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Abstract: Before we ask what the quantum gravity theory is, it is a legitimate quest to
formulate a robust quantum field theory in curved spacetime (QFTCS). Several conceptual
problems, especially unitarity loss (pure states evolving into mixed states), have raised con-
cerns over several decades. In this paper, acknowledging the fact that time is a parameter
in quantum theory, which is different from its status in the context of General Relativity
(GR), we start with a "quantum first approach" and propose a new formulation for QFTCS
based on the discrete spacetime transformations which offer a way to achieve unitarity. We
rewrite the QFT in Minkowski spacetime with a direct-sum Fock space structure based on
the discrete spacetime transformations and geometric superselection rules. Applying this
framework to QFTCS, in the context of de Sitter (dS) spacetime, we elucidate how this
approach to quantization complies with unitarity and the observer complementarity prin-
ciple. We then comment on understanding the scattering of states in de Sitter spacetime.
Furthermore, we discuss briefly the implications of our QFTCS approach to future research
in quantum gravity.
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1 Introduction

Understanding of spacetime in the theory of relativity is dictated by light cones, geodesics,
observers, and continuous coordinate transformations that are complemented by spacetime
symmetries whether it is Lorentz invariance, Poincaré invariance or general covariance [1].
The most important aspects of quantum field theory (QFT) are S-matrix unitarity and
the role of discrete spacetime transformations [2, 3]. QFT in Minkowski spacetime is a
merging of quantum mechanics (QM) and special relativity (SR). All QFT is built on the
definition of a positive energy state (with respect to fixing an arrow of time) according to
Schrödinger equation and imitating the position and momentum commutation relations in
QM with the quantum field operator and its conjugate momenta. The unification of QM
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and SR is achieved by demanding vanishing commutators of the operators corresponding
to space-like distances. The standard model (SM) of particle physics is developed from
these foundations with additional elements of renormalizability and degrees of freedom
corresponding to fundamental forces of nature such as strong, weak, and electromagnetic.

Let us focus on the description of gravity given by General Relativity (GR). GR has
been well tested over the years, and it is a (classical) theory showing an astonishing consis-
tency, as the recent detection of gravitational waves from black hole mergers and the two
beautiful observations of black hole shadows [4–6] illustrates. Apart from the success of GR
as a classical theory, it poses three interrelated challenges. The first challenge is modifying
GR towards short-distance scales to eliminate its singular solutions, such as the Big Bang
and black holes. The main message of singular solutions in GR is that extreme curvature
regimes or regions in the Universe require physics beyond GR. The second biggest challenge
is how we can formulate a quantum theory of gravity that is unitary and renormalizable.
This second challenge has been pursued by theoretical physicists over the past half-century,
and there has been a lot of progress in this direction (see [7, 8] for a brief review and ref-
erences therein). Then, the 3rd biggest challenge is consistent QFT construction in curved
spacetime. This challenge is very different from the first two, and it is rather about the
(quantum) nature of gravity at scales that are not necessarily close to Planck scales. For
example, quantum gravity effects at the black hole and early Universe cosmological (infla-
tionary) horizons. This challenge is often termed semi-classical physics, and its formulation
has several ambiguities (See [9]). Rigorously speaking, the third challenge seeks a consis-
tent framework for defining quantum fields in a curved manifold. Although this subject
has been researched extensively in recent decades, examples such as Hawking radiation and
inflationary quantum fluctuations result from QFT in curved spacetime (QFTCS). How-
ever, open questions still prevail about the unitarity, S-matrix formalism, uniqueness of
vacuum, ambiguities associated with observers, resolution of the black hole information
paradox, quantum to the classical transition of inflationary quantum fluctuations [10–20].
The quantization procedure in curved spacetime is a prerequisite that can ultimately help
us in quests for the UV-complete theory of quantum gravity and spacetime singularity res-
olutions. One of the key points of this paper is to illustrate the understanding of spacetime
from a QFT point of view, which we call Quantum First Approach (QFA). In this QFA, we
clearly distinguish between the notions of time according to quantum mechanics (QM) and
classical theory. We embrace the view that the thermodynamic meaning of time (which is
associated with the second law of thermodynamics) emerges from a quantum theory only
when we specify the initial and final states [21, 22]. Indeed, in quantum theory, an arrow
of time always comes with our choice in specifying initial and final states, while the nature
of quantum theory (without dynamical effects of gravity) is always time-symmetric [23].
The real question here is whether (quantum) laws of nature are time-symmetric in curved
spacetime. A deeper question is how to define time reversal operation for quantum states
in QFTCS without changing the nature of the universe that classical spacetime describes.
It is generically believed that the discrete symmetries, such as CPT must be broken in a
dynamical spacetime [24]. It may be totally natural to expect that CPT symmetries are
spontaneously broken in a dynamical spacetime. Still, it is important to consistently for-
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mulate it in quantum theory and possibly give a measure of CPT violation if the spacetime
is dynamical.1 A pertinent question is: if CPT is bound to be violated in curved spacetime,
how can one recover the CPT symmetry in the Minkowski limit, the short distance limit,
or the local Lorentz limit? The answer cannot be just taking the metric of curved space-
time and imposing flat spacetime limit, rather the quest involves a deep understanding of
quantum theory in dynamical spacetime. Since spacetime metrics are solutions of GR or
any of its modifications with local Lorentz symmetry, 2 there is a deeper relation between
QFT in curved spacetime and taking a flat space limit. This is why the QFT in Rindler
spacetime (that leads to the Unruh radiation [28]) has similar unitarity issues (pure states
evolving into mixed states) to the QFT in curved spacetime. If one has to solve the unitarity
problem of QFTCS, it is unavoidable to relook at the historical developments of quantum
theory and find the crucial links we have been missing. In a nutshell, this paper attempts
to bring a new proposal for quantization that offers a new perspective.

In all of our successful endeavors in theoretical physics, we always build classical physics
as a limit of quantum physics rather than the other way around. The prime reason we go
from quantum to classical limit is that quantum physics is built on axioms that do not have
classical analogs. The physical intuition that we have from classical physics consistently
fails in quantum physics. The best examples are the quantum tunneling phenomenon,
quantum entanglement, etc. It is practically impossible to enlist the number of instances
where quantum theory has successfully surprised us, and it has been continuing to do so.3

Our current formulations of QFT in curved spacetime start with first defining observers
with respect to a classical intuition about time, according to GR, and then a quantization in
analogy with QFT in Minkowski spacetime [30–32]. Moreover, the choice of vacuum states
leads to many questions and complexities related to observers, formulation of quantum
states, and unitarity. Certainly, these questions cause numerous conceptual conundrums
and are an obstacle to rightfully understanding quantization. In several instances, curved
spacetimes come with event or apparent horizons with causally disconnected regions of
spacetime. In the context of de Sitter space (dS), Schrödinger’s conjecture [33] demands that
every observer should be able to see what is happening within his/her horizon using pure
states, being the physics, that every observer perceives within the horizon, unitary. This is
later stated as the observer complementarity principle [34], which evades any information
loss and leads to a consistent reconstruction of physics beyond the observer’s horizon by
looking at what is happening within the horizon. In other words, Schrödinger conjecture
implies that one must be able to define a unitary QFT in curved spacetime consistent with
the observer complementarity principle. We think the origin of many paradoxes in QFTCS
is linked with the approach of first imagining an observer and defining coordinate patches

1In this regard, our proposal of this paper is applied to inflationary quantum fluctuations that not only
explained the CMB anomalies [25, 26] (650 times better than standard inflation) but also derived parity
asymmetry signatures for primordial gravitational waves [27].

2which means if we go to sufficiently short distance scales, we can neglect effects of spacetime curvature
(far away from spacetime singularities)

3It is worth to note that the search for a deeper understanding and reformulation of QM is still a
motivation for a very active field of research [23, 29].
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with respect to the thermodynamical arrow of time before performing the quantization
procedure. We instead decide to do the opposite with the QFA approach4.

We proceed with our investigation by meticulously examining our understanding of
the vacuum structure in Minkowski spacetime. Then, we analyze the quantization issue
in de Sitter spacetime realized in the flat Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker (FLRW)
metric. In the next step, we study the quantization in the closed FLRW Universe and
briefly comment on constructing a unitary approach in the static de Sitter space context.
Our study proposes a new picture for QFT in curved spacetime, preserving the unitarity.
Thus, it differs from well-known approaches found in the literature [30, 35–37]. Towards the
end of the paper, we discuss differences between our approach and the standard quantization
schemes in curved spacetime [30, 35]. We also provide extensive reasoning for how our QFA
approach opens doors for a new understanding of curved spacetime from the quantum point
of view. We organize our paper as follows.

In Sec. 2, we discuss the de Sitter spacetime in FLRW coordinates and demonstrate
the appearance of two arrows of time in realizing a description of one Universe. We present
the viewpoints of how QFT in dS spacetime is historically carried with picking an arrow of
time and treating the other Universe with the opposite arrow of time as a parallel Universe.
We then define the path of our investigation of a quantum theory in one dS Universe with
both arrows of time.

In Sec. 3, we present a direct-sum formulation of quantum mechanics with geometric
superselection rules based on realizing PT symmetry and defining a positive energy state
with opposite arrows of time.

In Sec. 4 we formulate a direct-sum QFT (DQFT) in Minkowski spacetime, which is
a second-quantization of the direct-sum quantum mechanics established in Sec. 3.

In Sec. 5, We formulate DQFT in flat FLRW dS in analogy with the DQFT of
Minkowski spacetime formulated in Sec. 4. Then, we discuss how the unitarity and ob-
server complementarity can be achieved with dS DQFT, which gives us an alternative view
of the so far understanding of (quantum) dS spacetime that has been explored in various
quantum gravity formulations over the years (See [38] and references therein). Furthermore,
we set a preliminary scattering problem in dS and define a unitary S-matrix, which, in the
short distance limit, is reduced to the S-matrix of DQFT in Minkowski spacetime. Finally,
we present the conformal diagram to represent dS DQFT in conjunction with comparisons
to DQFT in Rindler spacetime explained in Appendix. A.

In Sec. 7, We discuss in detail how our formulation of QFTCS can be further applicable
in quantum gravity research. We especially discuss the difference between our construction
and various understandings of dS spacetime inspired by string theory.

In Sec. 8, we provide a summary and conclusions with the future outlook of the QFTCS
framework we initiated in this paper.

Throughout this paper, we follow the conventions that ℏ = c = 1, metric signature
(−,+,+,+) and the reduced Planck mass Mp =

1√
8πG

= 1.

4Our "quantum first approach" wording is inspired from [9].
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2 One physical Universe with two arrows of time

Quantum field theory in curved spacetime is challenged by two arrows of time that can
describe the same physical Universe. We illustrate this with the realizations of de Sitter
spacetime (dS) in FLRW coordinates. The dS manifold is characterized by its simple
relations between the metric tensor and the curvature quantities, such as follows

Rµ
νρσ =

R

12

(
δµρ gνσ − δµσgνρ

)
, Rνσ =

R

4
gνσ, R = const . (2.1)

The above definition is coordinate independent, and, as it is well-known, dS spacetime is
a solution to Einstein’s GR with a cosmological constant. The dS spacetime in FLRW
coordinates is most relevant for understanding early Universe cosmology.

2.1 De Sitter in flat FLRW coordinates

Let us consider the dS metric in flat FLRW coordinates, which are widely used in the
context of inflationary cosmology.

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2dx2 (2.2)

where the scale factor is given by

a(t) = eHt, H2 =

(
1

a

da

dt

)2

> 0 , (2.3)

where H here is the Hubble parameter. Each point in dS is surrounded by a horizon, given
by the coordinate radius or also known as the comoving Hubble radius [39].

rH =
∣∣∣ 1

aH

∣∣∣ (2.4)

To understand quantization, in dS spacetime, it is convenient to write dS metric (2.2) in
terms of the conformal time defined by

dτ =
dt

a(t)
. (2.5)

Integrating this equation, we obtain

τ = − 1

a(t)H
, (2.6)

Where the integration constant is set to zero. In terms of this new time coordinate τ , the
dS metric is conformal to the Minkowski metric

ds2 =
1

H2τ2
(
−dτ2 + dx2

)
(2.7)

In terms of τ , metric (2.7) becomes conformal to Minkowski and provides a huge advantage
for quantizing the KG field. We write the metric as (2.7) to rewrite the effect of the curved
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spacetime as a harmonic oscillator with time-dependent mass. This is a convenient way to
implement quantization.

Note that the time coordinate τ ≷ 0 has a coordinate singularity at τ = 0. Nevertheless,
it is just an artifact of the coordinate transformation; in reality, there is no spacetime
singularity as such in de Sitter spacetime. We can clearly see that the dS metric satisfies
PT symmetries just like Minkowski spacetime

PT : τ → −τ, x → −x . (2.8)

In quantum theory, we perform quantization and treat the conformal coordinate τ as a
time parameter. We can notice that the time (τ) reflection operation actually leads to time
reversal in cosmic time, as well as the change of sign for the Hubble parameter H.

T : τ → −τ =⇒ t→ −t, H → −H . (2.9)

It is really worth noting that H → −H operation does not change any dS curvature invari-
ant. For example, the dS Ricci scalar R = 12H2 is completely symmetric under the change
of sign in H.

One simple observation we can make from (2.2), is that we get an

ExpandingUniverse : =⇒

{
t : −∞ → +∞, H > 0 (τ : −∞ → 0)

t : +∞ → −∞, H < 0 (τ : ∞ → 0)
(2.10)

and a

ContractingUniverse : =⇒

{
t : +∞ → −∞, H > 0 (τ : 0 → −∞)

t : −∞ → +∞, H < 0 (τ : 0 → ∞)
(2.11)

Expansion and contraction of the universe are now determined by the conformal time τ
flow:

Expansion: τ : ∓∞ −→ 0 (rH shrinks) , Contraction: 0 −→ ∓∞ (rH grows) ,

(2.12)
In the literature, it is often assumed that H > 0 and τ < 0 indicates an expanding Universe
[40–43]. All correlation functions in dS space are computed using this assumption [44–46].
Notice that the time reversal operation does not change the nature of the Universe, i.e.,
an expanding Universe remains expanding, and a contracting Universe remains contracting
((2.10) and (2.11)). In the literature, it is generally assumed that these two expanding
branches ((2.10)) (similarly, two contracting branches (2.11)) are two expanding (similarly,
two contracting) Universes. We adopt the notion that an expanding Universe is defined
by its shrinking, comoving horizon (growth of scalar factor which acts as a clock), and the
time reversal operation by (2.10) does not change the character of the expanding Universe.
It is this time reversal operation that does not change the nature of the Universe; it is vital
for the construction of a consistent QFTCS.5

5We come across a recent paper [47] that considers τ < 0 and τ > 0 for the construction of in-out
correlators in QFT in dS spacetime, however, in their work τ > 0 is treated as contracting Universe branch.
In contrast, in our case, we define a time reversal operation (τ → −τ that goes with H → −H and t → −t)
in the expanding Universe.
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2.2 De Sitter in closed FLRW coordinates

Let us consider dS space expressed in the closed FLRW coordinates, also known as the
global coordinates [41, 48].

ds2 = −dt2 + cosh2 (Ht)
[
dχ2 + sin2 χdΩ2

]
, (2.13)

where 0 ≤ χ =
sin−1(

√
6Hr)√

6H
≤ π. The above metric Ricci scalar is R = 12H2. This

metric describes the contraction and expansion of a 3-dimensional sphere. For quantization
purposes, it is useful to write metric (2.13) by defining conformal time as

τ =

∫
dt

a(t)
=

2

H
tan−1

(
tanh

(
Ht

2

))
. (2.14)

The metric, in terms of this conformal time, takes the form

ds2 =
1

cos2 τ

[
−dτ2 + dχ2 + sin2 χdΩ2

]
(2.15)

The metric (2.15) discrete symmetries are

PT : τ → −τ, χ→ χ, (θ, φ) → (π − θ, φ+ π) . (2.16)

As for flat FLRW dS, the time reversal operation involves flipping the sign of H. This
means

contraction to expansion =⇒

{
t : −∞ → +∞, H > 0,

(
τ : −π

2 → π
2

)
t : +∞ → −∞, H < 0,

(
τ : π

2 → −π
2

) (2.17)

Therefore, even in dS global coordinates, the sign of H plays a crucial role in the QFT
formulation. We emphasize that the time reversal operation, considered here, is a purely
quantum mechanical concept with no classical analog (See [49, 50] for more discussions
about the quantum mechanical concept of time). Therefore, (2.17) represents one Universe
evolving from contraction to expansion; the discrete transformation applied from the first
to the second line of (2.17) is exactly what we call time reversal operation in closed dS.

2.3 De Sitter in static coordinates

De sitter spacetime in the static coordinates (ts, r) can be expressed as [38, 51]

ds2 = −
(
1−H2r2

)
dt2s +

1

(1−H2r2)
dr2 + r2dΩ2

=
1

H2
(
1− ŨṼ

)2 (−4dŨdṼ +
(
1 + Ũ Ṽ

)2
dΩ2

) (2.18)

where r =
∣∣ 1
H

∣∣1+Ũ Ṽ
1−ŨṼ and Ṽ

Ũ = −e2Hts . The discrete symmetries, in this case, are

PT : ts → −ts, r → r, (θ, φ) → (π − θ, φ+ π) . (2.19)
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together with another symmetry, i.e., H → −H. The static de Sitter (2.18) shares many
similarities with the black hole case in the context of horizon quantum physics and ther-
modynamics [52].

The relation between the flat FLRW dS (2.2) and (2.18) can be worked out as

r = rfe
Ht, e−2Hts = e−2Ht −H2r2f , (2.20)

where rf is the radial coordinate of flat FLRW dS (2.2) and the angular coordinates Ω ≡
(θ, φ) remain the same in both metrics.

Similarly, we can draw the relation between (2.13) and (2.18) by the following coordi-
nate transformations

r =
1

H
cosh (Ht) sinχ , sinh2 (Hts) =

sinh2 (Ht)

1− r2H2
, (2.21)

2.4 Foundational questions on two arrows of time

Thus, from the above sections, we can conclude that there are two arrows of time that
represent the same physical universe. Choosing an arrow time by hand before doing a
quantization breaks the symmetry of the spacetime. Schrödinger in 1956 proposed to iden-
tify parity conjugate regions with opposite arrows of time in dS spacetime to represent one
physical expanding Universe [33]. As stated in [33]

An event in de Sitter spacetime has to be described by thin rods connecting the
antipodal points in spacetime (τ, x) and (−τ, −x)

The above understanding of Schrödinger’s is in a quantum mechanical sense, and it basically
demands an understanding of quantum theory with two arrows of time. We will later see
if such a construction is possible, which will lead us to a unitary description of curved
spacetime.

Alternatively, what is usually taken in literature is picking an arrow of time out of
the two possibilities (2.10). If we do that, we first break the symmetry by our choice,
and secondly, we must admit there is another Universe with the opposite arrow of time
or whatever the other Universe is; we discard it as unphysical. This deduction is entirely
observer-dependent. The majority of the research in literature [40, 53–58] has pondered
around the thought of causally disconnected entangled quantum Universes where unitarity
(pure states evolving into pure states) is lost for an observer living in either of the Universe.
This approach has led to the construction of so-called thermofield double states in the dual
Minkowski and dual FLRW spacetimes [53].

Our study is entirely different from all these; we focus on formulating quantum theory
with two arrows of time in one Universe with unitarity and observer complementarity. This
line of thought requires us to understand quantum theory in a new way as we will discuss
in the next sections.

3 Direct-sum Hilbert space construction of quantum mechanics

This section proposes a new view of quantum mechanics (QM) using geometric superselec-
tion sectors based on parity and time reversal operations. The discussion here is the crux of
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our proposal for the unitary formulation of QFTCS in the later sections. We present here
a direct-sum formulation of QM, which explicitly represents the PT symmetry of physical
systems.

Historically, QFT formulation (second quantization) has been hailed with significant
insights from QM. It has been noted by several studies that QM is time symmetric [23, 59]
Recent studies, both in the theoretical and experimental domains, are worth noticing about
the time-symmetric nature of quantum theory [60–62]. However, both in QFT and in QM,
one assume an arrow of time with respect to which a positive energy state is defined.

Let us recall the Schrödinger equation

i
∂|Ψ⟩
∂tp

= Ĥ|Ψ⟩ (3.1)

where Ĥ is the Hamiltonian, whose precise form is irrelevant to the present discussion.
However, we assume it to be PT symmetric as many physical systems (without involving
gravity) in nature are.6 Thus, we have

[Ĥ, PT ] = 0 . (3.2)

Following (3.1), usually one defines a positive energy state

|Ψ⟩tp = e−iEtp |Ψ⟩0, tp : −∞ → ∞ (3.3)

with respect to a convention on the arrow of time. Here, E is the energy eigenvalue of the
(time-independent) Hamiltonian Ĥ.

Let us now take the Schrödinger equation (3.1) but by replacing i→ −i

−i∂|Ψ⟩
∂tp

= Ĥ|Ψ⟩ (3.4)

The state vector, according to (3.4), evolves as

|Ψ⟩tp = eiEtp |Ψ⟩0, tp : ∞ → −∞ (3.5)

and it is the positive energy state but with the opposite convention to the arrow of time.
So, the arrow of time is associated with whether we have +i or −i in quantum theory, as
explained well in [59].

Here, we attempt to make a new formulation of QM built with both arrows of time.
Recalling again that time is a parameter in quantum theory7,

We express position space operators (and associated state vectors) as direct-sum
of two components based on the parity operation and assign opposite arrows of
time to the parity conjugate regions. Thus, the total Hilbert space H of a single
particle state becomes the direct-sum of the sectorial Hilbert spaces representing
parity conjugate regions.

6Because of the fact that (3.2) holds well in many instances, there is a whole field of research on PT
symmetric formulations of QM (See [63] for more details). However, our framework does not fall into the
so-called PT symmetric QM of [63].

7In quantum theory, we talk about position operators, not the time operators, and this is attributed to
the anti-unitary character of time reversal operation found by Eugine Wigner in 1931 [3].

– 9 –



Figure 1. This figure depicts the understanding of a quantum harmonic oscillator with geometric
superselection Hilbert spaces attached to parity conjugate regions to describe a single component of
the quantum state as a direct sum of two components. The components state |Psi⟩ in this picture
share the positive and negative position eigenvalues and evolve with opposite arrows of time in
the parity conjugate regions. It is like one places a "PT mirror" in the middle; the evolution of
component states is restricted to their respective regions complimenting each other.

Therefore, in the direct-sum Hilbert space construction of QM, the single-particle quantum
state is a two-component state

|Ψ⟩ = |Ψ+⟩ ⊕ |Ψ−⟩√
2

=
1√
2

(
|Ψ+⟩
|Ψ−⟩

)
. (3.6)

The factor of
√
2 in (3.6) is a normalization to have the total probabilities add up to 1 as∫ ∞

−∞
dx⟨Ψ|Ψ⟩ =

∫ ∞

0
dx+

⟨Ψ+|Ψ+⟩
2

+

∫ 0

−∞
dx−

⟨Ψ−|Ψ−⟩
2

= 1 , (3.7)

where (1D) parity conjugate position coordinates x+ = x ≳ 0 whereas x− = x ≲ 0.
This clearly shows the concept of direct-sum, which is totally different from the usual

summation (i.e., the superposition of states) in quantum theory. In (3.6), state vector |Ψ⟩
is defined in a Hilbert space, which can be written as

H = H+ ⊕H− , (3.8)

where H+ and H− are the Hilbert spaces corresponding to the regions, which are parity
conjugates of each other. Since the states in H± cannot form a superposition and they
share regions of physical space related by parity, we call H± as geometric superselection
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sectors. This concept is distinct from the superselection sectors known in algebraic QFT
[64].8 QM in this framework is governed by the direct-sum Schrödinger equation

i
∂

∂tp

(
|Ψ+⟩
|Ψ−⟩

)
=

(
Ĥ+ 0

0 −Ĥ−

)(
|Ψ+⟩
|Ψ−⟩

)
, (3.9)

where Ĥ± (x̂± ⊕ p̂±) are two components of the full Hamiltonian (Ĥ = Ĥ+⊕H−), which are
functions of position and momentum operators of parity conjugate regions whose canonical
commutations are given by

[x̂+, p̂+] = iℏ p̂+ = −iℏ ∂

∂x+
, (3.10)

and
[x̂−, p̂−] = −iℏ p̂− = iℏ

∂

∂x−
, (3.11)

where the change of i → −i is a consequence of the time reversal operation. Furthermore,
note that [

x̂+, x̂−

]
=
[
p̂+, p̂−

]
=
[
x̂+, p̂−

]
=
[
p̂+, x̂−

]
= 0 . (3.12)

This is because operators from the geometric superselection sectors commute with each
other. This rule also ascertains that physics at parity conjugate points with opposite arrows
of time cannot affect each other. This is a way to avoid closed timelike curves. Note that
here, the position operators x̂± have parity conjugate eigenvalues x±.

Following (3.8), the operators (say Ô) that act on the state vectors in the total Hilbert
space become the direct-sum of the operators corresponding to the sectorial Hilbert space

Ô = Ô+ ⊕ Ô− =

(
Ô+ 0

0 Ô−

)
(3.13)

As we see in (3.13), the direct-sum of operators means extending the matrix operators into
block diagonal form, which acts on the higher dimensional state vectors |Ψ⟩ as written in
(3.6).

It is important to note that

Ĥ|Ψ+⟩ =
(
Ĥ+ ⊕ Ĥ−

)
|Ψ+⟩ = Ĥ+|Ψ+⟩

Ĥ|Ψ−⟩ =
(
Ĥ+ ⊕ Ĥ−

)
|Ψ−⟩ = Ĥ−|Ψ−⟩

(3.14)

This means operators of Hilbert space H+ do not act on the states of H− and vice versa.
In direct-sum QM, the wave function of the quantum harmonic oscillator would become

[25, 67]

Ψn(x) = ⟨x|Ψn⟩ ≡


1√

2n+1n!

(
1
π

)1/4
e−

1
2
x2
+Hn (x+) e

−iEntp , x+ ≳ 0

1√
2n+1n!

(
1
π

)1/4
e−

1
2
x2
−Hn (x−) e

iEntp , x− ≲ 0
(3.15)

8Superselection rules in QFT were first formulated by Wick, Wightman, and Wigner in the context of
intrinsic parity of elementary particles [64–66]. The main idea of this is that a Hilbert space can be written
as a direct-sum of subspaces, called superselection sectors, which completely forbids the existence of any
superposition of state vectors ailing from different superselection sectors.
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where En is energy for each n of the Hermite polynomials Hn. In the limit x± → 0±, the
two-component states |Ψ±⟩ match automatically. The point x = 0 is not a special point,
we can apply any continuous coordinate transformations the PT operations remain the
same. Thus, we can always associate our geometric superselection sectors H± with parity
conjugate regions of physical space. Finally, the states (3.15) corresponding to different
energies that satisfy the orthogonality relation∫ ∞

−∞
⟨Ψn|Ψm⟩dx =

∫ ∞

0
dx+⟨Ψn+|Ψm+⟩+

∫ 0

−∞
dx−⟨Ψn−|Ψm−⟩dx− = δn,m (3.16)

Note that the arrow of time in quantum theory is not observable, and it is not associated
with any classical notion of time. The schematic description of the quantum harmonic
oscillator in direct-sum quantum theory is depicted in Figure. 1.

4 Direct-sum quantum field theory (DQFT) in Minkowski spacetime

QFT in Minkowski spacetime combines QM with special relativity by demanding that
operators at spacelike distances must commute. We rely on the definition of positive energy
state to establish quantum fields in Minkowski spacetime. However, the Minkowski metric

ds2 = −dt2p + dx2 (4.1)

is invariant under P : x → −x and T : tp → −tp. Thus, if we choose an arrow of time for a
positive energy state (as in (3.3)), we implicitly abandon the alternative choice (3.5). The
direct-sum QM discussed in the previous section presents a formalism that includes both
arrows of time in the single description of the quantum state, which we elevate to quantum
fields in Minkowski spacetime.

Now, let us consider the case of Klein-Gordian (KG) field quantization in DQFT. We
propose that the KG field operator is a direct-sum of the two components

ϕ̂ (x) =
1√
2
ϕ̂+ (tp, x)⊕

1√
2
ϕ̂− (−tp, −x)

=
1√
2

(
ϕ̂+ 0

0 ϕ̂−

) (4.2)

where

ϕ̂+ =

∫
d3k

(2π)3/2
1√
2ωk

[
â+ke

ik·x + â†+ke
−ik·x

]

ϕ̂− =

∫
d3k

(2π)3/2
1√
2ωk

[
â−ke

−ik·x + â†−ke
ik·x

]
,

(4.3)

where the operators a+, a
†
+ and a−, a

†
− satisfy the canonical commutation relations, and

all of their mixed commutators are zero.

[â+k, â
†
+k′ ] = [â−k, â

†
−k′ ] = δ(3)

(
k − k′)

[â+k, â−k′ ] = [â+k, â
†
−k′ ] = [â†+k, â

†
−k′ ] = 0 .

(4.4)
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The mixed correlation relations (i.e., the second line in (4.4)) must be zero to respect
locality and causality in the sense that the operators corresponding to forward in time at
position x should commute with operators corresponding to backward in time at position
−x. Furthermore, the commutation relations of the field and the corresponding conjugate
momenta become

[ϕ̂+ (tp,x) , π+
(
tp, x′)] = iδ

(
x − x′) , [ϕ̂− (−tp,−x) , π−

(
−tp, −x′)] = −iδ

(
x − x′) ,

(4.5)
where

πI (tp, x) =
∂LKG

∂
(
∂tpϕ+

) , π− (tp, x) = − ∂LKG

∂
(
∂tpϕ−

) (4.6)

We now define Fock space vacuums as

â+k|0⟩+ = 0, â−k|0⟩− = 0 , (4.7)

and the total Fock space vacuum state is given by

|0⟩T = |0+⟩ ⊕ |0−⟩ =

(
|0+⟩
|0−⟩

)
. (4.8)

First, it is important to note that one must not confuse direct-sum ⊕ with the usual
summation +. The direct sum operation has a very special meaning in mathematics [62,
68, 69], for example, a direct-sum of two matrices with dimension m and n becomes m+ n

(which is different from the direct product ⊗ where the dimensionality becomes mn). The
field operator, defined as the direct-sum of two operators, is not the same as under the
usual summation of two parts. The latter operation is trivial, but the former is non-trivial.
The physical meaning of (4.2) is the following. In QFT, field operator ϕ̂ (x) is a function
of space −∞ ≤ x ≤ ∞ and time is a parameter with the convention tp : −∞ → ∞. In our
approach, we split it as the direct-sum of two operators, where each is a function of parity
conjugate points with opposite arrows of time. We can anticipate that this splitting changes
the KG field operator structure and highlights the discrete spacetime transformations PT
that leave the Minkowski metric invariant. In our representation, the field operator acting
on the total vacuum ϕ̂ (t, x) |0⟩T enables to create a positive energy state at position x (by
ϕ̂+|0+⟩) and at the same moment creates a positive energy state (ϕ̂−|0−⟩) at −x. Note
that the field operator, defined through a direct-sum, represents only a single degree of
freedom. The two Fock spaces F± are geometric superselection sectors associated with the
discrete spacetime transformations PT , and the total Fock space is the one that describes
the quantum fields in the Minkowski spacetime vacuum. We emphasize that there is only
one degree of freedom and not two. The two Fock spaces F± are complementary; one
cannot exist without the other. The structure of total Fock space in DQFT in terms of
Hilbert spaces of multiparticle states looks like

FT = F+ ⊕F− , (4.9)
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where

F+ (H) =
∞⊕
i=0

Hi
+ = C ⊕H+1 ⊕ (H+1 ⊗H+2)⊕ (H+1 ⊗H+2 ⊗H+3)⊕ · · ·

F− (H) =
∞⊕
i=0

Hi
− = C ⊕H−1 ⊕ (H−1 ⊗H−2)⊕ (H−1 ⊗H−2 ⊗H−3)⊕ · · · ,

(4.10)

where H+n and H−n are nth particle geometric superselection sector Hilbert spaces.
We note that correlation functions, in this Fock space direct-sum, can be computed as

T ⟨0|ϕ̂ (x) ϕ̂
(
x′
)
|0⟩T =

1

2
⟨0+|ϕ̂+ (x) ϕ̂+

(
x′
)
|0+⟩+

1

2
⟨0−|ϕ̂− (−x) ϕ̂II

(
−x′

)
|0−⟩ , (4.11)

Since the Minkowski spacetime is PT symmetric, we get

⟨0+|ϕ̂+ (x) ϕ̂+
(
x′
)
|0+⟩ = ⟨0−|ϕ̂− (x) ϕ̂−

(
x′
)
|0−⟩ (4.12)

The Feynmann propagator is

T ⟨0|T̄ ϕ̂ (x) ϕ̂
(
x′
)
|0⟩T =

1

2
⟨0+|T̄ ϕ̂+ (x) ϕ̂+

(
x′
)
|0+⟩+

1

2
⟨0−|T̄ ϕ̂− (−x) ϕ̂II

(
−x′

)
|0−⟩ ,

(4.13)
where T̄ is the ordered product. This means the Feynmann propagator has two parts each
describing the field propagation in the parity conjugate regions associated with ϕ̂±. The
Feynmann propagator for ϕ̂± in Momentum space can be realized through

−i∆+
F (x− y) = −i

∫
d4k

(2π)4
1

k2 +m2 − iϵ
, i∆−

F (x− y) = i

∫
d4k

(2π)4
1

k2 +m2 + iϵ
(4.14)

where we can notice the change i→ −i
It is worth noting that no interaction can mix the components ϕ̂+ and ϕ̂− because they

are part of the direct sum formulation. For example, a λϕ3 interaction is, according to
(4.2),

Lint = −λ
3
ϕ̂3 = −λ

3

(
ϕ̂3+ 0

0 ϕ̂3−

)
(4.15)

In DQFT, the standard model (SM) degrees of freedom, including particles |SM⟩ and
antiparticles |SM⟩ are written as direct-sum of two components corresponding to direct-
sum vacuum:

|0SM ⟩ =

(
|0SM+⟩
|0SM−⟩

)
|SM⟩ = 1√

2

(
|SM+⟩
|SM−⟩

)
|SM⟩ = 1√

2

(
|SM+⟩
|SM−⟩

)
(4.16)

We apply the same structure of the geometric superselection rule for all Fock spaces of
the SM degrees of freedom. This would imply the definition of parity-conjugated regions
for every state is the same. The DQFT quantization of a real scalar field can be straight-
forwardly extended to complex scalars, fermions, and gauge fields. The framework here is
every quantum field is represented as a direct-sum of two components, which are PT mirror
images of each other, covering the whole Minkowski spacetime. Therefore, the standard
techniques of field quantization [70] are adaptable to the DQFT. Below, we illustrate them
in the context of complex scalar, fermion, and gauge fields.
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Complex scalar field:

Complex scalar field operator ϕ̂c = 1√
2

(
ϕ̂c+ ⊕ ϕ̂c−

)
in DQFT is expanded in terms of the

four sets of creation and annihilation operators as

ϕ̂c± =

∫
d3k

(2π)3/2
1√
2|k0|

[
a(±)ke

±ik·x + b†(±)ke
∓ik·x

]
[
ϕ̂c+, ϕ̂c−

]
= 0 ,

(4.17)

where a(±)k, a
†
(±)k and b(±)k, b

†
(±)k are canonical creation and annihilation operators of the

parity conjugate regions (denoted by subscripts (±)) attached with geometric superselection
sector. All the cross commutation relations of a(±), a

†
(±) and b(±), b

†
(±) vanish.

Fermionic field:

Fermionic field operator ψ̂ = 1√
2

(
ψ̂+ ⊕ ψ̂−

)
in DQFT is expanded as

ψ̂± =
∑
s̃

∫
d3k

(2π)3/2
√

2|k0|

[
cs̃(±)kus̃(k)e±ik·x + d†s̃(±)kvs̃(k)e

∓ik·x

]
(4.18)

where s̃ = 1, 2 correspond to the two independent solutions of (/k +m)us̃ = 0 and (−/k +m) vs̃ =

0 corresponding to spin-±1
2 . The creation and annihilation operators of the Fock space

geometric superselection sector, satisfy the anti-commutation relations
{
cs̃(±)k, c

†
s̃(±)k

}
=

1,
{
cs̃(∓)k, c

†
s̃(±)k

}
=
{
cs̃(∓)k, cs̃(±)k

}
= 0 leading to the new causality condition

{
ψ̂+, ψ̂−

}
=

0.

Gauge field:

The vector field operator Âµ = 1√
2

(
Â+µ ⊕ Â−µ

)
in DQFT expressed as

Â±µ =

∫
d3k

(2π)3/2
√

2|k0|
e(λ)µ

[
c(±λ)ke

±ik·x + c†(±λ)ke
∓ik·x

]
(4.19)

where e
(λ)
µ is the polarization vector satisfying the transverse and traceless conditions.

The creation and annihilation operators c(±λ)k, c
†
(±λ)k satisfy the similar relations

as (4.4).
All of this demonstrates that all the standard model calculations remain unchanged, as

the interaction terms are decomposed into a direct-sum structure in the following manner.

Lc ∼ O3
SM =

(
O3

SM+
0

0 O3
SM−

)
Lq ∼ O4

SM =

(
O4

SM+
0

0 O4
SM−

)
(4.20)

Here, OSM is an arbitrary operator involving any SM fields and their derivatives. (Re-
member that any derivative operators must be split into components joined by direct-sum
operation). The S-matrix also becomes the direct-sum with two parts

ST = S+ ⊕ S− (4.21)
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where

S+ = T1

{
e−i

∫∞
−∞ Hint dt

}
, S− = T2

{
ei

∫−∞
∞ Hint dt

}
(4.22)

with T1, T2 representing the time orderings attached to the respective Fock space arrow
of time. Therefore, we can deduce that the DQFT framework leaves QFT calculations in
Minkowski spacetime unaffected, as the spacetime itself is PT symmetric. With DQFT,
any scattering amplitude, such as the transition from N particles to M particles, the result
remains the same as in standard QFT. Thus, the amplitude of this in DQFT would become

AN→M =
AN→M

+ (pa,−pb) +AN→M
− (−pa, pb)

2

AN→M
+ (pa,−pb) = AN→M

− (−pa, pb) ,
(4.23)

where pa, pb with a = 1, · · ·N and b = 1, · · ·M represent the 4-momenta of all the states
involved in the scattering. A± represent amplitudes as a function of 4-momenta of initial
and final states computed in both vacuums |0SM±⟩. Notice that the in (out) states in
|0SM±⟩ come with the opposite sign, which is due to the arrow of time being opposite in
both the vacuums. The amplitudes A± are equal at any order in perturbation theory due to
the PT symmetry of Minkowski spacetime. The CPT (charge conjugation, parity, and time
reversal) invariance of scattering amplitudes [2] valid in both vacuums, which means

AN→M
+ (pa,−pb) = AM→N

+ (−pa, pb), AN→M
− (−pa, pb) = AM→N

− (pa,−pb) . (4.24)

This is because the CPT operation on any scattering process would turn the outgoing anti-
particles into in-going particles and vice-versa [2].

Aesthetically, in DQFT, we have N particles (quantum fields) going from tp → −∞,
according to Fock space F+, while according to Fock space F− those N particles are going
from tp → +∞. After scattering we have outgoing M particles at tp → +∞ with respect
to F+ while those M particles appear at tp → −∞ according to F−. Now, one may wonder
what the (imaginary) observer’s arrow of time is or in what direction (of time) the observer
sees the scattering. Is it tp : −∞ → ∞ or tp : +∞ → −∞? First, we remind the reader
that an observer cannot be defined in quantum theory because time is a parameter (and
spatial position is an operator). Thus, time has a special meaning in quantum theory,
as we discussed earlier. Therefore, one should distinguish the observer’s clock from the
quantum mechanical notion of time. Of course, in a particle physics laboratory (for example,
the Large Hadron Collider), we are the observers seeing particle scatterings; however, what
we measure is only pre- and post-scattering states and the corresponding cross-sections.
Thus, one need not worry about any notion of (quantum mechanical) time there. Here,
the direction in which the scattering proceeds is just N particles interacting and scattering
into M particles. So, we have initial and final states that define the scattering process
direction in what we can call the observer’s (classical) arrow of time.

In summary, we introduced a novel approach to quantum field theory by establish-
ing a direct-sum mathematical framework that bridges PT -conjugate sheets of spacetime.
Through the use of geometric superselection rules defined by parity-conjugate regions of
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physical space, we integrated the concept of two distinct arrows of time within a unified
quantum state description. While DQFT preserves the practical outcomes of standard
model particle physics, it offers a deeper insight into the role of “time” in quantum theory,
providing a fresh perspective on its fundamental nature. This new understanding set up a
stage for the consistent QFT in curved spacetime, as we will explore in the later sections.

4.1 Conformal diagram for DQFT in Minkowski spacetime

In this section, the idea is to give a compact diagrammatic description of our DQFT. Since
this pictorial representation is not about classical theory, we want to represent QFT, discrete
symmetries, and the direct-sum vacuum in the conformal diagrams.

Minkowski space-time (4.1) is written in terms of the compactified coordinates by [51]

ds2 =
4

ξ(Tp, R)

(
−dT 2

p + dR2 + sin2(R)dΩ2
)
, (4.25)

where −π +R < Tp < π −R and 0 ≤ R < π, and ξ(Tp, R) = (cosTp + cosR)2 is a positive
function and dΩ2 represents the line element of two sphere.

Tp = arctan (tp + r) + arctan (tp − r)

R = arctan (tp + r)− arctan (tp − r)
(4.26)

We can notice that under time reflection operation T , we get

T : tp → −tp =⇒ Tp → −Tp, R→ R . (4.27)

We now use the compactified coordinates (4.26) to draw a conformal diagram that repre-
sents DQFT construction (4.8). As depicted in Fig. 2, in DQFT construction, we split space
into two parts by parity P transformation. Therefore, the right triangles in red and blue
are parity conjugate regions. The quantum states, in the whole spacetime, are a direct-sum
of states ϕ̂+, evolving with respect to an arrow of time tp : −∞ → ∞ (in the red triangle),
and states ϕ̂− evolving backward in time i.e., tp : ∞ → −∞ (in the blue triangle). As a
consequence of (4.4), we have[

O+ (tp, x) , O−
(
−t′p, −x′)] = 0 . (4.28)

Since we also demand

[O+ (x) , O+(y)] = 0, (x− y)2 > 0

[O− (−x) , O−(−y)] = 0, (x− y)2 > 0 .
(4.29)

Therefore, as a consequence of (4.28) and (4.29), we satisfy both locality and causality
requirements in DQFT.

5 De Sitter spacetime and quantization

After Minkowski spacetime, the physically most relevant maximally symmetric spacetime
is dS. The dS metric exhibits the presence of event or apparent horizons, depending on
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Figure 2. Minkowski spacetime conformal diagram that represents the DQFT construction with
direct-sum vacuum (4.8) as discussed in Sec. 4. The left and right triangles are PT conjugates
of each other. The DQFT quantum field operator ϕ̂ is the direct-sum of ϕ̂+, ϕ̂− defined on the
right and left, respectively, which follows from (4.2). Each point in the blue triangle is the parity
conjugate of the one in the red triangle. The arrows in the figure indicate the arrows of time
tp : ∓∞ → ±∞.

the coordinate system we choose to represent it. As such, it is most often said that the
(quantum) physics in dS spacetime is observer dependent [71]. There are two main questions
involved here. The first question is: what are the rules of quantization in dS spacetime,
which should be addressed within the validity of perturbation theory? And this question
actually seeks to understand how to combine gravity and quantum mechanics. The second
question is: how can one end up with a dS spacetime starting from the grand framework of
quantum gravity? Which has been the subject of investigation within the scope of string
theory for several decades [72]. Our efforts are directed to find an answer to, or at least a
consistent route to answer, the first question, which we think will ultimately be helpful to
attack the second grand question. Surely, we greatly acknowledge the weight of the second
question, but we stress that it is beyond the scope of this paper.

Without further delay, let us turn to the main subject of this section, where our aim
is to apply a set of new quantization rules to de Sitter (dS) spacetime. Those will play
a vital role in our understanding of cosmology. The success of inflationary cosmology
is a consequence of the spontaneous breaking of de Sitter symmetry [73]. The QFT in
dS construction, considered here, is different from the well-known ones in the literature
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[30, 36] which lead to inconsistencies in relation to unitarity (evolution of pure states into
mixed states) and information loss [34]. Another important issue of dS SQFT is that one
can only define in or out states, which forbids us to define a consistent scattering problem.
Nevertheless, several developments were proposed following an unknown theory of quantum
gravity, or based on entanglement between unknown Universes, despite admitting the lack
of an S-matrix formulation in dS space [17, 42, 53, 57, 72, 74–77]. The story of (quantum)
troubles with dS spacetime [77] is not really an issue raised in recent years, but rather
started from the days of Schrödinger. Indeed, he already pointed out that dS spacetime
has ambiguities, which become a serious obstacle to constructing a reasonable quantum
theory [33]. Schrödinger’s monograph named says Expanding Universes [33] points to the
non-existence of a global arrow of time or, in other words, the problem of the lack of a
Cauchy surface in dS spacetime, which hampers a correct quantum theory formulation.
Schrödinger proposed that one must carry with the so-called antipodal identification of the
points in spacetime to define one Universe with a unique arrow of time and a well-defined
Cauchy surface. This Schrödinger view is known as Elliptic dS, and it has been explored
to define a dS unitary QFT [34, 78]. However, the idea of Elliptic dS space fails to give a
consistent QFTCS due to the possibility of closed time-like curve occurrence if one takes a
departure from dS spacetime [79]. Nevertheless, Schödinger monograph provides inspiring
ideas, such as distinguishing the notions of time classically and quantum mechanically,
which we strongly envisage as the key for formulating QFTCS. Furthermore, Schrödinger
proposes that any observer should have complete information within his/her own horizon,
which in modern language translates to the description of the Universe within the horizon
using so-called pure states. We take this as a guiding principle in the present work.

The question we address, in the context of dS spacetime in a given coordinate system,
is how can we quantize a free KG field, and how do we use the understanding of free fields in
that spacetime to define a notion of scattering if we include the interactions perturbatively.
However, we surely ignore here the quantum fields backreaction on the dS geometry and
also leave the questions of whether dS is stable or not, and if one does require to understand
(quantum) gravity at non-perturbative level (See [80] for more discussion on these topics).
We strongly acknowledge the later questions are legitimate, but we strictly limit ourselves to
QFTCS rather than quantum gravity. Below, we present our analysis for dS QFT, expressed
in FLRW coordinates. Part of what we will discuss can also be found in [25, 27, 81]. Therein,
we extract observational consequences of applying QFTCS with direct-sum Fock space in
the context of single-field inflationary cosmology addressing one of the prominent CMB
anomalies. In other words, direct-sum QFTCS allows us to make a prediction that can
be tested with future CMB and Primordial Gravitational Waves (PGWs) observations [27].
This paper aims to provide further theoretical ground and take a step towards understanding
unitarity and the S-matrix in QFTCS.

6 Direct-sum QFT in de Sitter spacetime

In this section, we first address the subject DQFT with KG field quantization in flat FLRW
dS spacetime. Our approach applies a similar procedure to the DQFT framework we dis-
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cussed in Sections 4 and 4.1 in the context of Minkowski spacetime. At this point, we
consider DQFT quantization in flat (expanding) FLRW dS spacetime (2.10) and a similar
procedure can be followed, using discrete spacetime transformations, for closed dS according
to (2.16) and (2.17).

The action of a massless scalar field in dS (flat FLRW case) is given by

Sϕ = −1

2

∫
dτd3xa2ϕ

(
∂2τ + 2H∂τ − ∂2i

)
ϕ , (6.1)

where H = 1
a
da
dτ = aH. We can verify that the above action is invariant under the PT

transformation, defined in (2.8). To implement quantization, it is convenient to rescale the
field ϕ→ aϕ, which allows to define the following action

Sϕ =
1

2

∫
dτd3x

[
ϕ′2 − (∂iϕ)

2 +
2

τ2
ϕ2
]
. (6.2)

The above action describes a KG field in flat space-time with a time-dependent (negative)
mass µ2 = − 2

τ2
< 0. The physics of quantum fields in dS is also interestingly related to the

quantum aspects of inverted harmonic oscillators which is explicitly unveiled in [81] in the
framework of direct-sum quantum theory.

When we quantize this scalar field (by following a procedure employed in Sec. 4), the
scalar field operator ϕ̂ (τ, x) is written as a direct-sum of two components as

ϕ̂ (τ, x) =
1√
2
ϕ̂I (τ, x)⊕

1√
2
ϕ̂II (−τ, −x) =

1√
2

(
ϕ̂I (τ, x) 0

0 ϕ̂II (−τ, −x)

)
. (6.3)

where

ϕ̂I (τ, x) =
1

(2π)3/2

∫
d3k

[
ĉI kϕI k (τ) e

−ik·x + ĉ†I kϕ
∗
I k (τ) e

ik·x

]

ϕ̂II (−τ, −x) =
1

(2π)3/2

∫
d3k

[
ĉII kϕ− k (−τ) eik·x + ĉ†II kϕ

∗
II k (−τ) e−ik·x

] (6.4)

describe the quantum field in the parity conjugate regions of Minkowski space with opposite
arrows of time (τ : −∞ → 0 and τ : ∞ → 0) in the geometric superselection sector Fock
spaces

F = FdSI ⊕FdSII , (6.5)

where the creation and annihilation operators ĉ±k, ĉ
†
±k satisfy the following commutation

relations (which are very similar to (4.4))

[ĉI k, ĉ
†
I k′ ] = [ĉII k, ĉ

†
II k′ ] = δ(3)

(
k − k′)

[ĉI k, ĉII k′ ] = [ĉI k, ĉ
†
II k′ ] = [ĉ†I k, ĉ

†
II k′ ] = 0 .

(6.6)

Consequently, we also have

[ϕ̂I (τ,x) , πI
(
τ, x′)] = iδ

(
x − x′)

[ϕ̂II (−τ,−x) , πII
(
−τ, −x′)] = −iδ

(
x − x′)[

ϕ̂I (τ, x) , ϕ̂II (−τ, −x)
]
= 0 ,

(6.7)
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where
πI (τ, x) = ∂τϕI , πII (−τ, −x) = −∂τϕII . (6.8)

The third line of (6.7) is consistent with the quantum theory locality and causality principle.
It is true for any operator in Region I and Region II of dS spacetime[

OI (τ, x) , OII

(
−τ ′, −x′)] = 0 . (6.9)

It is easy to see (6.9) is analogous to the one of DQFT in Minkowski spacetime (4.28).
In flat FLRW dS, as the Universe expands, modes exit the horizon at spacelike separated

points. According to our description, the mode exiting the horizon at a point (θ, φ) fixes
the state exiting on the parity conjugate point (π − θ, π + φ) without violating the locality
and causality principle guaranteed by the commutation relations. We shall discuss this
further in the later section.

Functions ϕI k, ϕII k are the mode functions

ϕI, k = αI k
e−ikτ

√
2k

(
1− i

kτ

)
+ βI k

eikτ√
2k

(
1 +

i

kτ

)
,

ϕII, k = αII k
eikτ√
2k

(
1 +

i

kτ

)
+ βII k

e−ikτ

√
2k

(
1− i

kτ

)
,

(6.10)

satisfying ϕI, k
∣∣∣
T : τ→−τ

= ϕII, k and are obtained by solving the Mukhanov-Sasaki equation

[27]

ϕ′′mk +

(
k2 − 2

τ2

)
ϕmk = 0 . (6.11)

where m = I, II. We can notice, from (6.11), that in the limit k2 ≫ 2/τ2 or k2 ≫ 2/r2H ,
i.e., when the comoving wavelength of the mode is much less than the size of the comoving
horizon rH , we recover DQFT results discussed in Sec. 4. Therefore, we fix the Bogoliubov
coefficients as (αI k, βI k) = (αII k, βII k) = (1, 0), which are compatible with the Wronskian
conditions ϕI, kϕ′∗I, k − ϕ∗I, kφ

′
I, k = i and ϕII, kϕ

′∗
II, k − ϕ∗II, kϕ

′
II, k = −i, that corresponds to

the canonical commutation relations (6.7).
The dS spacetime vacuum is given by the direct sum

|0⟩dS = |0⟩dSI ⊕ |0⟩dSII =

(
|0⟩dSI
|0⟩dSII

)
. (6.12)

where |0⟩dSI , |0⟩dSII are defined according to

ĉI k|0⟩dSI = 0, ĉII k|0⟩dSII = 0 (6.13)

The choice (αI k, βI k) = (1, 0) = (αII k, βII k) represents direct-sum analog of Bunch-
Davies vacuum. Because, the limits τ → ±∞ which mean k2 ≫ 2/τ2 are nothing arriving
to the local Minkowski limit. Therefore, in these limits, dS vacuum (6.12) in DQFT should
exactly reduce to the Minkowski vacuum (4.8). To the field operators, this would mean

ϕ̂dSI

∣∣∣
τ→−∞

≡ ϕ̂+, ϕ̂dSII

∣∣∣
τ→+∞

≡ ϕ̂− (6.14)
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Notice that, in the DQFT framework, we divide the spatial part of dS expanding Universe
(2.10) into two parts, dSI and dSII, through the parity transformation, and then we
associate opposite time evolutions to quantum states in region dSI (τ : −∞ → 0) and
dSII (τ : ∞ → 0). The direct-sum of these component states represents the full (quantum
mechanical) evolution of the scalar field in the direct-sum vacuum (6.12), which describes
the whole dS spacetime (expanding Universe). In other words, the vacuum (6.12) satisfy
the discrete spacetime symmetry (2.9). We argue that only a single degree of freedom is
represented as the direct-sum of two complementary field components ϕ̂I , ϕ̂II . We can
verify this by observing that

k3

a2
dSI⟨0|ϕ̂I (τ, x) ϕ̂I

(
τ, x′) |0⟩dSI =

k3

a2
dSII⟨0|ϕ̂II (−τ, −x) ϕ̂II

(
−τ, −x′) |0⟩dSII =

H2

4π2
.

(6.15)

in the limit k|τ | → 0.
We see that (6.15), analogous to the result of Minkowski spacetime DQFT (4.12),

implies that the correlations of quantum fields in the parity conjugate regions are identical
in the case of dS spacetime. It was recently shown that the breakdown on the equality
in (6.15) for quantum fields during the inflationary (quasi-dS) expansion leads to parity
asymmetry in the cosmic microwave background [25].

In the later section, we conceptually deal with understanding the scattering problem
and how dS DQFT enables us to define an S-matrix, which is thought to be an impossible
task to achieve for dS spacetime [17].

6.1 Unitarity, observer complementarity in de Sitter DQFT

One of the issues with dS spacetime is: it challenges us with unitarity violation, for example,
with the evolution of pure states into mixed states. In addition, the thermodynamic point
of view that emerges with the finiteness of entropy, which leads to the suggestion of Hilbert
space finiteness [52, 82, 83]. All these troubling issues emerge at the fundamental level
because we do not know how to reconstruct what is beyond the observer’s horizon. One of
the resolutions to the problem is the proposal of dS spacetime observer complementarity
[83],9, which states that all observers are equivalent (no one should see any violation of
unitarity), and all the information is contained within each observer horizon. This is known
as the central dogma in dS, which is mainly explored in the context of static dS in string
theory and AdS/CFT [54]. We aim to address the above issues from the point of view of
dS DQFT.

First, the comoving horizon (2.4) is the most important quantity attached to dS space-
time. We represent it in Fig. 3, where we take an (imaginary) observer A with rH at a
moment of dS expansion, and two other imaginary observers A′, A′′ on the horizon of A.
Expanding the dS Universe would translate to shrinking the comoving horizon size as the
scale factor grows according to the thermodynamic concept of time. In the framework of
dS DQFT, we divide space into two halves, related by parity transformation (a discrete

9It is motivated by BH complementarity principle [84, 85] which we studied in a separate [86].
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Figure 3. This figure illustrates three comoving (imaginary) observers A, A′, A′′ with the corre-
sponding comoving horizon radius rH = | 1

aH | at a moment of dS expansion. We have suppressed
here the angular coordinates (θ, φ). Points A′ and A′′ are on the horizon of A at antipodal sides of
the horizon, that are spacelike separated, i.e., at the angles (θ, φ) and (π − θ, π + φ) respectively.
The dotted circles with the same rH represent the respective comoving horizons of A′ and A′′. In
the figure, |ϕI⟩, |ϕII⟩ are defined in (6.16).

transformation and in 3D it cannot be related to any continues rotations), and associate
(quantum mechanical) time evolution to the direct-sum state in the direct-sum Fock space
(6.12). This represents a single degree of freedom (following from (6.3)) in the entire two
spatial regions, which span points of (θ, φ) and (π − θ, π + φ) within the comoving radius
rH . In Fig. 3, |ϕI⟩ = ĉ†I k|0⟩dSI and |ϕII⟩ = ĉ†II k|0⟩dSII form the direct-sum state

|ϕ⟩ =
(
ĉ†I k ⊕ ĉ†II k

)
|0⟩dS

=
1√
2

(
ĉ†I k 0

0 ĉ†II k

)(
|0⟩dSI
|0⟩dSII

)

=
1√
2
|ϕI⟩ ⊕

1√
2
|ϕII⟩ =

1√
2

(
|ϕI⟩
|ϕII⟩

)
.

(6.16)

By construction, in dS DQFT, which we established in Sec. 6 and (6.3), the imaginary
observer A always witnesses the direct-sum state (6.16) within his (comoving) horizon and,
as we can see from Fig. 3, the two imaginary observers at A′ and A′′ also have the same state
within their horizon radius rH . This implies that, by observing the direct-sum state (6.16),
the imaginary observer A can reconstruct what is happening beyond his/her horizon. Thus,
we account for the observer complementarity principle, and every observer experiences the
same physics in the sense that there will not be any evolution of pure states to mixed states,
which is the problem according to the standard description of QFTCS.

In Fig. 3 we can see that, even though the imaginary observers A′ and A′′ are spacelike
separated, A′′ by finding the state |ϕI⟩ in the right hand side can deduce what A′ would
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find on the left hand side. This implies A′′ can accurately deduce what A′ can access.
This has profound implications for the understanding of dS spacetime. It has been recently
pointed out that the deepest problem in understanding quantum & gravity is the violation of
unitarity at distances much larger than Planck scales, and it is also argued that the challenge
for QFTCS is the conflict between quantum mechanics, relativity, and locality. To resolve
the conundrums, it has been speculated that the nonlocality via quantum entanglement
and direct-product Hilbert space would play a crucial role in formulating QFTCS [9]. Here,
we argue that a unitary QFTCS only requires a new concept of (local) time, which is a
parameter, and an additional condition to the usual definition of locality is required (See
(4.28) and (6.9)). Our QFA approach is based on the fact that there is no global definition
of time in curved spacetime. Therefore, we completely rely on the discrete spacetime
transformations; whenever one goes from one spatial region to another by parity x → −x,
we change from one geometric superselection to another and apply time reversal to the
quantum states. The two Fock spaces direct-sum form the full description of a quantum
state within the observable space associated with an imaginary observer. Indeed, according
to (6.16), a quantum state |ϕ⟩ means, |ϕI⟩ at position x evolves forward in time (i.e.,
τ : −∞ → 0) and |ϕII⟩ at position −x evolves backward in time (i.e., τ : ∞ → 0) like
they are two sides of the same coin. This can be generalized to multiparticle states as well
following (4.9) and (6.12). For example, let us consider the usual two-particle states with
the tensor product of Hilbert spaces; in the direct-sum formulation, it can be expressed as

HP = HdS1 ⊗HdS2

= (HdSI1 ⊕HdSII1)⊗ (HdSI2 ⊕HdSII2)

= (HdSI1 ⊗HdSI2)⊕ (HdSII1 ⊗HdSII2) ,

(6.17)

where we can see the two-particle tensor product Hilbert space is PT symmetric. Suppose
we consider two-particle maximally entangled state ∈ HP in the spacetime bounded by rH ,

|ψ12⟩ =
∑
m,n

dmn|ϕ1⟩ ⊗ |ϕ2⟩ , (6.18)

where dmn ̸= dmdn, |ϕ1⟩ =
∑

m dm|ϕm1⟩ and |ϕ2⟩ =
∑

n dn|ϕn2⟩.
According to DQFT, any state must have two components, which means

|ψ12⟩ =
1√
2

(
|ψI(12)⟩
|ψII(12)⟩

)
=

1√
2

( ∑
m,n dm,n|ϕI1⟩ ⊗ |ϕI2⟩∑

m,n dm,n|ϕII 1⟩ ⊗ |ϕII 2⟩

)
(6.19)

The state |ψ12⟩ is a pure state because its density matrix is direct-sum of two pure states
in the sectorial Hilbert spaces

ρ12 =
1

2
ρI(12) ⊕

1

2
ρII(12) (6.20)

and their Von Neumann entropies vanish

SNI = −Tr
(
ρI(12) ln ρI(12)

)
= 0, SNII = −Tr

(
ρII(12) ln ρII(12)

)
= 0 . (6.21)
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This entangled pure state splits into a direct-sum of two pure state components of
Hilbert spaces (HdSI and HdSII) in the region dSI and region dSII, respectively. This
DQFT prescription by construction fully encodes the (quantum) information beyond the
horizon to within the horizon so that an observer always witnesses pure states evolving into
pure states within his/her horizon. This is solely due to the DQFT construction where an
additional locality and causality condition (6.9) is implemented. As we can see in Fig. 3, the
imaginary observer A sees the combination of both |ϕI⟩ and |ϕII⟩ forming the full direct-
sum state |ϕ⟩. On the right-hand side of A, even though |ϕ⟩I is going out of the horizon,
the imaginary observer A is not losing anything as he/she got to receive it from the left-
hand side. At first sight, it may appear to be a duplication of information/cloning. But,
it is absolutely not because no observer can see the same information twice within his/her
observable horizon. Therefore, we definitely satisfy the so-called no-cloning theorem in
quantum theory. This imply all the imaginary observers in dS spacetime in the context of
DQFT are equivalent although not identical.

6.2 DQFT in Static de Sitter space

In this section, we qualitatively implement the scheme of dS DQFT in the static dS space
represented by (2.18). The Kruskal coordinates

(
Ũ , Ṽ

)
are suitable for quantizing fields

in curved spacetime because of coordinate singularity present in the coordinates (ts, r, θ φ)
[52, 87]. The dS horizon in these coordinates is traded with discrete transformations on(
Ũ , Ṽ

)
[42, 43, 51]

U = −e−Hū < 0, V = eHv̄ > 0 (Region I)

U = e−Hū > 0, V = −eHv̄ < 0 (Region II)

U = e−Hū > 0, V = eHv̄ > 0 (Region III)

U = −e−Hū < 0, V = −eHv̄ < 0 (Region IV)

(6.22)

where ū = t− r̃∗ and v̄ = t+ r̃∗ with r̃∗ = tanh−1 (Hrs).
According to the DQFT framework, Hilbert space or Fock space is always split whenever

we encounter horizons or spacetime regions related by discrete spacetime transformations.
Thus, a scalar field operator in static dS spacetime is split into direct-sum of 4 components

ϕ̂static dS =
1√
2

(
ϕ̂I ⊕ ϕ̂II

) ∣∣∣
r≳ 1

H

⊕ 1√
2

(
ϕ̂III ⊕ ϕ̂IV

) ∣∣∣
r≲ 1

H

(6.23)

The total Fock space now becomes direct-sum of 4 super selection sectors (which are the 4
regions of static de Sitter space Fig. 4).

Fstatic dS = (FI ⊕FII)⊕ (FIII ⊕FIV ) . (6.24)

We apply the geometric superselection rule since all these 4-regions are related by discrete
transformations (separated by horizons) (6.22). Moreover, the nature of spacetime outside
r ≳ 1

H is static, whereas the interior r ≲ 1
H is cosmological, which is analogous to the case

of Schwarzschild BH metric [86, 87]. Thus, one cannot apply the same rules of quantum
mechanics everywhere; once again, remember that time is a parameter in quantum theory.
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Figure 4. Here, we present the conformal diagram of de Sitter spacetime (in static coordinates) rep-
resenting quantum states evolving according to dS DQFT. Every point in the yellow-shaded region
and the green-shaded region correspond to angular coordinates (θ, φ), (π − θ, π + φ) respectively.
The curvature of spacetime is constant everywhere in dS. According to dS DQFT quantum state in
the entire region is a direct-sum of 4-components |ϕtotal⟩ = 1√

2
(|ϕI⟩ ⊕ |ϕII⟩)⊕ 1√

2
(|ϕIII⟩ ⊕ |ϕIV ⟩)

which leads to unitarity in dS spacetime. The arrows in the figure indicate arrows of time in each
region.

Consequently, the vacuum of static dS space is split as

|0̃⟩dS =
(
|0̃⟩dSI ⊕ |0̃⟩dSII

)
⊕
(
|0̃⟩dSIII ⊕ |0̃⟩dSIV

)
=


|0̃⟩dSI
|0̃⟩dSII
|0̃⟩dSIII
|0̃⟩dSIV

 . (6.25)

In Fig. 4, we depict the evolution of quantum states of the static dS space corresponding
to all the regions defined in (6.22). A straightforward comparison we can make here is with
Rindler spacetime presented in Appendix. A, which is based on [87].

Similar to (6.19), a maximally entangled pure state (at r ≳ 1
H ) becomes a direct-sum

of pure states in the region I and region II of Fig. 4

|ψ̃12⟩ =

( ∑
m,n d̃mn|ϕI n1⟩ ⊗ |ϕI n2⟩∑

m,n d̃mn|ϕII m1⟩ ⊗ |ϕII n2⟩

)
(6.26)

where d̃mn ̸= d̃md̃n, |ϕ1⟩ =
∑

m d̃m|ϕm1⟩ and |ϕ2⟩ =
∑

n d̃n|ϕn2⟩. Therefore, Von Neumann
entropy of density matrices in the sectorial Hilbert space of region I and II vanishes resulting
in the purity of states in the entire dS spacetime. Thus, DQFT in dS promisingly complies
with pure states evolving into pure states, bringing back the lost unitarity in the standard
quantization methods.

6.3 Thermal spectrum and pure states

This subsection highlights the important conclusion: The DQFT framework, by creating
geometric superselection sectors based on discrete transformations, brings back the unitarity
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and observer complementarity. At the same time, the observer in dS spacetime does measure
correlations (6.15) corresponding to the thermal spectrum of particles (quantum fields, to be
precise) in a pure state (considering everything within the observer’s horizon) as explained
in the previous sub-sections. More details about this are presented in a companion paper
[87] with analogies with unitary QFT in Rindler spacetime. It is worth noting that the
thermal spectrum in a pure state is what is expected to have unitarity together with effects
of curved spacetime, which is also very-well discussed in other investigations such as [88].
In [87], we also address further questions in relation to the implications of DQFT for the
Reeh-Schlieder theorem known in SQFT [87].

6.4 S-matrix and conformal diagram of de Sitter DQFT

One important aim of QFTCS and quantum gravity is to describe scattering and compute
amplitudes involving all gravitational and matter degrees of freedom. To achieve this, the
first step is to understand semiclassically how to quantize a scalar field and describe the
interactions perturbatively, neglecting back reactions. Unless we do this step (satisfying
unitarity), the ultimate goal is always distant. As we discussed before, if we reach a suf-
ficiently high energy limit, we should recover Minkowski QFT. It serves to verify if our
approach to QFTCS is on the right track. To make progress, within this setup, we choose
to ignore, for the moment all the popular claims about S-matrix in dS spacetime and/or dS
cosmology [17, 40, 72, 74]. Those claims stem from numerous classical notions before carry-
ing quantization and are also based on hidden beliefs in the particularly popular frameworks
of quantum gravity.

In the sub-horizon limit k2 ≫ 2
τ2

, we expect to recover the Minkowski limit. This
should be understood in two ways. First of all, any mode is sub-horizon in the sufficient
past, i.e., a → 0 as τ → ∓∞. As we noted before Sec. 2, the sign of τ does not determine
spacetime since dS metric (2.15) is precisely time-symmetric (2.9). Secondly, at any given
moment of dS expansion (i.e., at any value of a), we can always have sub-horizon modes.
These are the two perspectives that are really important to understanding the problem
of scattering in dS. The regular meaning of asymptotic states in QFT is bound to take a
slightly different meaning in dS spacetime.

Contrary to the popular expectations against the existence of a dS S-matrix [17], here
we argue otherwise. From the metric (2.2), we can notice that in the time scales ≪ 1

|H| ,
the curvature effects can be negligible, and scattering can be completely treated like it is
in Minkowski. In the limit where interactions involve high energy modes, within the time
scales ≪ 1

|H| , the dS spacetime S-matrix should reduce to Minkowski spacetime S-matrix.
This reasoning ensures the existence of an S-matrix in dS, and in fact, the same reasoning
can be applied to any curved spacetime.

Imagine now that we have a particular set of modes that are all sufficiently sub-horizon
(i.e., k2 ≳ a2H2, so we cannot completely neglect the background curvature) when they
scatter. In the sufficient infinite past, we can treat them as modes that are deeper inside the
horizon (i.e., k2 ≫ a2H2 at which we completely neglect the background curvature effects
and where they are very similar to Minkowski spacetime modes). At sufficient future,
all the modes that scatter in the near sub-horizon become long wavelength modes, i.e.,
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super-horizon k2 ≪ a2H2, and act as free non-interacting states. After the modes become
super-horizon, they are expected to evolve classically rather than quantum mechanically.
Multifield inflation studies (See [89] and references therein for further details) have explored
this extensively.

As a toy model example, we consider two interacting KG fields given by

SKGs =

∫ √
−gd4x

[
ϕ□ϕ+ χ□χ− g2χϕ2

]
, (6.27)

where g is the coupling constant. As we discussed before, we quantize fields in dS after
transforming them into harmonic oscillators by rescaling the fields ϕ→ aϕ, χ→ aχ, which
implies

Sconformal
KGs =

∫
dτd3x

[
ϕ□τϕ+ χ□τχ− g2effχϕ

2
]
, (6.28)

where □τ = −
(
∂2τ + k2 − 2

τ2

)
and geff =

√
ag is the effective coupling constant which

naturally becomes smaller as a→ 0. The action (6.28), in terms of the effective gravitational
interaction geff , is supposed to describe the scattering problem in dS at time scales ∆t ∼ 1

|H| .
If the scattering involves high energy modes, where all the modes remain deep inside the
horizon all the way from beginning to end, this means, if ∆t ≪ 1

|H| , then for practical
purposes, the background curvature effects can be dropped through the rescaling a → 1

and geff → g and we can follow DQFT in Minkowski spacetime.
We present our expected picture for dS scattering in Fig. 5. Action (6.28) seems to

describe two interacting scalar fields in flat spacetime, with time (τ) dependent masses and
coupling constant geff . At this point, and taking into account Fig. 5, we can now write a
dS DQFT S-matrix in analogy with (4.21) and (4.22) as

SdS = SdSI ⊕ SdSII (6.29)

where

SdSI = TdSI

{
e
−i

∫−r0H+Cf

−r0
H

−Ci
Hint dτ

}
, SdSII = TdSII

{
e
i
∫ r0H−Cf

r0
H

+Ci
Hint dτ

}
(6.30)

with TdSI , TdSII representing the time orderings attached to the respective sectorial Fock
spaces FdSI , FdSII (6.5) arrows of time. We can notice that, in the limits Ci, Cf → ∞, we
recover (4.22) and show the consistency of DQFT S-matrix limiting behavior in dS with
the corresponding short distance Minkowski case.

In the context of Minkowski space DQFT, we provided a pictorial representation of a
conformal diagram in Fig. 2. We can replicate this procedure and draw a conformal diagram
in the context of (expanding) dS spacetime, which reflects the interpretation of dS DQFT.
We present Fig. 6 in terms of the compactified parametric time τ̄ and the radial coordinate
r̄ [48]

τ̄ =
sin (η)

cos (η) + cos (χ̃)
, r̄ =

sin (χ̃)

cos (η) + cos (χ̃)
(6.31)
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Figure 5. We depict the scattering process schematic picture in expanding dS. Here, r0H denotes
the scale at which the modes start to interact and undergo scattering. In the sufficient past (i.e.,
when the comoving horizon was rH = r0H + Ci where Ci is some arbitrary constant radius), we
assume the modes are sufficiently sub-horizon and non-interacting. Whereas in the sufficient future
(i.e., when the comoving horizon will be rH = r0H −Cf where Cf is some arbitrary constant radius),
we assume that the modes, after scattering, exit beyond radius r0H and become classically evolving
fluctuations.

Finally, we would like to comment a bit further on the significance of DQFT S-matrix
definition in dS (6.29). As we can clearly verify, (6.29) is invariant under PT as far as the
interaction Hamiltonian obeys the symmetry. Furthermore, we can now understand that
the meaning of asymptotic states that we define in QFT are slightly different in curved
spacetime, where the horizon effects must be seriously taken into account. However, it
seems not an impossible task to make sense of QFTCS as it is expected from the most
recent seminal papers by Giddings and Witten [9, 90]. We anticipate that our approach to
QFTCS could contribute to understanding the subject further. The exact computation of
a scattering process in dS DQFT would be a future subject of our investigation. In this
regard, we aim to generalize the results of scattering amplitudes in dS [91, 92] in our DQFT
formalism, which is unitary. In the next section, we will discuss and propose views about
the implications of our study to the quantum gravity research field.

6.5 Comments about de Sitter QFT in closed or global de Sitter

As discussed earlier, dS spacetime can be expressed in several coordinate frames due to
its symmetries. When we express the dS metric in a particular set of coordinates, we
automatically fix our imaginary observer. In the previous section, we discussed dS in flat
FLRW, the most relevant one for applications in inflationary cosmology. However, closed
dS metric (2.13) or its most often called the global dS spacetime [43] has been the popular
subject of investigation from a theoretical point of view [40]. The imaginary observer,
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Figure 6. This picture is a conformal diagram representing DQFT in (expanding) flat FLRW dS
in terms of parametric time τ̄ and the compactified radial coordinate r̄. The shaded quadrants, in
yellow and blue, represent spatial regions related by parity, where conformal time is positive in the
yellow region and negative in the blue region. A field operator in dS DQFT is represented by the
direct-sum of field operators populating the yellow and blue regions following (6.3).

in closed dS spacetime, experiences the Universe evolving from contraction to expansion
(defined by treating the "scale factor" as a clock, not the coordinate time). To implement
direct-sum quantization, we need a notion of time reversal operation without changing
the character of the Universe (i.e., either expanding or contracting), which is given by
(2.17). Such as, in the flat FLRW dS case (6.3), we can analogously expand the scalar
field operator as the direct-sum of two components in closed dS. However, the difference
is that the (direct-sum) vacuum of closed dS would differ because the mode functions are
also different. Physically, during contraction, we will have the modes entering the horizon,
and during the expansion phase, we will have the modes exiting the horizon, like in the flat
FLRW (expanding) dS case. Like in flat FLRW, we can analogously have unitarity and
observer complementarity in closed dS with a direct-sum Fock space structure. Defining
the scattering problem in closed dS is actually contextual because any scattering process
can happen during i) the contraction phase, ii) the expansion phase, and iii) the transition
from contraction to expansion. S-matrix formulation in closed dS was addressed in the
past [93], but such framework only discusses case (iii), with pre-scattering states in the
contracting phase and post-scattering states in the expanding phase. We note that this is

– 30 –



a very particular scenario for a scattering problem. Generically, scattering can happen at
any stage of the Universe’s evolution. Therefore, it is vital to study cases (i), (ii), and (iii)
very carefully. Having mentioned this, we indeed defer the detailed studies of closed dS to
future investigations.

7 Possible implications of direct-sum QFTCS to quantum gravity

There are two points of view about dS within the quantum gravity research community.
The first is to formulate a quantum gravity theory whose classical or semiclassical limit
is dS [56, 94, 95]. This direction of research is an extremely arduous one. There are
different proposals on how one can achieve this in the formulation of quantum gravity
[53–55, 57, 96, 97]. Furthermore, the understanding of dS is most often dominated by
the holography conjecture approach to quantum gravity [40, 98–100] where one sees the
appearance of two asymptotic conformal field theories (CFTs) corresponding to the bulk
description of gravity. Although the present work is not fully within the context of quantum
gravity, we propose that one should explore the DQFT formulation in a holographic version
of quantum gravity. We think DQFT in curved spacetime might also be useful in making
a new attempt to realize dS in string theory.

We would also like to comment on the difference between DQFT in (expanding) FLRW
flat dS and the elliptic view of dS, which is studied from the holographic point of view [34,
82]. First of all, elliptic dS is a proposal dating back to Schrödinger [33], which is based on
the classical identification of two expanding branches of dS in the ellipsoid that is embedded
in 5D Minkowski. In [34, 82], S-matrix is proposed for dS, which is fully based on this
classical connection of spacetime regions through antipodal identification. Such a framework
becomes problematic once we depart from dS spacetime, where the antipodal identification
leads to closed time-like curves [79]. In the DQFT in curved spacetime approach, we do
not invoke any classical identification of spacetime. Rather, we construct a description of
the quantum field with two arrows of time using the geometric superselection Fock spaces
corresponding to parity conjugate regions of physical space. Therefore, this framework will
have interesting implications for the quantum gravity program in dS [72].

The second point of view about dS, within quantum gravity research, is the bottom-up
approach, which aims to formulate a robust QFTCS before stepping into the fully unknown
arena of quantum gravity. This is exactly the point of view taken in this paper. We would
like to acknowledge several studies that have explored the stability of dS spacetime via
quantum loop corrections due to matter fields [80, 101], which have given us a way to build
effective field theories (EFTs) of gravity for dS spacetime. We think our dS DQFT proposal
will further shed light on building a unitary QFTCS and, eventually, allow us to compute
observables such as scattering amplitudes, which can lead to interesting implications in the
context of cosmological applications beyond current studies [91, 92, 102, 103].
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8 Conclusions and Outlook

QFTCS constitutes an important field of study before forming a consistent framework for
quantum gravity. The main difficulty for QFTCS (in the context of curved spacetimes with
horizons) is the loss of unitarity. However, we must stress that this difficulty is expected
and, in fact, is why GR and quantum mechanics are often said to be incompatible. QFTCS
is an inevitable obstacle that needs to be overcome before tackling the unknown Planck
scale physics, unification of fundamental forces, or the issue of GR non-renormalizability.
Surely, we do not ignore several decades of developments in quantum gravity. We intend to
highlight the unavoidable importance of QFTCS, which surely gives us better foundations
for bigger challenges such as quantum gravity. Let us emphasize that we are speaking about
QFTCS in a totally semiclassical sense, i.e., just up to the KG field quantization in curved
spacetime. In this paper, we highlighted that modeling de Sitter spacetime to represent
an expanding Universe (growing scale factor in flat FLRW coordinates) is compatible with
two arrows of time (as explained in Sec. 2, see (2.10)), which is usually understood as two
Universes. Given that we only observe one Universe, choosing an arrow of time by hand
breaks the symmetry of spacetime and leaves the possibility of another Universe. Our focus
is to write a quantum theory in dS spacetime that takes into account the two arrows of
time and achieves unitarity.

We start with background (discrete) symmetries of the spacetime and prepare the
quantum field operators to obey the discrete symmetries, which we achieve by geometric
superselection rules (or direct-sum structure of Fock space). This has led us to obtain
unitarity (in the sense that pure states should not evolve to mixed states within the horizon),
ultimately making the right platform for a consistent QFTCS. In contrast to the major
opinions about the impossibility of constructing unitary QFTCS with an S-matrix10, we
start with fundamental questions about the concept of time in quantum theory (where it
is just a parameter). We started our investigation by revising the quantum theory and its
construction based on the arrow of time and the definition of the positive energy state. We
rethink it is possible to make several non-trivial observations regarding how we perform
quantization in Minkowski’s background, which actually follows from our conceived notion

10S-matrix understanding is needed to understand any scattering process in curved spacetime. Scattering
in curved spacetime makes sense. We know particles (quantum fields) exist and they can scatter whether
or not the background spacetime is curved. Moreover, any scattering in curved spacetime must look like
the one in Minkowski for the wavenumbers exceeding the background spacetime curvatures. In fact, in
the context of early Universe cosmology, imprints of particle scatterings in the cosmological correlations
is an active field of research nowadays [102, 103]. However, these studies avoid discussions of S-matrix
and unitarity (pure states to pure states), by following so-called cosmological bootstrap techniques based
on wave function of Universe in the asymptotic (temporal) limit. Nevertheless, the scattering problem in
curved spacetime should have a resolution; it is just that we do not yet clearly know how to formulate a
robust QFTCS. It is often stated that the S-matrix is not observable in curved spacetime. This is again
associated with the fact that the standard QFTCS does not give us a way to define in and out states (strictly
speaking, pre-scattering and post-scattering states), preserving unitarity. In this paper, we define quantum
states in dS spacetime as having a well-defined scattering within the (co-moving) horizon. We will address
the calculation of scattering amplitudes in detail in future investigations. The meaning of S-matrix in BH
physics is the subject we explored [86].
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of a time arrow. This fact shows us how important discrete symmetries are in quantum
theory, and this might constitute a good starting point for a rethink of QFTCS.

In this paper, we developed a direct-sum quantum theory in which a single quantum
state is expressed as the direct-sum of two components that belong to sectorial Hilbert
spaces representing parity conjugate regions of physical space. In this picture, we incorpo-
rate two arrows of time to represent a single positive energy state. The DQFT approach
we established opens a new door for the meaning of time in QFT, and it is certainly use-
ful in tackling unitarity issues in curved spacetime. In DQFT, Fock space is constructed
with geometric superselection rules dictated by discrete spacetime transformations. We
obtain unitarity and observer complementarity when we implement such a construction
for QFTCS, especially in dS spacetime. This construction allows an (imaginary) observer
in curved spacetime to construct a complete set of states within his/her horizon and re-
construct information beyond the horizon by the knowledge of (pure) states within the
horizon. This is due to the fact that in DQFT in curved spacetime, the horizon (quantum
mechanically) acts like a "mirror" associated with respective discrete spacetime operations.
Furthermore, we also laid out some novel thoughts for defining the scattering problem (S-
matrix) in dS. Our approach to QFTCS is theoretical but has been successfully applied
to explain CMB anomalies with a new formulation of inflationary quantum fluctuations
[25, 26] and provided new predictions for primordial gravitational waves [27]. A future
extension of our work would be to understand and fully compute scattering amplitudes in
DQFT in dS spacetime. There is still a long way to a definitive QFTCS, and we expect
the subject to resolve many conundrums and surprising revelations further. In [86], we
addressed another challenging spacetime in QFTCS: Schwarzchild BH.

Our final remark is, Unitarity in QFTCS is an important barrier we must first cross
to achieve a consistent quantum gravity, and we sincerely hope our present investigation
paves the way for interesting explorations in merging the quantum & gravity.
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Figure 7. In this picture, we depict the Rindler spacetime with the Left, Right (z2 ≳ t2), and
Future, Past (t2 ≳ z2) regions in Minkowski plane (t, z). The curved lines with arrows in the
Left and Right regions depict a constant acceleration ae−aξ in the direction η : ∞ → −∞ and
η : −∞ → ∞ respectively. Future and Past Rindler wedges are the degenerate Kasner Universes
where the arrows are changing z : ±∞ → ±∞, which means η : ∓∞ → ±∞. The fuzzy colored
lines indicate Rindler Horizons for Left (Yellow), Right (Green), Future (Cyan), and Past (Pink).

A DQFT in Rindler spacetime

In this section, we review the unitary formulation of QFT (i.e., DQFT) in Rindler spacetime
formulated recently in [87]. Elements of this section complement the understanding of
DQFT in dS we presented in Sec. 5.

Rindler spacetime is obtained by coordinate transformation of Minkowski spacetime
(let us consider 1+1 dimensions for simplicity)

ds2 = −dt2 + dz2 (A.1)

z2 − t2 =
1

a2
e2aξ =⇒

{
z = 1

ae
aξ cosh aη, t = 1

ae
aξ sinh aη (Right Rindler)

z = − 1
ae

aξ cosh aη, t = 1
ae

aξ sinh aη (Left Rindler)

=⇒ ds2 = e2aξ
(
−dη2 + dξ2

)
t2 − z2 =

1

a2
e2aη =⇒

{
t = 1

ae
aη cosh aξ, z = 1

ae
aη sinh aξ (Future Kasner)

t = − 1
ae

aη cosh aξ, z = 1
ae

aη sinh aξ (Past Kasner)

=⇒ ds2 = e2aη
(
−dη2 + dξ2

)
(A.2)

The description of this spacetime is presented pictorially in Fig. 7.
We can rewrite the whole Rindler spacetime (with all regions) in a coordinate system
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defined by

UR = −1

a
e−au < 0, VR =

1

a
eav > 0 (RightRindler)

UR =
1

a
e−au > 0, VR = −1

a
eav < 0 (LeftRindler)

UR =
1

a
e−au > 0, VR =

1

a
eav > 0 (FutureKasner)

UR = −1

a
e−au < 0, VR = −1

a
eav < 0 (PastKasner)

(A.3)

where
u = η − ξ, v = η + ξ

UR = t− z, VR = t+ z
(A.4)

The coordinates (A.3) define the Left, Right, Future, and Past Rindler regions separated
by the horizons carried through discrete transformations on (UR, VR). These are analogous
to the Kruskal coordinates in dS (6.22) and black hole spacetime [86].

According to DQFT in Rindler spacetime [87], a (maximally) entangled pure state (in
z2 − t2 ≳ 0) becomes a direct-sum of two pure state components in Left Rindler and Right
Rindler regions

|ψLR⟩ =
1√
2

(
|ϕR1⟩ ⊗ |ϕR2⟩
|ϕL1⟩ ⊗ |ϕL2⟩

)
(A.5)

A similar conclusion can be derived for the Future and Past regions. Thus, the Von Neu-
mann entropy of the pure state components in the each region vanishes which leads to
unitary description of quantum fields (or states) for all the observers. Since all the regions
are related by discrete transformations, observing a pure state an observer in any region
can reconstruct information beyond the Rindler horizon. We refer to [87] for further details.
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