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BI-FREE PROBABILITY THEORY AND REFLECTION

POSITIVITY

ROLAND SPEICHER

Abstract. We point out that bi-free product constructions re-
spect reflection positivity.

1. Introduction

The goal in constructive quantum field theory is to contruct in a
mathematical rigorous way non-trivial quantum field theories; either
in the form of operator-valued distributions (Wightman functions, or
Schwinger functions) or, alternatively via nets of operator-algebras. A
crucial ingredient in such theories, which was isolated in the 1970’s by
Osterwalder and Schrader is the notion of reflection positivity. How-
ever, up to now it is still an open problem to find a non-trivial theory
in 3+1-dimensional space-time which satisfies reflection positivity.
One possible route to find such mathematical models is to construct

more complex ones from simpler building blocks. One of the few uni-
versal constructions, which is at the heart of free probability theory, is
the free product. However, this does not fit well with the requirements
of quantum field theories. The physical axiom of locality requires that
fields at space-like separated positions do not interact and hence should
commute. This means that physical theories of quantum fields should
have a large collection of operators which commute. Free products do
not go well with commutativity. Even if we start with algebras with
many commuting operators, taking free products of those will usually
kill all commutativity. This problematic nature of free products with
respect to commutativity has the effect that up to now free probability
has not really played a vital role in the quest for such physical models.
However, there have been some attempts in this direction, see [1, 4],

where the idea is to take free product nets, but then also look on the
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commutants of those objects. (For the relevance of commutants in
algebraic quantum field theory, see, e.g., Section 5 of [2].) It seems
to me that actually a recent extension of free probability, so-called bi-
free probability theory [6], should give a more conceptual frame for
dealing with such issues. Bi-free probability allows, and in particular
also preserves, some commutativity. Whereas free probability deals
with objects like free group von Neumann algebras, bi-free probability
takes those and their commutants at the same time. It seems that
the bi-free construction should allow to built out of simple models
more complicated ones by taking bi-free products without destroying
all commutativity relations.
As a special instance of this possibility we want to consider the fate

of reflection positivity under such a bi-free product. The setting of
reflection positivity fits very well into the bi-free frame, since in both
theories we have two subalgebras which are like mirror images of each
other (left and right faces in the bi-free setting, and positive and nega-
tive cones in the reflection positivity setting). Since the bi-free product
respects the left-right distinction it is quite plausible that it should also
respect reflection positivity. We will show that this is indeed the case.
It should be remarked that this is nothing deep, but just a simple ob-
servation about the structure of the bi-free product – the main concern
is to point out that there is actually such a construction and thus giv-
ing some hope that (bi-)free probability tools might find their way into
the construction of quantum fields via this route.

2. Bi-Freeness and Reflection Positivity

We will here use the definition of reflection positivity from [3]; for
simplicity we restrict to the bosonic case. Furthermore, we will also
ignore all analytical issues and work only on the level of algebras and
non-commutative probability spaces. Extensions to operator-algebras
and other analytic settings should follow by the usual continuity argu-
ments. All our algebras are unital.

Definition 2.1. Let A be an algebra, and A+,A− subalgebras of A
such that

• A = span{a−a+ | a− ∈ A−, a+ ∈ A+}
• A− and A+ commute, i.e.

a−a+ = a+a− for all a− ∈ A− and a+ ∈ A+

Furthermore, assume that θ : A → A is an anti-linear homomorphism
which squares to the identity, such that we have θ(A+) = A−. We
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say then that a linear functional τ : A → C is reflection positive (with
respect to (A,A+,A−, θ)) if we have

τ
(

θ(a)a
)

≥ 0 for all a ∈ A+.

The following is the adaptation of Voiculescu’s definition of bi-freeness
to our special situation. In the bi-free theory one usually has two dis-
tinct types of variables (or subalgebras), which are addressed as “left”
and “right” variables. This corresponds clearly to A− and A+. How-
ever, in the general bi-free setting left and right do not have to com-
mute. If they do, as in our case, the system is called “bipartite”. In this
sense, the following definition is the special case of a bi-free product
for a bipartite system.

Definition 2.2. Let, for each i ∈ I, the data (Ai,A
+
i ,A

−
i , θi, τi) be

given. Then we construct their bi-free product

(A,A+,A−, θ, τ) = ∗i∈I(Ai,A
+
i ,A

−
i , θi, τi)

as follows. A+ is the free product of the A+
i ; A

− is the free product
of the A−

i ; A is the tensor product of A+ and A−; θ on A+ or A− is
defined as the free product of the θi. The main point is the definition
of τ such that the faces (A+,A−) are becoming bi-free. Since we are
in the bi-partite situation (i.e., all left variables commute with all right
variables) we only have to specify τ(θ(a)b) for a, b ∈ A+. Since A+

is the free product of the A+
i we can write any element b in A+ as a

linear combination of terms of the form bn · · · b1 for n ≥ 0 and with
bk ∈ A+

i(k) such that i(k) 6= i(k + 1) for all k = 1, . . . , n − 1 and such

that τi(k)(bk) = 0. (For n = 0 this shall mean that b is a multiple of 1.)
Let am · · · a1 be another such term with ak ∈ A+

j(k). Then according to

Lemma 2.2 from [7] we put in such a situation

(1) τ(θ(am) · · · θ(a1)bn · · · b1) = δmn

∏

1≤k≤n

δi(k)j(k)τ(θ(ak)bk).

Note that the above definition contains also that the A+
i are free

with respect to τ (for m = 0) and that the A−
i are free with respect to

τ (for n = 0). The relation between left and right variables is that A+
i

is independent from A+
j for j 6= i, but the relation between A+

i and

A−
i is determined by τi. Hence we are free to specify the τi arbitrarily

for each i and the above bi-free product construction will then embedd
these into a bigger space with producing commutation between left
and right, but freeness both on the left and on the right side. The
main observation which I want to make here is that actually reflection
positivity is preserved under this construction.
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Theorem 2.3. Assume that, for each i ∈ I, τi is reflection positive

with respect to the data (Ai,A
+
i ,A

−
i , θi). Then the bi-free product state

τ in

(A,A+,A−, θ, τ) = ∗i∈I(Ai,A
+
i ,A

−
i , θi, τi)

is also reflection positive.

Proof. This follows in the same way as the proof that the free product
preserves positivity, see Theorem 6.13 in [5]. Namely, we can write any
a ∈ A+ as a linear combination

a =

N
∑

n=0

∑

i1,...,in∈I

i1 6=i2 6=···6=in

ai1,...,in

for some N ≥ 0 and where ai1,...,in is of the form an · · · a1 with ak ∈ A+
ik

and τik(ak) = 0. Then, by (1), we have that τ(θ(ai1,...,in)aj1,...,jm) = 0
unless n = m and i1 = j1, . . . , in = jn. So we have to prove positivity
only for fixed i1, . . . , in. Consider such an element and write it as

ai1,...,in =

p
∑

k=1

a(k)n · · · a
(k)
1

where a
(k)
m ∈ A+

im
and τim(a

(k)
m ) = 0 for all m = 1, . . . , n and k =

1, . . . , p. Then we have

τ(θ(ai1,...,in) · ai1,...,in) =

p
∑

k,l=1

τ
(

θ(a(k)n · · · a
(k)
1 ) · a(l)n · · · a

(l)
1

)

=

p
∑

k,l=1

τi1

(

θi1(a
(k)
1 ) · a

(l)
1

)

· · · τin
(

θin(a
(k)
n ) · a(l)n

)

Now for each m = 1, . . . , n the matrix
(

τim
(

θim(a
(k)
m ) · a(l)m

))p

k,l=1

is positive by our assumption that τim is reflection positive (note that
θim is anti-linear). Hence also the pointwise (Schur) product of all those
n matrices is positive; which gives then the positivity of τ(θ(ai1,...,in) ·
ai1,...,in). For details, see [5]. �
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