arXiv:1105.0595v1 [hep-th] 3 May 2011

Hawking Radiation as tunneling and the unified first law of thermodynamics for a class of dynamical black holes

Jiang Ke-Xia^{a,∗}, KE San-Min^{b,†} and PENG Dan-Tao^{a‡} aInstitute of Modern Physics, Northwest University, Xian 710069, China and bCollege of Science, Chang’an University, Xi’an 710064, China

An analysis of relations between the tunneling rate and the unified first law of thermodynamics at the trapping horizons of two kinds of spherically symmetric dynamical black holes is investigated. The first kind is the Vaidya-Bardeen black hole, the tunneling rate Γ ∼ e^{△S} can be obtained naturally from the unified first law at the apparent horizon, which holds the form dE_H = T dS + W dV . Another is the McVittie solution, the action of the radial null geodesic of the outgoing particles does not always has a pole at the apparent horizon, while the ingoing mode always has one. The solution of the ingoing mode of the radiation can be mathematically reduced to the case in the FRW universe smoothly. However as a black hole, the physical meaning is unclear and even puzzling.

PACS numbers: 04.70.Dy, 04.70.Bw, 04.62.+v

keyword: Black hole Tunneling Apparent horizon

1. Introduction

To establish thermodynamics of dynamical spacetimes and to know how it is related with gravity are important problems in General Relativity. Understanding Hawking radiation is one of the key issues in steps toward this aim. Since Hawking’s original work [1], several

∗E-mail: kexiajiang@126.com, kexiachiang@gmail.com †E-mail: ksmingre@163.com ‡E-mail: dtpeng@nwu.edu.cn

2 derivations of Hawking radiation have been proposed in the literatures [2]. Recently, a semi-classical tunneling one [3–5], attracts many people’s attention. The main ingredient of this method is the consideration of energy conversion in tunneling of a thin sell from the hole. Many works [6] have been investigated for further development of this approach, and the method worked perfectly. However, for criticism and counter criticism see [7]. More recently, general analysis [8–11] using this method gave an interesting result: the tunneling rate Γ ∼ e^{△S} arises as a consequence of the first law of thermodynamics for horizons holds the form, T dS = dE_H + P dV .

However, most investigations of Hawking radiation were based on stationary black hole spacetimes, where the globally defined surface gravity corresponds to the Hawking temperature. Locally, it is not clear whether there is an event horizon associated with a certain dynamical spacetime and this causes the difficulty to discuss Hawking radiation for a dynamical situation. Recently, Hayward et al. [12] proposed a locally defined Hawking temperature for dynamical black holes where the Parikh-Wilczek [4] tunneling method was used. Further, using the tunneling method, there has been proved to be a Hawking radiation associated with the locally defined apparent horizon of the Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) universe [13], where the Hawking temperature was measured by an observer with the Kodama vector [14] inside the horizon.

Even in a dynamical spacetime the tunneling method seems powerful! This motivate us to consider: does the result obtained in [8–11] is still effective in dynamical background spacetimes? If it is true, it must cast some lights on the thermodynamics of dynamical spacetimes. In a previous paper [15], we have successfully extended the result to the case of the FRW universe. Based on the unified first law dE_H = T dS + W dV holding on the apparent horizon, we obtained the tunneling rate naturally. The dynamical surface gravity still linked to a Hawking temperature, which was measured by a Kodama vector. However, for dynamical black holes, it does not seem obviously correct. In this letter, we would like to investigate the case for two kinds of dynamical black holes. The first is the black holes in the Vaidya spacetime [16], which have been vastly discussed in literatures. Another is the McVittie spacetime, which is just the Schwarzschild black hole embedded in a dynamical

3 background, the FRW universe. It has often been used to study the effect of the universe’s expansion on solar system dynamics [17, 18]. Both of the solutions are not precisely the standard notions of black holes, but they still have horizons which the familiar black hole theorems seem to holds. Based on the above two cases, Hawking radiation as tunneling from the trapping horizons using the Hamilton-Jacobi method [5] were analyzed in [19].

We present our analysis of the two kinds of dynamical back holes in Sec. 2 and in Sec. 3, respectively. In the last section we give out our conclusions and a brief remark.

In this Letter we take the unit convention G = c = k = ℏ = 1.

2. The Vaidya-Bardeen black hole

Let us consider a spherically symmetric spacetime, which is a typical dynamical one, the Vaidya black hole. The metric of the 4-dimensional Vaidya spacetime can be written as

ds^2 = −e^{2Ψ(r,v)}A(r, v)dv^2 + 2e^{Φ(r,v)}dvdr + r^2dΩ^2, (1)

where A(r, v) = 1 − 2m(r, v)/r, r is the radius coordinate, v is an advanced null coordinate, and dΩ^2 is the line element of a two-dimensional unit sphere. Following [19], for the special case Ψ(r, v) = Φ(r, v), we call it the Vaidya-Bardeen metric. The metric (1) can be rewritten as ds^2 = h_{ab}dx^adx^b + r^2dΩ^2, with x^a = (v, r).

For dynamical black holes, we prefer to Kodama-Hayward (K-H) theory [20, 21], where two conserved currents can be introduced in spherical dynamical systems. The first is the Kodama vector K^a = −ϵ^{ab}∇_br, ϵ^{ab} denotes the volume form. For the metric (1) we have K^a = e^{−ψ(v,r)}(∂_v)^a, and the corresponding conserved charge is the three dimensional volume V = ∫ σ K^adσ_a = 4πr^3/3, where dσ_a is the volume form times a future directed unit normal vector of the space-like hypersurface σ_a. Another is defined as the energy-momentum density j^a = T^a_b K^b along the Kodama vector, and the conserved charge is E = − ∫ σ j^adσ_a, which is equal to the Misner-Sharp energy. The apparent/trapping horizon[27] is defined by h^{ab}∂_ar∂_br = 0. So we have A(r, v) = 0, which leads to the horizon r_H = r_H (v) = 2m(v, r_H (v)). According

4 to the definition, the Misner-Sharp energy inside the apparent horizon r = r_H is

E_H = r 2 (1 − h^{ab}∂_ar∂_br)|_{r=rH} = r_H 2 . (2)

The surface gravity associated with the Vaidya-Bardeen dynamical horizon takes κ = 1 2 ∇^a∇_ar|_{r=rH} = A^′(r, v) 2 |_{r=rH} = 1 2r_H − m^′(r_H , v) r_H , (3)

where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to r.

The unified first law of thermodynamics at the apparent horizon in theVaidya spacetime holds the form [22, 23] dE_H = T dS + W dV, (4) where W = −1/2h^{ab}T_{ab} is the work term. For the metric (1), by Einstein’s equations G^a_b = 8πT^a_b , one can find T^v_v = T^r_r = −1/(4πr^2_H )∂m/∂r|_{r=rH} , so we have W = − 1 2 (T^v_v + T^r_r ) = −T^v_v = − 1 4πr^2_H ∂m ∂r |_{r=rH} . (5) The identity (4) can be understood from two different sides. In standard thermodynamics, it is a connection between two quasi-static equilibrium states of a system, which differing infinitesimally in the extensive variables volume, entropy, energy by dV , dS and dE_H , respectively, while having the same values the intensive variables temperature T , and work density W . Both of the two states are spherically symmetric solutions of Einstein equations with the radius of horizon differing by dr_H while having the same source T_{μν} . Dynamically, it is the energy balance under infinitesimal virtual displacements of the horizon normal to itself. From this perspective, the identity (4) must be linked with conservation of energy and thus to the tunneling process.

Corresponding the above two understanding, the whole setup can be considered from two different sides. First, as a result of tunneling, some matter either tunnels out or in across the horizon, therefore the energy of the whole spacetime changes, thus the energy attributed to the shell should be given out. Second, considering the s-wave WKB approximation, the imaginary part of the action is directly related with the Hamiltonian of tunneling particles. Thus, the first law of thermodynamics is crucial to connect the above two sides, energy changes of whole spacetime and the Hamiltonian of tunneling particles.

5 The radial null geodesic (ds^2 = dΩ^2 = 0) near the apparent horizon for the metric (1) is ṙ ≡ dr dv = 1 2 A(r, v)e^{ψ(r,v)} ≃ e^{ψ(rH ,v)}κ(r − r_H ), (6) where κ is the surface gravity (3).

The imaginary part of the action for an s-wave outgoing positive energy particle which crosses the horizon outwards from r_i to r_f can be expressed as

ImS = Im r_f∫

r_i dr = Im r_f∫

r_i p_r∫

0 dp^′_rdr

= Im H_f∫

H_i r_f∫

r_i dr ṙ dH = − H_f∫

H_i dH 2T e^{−ψ(rH ,v)}, (7) where we have used the Hamilton’s equation ṙ = dH/dp_r|_r, the relation between Hawking temperature and surface gravity, T = κ/2π, and a contour integral at the pole r = r_H . Evaluating of the integral (7), the form of the Hamiltonian dH is necessary to be determined out. For this, we turn to the system, appealing to energy conversation, to guess the form of dH. Since the system is explicit time dependence , the Hamiltonian is no-longer equal to the total energy of the system. Luckily, according to K-H theory, we still can determine out the relation between the Hamiltonian and the total energy of the system.

The total energy of the spacetime can be expressed as

E_T = r_H 2 − ∫ σ T^a_b K^bdσ_a, (8)

where the first term corresponds to the energy (2) inside the apparent horizon, the second term corresponds to the outside and the integration extends from the apparent horizon to infinity. Now, we can give the energy changes between the final and initial states of the tunneling process, which contributes to the shell in the view of a Kodama observer. By energy conservation we have

dH_K =E^f_T (r_H + δr_H ) − E^i_T (r_H ) = δr_H 2 − ∞∫ r_H +δr_H − ∞∫ r_H T^v_v K^vdσ_v

=dE_H + T^v_v dV = dE_H − W dV, (9)

6 where W is the work term (5).

Since the energy difference dH_K is measured by a Kodama observer inside the apparent horizon, in our case near the apparent horizon, we have dH = dH_K e^{−ψ(v,r)}|_{r=rH} = e^{ψ(v,rH )}dH_K . (10) Substituting (9) (10) into (7), one can obtain

ImS = − H_f∫

H_i dH 2T = − ∫ dE_h − W dV 2T . (11)

Using the first law of thermodynamics (4) on the apparent horizon, from (11) we finally have

ImS = − ∫ dS 2 . (12)

Now, one can immediately have the semi classical tunneling rate from the Vaidya-Bardeen black hole, Γ ∼ e^{−2ImS} = e ∫ S_f Si dS = e+△S, with △S = S f − S_i. This is the well-known result obtained in [4] for a general, stationary, asymptotically flat, spherically symmetric background. And as a consequence of the first law of thermodynamics, this result appeared in the discussion of a static, spherically symmetric spacetime in [9, 10]. Here, we have recovered it in a background of dynamical spacetime, the Vaidya-Bardeen black hole.

3. The McVittie solution

In this section, we will analyze another dynamical black holes, the McVittie solution. As we will see below, preferring to the K-H theory, the radiation of this kind of dynamical black hole is puzzling. In 4-dimensional spacetime the metric of the McVittie solution is given by [24] ds^2 = −A(r, t)dt^2 + B(r, t)(dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2), (13) where A(r, t) = [ 1 − (^m_{a(t)r} ) 1 + (^m_{a(t)r} )

]_2 , B(r, t) = a^2(t) [ 1 − ( m a(t)r )]_2 . (14)

7 When m = 0, the metric (13) reduces to a flat FRW solution with the scale factor a(t); while when a(t) = 1 it becomes a Schwarzschild metric with mass m. Takeing the so-called Nolan gauge [25], the metric (13) can be expressed as

ds^2 = −(A_s − H^2(t)r^2)dt^2 + A^{−1}_s dr^2 − 2A^{−1/2}_s H(t)rdrdt + r^2dΩ^2, (15)

where r ∈ (2m, ∞), A_s ≡ 1 − 2m/r, and H(t) = ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter.

The energy momentum tensor of the homogeneous perfect fluid takes T^μ_ν = diag(ρ, −p, −p, −p), (16) where ρ = ρ(t) is the energy density, and p = p(t) is the pressure of the perfect fluid. The Einstein-Friedmann equations read

3H^2 = 8πρ, 2A^{−1/2}_s Ḣ + 3H^2 = −8πp. (17)

The metric (15) can be rewritten as ds^2 = h_{ab}dx^adx^b + r^2dΩ^2, with x^a = (t, r). Here the McVittie black hole is really a fake dynamical one since we let the mass m = const. However, it is still has dynamical horizons.

The apparent/trapping[28] horizon can be given by h^{ab}∇_ar∇_br = 0, and using the metric (15) we have the relation A_s|_{rH} ≡ 1 − 2m r_H = H^2(t)r^2_H , (18) which determines the radius of the apparent horizon r_H = r_H (t). The Misner-Sharp mass inside the horizon takes

E_H = r 2 (1 − h^{ab}∂_ar∂_br)|_{r=rH} = r_H 2 = m + 1 2 H^2(t)r^3_H . (19)

For the metric (15), the surface gravity is κ =^1_2 ∇^a∇_ar|_{r=rH} = m/r^2_H − H^2r^2_H − Ḣ/(2H). Using (18) it can be expressed as κ = 3m r^2_H − 1 r_H ( 1 − 3H^2r^2_H − 1

4H^2r^2_H ṙ_H ) . (20)

One can easily see when a(t) = const, it is just the surface gravity of the Schwarzschild black hole at the even horizon, which takes κ = 1/(2r_H ) with r_H = 2m. While when m = 0, it

8 reduce to the surface gravity of a flat FRW universe at the apparent horizon r_H = 1/H(t), which is κ = − (1 − ṙ_H /(2Hr_H )) /r_H [26].

Since we prefer to the K-H theory, we assume that the unified first law of thermodynamics at the apparent/trapping horizon of the McVittie black hole still takes [19] dE_H = T dS + W dV, (21) with the work term W = (ρ − p)/2, and S = πr^2_H . We interpret S as the entropy inside the apparent/trapping horizon. A more detailed discussion is indeed need, however, it’s beyond our present paper.

The radial null geodesic for the metric (15) is ṙ ≡ dr dt = Hr √ A_s ± A_s, (22)

where +/− corresponding the outgoing/ingoing positive energy particles respectively. However, from (22) one can see that for the outgoing mode, the action at the apparent horizon r = r_H , does not always has a pole, unless the expansion rate is slowly enough (H = ȧ/a ≃ 0). In that case it reduces to a Schwarzschild one, which the Hawking radiation has been vastly discussed in literatures. While the action of the ingoing mode always has a pole at the horizon. So, from the view of tunneling, the McVittie solution is more of a FRW universe than a Schwarzschild black hole.

In the following, we would like to investigate the tunneling process of the ingoing particles. Using (18) and (20), near the horizon r_H , the equation (22) can be rewritten as ṙ ≃ − ( 3m r^2_H − 1 r_H ) (r − r_H )

= − [ 1 + 3H^2r^2_H − 1 4H^2r^3_H ( 3m r^2_H − 1 r_H )_{−1} ṙ_H ]_{−1} κ(r − r_H ). (23)

Investigating an ingoing mode, we hope the McVittie spacetime can be smoothly reduced to the FRW universe. Assuming that the mass m is small enough, so we have κ ≃ − (1 − ṙ_H /(2Hr_H )) /r_H < 0 [26].

9 Similar with the procedure in the Sec. 2, the imaginary part of the action for an s-wave ingoing positive energy particle which crosses the horizon inwards from r_i to r_f takes

ImS = H_f∫

H_i dH 2T [ 1 + 3H^2r^2_H − 1 4H^2r^3_H ( 3m r^2_H − 1 r_H )_{−1} ṙ_H ] , (24)

here, the relation between Hawking temperature and surface gravity is T = |κ|/2π.

Corresponding the metric (15), the Kodama vector is K^a = (∂_t)^a. Interestingly, the Kodama vector is accidentally equal to the timelike Killing vector in stationary black hole systems. So, from this point of view, the radiation is more of a stationary Schwarzschild black hole than the dynamical FRW universe. As we have analyzed in Sec. 2, in this situation, the total energy of spacetime still takes E_T = r_H /2 − ∫ σ T^a_b K^bdσ_a. The energy contributing to the shell in the view of a Kodama observer is

dH_K =E^f_T (r_H + δr_H ) − E^i_T (r_H ) = δr_H 2 − ∞∫ r_H +δr_H − ∞∫ r_H T^v_v K^vdσ_v

=dE_H − ρdV. (25) Since the Kodama vector is equal to the timelike Killing vector, we have dH = dH_K . From (24) and (25) one obtains

ImS = ∫ dE_H − ρdV 2T [ 1 + 3H^2r^2_H − 1 4H^2r^3_H ( 3m r^2_H − 1 r_H )_{−1} ṙ_H ] . (26)

The integrated term of the above equation can be further simplified. Using (17) and (19), we get dE_H = HḢr^3_H dt + 3 2 H^2r^2_H dr_H = 4π 3 r^3_Hρ̇dt + 3H^2 8π dV = V dρ + ρdV = d(ρV ). (27) Combining (17), (18), and (27), we have (dE_H − ρdV ) 3H^2r^2_H − 1 4H^2r^3_H ( 3m r^2_H − 1 r_H )_{−1} ṙ_H = V dρ 1 2H^2r^2_H ṙ_H = − 4 3 πρ̇ r_H 2H^2 dr_H = − Ḣr_H 2H dr_H = 2π(ρ + p)r^2_H dr_H = 1 2 (ρ + p)dV. (28)

10 Substituting (28) into (26), one have ImS = ∫ dE_H − W dV 2T (29) where W = (ρ − p)/2 is the work term. Using the first law of thermodynamics (21) on the horizon r_H , the semi classical tunneling rate takes Γ ∼ e^{−2ImS} = e^− ∫ S_f Si dS = e−△S with △S = S_f − S_i. Indeed, the result can be mathematically reduced to the case of the FRW universe [15] smoothly. However, as a black hole, the physical meaning of the ingoing mode radiation of the McVittie spacetime is puzzling.

4. Conclusion and Remarks

In this Letter preferring to the K-H theory, we have extended the work [8–10] to investigate two kinds of dynamical black holes, the Vaidya-Bardeen black hole and the McVittie black hole. In the Vaidya-Bardeen spacetime, the tunneling rate Γ ∼ e^{△S} can be obtained naturally from the unified first law at the apparent horizon, which holds the form dE_H = T dS +W dV . In the McVittie case, we find the action of the radial null geodesic of the outgoing particles does not always has a pole at the apparent horizon, while the ingoing mode always has one. From the view of tunneling, the McVittie black hole is more of the FRW universe than a Schwarzschild black hole. Assuming the mass m is small enough, the McVittie solution can be reduced to the FRW universe smoothly. The tunneling rate of ingoing particles still can be obtained from the unified first law holds on the apparent horizon, where the procedure mathematically resembles with the case in the FRW universe [15]. However, as a black hole, the physical meaning of this kind radiation is unclear and even puzzling. In this sense, the McVittie spacetime may also not actually be viewed as a dynamical black hole, despite its resemblance.

Acknowledgments

The author(K.-X. Jiang) thank Dr. Cheng-Yi Sun for kind help and useful discussion. This work is fund by National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 10875060), and the Natural Science Foundation of Shaanxi Education Bureau of China (Grant No.

11 07JK394).

[1] S. Hawking, Nature 30 (1974) 248;

S. Hawking, Commun. Math. Phys. 43 (1975) 199 . [2] J. B. Hartle and S. W. Hawking, Phys. Rev. D 13 (1976) 2188;

G. W. Gibbons and S. W. Hawking, Phys. Rev. D 15 (1977) 2752; S. M. Christensen and S. A. Fulling, Phys. Rev. D 15 (1977) 2088.

[3] P. Kraus, F. Wilczek, Nucl. Phys. B 437 (1995) 231, hep-th/9411219;

P. Kraus, F. Wilczek, Nucl. Phys. B 433 (1995) 403, gr-qc/9408003. [4] M. K. Parikh and F. Wilczek, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85 (2000) 5042, hep-th/9907001;

M. K. Parikh, hep-th/0402166.

[5] K. Srinivasan, T. Padmanabhan, Phys. Rev. D 60 (1999) 24007, gr-qc/9812028;

S. Shankaranarayanan, K. Srinivasan, T. Padmanabhan, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 16 (2001) 571, gr-qc/0007022;

S. Shankaranarayanan, T. Padmanabhan, K. Srinivasan, Class. Quantum Grav. 19 (2002) 2671, gr-qc/0010042;

S. Shankaranarayanan, Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 084026, gr-qc/0301090. [6] E. C. Vagenas, Phys. Lett. B 533 (2002) 302, hep-th/0109108;

M. Angheben, M. Nadalini, L. Vanzo, S. Zerbini, JHEP 0505 (2005) 014, hep-th/0503081; A. J. M. Medved, E. C. Vagenas, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 20 (2005) 2449, gr-qc/0504113; M. Arzano, A. J. M. Medved, E. C. Vagenas, JHEP 0509 (2005) 037, hep-th/0505266; Q.-Q. Jiang, S.-Q. Wu, X. Cai, Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 064003, hep-th/0512351; Y. Hu, J. Zhang, Z. Zhao, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 21 (2006) 2143, gr-qc/0611026; Y. Hu, J. Zhang, Z. Zhao, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 16 (2007) 847, gr-qc/0611085; Z. Xu, B. Chen, Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007) 024041, hep-th/0612261; X. Wu, S. Gao, Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007) 044027, gr-qc/0702033; C.-Z. Liu, J.-Y. Zhu, gr-qc/0703055;

R. Kerner, R. B. Mann, Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007) 084022, hep-th/0701107;

12 L. Zhao, Commun. Theor. Phys. 47 (2007) 835, hep-th/0602065; Q.-Q. Jiang, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 044009, hep-th/0807.1358; B. Chatterjee, A. Ghosh, P. Mitra, Phys. Lett. B 661 (2008) 307, hep-th/0704.1746; J.-R. Ren, R. Li, F.-H. Liu, gr-qc/0705.4336;

R. Banerjee, B. R. Majhi, Phys. Lett. B 662 (2008) 62, hep-th/0801.0200; R. Banerjee, B. R. Majhi, JHEP 0806 (2008) 095, hep-th/0805.2220; B. R. Majhi, hep-th/0809.1508; S. K. Modak, hep-th/0807.0959; T. Zhu, J.-R. Ren, hep-th/0811.4074.

[7] E. T. Akhmedov, V. Akhmedova, D. Singleton, Phys. Lett. B 642 (2006) 124, hep-th/0608098;

T. K. Nakamura, hep-th/0706.2916;

P. Mitra, Phys. Lett. B 648 (2007) 240, hep-th/0611265; E. T. Akhmedov, T. Pilling, D. Singleton, hep-th/0805.2653;

V. Akhmedova, T. Pilling, A. de Gill, D. Singleton, Phys. Lett. B 666 (2008) 269, hepth/0804.2289.

[8] Y. Hu, J. Zhang, Z. Zhao, gr-qc/0601018.

[9] S. Sarkar, D. Kothawala, Phys. Lett. B 659 (2008) 683, gr-qc/0709.4448. [10] T. Pilling, Phys. Lett. B 660 (2008) 402, gr-qc/0709.1624.

[11] B. Zhang, Q.-Y Cai, M.-S Zhan, Phys. Lett. B 665 (2008) 260, hep-th/0806.2015. [12] S. A. Hayward, R. Di Criscienzo, L. Vanzo, M. Nadalini, S. Zerbini, gr-qc/0806.0014. [13] R.-G. Cai, L.-M. Cao, Y.-P. Hu, hep-th/0809.1554;

R. Li, J.-R. Ren, D.-F. Shi, Phys. Lett. B 670 (2009) 446, gr-qc/0812.4217. [14] H. Kodama, Prog. Theor. Phys. 63 (1980) 1217;

M. Minamitsuji, M. Sasaki, Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 044021 , gr-qc/0312109; I. Racz, Class. Quant. Grav. 23, 115 (2006), gr-qc/0511052.

[15] K. Chiang, S.-M. Ke, D.-T. Peng, T. Feng, hep-th/0812.3006. [16] P. C. Vaidya, Proc. Indian Acad. Sci. A 33 (1951) 264;

P. C. Vaidya, Nature 171 (1953) 260;

13 V. V. Narlikar, P. C. Vaidya, Nature 159 (1947) 642.

[17] G. C. McVittie, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 93 (1933) 325;

G. C. McVittie, General Relativity and Cosmology (Chapman and Hall, London, 1965). [18] A. Krasinski, Inhomogeneous Cosmological Models (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1996).

[19] R. Di Criscienzo, M. Nadalini, L. Vanzo, S. Zerbini and G. Zoccatelli, Phys. Lett. B 657 (2007) 107, hep-th/0707.4425;

R. D. Criscienzo and L. Vanzo, Europhys. Lett. 82 (2008) 60001 , hep-th/0803.0435. [20] H. Kodama, Prog. Theor. Phys. 63 (1980) 1217. [21] S. A. Hayward, Phys. Rev. D 49 (1994) 6467;

S. A. Hayward, Phys. Rev. D 53 (1996) 1938, gr-qc/9408002; S. A. Hayward, Class. Quantum Grav. 15 (1998) 3147, gr-qc/9710089; S. A. Hayward, S. Mukohyama, M.C. Ashworth, Phys. Lett. A 256 (1999) 347, gr-qc/9810006; M . C. Ashworth, S. A. Hayward, Phys. Rev. D 60 (1999) 084004, gr-qc/9811076.

[22] R.-G. Cai, L.-M. Cao, Y.-P. Hu, S. P. Kim, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 124012, hep-th/0810.2610. [23] J.-R. Ren, R. Li, Mod. Phys. Lett. A, 23 (2008) 3265, gr-qc/0705.4339. [24] C. J. Gao, Class. Quantum Grav. 21 (2004) 4805, gr-qc/0411033. [25] B. C. Nolan, Phys. Rev. D 58 (1998) 064006, gr-qc/9805041;

B. C. Nolan, Class. Quantum Grav. 16 (1999) 1227; B. C. Nolan, Class. Quantum Grav. 16 (1999) 3183, gr-qc/9907018.

[26] R.-G. Cai, L.-M. Cao, Phys. Rev. D. 75 (2007) 064008, gr-qc/0611071. [27] In the generalized Vaidya spacetime, the apparent horizon is just a kind of trapping horizon defined in K-H theory. So we don’t distinguish the two concepts in our paper. For a more detailed discussion, we prefer the reader to [22].

[28] Here we still not distinguish the two concepts, since in our calculation, using the definition of the apparent horizon, which is equal to the trapping horizon exactly from the K-H theory in [19]