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Abstract

Thepurposeofthispaperistoanalyse,in thelightofinform ation theory

and with thearsenalof(elem entary)quantum m echanics(EPR correlations,

copying m achines,teleportation,m ixing produced in sub-system s owing to

a trace operation, etc.) the scenarios available on the m arket to resolve

the so-called black-hole inform ation paradox. W e shallconclude that the

only plausibleonesarethosewhereeithertheunitary evolution ofquantum

m echanicsisgiven up,in which inform ation leakscontinuously in thecourse

ofblack-holeevaporation through non-localprocesses,orthosein which the

world ispolluted by an in�nitenum berofm eta-stablerem nants.
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1 Introduction

In thispaperwewilldiscusstheblack-holeinform ation paradox,�rstdiscov-

ered by Hawking [1].Asdiscussed by him ,when a pure state hascollapsed

to form a black hole,itwilllaterevolve into a m ixed oneastheoutcom eof

thecom pleteevaporation oftheblack hole.In thewakeofthisobservation,

a �erce controversy em erged in the literature. ’t Hooft [2]proposed,as a

way outofthe paradox,thatsom e unknown m echanism could provide the

needed correlation between incom ing and outgoingradiation tosavetheuni-

tary evolution ofquantum states.Nevertheless,asbecam eincreasingly clear

during thepastyearorso,a resolution oftheparadox willneed a m uch bet-

terunderstanding ofthe interplay between gravity and quantum m echanics

than iscurrently athand.In thiscontext,a lothasbeen learntfrom studies

oftwo-dim ensionalblack holes initiated by Callan et al. in [3]. It m ight

even bethattheinform ation paradox isourbestcluetotheelusivequantum

gravity theory. It is therefore ofextrem e im portance to have a thorough

understanding ofthisparadox,asfree ofm odel-dependenttechnicalities as

possible.

W ith thearsenary ofelem entary quantum m echanicsand som einform a-

tion theory wewillillustratetheparadox.Oursim pleanalysiswillshed som e

lighton the very nature ofthe paradox and de�ne the propertiesthatany

solution m ustpossess.In particular,wewillconsiderthepointofview that

a black holeisa \quantum object",som ehow im plying thatourusualintu-

ition ofwhatiswrong and rightin physicsisnotapplicable.Thistypically

suggests thatEPR-like correlations are im portantand thatthis would cir-

cum vene the standard argum entsleading to the paradox.W e will�nd that

no such easy way outispossible.

W e willbegin by analysing the problem using elem entary quantum m e-

chanics. Then,in section 3,we willuse inform ation theory to derive som e

sim ple results concerning the way in which inform ation m ay be stored in

black holes.

In section 4 wewillarriveata standard setofpossibilities,howeverwith

am uch betterunderstanding ofwhy noneofthesecan beconservativein the

senseofnotinvolving fundam entally new phenom ena.
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2 Q uantum C opy R ights

In thissection wewillconsiderlim itationson thepossibleresolutionsofthe

inform ation paradox dueto quantum m echanics.Itisim portantto seewhy

certain obvioussuggestionsdo notwork.

W e willconsider a situation where the inform ation is \copied" before

the in-falling m atter crosses the horizon. In this way it is m ade available

to the Hawking radiation. In fact,for an outside observer,the in-falling

m atterwillnotbe seen to crossthe horizon untilvery late. Foran eternal

black hole itwould neverbe seen to cross. Hence one m ightthink thatall

inform ation isconveniently stored and accessible. Still,theactofm aking a

copy isnecessary ifthe originalisassum ed to continue through thehorizon

and intotheblack hole.This,in turn,isbased on ourexpectation,duetothe

equivalence principle,thatthe horizon doesnothave any exceptionallocal

propertiescapable ofcom pletely re
ecting allinform ation.Ifthishad been

thecasewewould havehad a very sim pleresolution oftheparadox athand.

In general,both theoriginaland thecopym ayexperienceaunitarytrans-

form ation through som escattering m atrices.Theprocessisschem atically

j i! j B i
 j O i: (1)

Sincethe�nalstateisadirectproductbetween theinternalblack-holestate

j B iand theoutsidestatej O i,thereareno correlationsbetween theinside

and theoutside.Hence,ifweignoretheinside,i.e.takethetrace,nom ixing

willresult on the outside. There would then be no loss ofinform ation. Is

thisa possible scenario? Unfortunately (1)isforbidden. One cannotcopy

quantum states in this way [4]. The proofgoes asfollows. Let us assum e

thestateto becopied to bea spin 1/2 particlewith statesj#iand j"i.For

sim plicity we willignore the state ofthe copying m achine itself. This can

be taken into account,[4],with no change in the conclusions. The copying

processm ustbedescribed by som e unitary operatorU.Letusassum e that

thecopyingprocessworksforstatesthatarepurely up ordown.By linearity

wethen have

U [(aj#i+ bj"i]= aj#ij#i+ bj"ij"i: (2)

However,thedesired state

(aj#i+ bj"i)(aj#i+ bj"i)= a
2j#ij#i+ b2j"ij"i+ ab(j#ij"i+ j"ij#i) (3)
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cannot result for generala and b,since U produces no states j#ij"i or

j"ij#i. W e conclude thateven ifone can constructa U which worksfora

given state,thesam eU willnotwork forallstates.In asense,U istoogood

atm aking copies!Thecorrelationsarealwaysperfectin theup/down basis.

Hence taking the trace over one subsystem produces a m axim alm ixing in

theothersubsystem and hencea lossofinform ation.In fact,in thiscaseall

inform ation isstored in thecorrelations.

Now,can thisperfectcorrelation be exploited? Ifwe,given the outside

state,alwaysknow theinsidethrough theseperfectcorrelations,clearly there

can notbe any lossofinform ation. Itwould be silly to take the trace over

the inside, since it is identicalto the outside, and interpret this as true

entropy. The situation recalls ofthe EPR-phenom enon. Is this the way

to solve the paradox? Again the suggestion does not work. The reason is

that the correlation cannot be perfect for allstates in allbases. This is

clearly needed ifwe are allowed to m ake any m easurem ent that we want.

Consideronce m oreourexam ple:

U(aj#i+ bj"i)= aj#ij#i+ bj"ij"i: (4)

Use

j#i=
1
p
2
(j! i� j i) ;j"i=

1
p
2
(j! i+ j i) (5)

to get

aj#ij#i+ bj"ij"i

=
a+ b

2
(j! ij! i+ j ij i)+

a� b

2
(j! ij i+ j ij! i): (6)

Itisonly when (a = �b)a = bthatthe(anti-)correlation isperfect.In the

EPR casethism eansthatitisonly forsingletstatesthattheanti-correlation

isperfectin allbases.Hence,since thecorrelation isnotperfectin general,

we areforced to take the trace. Atany rate,fora given unknown state,an

EPR-related state cannot be obtained through a unitary copying process

thatworksfora generalstate.

For com pleteness we should note one loophole in the above argum ent.

This is the case ofblack-hole hair as discussed in [5]. According to these

ideasthereareanin�nitenum berofconserved quantitiesin theworld whoose

conservation protectsunitarity.Forthisto be the case,everything needsto

beconserved,which am ountsto say thattheworld isan integrable system .
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This m eans that there are superselection rules that forbid superpositions.

Com parethesuperselection ruleforelectriccharge.In thepresenceofthese

superselection rulesthe above argum entwillnothold. On the otherhand,

one facesthe di�cult problem ofreconstructing quantum m echanics aswe

know it,starting with thisbarren universe.

Itseem s,therefore,thatwe have to cope with the factthatinform ation

doescrossthehorizon and isatleasttem porarilyhidden from theoutsideob-

server.Thequestionsthen are:if,when and how istheinform ation restored?

In the next section we willconsider the possibility that the inform ation is

stored notlocally,in the black hole,butratherin itscorrelationswith the

environm ent.

3 H ow to Store Inform ation

Asiswellknown,thereisafundam entalobjection from QFT totheideathat

theinform ation isstored in a black-hole rem nant.Low-m assobjectswith a

hugenum berofinternalstateswould su�erfrom enorm ousproduction rates

com pletelyinconsistentwith observations.Thisargum entisnotqualitatively

changed ifwetakeinto accountthattherem nantsm ay slowly evaporateand

disappear.Sincevery littleenergy isavailableand a lotofinform ation m ust

be transm itted,the needed tim e is very long and the rem nant e�ectively

stableasfarastheargum entisconcerned [6].

Therehavebeen attem ptstoconstructrem nantsthatwould nothavethis

defect[7].However,theseattem ptsseem to run into inevitableproblem s[8].

W ewillnotconsiderthisfurther.

Inaninterestingpaper[9],ithasbeensuggestedthattheinform ationneed

notbe stored locally in the rem nant,which im pliesthe above problem ,but

ratherin itscorrelationswith theoutsideworld.Thiswould then,itseem s,

point at a conservative resolution ofthe paradox. It is im portant to note

thatthe correlationswe have in m ind are correlationsbetween the em itted

radiation and the black hole,notcorrelationsbetween radiation em itted at

di�erenttim es.Thereason thatthelatterisnotso relevantisthatuntilthe

late-tim eradiation isem itted,theinform ation stillhasto residesom ewhere.

This m ust be inside the black hole. This is because,as we proved in the

previous section,given som e reasonable assum ptions,there willalways be

inform ation crossingthehorizon thatisim possiblefortheHawkingradiation
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to copy. Aswe willsee,and com m ent on lateron,the correlationscan be

restoredtotheHawkingradiation(e.g.between radiationem itted atdi�erent

tim es)only through non-localprocesses.

Below,we willanalyse the situation using inform ation theory. W e will

considertwocoupled system s1and 2with basisjni1,n = 1;:::;N 1,and jm i2,

m = 1;:::;N 2,where N 2 � N 1. W e willassum e thatthe initialstate ofthe

com bined system ispure,i.e.that

j i=

N 1;N 2X

n;m = 1

A nm jni1jm i2: (7)

Thecorresponding puredensity m atrix is

� =

N 1;N 2X

n;m ;k;l

A nm jni1jm i21hpj2hqjA
�
pq: (8)

From thisonem ay constructreduced,in generalm ixed,density m atricesfor

theindividualsubsystem s1 and 2.For1 weobtain

�1 =

N 1;N 2X

j;n;p

A njA
�
pjjni11hpj (9)

and for2 weget

�2 =

N 1;N 2X

j;m ;q

A jm A
�
jqjm i22hqj: (10)

Inform ation willbede�ned asfollows[10]

I = Im ax + Tr�log� (11)

whereS = �Tr�log� and Im ax = Sm ax.Theentropy,S,isto bethoughtof

asa lack ofinform ation.NotethatS = 0) I = Im ax and S = Sm ax ) I =

0.Ifthenum berofstatesisN ,wehaveSm ax = �N 1

N
log 1

N
= logN ,where

� = 1

N
forallstates.So,

I = logN + Tr�log�: (12)

W ith two subsystem swehave

I1 = logN 1 + Tr�1log�1;
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I2 = logN 2 + Tr�2log�2;

Itot = logN 1N 2 + Tr�log�; (13)

and

Itot = I1 + I2 + I12; (14)

which de�nesI12,theinform ation contentofthecorrelations.

W ith a pure totalstate the totalinform ation is m axim ized (i.e. the

entropy iszero)

Itot = logN 1 + logN 2: (15)

W hatthen can besaid abouttheinform ation contentoftheseparatesystem s

1 and 2? Clearly I1;m ax = logN 1 and I2;m ax = logN 2,butwhatelse can we

know? Below wewillprovethat

I2;m in = logN 2 � logN 1: (16)

The proofissim ple:A nm isan N 1 � N 2 m atrix (N 1 rowsand N 2 colum ns);

�1 = AA y isan N 1 � N 1 m atrix and �2 = (A yA)� an N 2� N 2.W e�rstprove

thatA yA hasatleastN 2 � N 1 zero eigenvalues. To do so,letusconstruct

theN 2� N 2 m atrix ~A by adding N 2� N 1 rowsofzeros.Clearly A
yA = ~A y ~A

and ~A hasthen atleastN 2 � N 1 zero eigenvalues by construction. If ~A is

diagonalized,so is ~A y ~A.Thereforewe�nd that ~A y ~A,and also A yA,have at

leastN 2 � N 1 zero eigenvalues.To m inim izeI2 wem ustput�2 =
1

N 1

forthe

rem aining N 2 � (N 2 � N 1)= N 1 non-zero eigenvalues.Then (16)follows.

The result(16)isvery reasonable.A little tracing in a sm allsubsystem

cannot produce a lot ofentropy,or loss ofinform ation,in the rest ofthe

system .

Let us now pretend that system 2 is the outside world,containing the

Hawking radiation,and thatsystem 1 istheinterioroftheblack hole.Ifwe

�nd thatthere isvery little inform ation in 2,i.e. I2 � 0,we m ustconclude

thatN 1 � N 2.Thatis,thenum berofinternalstatesm ustbevery large.It

m ight,however,stillbethecasethattheinform ation isnotstored in system

1butin thecorrelations,i.e.I1 = 0and I12 6= 0.Theim portantpointisthat

iftheinform ation istobestored in thecorrelationsbetween thesubsystem s,

each ofthe subsystem s m ust stillhave the capacity to store (halfof) the

inform ation.Thism ustbethecaseeven ifthecapacity isnotused!

Let us now be m ore precise and relate the above reasoning to a m ore

realistic m odelofa black hole. W hen the black hole isform ed,we assum e
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thatthe totalsystem isin a pure state. There isinform ation stored in the

outsideworld,theblack holeitself,and necessarily also in correlations.The

latterisa consequence ofthe non-existence ofperfectcopying m achines,as

wesaw in theprevioussection.Astheblackholebeginstoevaporate,entropy

willbeproduced in theoutsideworld subsystem .Ourobjectiveistoestim ate

a lowerlim iton thisentropy ifweignoreback reaction orany othertransfer

ofinform ation to the Hawking radiation. The totalentropy carried by the

radiation perunittim eduring theevaporation isthen

_S =
X

j

Z
d!

2�
Sj(!); (17)

where d!=2� isthe num berofphase cellsperunittim e thatem anate from

theblack holeand Sj istheentropy in a given �eld m odeofthej-th species

[11]

Sj(!)= � [�njln�nj � (1� �nj)ln(1� �nj)]: (18)

Hereand in whatfollows,the lowerand uppersignsapply forferm ionsand

bosons,respectively.On theotherhand,them ean num berofquantaem itted

in a given m odeby theback holeis[1]:

�n =
�

ex � 1
; (19)

with x = �h!=Tbh and � istheblack holeabsorptivity.

The calculation ofthe entropy 
ux in eq. (17) by m eans ofthe above

equationshasto be carried outnum erically,because the black-hole absorp-

tion coe�cient cannot be cast in a closed form . Here,we borrow Page’s

[12,13]resultwherehecalculated _S num ericallyforam ixtureofthreespecies

ofneutrinosand antineutrinos,photonsand gravitons

_S = 1:619
_E

Tbh

: (20)

Integrating thisequation,we obtain the am ountofm ixing in the radiation

produced along the black-hole history. Togetherwith eqs. (13 and 16)we

can writetherelations

lnN 1 > Sradiation = 1:619Sbh: (21)
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So,the presence ofentropy in the outside world puts a lower lim it on the

num berofnecessary statesoftheblack hole.Notethatthisreally isa lower

lim it:thereisalso entropy initially,beforetheevaporation hasbegun,which

is due to the always present correlations between what went in and what

stayed behind.Thism ay generally beofthesam eorder.

Theserelationsteach ustwothings.First,iftheinform ation hasnotbeen

returned through Hawking radiation astheblack holeapproachesthePlanck

m ass,then the rem nanthasto have an enorm ousnum berofinternalstates

to save unitarity.Theinform ation m ightbestored in correlations,asin [9],

butthisdoesnotsolvetherem nantproblem .Secondly,ifwedecidetofollow

the rules ofquantum m echanics,we have to seriously interpret eSbh asthe

num berofblack-holequantum states.Theblack holem ustm ake fulluseof

itsquantum statesin orderforthe inform ation thatitsubtracted from the

envirom entto bem om entarily stored eitherin these statesthem selvesorin

correlations.Furtherm ore,wehavelearned from thepreviousdiscussion the

inform ation in question cannotwaituntilthelastm om entsofevaporation to

be restored. Accordingly,ithasto leak steadily in the course ofblack-hole

evaporation.

A popular point ofview is that back reaction could transfer the infor-

m ation from the in-falling m atter form ing the black hole to the Hawking

radiation. As we have seen,there are two sources ofentropy for the out-

side world. One is the m atter that form ed the black hole,the other one

isthe Hawking radiation,orratherthe negative energy partthatfallsinto

the black-hole. The idea ofback reaction suggests that the Hawking pair

production is in
uenced,in such a way that the two potentialsources of

entropy conspire so that at the end no entropy is produced. As we have

seen in the previous section,such a process can never be perfect,if,as is

com m only assum ed,itispossible to travelinto a black hole withoutlosing

one’sm em ory.In thisconnection,ithasrecently been shown thatstim ulated

em ission (bosons)and theexclusion principle(ferm ions)aretwo such m ech-

anism s,providing an im perfectcorrelation between incom ing and outgoing

radiations,which allowsa partialtransferofthe inform ation contentofthe

form erto the latter[14]. Hence,the only rem aining possibility isnon-local

inform ation transfer.
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4 T hree Possibilities

In view ofthepreviousdiscussion,weseeonly threepossiblesolutionstothe

paradox.

I.Giveup unitary quantum m echanics.

II.Find away togetalongwith therem nants.No such possibility seem s

to existatthem om ent[8].

III.The inform ation is restored as the black hole evaporates. This re-

quiresnon-locale�ects.

W e willdiscuss the third possibility in a little m ore detail. The non-

locality which is needed is not just the standard non-locality ofquantum

m echanics. Thiswould have been in the spiritofcorrelations,and we have

justshown thatthisisnotenough.Instead,oneneedsarueinform ation 
ow

from behind the(apparent)horizon.

It is am using to com pare this situation with the idea ofBennet et al

[15]on teleportation. There a state isdestroyed atone pointin space tim e

only to reappearatanother.Two kindsofinform ation transferare needed:

onenonlocalEPR-likepiece and oneclassicalpiece,which m ustrespectthe

causalstructure ofspace-tim e. M ore precisely,the senderand the receiver

are each equipped with the m em bers ofEPR pairs. The sender brings its

EPR particles together with the state to be teleportated. He then m akes

som e m easurem ents on the com bined system . The results are then sent

to the receiverwho,with thisknowledge,m ay reconstructthe teleportated

state. This is also the case here. In fact,the parallelis rather com plete.

The EPR pairsare the pair-produced Hawking radiation,with one particle

escaping and the other one venturing into the black hole. The problem is

thatthesecond partoftheinform ation transfer,which iscrucialaswehave

seen,istroubled by the horizon. Now,the relevanthorizon isan apparent

horizon,which m eansthatescapeispossiblebuthastobedelayed untilvery

late.Atthislaterstagethestoragecapacity oftheblack holehasnecessarily

decreased,unless we contem plate alternative II.Therefore the inform ation

m usteitherbe destroyed,alternative I,ortransferred from the interiorand

thecorrelationsto theexterior,alternativeIII.

In the lattercase,the question ishow? Ifwe trustthe correspondence

principle,nospectacularquantum gravity e�ectscould occurin theoutgoing

radiation when the black hole islarge with respectto Planckian scales. So

it seem s that the black-hole m ust m ake use ofnonlocale�ects through its
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quantum statesfortransferring theinform ation in question.

It has been recently suggested [16,17],based on inform ation theoretic

prem isses,thatthe black-hole eventhorizon isquantized in unitsofPlanck

lengthsquaredand,furtherm ore,sim ilarlytowhathappensinatom icphysics,

the leakage ofinform ation is m ade possible by transitions am ong various

quantum black-hole states (black hole-spectroscopy) [17]. Let us analyse,

from theinform ation theoreticpointofview,whetherthism echanism could

account for the inform ation 
ow needed to solve the paradox. That is to

say, whether the entropy associated with the di�erent transitions from a

given state to the ground state (totalevaporation)is com parable with the

inform ation the black hole hassubtracted from the environm ent. In order

to estim ate this,let us assum e that the black hole is in an eigenstate of

event horizon area jA;xi,where x stands for the set ofquantum num bers

accounting for the corresponding degeneracy e
A

4 for a given A. Now,the

transition probability from leveljA;xito jA 0;x0i,forany x and x0,m ustbe

proportionalto the ratio between the degeneracy ofthe levels in question.

Accordingly,theprobability oftransition ofgoing from levelA to A 0cannot

strongly depend on whether the transition occurs directly orifitproceeds

through interm ediatestates.Thereason isthatin ordertoestim atethetran-

sition probability from theinitialto the�nalstatein the caseofcascading,

we have to m ultiply allthe interm ediate transition probabilities,assum ing

thatthese are statistically independent. Afterm ultiplying allthese proba-

bilitiesand cancelling outtheinterm ediatedegeneracies,weend up with the

ratiobetween thedegeneraciesofthe�naland initialstates,exactly asifthe

transition had occurred in onestep.Thus,in orderto obtain an estim ation

oftheinform ation thatcould betransferred to theenvironm entby m eansof

theblack-holespectrallines,should they exist,weassum ethatalltransitions

are equally probable. Assum e now thatthe black hole isin itsn-th excited

state.Then,thedecay totheground statethrough k interm ediatestatescan

occurin n!

k!(n�k)!
di�erentways. Sum m ing overk givesthe num berofpossi-

bledi�erenttransitionsN transitions = 2n.Thusthecorresponding inform ation

capacity isapproxim ately

Itransitions � nln2/ Sbh (22)

Therefore,them echanism proposed in [17]could bebehind theresolution of

theparadox,becauseenough inform ation could beencoded in thetransitions

11



to the ground state. Nevertheless, ifthe Hawking radiation were exactly

therm al,then thism echanism would beirrelevantbecauseitlacksthevehicle

necessary to transm ittheinform ation to a distantobserver.However,ithas

recently been shown,based on inform ation theoreticprem isses[18],thatthe

factthattheblack holeabsorptivity isnotunity could renderthisradiation

the interm ediary between the black hole and a distantobserver. Thisisso

because the radiation is not exactly therm al,i.e. not com pletely random ,

and there isenough therm odynam icalroom in the radiation to transferall

thisinform ation.

For an observer far away from the black hole,the situation would be

quite acceptable. The black hole appears as a quantum object em itting

Hawking radiation whose spectrallines can be used to reconstruct allthe

inform ation.Theblack holeisin som esensenotvery di�erentfrom an atom .

But,contrary to thecaseofan atom ,wecan m ovein closerand investigate

the m acroscopic black hole and itshorizon in greaterdetail. Then we will

observee�ectsthatwewillexperienceasnon-local,transm ittinginform ation

from the interioracrossthe apparenthorizon. Itisim portantto note,and

thisisprecisely whatwehaveproven quitegenerally in theprevioussection,

thatthisoccursthroughoutthe history ofthe evaporating black hole. Even

when itism acroscopic. There isno way,unlesswe consideralternative II

above,to delay thisto thelaterstagesoftheevaporation.

The key question is: Can such processes be harm less without causing

new paradoxes? In thiscontextwem ustexam inealso in am orequantitative

way how restrictive the presence ofan apparenthorizon is. Even if,as we

haveargued,com pletere
ection ofinform ation atthem acroscopicapparent

horizon isim possible,itisconceivable thatitcould take place atthe event

horizon,which m ightbeassm allasthePlanck scaleand,therefore,sensitive

toquantum gravitye�ects.Thekeyquestion iswhetherthisistoolate,inthe

sense thatthe rem aining energy would be com patible with the inform ation

content. It is com m only accepted thatthis is really too late. This is also

thereason why wehavebeen forced toconsidernon-locale�ects.However,a

m orequantitativeanalysiswould clearlybeneeded toruleoutthispossibility,

which otherwisewould m akethesee�ectsunnecessary,oratleastpresentonly

close to the eventhorizon and the singularity. In fact,through redshifting,

Planck scale physicsnearthe eventhorizon willbe m agni�ed trem endously

in the eyesofan observeratin�nity. W hile the tim e to fallinto the black-

hole isvery shortforthe freely falling black-hole explorer,itwould take of
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theorderofthewholeevaporation tim eaccording foran observeratin�nity.

A Planck tim e before the event horizon m ight be wellin advance ofthe

com plete evaporation,while the black hole is stillm acroscopic as viewed

from theoutside.A sim ilarsuggestion hasbeen m adein [19]in thecontext

oftwo-dim ensionaldilaton gravity.

5 Sum m ary

Ourdiscussion pointsoutthatifwedo notallow fornon-unitarity,wem ust

eitherlearn tolivewith an in�nitenum berofm etastableorstableblack-hole

rem nants, or there m ust exist non-localinform ation transfer,which is at

work throughoutthe evaporation,even when theblack holeism acroscopic.

Ourconclusion isthatquantum correlationsareinsu�cienttosolveeitherof

theseproblem s.In the�rstcase,wehaveshown thattheinform ation storage

in correlationsdoesnotallow ustodecreasethenum berofneeded black-hole

states. In the second case,it is wellknown that EPR correlations do not

allow forthe kind ofinform ation transfer thatisneeded. Ifwe say thata

black holeislike an atom with inform ation encoded in itsspectrallines,we

stillneed to confronttheissueoflocality.

N ote A dded

Aftercom pletion ofthisworkwereceived apaper[20],wheretheinform ation

paradox isdiscussed.
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