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The spin correlation of fermion pairs created by a Kerr black hole gravitational

potential
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We study the properties of massive fermions created and scattered by a rotating Kerr black hole.
The helicities of the scattered fermions can vary during propagation. A fermion with a right-handed
helicity can become either right or left-handed after interacting with the gravitational potential.
This implies that measuring characteristics of an escaping particle is insufficient to reconstruct all
the characteristics of its infalling partner. This further means the helicities of a particle pair created
by the gravitational potential are not fully entangled. Since spin and helicity share many common
features, it is likely that the same is true for spins of spontaneously created particles.

I. INTRODUCTION

After Sauter, Heisenberg, and Euler established the
action of an electron in a constant electric field[1, 2],
Schwinger realized that charged particles can be created
if the electric field is stronger than the critical electric

field, Ecri =
mec

2

qe~
[3, 4]. These particle pairs (Schwinger

pairs) originate as virtual particles, and are separated by
an external field in order to become a real particle pair.
These particle pairs are assumed to be highly entangled
since virtual particle pairs must conserve quantum num-
bers. Spin is generally used to describe this highly en-
tangled state, and the particle’s state is written as one of
the maximally entangled Bell states

1√
2
|↑↓〉 ± 1√

2
|↓↑〉 . (1)

This expectation, however, is proved to be incorrect since
the external field is involved in the particle creation and
can alter the particles’ spins[5]. The actual creation is
illustrated in fig.1. A particle pair is created by an exter-
nal field, which can alter the characteristics of the particle
states. Even though the quantum numbers are preserved
at the time of creation, they can vary after particles prop-
agate away from the creation location under the influence
of the external field. Thus, taking into account the inter-
action field is crucial.
Apart from particles created by a strong electromag-

netic field, a strong gravitational field can also be a source
of particle creation. The best known phenomenon is
Hawking radiation[6, 7]. Hawking radiation is generally
considered to be the consequence of particle pairs created
by gravity at or near the horizon. One member of the pair
escapes to the infinity, while the other falls into the hori-
zon. These two particles are also assumed to be highly
entangled and carry opposite quantum numbers. Don
Page pointed out that the entanglement entropy of the
escaping particles will initially increase but will have to
decrease near the halfway of the evaporation process, due
to the unitarity of an evaporation process[8]. This is now

widely referred to as the Page curve. If these particles are
highly entangled, the escaping particles must carry the
information of the black hole and can be related to the
black hole information paradox problem[9]. There are
many models and arguments based on the assumption
that vacuum particle pairs are maximally entangled[10].
However, this argument is based on the fact that par-
ticle pairs will not interact with the environment after
creation. This assumption may not be held since the
particle pairs must be ultimately separated by a signifi-
cant distance. And we know that the entangled pair can
be disentangled after propagating some distance[11] or in
some other circumstances[12].

It has been noticed that helicity can change in a curved
space[13–17]. This article demonstrates that the helici-
ties of massive fermion pairs generated by a Kerr black
hole are not entirely entangled. Here, the helicity is de-
fined by a static observed in the Kerr spacetime. A right-
helicity fermion can have either a right- or left-helicity
partner. This implies that the assertion that escaping
particles carry the same amount of information as the
particles falling into the black hole is incorrect. In the
following, we first review the fermion in a Kerr space and
then use a perturbation theory to study how a massive
fermion changes its helicity while propagating through
space.

We notice that many quantities may be highly corre-
lated initially, but the correlations will not be preserved
as particles propagate away from the location they are
created. The simplest one is momentum. When a parti-
cle pair is created, one of them has a momentum p and
the other −p (Fig. 2). After they propagate away from
the creation location, their momenta become p1 and p2.
The correlation is gone since p3 is involved. The momen-
tum conservation initially applied to these two particles,
must be applied now to the full system, i.e. the black
hole and these two particles.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.05051v1
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FIG. 1. A particle pair is created by an external field. The
crossed circle represents the external field. The two upper
lines represent two particles created by the external field.
This external field cannot be neglected, and it can poten-
tially change these particles’ quantum numbers.
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FIG. 2. Two particles are separated outside a black hole. A:
These two particles have opposite momenta at the beginning.
B: However, the momenta have not clear correlations after
propagating a while. The momentum conservation must be
applied to the whole system (p1, p2, and p3).

II. FERMIONS IN THE KERR BLACK HOLE

BACKGROUND

Propagation of massive fermions in a rotation black
hole background is a well studied problem. Here, we re-
view only the required background. Detailed calculations
can be found in [18].
The geometry of a rotating black hole is described by

the Kerr metric,

ds2 = −(1− 2Mr

Σ
)dt2 − 4Mra sin2 θ

Σ
dtdφ +

Σ

∆
dr2

+ Σdθ2 +
(

r2 + a2 +
2Mra2 sin2 θ

Σ
sin2 θ

)

dφ2,(2)

∆ = r2 − 2Mr + a2, (3)

Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ, (4)

where a is the black hole rotation parameter. The radius
of the horizon, rh, is the root of ∆ = 0.
The massive Dirac equation without an (non-

gravitational) external potential is

(γµ∇µ + im)Ψ = 0, (5)

where γµ are the general relativistic Dirac matrices,
which satisfy

{γµ, γν} = 2gµν . (6)

The metric connection is

∇µ = ∂µ +
1

8
ωµαβ [γ

α, γβ] (7)

where ωµαβ is the spin connection. The Dirac field, Ψ,
is a 4-spinor. It can be written in the chiral-2 spinor
representation,

Ψ =

[

PA

Q̄B′

]

, (8)

and γµ is

γµ =
√
2

[

0C2 σµAB′

σ
µ
AB′ 0C2

]

(9)

where PA and Q̄B′ denote 2-component spinors, while
σ
µ
AB′ are the Hermitian (2 × 2)-Infeld-van der Waerden

symbols. A ∈ 1, 2 and B′ ∈ 1′, 2′. The 2-spinor form of
the Dirac equation is

σ
µ
AB′∇µP

A +
im√
2
Q̄B′ = 0 (10)

σ
µ
AB′∇µQ

A +
im√
2
P̄B′ = 0. (11)

here,

σ
µ

(k)(l′) =

[

lµ mµ

m̄µ nµ

]

(12)

and the null vectors are chosen to be

lµ =
1

∆
(r2 + a2,∆, 0, a) (13)

nµ =
1

2ρ2
(r2 + a2,−∆, 0, a) (14)

mµ =
1

ρ̄
√
2
(ia sin θ, 0, 1, i csc θ) (15)

m̄µ = mµ∗ (16)

Here, ρ̄ = r+ ia cos θ. These 2-spinors Dirac spinors can
be written as

P 0 =
e−iωt+ikφ

√
2(r − ia cos θ)

f1 (17)

P 1 = e−iωt+ikφf2 (18)

Q̄0′ = e−iωt+ikφg1 (19)

Q̄1′ =
e−iωt+ikφ

√
2(r + ia cos θ)

g2 (20)



3

k ∈ Z+ 1
2 . The Dirac equation reduces to four equations

D0f1 + L 1

2

f2 = (imr + am cos θ)g1 (21)

∆D†
1

2

f2 − L
†
1

2

f1 = −(imr + am cos θ)g2 (22)

D0g2 − L
†
1

2

g1 = (imr − am cos θ)f2 (23)

∆D†
1

2

g1 + L 1

2

g2 = −(imr − am cos θ)f1 (24)

Here,

Dn = = ∂r +
iK

∆
+ 2n

r −M

∆
(25)

D†
n = = ∂r −

iK

∆
+ 2n

r −M

∆
(26)

L 1

2

= ∂θ +Q+
1

2
cot θ (27)

L
†
1

2

= ∂θ −Q+
1

2
cot θ (28)

K = −(r2 + a2)ω + ak (29)

Q = −aω sin θ + k csc θ (30)

One may notice that

∆
1

2D 1

2

= D0∆
1

2 (31)

∆
1

2D
†
1

2

= D
†
0∆

1

2 (32)

These relationships are applied to simplify some equa-
tions.

III. MASSLESS FERMION CASE

It is known that a massless fermion does not change its
helicity. The helicities of particle pairs created by spon-
taneous vacuum decay are always entangled with their
companion particles. Therefore, we have to ultimately
consider massive particles. A massless fermion’s chirality
eigenstate is also its helicity eigenstate. This character-
istic makes it a good zeroth-order approximation to the
massive fermion helicity eigenstates. Here, the solution
for massless fermion is reviewed. A detailed review can
be found in [18] and related calculation[19, 20].
Massless fermions have two chirality states, a right-

chirality and left-chirality. The chirality states happen to
be their helicity states. We note that the right-chirality
states coincide with the right-helicity states, and they
coincide with the anti-particles’ left-helicity states, and
vice versa. One may notice that helicity depends on the
relative velocity between particles and observers. How-
ever, the helicities of the particles are usually studied in
the static frame.We are concerned only with particles at
infinity and the horizon, where helicity coincides with the
spin in the radial direction. The radial spin component
will not change with boosts in the radial direction and
is conserved while these particles are created. Therefore,
without the loss of generality helicity is considered only

in the static frame in this article instead of an arbitrary
frame.
The right-handed chiral states are written as

P 0 =
e−iωt+ikφ

√
2(r − ia cos θ)

H−
kλ(r)S

−
kλ(θ) (33)

P 1 = e−iωt+ikφH+
kλ(r)S

+
kλ(θ) (34)

Q̄0′ = 0 (35)

Q̄1′ = 0 (36)

This represents a right-helicity fermion or a left-helicity
anti-fermion. The left-handed chiral states are written as

P 0 = 0 (37)

P 1 = 0 (38)

Q̄0′ = e−iωt+ikφH+
kλ(r)S

−
kλ(θ) (39)

Q̄1′ =
e−iωt+ikφ

√
2(r + ia cos θ)

H−
kλ(r)S

+
kλ(θ) (40)

This represents a left-helicity fermion or a right-helicity
anti-fermion. H±

kλ and S±
kλ satisfy

∆
1

2D0H
−
kλ = λ∆

1

2H+
kλ (41)

∆
1

2D
†
0∆

1

2H+
kλ = λH−

kλ (42)

L 1

2

S+
kλ = −λS−

kλ (43)

L
†
1

2

S−
kλ = λS+

kλ (44)

λ is a constant related to the total angular momentum.
As r → ∞,

∆
1

2H+
kλ ∼ e−iωr (45)

H−
kλ ∼ eiωr. (46)

, H+
kλ is the incoming mode, which propagates from in-

finity toward the black hole, and H−
kλ is the outgoing

mode, which propagates from the black hole toward in-
finity (Fig. 3).
As r → rh,

∆
1

2H+
kλ ∼ e−iω∗r∗ (47)

H−
kλ ∼ eiω

∗r∗ , (48)

H+
kλ is the down mode, which propagates toward the hori-

zon, and H−
kλ is the up mode, which propagates away

from the horizon (Fig. 3). r∗ is a redefined radius pa-
rameter,

dr∗ =
r2 + a2

∆
dr, (49)

We focus on two types of solutions in this study. The
first one is a wave coming from r → ∞. A part of
this wave is reflected back by the gravitational poten-
tial, while the rest of it crosses the gravitational barrier.
The asymptotic behavior is
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∆
1

2H+
kλ → 1√

ω
e−iωr, as r → ∞ (50)

∆
1

2H+
kλ → Tkλ√

ω∗
e−iω∗r∗ , as r → rh (51)

H−
kλ → Rkλ√

ω
eiωr, as r → ∞ (52)

H−
kλ → 0, as r → rh (53)

Tkλ and Rkλ are the transmission factor reflected factor
respectively. The second one is a wave originating from
r → rh. Part of the wave is reflected by the gravitational
potential, and the rest of it crosses the gravitational bar-
rier. The asymptotic behavior is

∆
1

2H+
kλ → 0, as r → ∞ (54)

∆
1

2H+
kλ → rkλ√

ω∗
e−iω∗r∗ , as r → rh (55)

H−
kλ → tkλ√

ω
eiωr, as r → ∞ (56)

H−
kλ → 1√

ω∗
eiω

∗r∗ , as r → rh (57)

tkλ and rkλ are the transmission factor reflected factor
respectively.

These two solutions are the zeroth-order approxima-
tion solutions for the massive fermions.

H
+

H
-

H
-

H
+

FIG. 3. H+

kλ
represents a particle propagating from infinity

to the black hole (incoming mode) and a particle propagating
toward the horizon (down mode). H−

kλ
represents a parti-

cle propagating from the black hole to the infinity(outgoing
mode) and a particle escaping from the horizon (up mode).
The dash arrows represent that if the propagation nearby the
horizon changes its direction if ω < kΩ.

IV. MASSIVE FERMIONS

We adopt now the perturbation theory and choose the
mass-related terms in eq (21) to (24) as the perturba-
tion terms. We considered first the right-handed mass-
less fermion as a zeroth-order approximation, and the

solution is

f1 = H−
kλ(r)S

−
kλ(θ) +O(m2) (58)

f2 = H+
kλ(r)S

+
kλ(θ) +O(m2) (59)

g1 = g2 = O(m) (60)

O(mn) means that the lowest order correction terms are
proportional to mn. H−

kλ(r) and H
+
kλ(r) are the same as

eq. (50) to eq. (53).

D0g2 − L
†
1

2

g1 = (imr − am cos θ)H+
kλS

+
kλ (61)

∆D†
1

2

g1 + L 1

2

g2 = −(imr − am cos θ)H−
kλS

−
kλ (62)

Since S−
kλ and S+

kλ are both a complete set, the follow-
ing terms can be decomposed to

cos θS+
kλ =

∑

λ1

a−kλλ1
S−
kλ1

(63)

cos θS−
kλ =

∑

λ1

b+kλλ1
S+
kλ1

. (64)

As mentioned, λ1 is a total-angular-momentum-related
constant. The decomposition implies the particle’s an-
gular momentum changes. Since

S−
kλ(θ) = S+

kλ(π − θ) (65)

, then

a−kλλ1
= −b+kλλ1

. (66)

The decompositions are chosen to solve the equations
easily. g1 and g2 can be decomposed to

g1 =
∑

λ1

e+kλλ1
S−
kλ1

(67)

g2 =
∑

λ1

h−kλλ1
S+
kλ1

(68)

The ± signs are chosen to match the symbols in the mass-
less case. For λ1 = λ,

∆
1

2D0h
−
kλλ − λ∆

1

2 e+kλλ = imr∆
1

2H+
kλ (69)

∆
1

2D
†
0∆

1

2 e+kλλ − λh−kλλ = −imrH−
kλ (70)

As r → ∞, the corresponding terms are

h−kλλ → m

2ω
∆

1

2H+
kλ (71)

∆
1

2 e+kλλ → m

2ω
H−

kλ (72)

As r → rh, the

h−kλλ → 0 (73)

∆
1

2 e+kλλ → 0 (74)
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This condition holds because, near the horizon, the par-
ticle momentum is so high that mass can be neglected.
This is the first order correction term for a free massive
fermion, not related to the scattering process. Therefore,
we will not discuss the details of it. The more important
terms are λ1 6= λ terms, which are induced by the gravi-
tational scattering. The corresponding terms are

∆
1

2D0h
−
kλλ1

− λ1∆
1

2 e+kλλ!
= −ama−kλλ1

∆
1

2H+
kλ(75)

∆
1

2D
†
0∆

1

2 e+kλλ1
− λ1h

−
kλλ1

= +amb+kλλ1
H−

kλ (76)

By applying equation (41) and (42), the solution is found,

∆
1

2 e+kλλ1
= Ekλλ1

H+
kλ1

+
ama−kλ1λ

λ1 − λ
H+

kλ (77)

h−kλλ1
= Ekλλ1

H−
kλ1

−
amb+kλ1λ

λ1 − λ
H−

kλ (78)

Ekλ1λ can be adjusted according to the condition. Note
that these are the first order correction terms which
are proportional to m. More involving calculations are
needed to include higher order terms.

Since g1 and g2 are the left-charility components, e+kλλ1

and h−kλλ1
represent the opposite chirality or helicity so-

lutions to the original particles. One can also start from
a left-helicity massless fermion as the zeroth-order ap-
proximation and find the corresponding solution.

V. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR

Even though (P 1, P 2, Q̄1, Q̄2)
T are the complete com-

ponents of the wave function, (f1,∆
1

2 f2,∆
1

2 g1, g2)
T is

a more concise way to represent the required com-
ponents. Therefore, in the following, we list only
(f1,∆

1

2 f2,∆
1

2 g1, g2)
T .

There are four types of solutions. The right-helicity
ones have the following asymptotic behavior,

ψin
λ,R =

e−iωr

√
ω
S+
kλ(0, 1, 0,

m

2ω
)T (79)

ψ
up
λ,R =

e+iω∗r∗

√
ω∗

S−
kλ(1, 0, 0, 0)

T (80)

ψout
λ,R =

e+iωr

√
ω∗

S−
kλ(1, 0,

m

2ω
, 0)T (81)

ψdown
λ,R =

e−iω∗r∗

√
ω∗

S+
kλ(0, 1, 0, 0)

T (82)

R in ψα
λ,R represents the right-helicity, while index α has

the same meaning as Fig. 4. The left-helicity ones have
the following asymptotic behavior,

ψin
λ,L =

e−iωr

√
ω
S+
kλ(0,

m

2ω
, 0, 1)T (83)

ψ
up
λ,L =

e+iω∗r∗

√
ω∗

S−
kλ(0, 0, 1, 0)

T (84)

ψout
λ,L =

e+iωr

√
ω∗

S−
kλ(

m

2ω
, 0, 1, 0)T (85)

ψdown
λ,L =

e−iω∗r∗

√
ω∗

S+
kλ(0, 0, 0, 1))

T (86)

L in ψα
λ,L represents the right-helicity.

A right-helicity particle (∼ ψin
kλ,R ) from infinity is scat-

tered by the the gravitational potential then becomes a
combination of other ψα

λ,β , at late time,

ψin
kλ,R → Tkλψ

down
kλ,R +Rkλψ

out
kλ,R

+
∑

λ1

T
R,L
kλλ1

ψdown
kλ1,L

+R
R,L
kλλ1

ψout
kλ1,L

(87)

Here, Tkλ and Rkλ are the same as (51) and (52) at least

to O(m2). TR,L
kλλ1

and RR,L
kλλ1

can be determined by setting

Ekλλ1
= lim

r→∞
−
ama−kλ1λ

λ1 − λ

H+
kλ

H+
kλ1

(88)

here, H±
kλ are from eq. (50) to (53). ψ−∞

kλ,R is the only

incoming mode from infinity. e+kλλ1
does not vanish as

r → rh since the transmission coefficient for λ and λ1
modes are not the same (Tkλ 6= Tkλ1

). The transmission
amplitude is

T
R,L
kλλ1

= −
ama−kλ1λ

λ1 − λ
Tkλ1

+
ama−kλ1λ

λ1 − λ
Tkλ (89)

h+kλλ1
does not vanish as r → ∞ since the reflection

coefficient for λ and λ1 modes are not the same (Rkλ 6=
Rkλ1

). The reflection amplitude is

R
R,L
kλλ1

= −
ama−kλ1λ

λ1 − λ
Rkλ1

−
amb+kλ1λ

λ1 − λ
Rkλ (90)

At the same time, a particle escaping from the horizon
and scattered by the gravitational potential is described
by

ψ
up
kλ,R → rkλψ

down
kλ,R + tkλψ

out
kλ,R

+
∑

λ1

r
R,L
kλλ1

ψdown
kλ1,L

+ t
R,L
kλλ1

ψout
kλ1,L

(91)

Here, tkλ and rkλ are the same as (55) and (56) at least

to O(m2). rR,L
kλλ1

, and tR,L
kλλ1

can be determined by setting

Ekλλ1
= lim

r→rh

amb+kλ1λ

λ1 − λ

H−
kλ

H−
kλ1

(92)
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Here, H±
kλ are from eq. (54) to (57). ψ−∞

kλ,R is the only

outgoing mode from infinity. e+kλλ1
does not vanish as

r → ∞ since the transmission coefficient for λ and λ1
modes are not the same (tkλ 6= tkλ1

).

t
R,L
kλλ1

=
amb+kλ1λ

λ1 − λ
tkλ1

+
ama−kλ1λ

λ1 − λ
tkλ (93)

h+kλλ1
does not vanish as r → th since the reflection coef-

ficients for λ and λ1 modes are not the same (rkλ 6= rkλ1
).

r
R,L
kλλ1

=
amb+kλ1λ

λ1 − λ
rkλ1

−
amb+kλ1λ

λ1 − λ
rkλ (94)

Because of the symmetry of the right- and left-handed he-
licity modes, the left-handed helicity modes can be writ-
ten as

ψin
kλ,L → Tkλψ

down
kλ,L +Rkλψ

out
kλ,L

+
∑

λ1

T
L,R
kλλ1

ψdown
kλ1,R

+R
L,R
kλλ1

ψout
kλ1,R

(95)

ψ
up
kλ,L → rkλψ

down
kλ,L + tkλψ

out
kλ,L

+
∑

λ1

r
L,R
kλλ1

ψdown
kλ1,R

+ t
L,R
kλλ1

ψout
kλ1,R

(96)

A right-helicity fermion can become either a right- or
left-helicity fermion after scattering. The particle’s he-
licity can be changed after the transmission or reflec-
tion. It implies that gravitational potential can change
the helicity of a particle. Therefore, the helicities of spon-
taneously created particle pairs may not be completely
entangled. The current calculations were performed for
helicity, i.e. not for the spin eigenstates, but spin and
helicity share many similar properties, so we expect the
conclusions to stay the same for spin.

VI. BOGOLIUBOV TRANSFORMATION

There are four types of possible wavefunctions which
are relevant for us. The asymptotic behavior of these
functions is,

Ψin
kλ,I = ψin

kλ,I , as r → ∞ (97)

Ψout
kλ,I = ψout

kλ,I , as r → ∞ (98)

Ψup
kλ,I = ψ

up
kλ,I , as r → rh (99)

Ψdown
kλ,I = ψdown

kλ,I , as r → rh (100)

Fig. 4 shows that Ψin
kλ,I is a wave starting from in-

finity and approaching the black hole and getting scat-
tered. Ψout

kλ,I is a wave escaping to infinity (originating

either from the incoming mode or the horizon). Ψup
kλ,I is

a wave escaping from the horizon and getting scattered
by the black hole potential. Ψdown

kλ,I falls into the hori-

zon (originating either from infinity or reflected by the
gravitational potential).

I
_

I
+

H
+

H
_

out

inup

down

dn

FIG. 4. The Penrose-Carter diagram: The space outside the
horizon is presented in the right square. The upper triangle
represents the space inside the future horizon. The black
hole radiation due to the Hawking effect involves these two
regions. On the other hand, only the right square is involved
in particle creation by the superradiance mechanism. The
thin dashed line represents the potential barrier that induces
the superradiance. Four types of bases (down, up, in, and
out) are involved in the process. Five bases (including dn) are
involved in the full black hole radiation [21]. Similar argument
for scalar field can be found in [19, 20].

Since we need two different wave functions for the Bo-
goliubov transformation, there are two or more ways to
quantize the field

Ψ̂ =
∑

ωkλI

α̂in
ωkλ,IΨ

in
kλ,I + α̂

up
ωkλ,IΨ̃

up
kλ,I

+β̂in†
ωkλ,IΨ

in
kλ,I

∗ + β̂
up†
ωkλ,IΨ̃

up
kλ,I

∗ (101)

=
∑

ω,k,λ,I

γ̂outωkλ,IΨ
out
kλ,I + γ̂down

ωkλ,IΨ̃
down
kλ,I

+δ̂out†ωkλ,IΨ
out
kλ,I

∗ + δ̂
down†
ωkλ,I Ψ̃

down
kλ,I

∗ (102)

where, I represents the helicity, R or L. σ̂ζ
ωkλ,I are the

annihilation operators and σ̂ζ†
ωkλ,I are the creation oper-

ators. α and γ represent the particles, while β and δ
represent the antiparticles. Also,

Ψ̃M
J,λ,I = ΨM

J,λ,I , if ω − kΩH > 0 (103)

= ψM
J,λ,I

∗, if ω − kΩH < 0, (104)

where M can be up or down. The two types of vacua

corresponding to α̂M
J,λ,I , β̂

M
J,λ,I , γ̂

M
J,λ,I and δ̂MJ,λ,I are

α̂M
ωkλ,I |in; 0〉 = β̂M

ωkλ,I |in; 0〉 = 0 (105)

γ̂Mωkλ,I |out; 0〉 = δ̂Mωkλ,I |out; 0〉 = 0. (106)

where M can be up, down, in or out. We now apply
eq. (87), (91), (95) and (96) to eq. (101), and find the
relationships between the annihilation operators. For ω−
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kΩH > 0

γ̂outωkλ,I = Rkλα̂
in
ωkλ,I + tkλα̂

up
ωkλ,I

+
∑

λ1

RJI
kλ1λ

α̂in
ωkλ1,J

+ tJIkλ1λ
α̂
up
ωkλ1,J

(107)

δ̂
out†
ωkλ,I = R∗

kλβ̂
in†
ωkλ,I + t∗kλβ̂

up†
ωkλ,I

+
∑

λ1

RJI∗
kλ1λ

β̂
in†
ωkλ1,J

+ tJI∗kλ1λ
β̂
up†
ωkλ1,J

(108)

γ̂down
ωkλ,I = Tkλα̂

in
ωkλ,I + rkλα̂

up
ωkλ,I

+
∑

λ1

T JI
kλ1λ

α̂in
ωkλ1,J

+ rJIkλ1λ
α̂
up
ωkλ1,J

(109)

δ̂down
ωkλ,I

† = T ∗
kλβ̂

in†
ωkλ,I + r∗kλβ̂

up†
ωkλ,I

+
∑

λ1

T JI∗
kλ1λ

β̂
in†
ωkλ1,J

+ rJI∗kλ1λ
β̂
up†
ωkλ1,J

(110)

J and I represent the helicities of the particles, and
J 6= I. There is no mixing between annihilation and
creation operators. Therefore there is no particle creation
outside the horizon. However, particles created by the
tunneling through the black hole horizon are still affected
by the gravitational potential and change their helicities
during their escape to infinity. Therefore, the escaping
particles can have a different helicity from their partners
inside the black hole.
For ω − kΩH < 0,

γ̂outωkλ,I = Rkλα̂
in
ωkλ,I + t∗kλβ̂

up†
−ω−kλ,I

+
∑

λ1

RJI
kλ1λ

α̂in
ωkλ1,J

+ tJI∗kλ1λ
β̂
up†
−ω−kλ1,J

(111)

δ̂
out†
ωkλ,I = R∗

kλβ̂
in†
ωkλ,I + tkλα̂

up
−ω−kλ,I

+
∑

λ1

RJI∗
kλ1λ

β̂
in†
ωkλ1,J

+ tJIkλ1λ
α̂
up
−ω−kλ1,J

(112)

δ̂down
−ω−kλ,I

† = Tkλα̂
in
ωkλ,I + rkλ

∗β̂
up
−ω−kλ,I

†

+
∑

λ1

T JI
kλ1λ

α̂in
ωkλ1,J

+ rJI∗kλ1λ
β̂
up†
−ω−kλ1,J

(113)

γ̂down
−ω−kλ,I = T ∗

kλβ̂
in†
ωkλ,I + rkλα̂

up
−ω−kλ,I

+
∑

λ1

T JI∗
kλ1λ

β̂
in†
ωkλ1,J

+ rJIkλ1λ
α̂
up
−ω−kλ1,J

(114)

Annihilation and creation operators are mixing, and
there is particle creation outside the black hole. We are
looking for the helicity correlation of the particle pairs.
The amplitude of these channels are

AIλJλ1
= 〈out; 0| δ̂down

−ω−kλ,I γ̂
out
ωkλ1,J

U(t) |in; 0〉
≈ 〈in; 0| δ̂down

−ω−kλ,I γ̂
out
ωkλ1,J

|in; 0〉

=











r−kλt
∗
kλ if I = J and λ = λ1

rIJ−kλλ1
t∗kλ if I 6= J and λ 6= λ1

0 otherwise

(115)

This calculation is a first-order approximation. A
method to study the higher order correction may be
found in [5, 22, 23]. Since ARλRλ1

, ARλLλ1
, ALλRλ1

,
ALλLλ1

are not 0, a right-helicity particle can have both
left-helicity and right-helicity anti-particle as its compan-
ion, and vice versa. Hence, the helicities of particle pairs
created by the gravitational potential are not full entan-
gled. The correlation of helicities is changed due to the
variance of the total angular momentum (λ and λ1).

VII. MAXIMAL ENTANGLEMENT OF THE

PARTICLE PAIRS IS NOT ALWAYS TRUE

In the previous section, we considered only the corre-
lation of the helicity of particle pairs. Here, we want to
point out that angular distribution (S±

kλ(θ)) also ruins
the correlation and reduces the entanglement of the par-
ticle pairs. Therefore, discussion based on the maximally
entangled states in the black hole information paradox is
problematic.
A particle is a local concept. The wave function de-

scribes the probability of finding particles at a particular
position. Fig. 5 shows the paths of two possible particle
pairs. The particles at infinity are identical, but the black
hole absorbs their corresponding partners at different lo-
cations. To simplify the argument, we assume the helic-
ities of the pairs are highly correlated. In this case, the
absorbed particles of path A and path B have the same
helicity. Their directions of motion are opposite, which
implies that their spins are opposite. Even if the helicity
is highly correlated, their spin cannot be fully correlated.
This means that one cannot predict the corresponding
particle’s state even if one knows the state of the oth-
ers. The original assumption that particle pairs share
the same amount of information is not always true. Fig.
6 depicts this process. First, a pair is created. The pair
of particles interact with the environment while propa-
gating. Considering that this particle pair is highly cor-
related is equivalent to neglecting all the interactions in
the process. Therefore, it cannot be completely reliable.
Most likely, the correlated quantities of the pair should
be

|RL〉 → A1 |RR〉+A2 |RL〉+A3 |LR〉+A4 |LL〉 (116)

In this equation, the left side represents the state while
the pair is created; the right side represents the state
after propagation for a while. The correlation quantity is
smoothed out. The density matrix of one of the particles
is not diagonalized, and the entanglement entropy can be

ln(2) ≥ Se ≥ 0 (117)

This result differs from the usual assumption that the
particles must be maximally entangled. It reduces to
Hawking’s case if the environment eradicates the entan-
glement. On the other hand, the argument based on
maximum entanglement should be redone much more
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carefully [8, 9]. The environment can interrupt the en-
tanglement and hide the information. Therefore, a much
more complete discussion is necessary when dealing with
the black hole information paradox.

A

B

FIG. 5. When particle pairs are created, one of the particles
in a pair falls into the black hole, and the other escapes to
infinity. Some paths of the pairs can be indistinguishable
at infinity but are very different near the black hole. For
example, a partcle A is absorbed at the opposite side from
the partcle B.

FIG. 6. A particle pair is created at X. They interact with
the environment while propagating away from X. In this case,
they interact through gravity, but they can interact with any-
thing else depending on the conditions. Their physical quan-
tities can change during propagation.

VIII. CONCLUSION

It is often stated in the literature that vacuum parti-
cle pairs created in the black hole background are fully
entangled and should be in one of the Bell states. This
assumption, however, has yet to be verified or disputed

in the presence of gravity, though many important con-
clusions are derived from this unverified assumption (e.g.
the Page curve). We showed here that this expectation
is not correct for the helicity of a massive particle pair.
A particle escaping to infinity and its partner particle at
the horizon can have all possible combinations of helicity

ARλRλ1
|RR〉+ARλLλ1

|RL〉+ALλRλ1
|RL〉+ALλLλ1

|LL〉
(118)

where, R and L are the helicities of particles. All the am-
plitude coefficients can be non-zero. Entanglement can
be even small if the angular distribution of the particle
pair is considered. This demonstrates that the helicities
of particle pairs are not fully entangled and must be dealt
with carefully. The outgoing Hawking radiation cannot
reconstruct all the information of its infalling partners.
Since complete entanglement is not true for the vacuum
particle pairs, the models that are based on this assump-
tion may not be reliable[8].

A more straightforward example is momentum. Mo-
mentum is conserved, so two particles may have opposite
momenta if they are created by a static object (Fig. 2).
Their momenta are correlated, and one particle’s momen-
tum is enough to reconstruct its partner’s momentum.
However, this correlation relation does not preserve after
particles propagates a while, because external interac-
tions are involved. The momentum conservation must
include the nearby black hole to keep the total momen-
tum conserved.

This study implies that some of the quantities that are
entangled at the beginning may not remain entangled
after the particles have propagated away from the initial
location. Entanglement is destroyed by interactions.
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