for n = 0 we
obtain the relation between ρ1,1 and ρ0,0 as follows

ρ1,1 =
Γexc

Γabs
ρ0,0 . (60)

Repeating this procedure, we finally obtain

ρn,n =

(

Γexc

Γabs

)n

ρ0,0 . (61)

To obtain ρ0,0 in the above relation, we use the condition
Tr(ρ) = 1. This gives

∑

n

ρn,n = 1 =⇒ ρ0,0
∑

n

(

Γexc

Γabs

)n

= 1

=⇒ ρ0,0 = 1− Γexc

Γabs
. (62)

Using ρ0,0 from the above equation in eq.(61), we obtain
the steady state solution of the density matrix to be

ρSn,n =

(

Γexc

Γabs

)n(

1− Γexc

Γabs

)

(63)

where Γexc

Γabs
is given by (in the approximation Ω ≫ ν)

Γexc

Γabs
≈
(

1 +
~ω̃

RMc

5ν

Ω

)

e−4πν(R

c
+ ~ω̃

2Mc2
) . (64)

Here, R = 2GM
c2 . The von-Neumann entropy for the system

is given by

Sρ = −kB
∑

n,ν

ρn,n ln(ρn,n) (65)

and the rate of change of entropy due to the generation of
real photons is obtained as

Ṡρ = −kB
∑

n,ν

ρ̇n,n ln(ρn,n) . (66)

The rate of change of the entropy, using the steady state
density matrix solution, is given as

Ṡρ ≈ −kB
∑

n,ν

ρ̇n,n ln(ρ
S
n,n) . (67)

Using the form of the density matrix ρSn,n in eq.(63), we
obtain

Ṡρ =4πkB

(R
c
+

~ω̃

2Mc2

)

∑

ν

(

∑

n

nρ̇n,n

)

ν

− kB
∑

ν

(

∑

n

nρ̇n,n

)

ln

[

1 +
~ω̃

RMc

5ν

Ω

]

≈4πkB

(R
c
+

~ω̃

2Mc2

)

∑

ν

˙̄nνν − 5~ω̃kB
RΩMc

∑

ν

˙̄nνν .

(68)

In eq.(68), ˙̄nν is the flux due to photons from the atoms
freely falling in the black hole and the total rate of energy
loss due to emitted photons is ~

∑

ν

˙̄nνν = ṁpc
2. The black

hole area in our case is given by

AQbh = 4πr2+

≈ 16πG2M2

c4
− 8π~ω̃G

c3

. (69)

Taking time derivative of the both sides in eq.(69), we get

ȦQbh =
32πG2MṀ

c4
(70)
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where Ṁ = ṁp+ṁatom. We now define the rate of change
in the black hole area due to emitting photons as follows

Ȧp =
32πG2Mṁp

c4
. (71)

From these results we can infer that when no atoms are
falling in the black hole, then Ap should be equivalent to
the area of the black hole and Aatom should be zero. A
better way to understand the above result is as follows.
Before the atom crosses the black hole event horizon, that
is, before the atom contributes to the black hole mass, the
freely falling atom emits HBAR radiation. Therefore, one
can separate in time the change of the black hole entropy
associated with HBAR radiation from an atom and that
associated with that atom’s mass.
The final form of Ṡρ in terms of Ap can therefore be written
as

Ṡρ ≈kBc
3

4~G
Ȧp + ω̃πkB

d

dt
(lnAp) +

10ω̃
√
πkBc

Ω

d

dt

(

A
− 1

2
p

)

=
d

dt

(

kBc
3

4~G
Ap + ω̃πkB lnAp +

10ω̃
√
πkBc

Ω
A

− 1
2

p

)

.

(72)

We find that the horizon brightened acceleration radiation
entropy for the case of a simple Schwarzschild black hole [1]
gets modified with the time derivatives of a log term and
an inverse square root term due to quantum gravity correc-
tions introduced in the Schwarzschild black hole. This indi-
cates that logarithmic corrections also appear in HBAR en-
tropy just as it appears in usual Bekenstein-Hawking black
hole entropy [6–9, 41].

Conclusion

In this work we have considered the case of a two-level
atom freely falling near the outer horizon of a renormaliza-
tion group improved Schwarzschild black hole. The entire
system is analysed by considering that the outer horizon of
the black hole is surrounded with a mirror to prevent in-
falling atoms from interacting with the Hawking radiation.
Further, the mirror ensures that the initial state of the field
appears vacuum-like in the reference frame of the external
observer. Our investigation in this context involved the
computation of the atom-field excitation probability and
the calculation of the rate of change of the horizon bright-
ened acceleration radiation entropy or the HBAR entropy.
The excitation probability obtained in this work involves a
Planck like factor indicating emission of real photons in the
virtual process. Interestingly, we find that even with quan-
tum gravity corrections, the Einstein equivalence principle
holds indicating that the principle may be a fundamental
reality even in a quantum gravity setting. We then ex-
tended this calculation for a generic black hole metric and
observed that the equivalence principle holds in a general
setting as well. For the next part of the work we have cal-
culated the HBAR entropy using the quantum optics ap-
proach [1] and we have observed that the HBAR entropy
has a Bekenstein-Hawking like entropy term along with a
logarithmic and inverse square root quantum gravity term.
The nature of the corrections appearing in the HBAR en-
tropy are remarkably the same as those obtained in case of
usual Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of a black hole.
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