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What can be measured by an observer in our universe? We address this question by constructing
an algebra of gravitationally-dressed observables accessible to a comoving observer in FLRW space-
times that are asymptotically de Sitter in the past, describing an inflationary epoch. An essential
quantized degree of freedom is the zero-mode of the inflaton, which leads to fluctuations in the
effective cosmological constant during inflation and prevents the existence of a maximum entropy
state in the semiclassical limit. Due to the inaccessibility of measurements beyond our cosmological
horizon, we demonstrate that all states are mixed with well-defined von Neumann entropy (up to a
state-independent constant). For semiclassical states, the von Neumann entropy corresponds to the
generalized entropy of the observer’s causal diamond, a fine-grained quantity that is sensitive to the
initial conditions of the universe.

Introduction.— Our universe is, to a very good ap-
proximation, well-described by a spatially homogeneous
and isotropic spacetime [1]. Indeed, the Λ-CDM model
of cosmology successfully accounts for structure forma-
tion [2], the abundance of light elements [3], cosmic ac-
celeration [4, 5], as well as the statistical properties of
the cosmic microwave background seeded from inflation
[6, 7]. The cosmological ansatz of isotropy and homo-
geneity, leads to the FLRW spacetimes with metric

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2
(
dr2 + r2dΩ2

)
, (1)

where a(t) is the dimensionless scale factor.
We are cosmological observers, traveling approxi-

mately on a geodesic through a continuously evolving
spacetime. In principle, we are able to measure all quan-
tum field observables along our timelike worldline, γ, (see
Figure 1). For observers in Minkowski spacetime, the
ability to make all measurements along an infinitely ex-
tended worldline implies the ability to measure the global
wavefunction of the universe [8–10]. However, the posi-
tivity of the cosmological constant in our universe implies
that we experience a cosmological horizon, H+, beyond
which we cannot, even in principle, make measurements.
This uncertainty in our knowledge of the universe can be
quantified by an entropy. It is therefore fundamental to
ask what is the class of observables that we can measure
along our worldline and what is the associated entropy?
In this Letter, we address this question in the context of
semiclassical quantum gravity by constructing an explicit
algebra of gravitationally-dressed observables localized to
the observable universe, D, and demonstrate that the en-
tropy is given by a finite “generalized entropy,” consisting
of the sum of the area of the cosmological horizon (in
Planck units with ℏ = kB = c = 1) during inflation and
the von Neumann entropy of quantum fields

Sobserver =
Area(∂Σ)

4GN
+ SvN(Σ). (2)
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FIG. 1. The Penrose diagram for FLRW spacetimes that
model our universe seeded from inflation. D is the domain
of dependence for the observer γ, H+ is the future horizon of
γ, H−

R is the past horizon, and Σ is a Cauchy surface for D.

This formula is consistent with general expectations re-
garding entropy in quantum gravity [11], though has yet
to be derived from first principles for cosmological space-
times.

We take a bottom-up approach, quantizing the gravi-
tational fluctuations, matter fields, and a simple model of
the observer in perturbation theory. In quantum gravity,
there are nontrivial constraints between the metric and
matter fields due to Einstein’s equations. By imposing
these constraints, we obtain an algebra of gravitationally-
dressed observables in D with a novel structure. Unlike
non-gravitational quantum field theory algebras where
traces do not exist and von Neumann entropies diverge
(see e.g. [12] for a review), the algebra of gravitationally-
dressed observables that we obtain has a well-defined
trace and associated finite von Neumann entropies. Our
construction generalizes recent developments on the alge-
bra of observables that emerge in semiclassical quantum
gravity [13–18]. In particular, our analysis clarifies the
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algebraic structure of quantum gravitational observables
in general backgrounds. The novel ingredient is the quan-
tization of a “zero-mode” that labels a continuous family
of solutions to Einstein’s equations (e.g., the amplitude
of a gravitating electromagnetic wave [18] or the mass
of a black hole [15, 17]). In cosmological spacetimes, we
find that this zero-mode is straightforwardly understood
as fluctuations in the value of the inflaton field at the
beginning of inflation, which is directly related to fluctu-
ations in the effective cosmological constant.

Set Up and Classical Background.— To give a com-
plete description of the universe accessible to the ob-
server, we should consider all cosmologically relevant de-
grees of freedom including the standard model, the infla-
ton, and dark matter. However, as we will see, the essen-
tial features of the algebra of observables can be obtained
in a minimal cosmological model composed of only the
metric gab, the inflaton ϕ, and an observer with energy
ε. Incorporating other degrees of freedom is straightfor-
ward and is detailed in the supplemental material (SM).
Thus, the model we consider is governed by equations of
motion

Gab + Λgab = 8πGNTab, (3)
2gϕ = ∂ϕV (ϕ), (4)

ua∇aτ = −1, ua∇aε = 0. (5)

where τ is the proper time of the observer, Λ is a cosmo-
logical constant, V is the potential of the inflaton, ua is
the unit-normalized tangent vector to γ, ∇a is the covari-
ant derivative and 2g = gab∇a∇b. The first equation in
(5) is manifestly reparametrization invariant and the sec-
ond equation states that the energy is constant along the
observer wordline. The stress-energy tensor Tab on the
right-hand-side of (3) is given by the sum of the inflaton
stress-energy

T
(ϕ)
ab = ∇aϕ∇bϕ− gab

(
1

2
∇cϕ∇cϕ+ V (ϕ)

)
(6)

and the observer stress-energy

T
(ε)
ab = εuaubδγ (7)

where δγ is a delta function along the worldline.
We now define our classical background, by solving

(3)–(5) at leading order as GN → 0. This provides the
background value of fields, whose fluctuations will subse-
quently be quantized. During inflation, the universe was
approximately de Sitter, so we will restrict to background
FLRW metrics gab that are asymptotically de Sitter in
the far past (i.e., a(t) → eH0t as t → −∞) where H0 is
the Hubble parameter. Under the cosmological ansatz,
the background inflaton field ϕ only depends on time, so
the background stress-energy is

T
(ϕ)

ab = (∂tϕ)
2tatb − gab

(
−1

2
(∂tϕ)

2 + V (ϕ)

)
. (8)

ϕ

V (ϕ)

δϕ

ϕ

Inflation Reheating

FIG. 2. Sketch of an inflaton potential with slow roll region
(shaded in grey).

where ta = ∇at. We note that any slowly rolling solution
ϕ (i.e. ϕ satisfying (∂tϕ)

2 ≪ V (ϕ)) acts as an effective
cosmological constant in Einstein’s equations. For the
stress-energy to have a non-trivial backreaction as GN →
0, we take the potential to behave as

V (ϕ) ≃ Λeff

8πGN
+ V ′ϕ+O(

√
GN) (early times) (9)

as ϕ → −∞. In this regime, both slow-roll parameters,
ϵ ∼ (∂ϕV/V )2/GN and η ∼ ∂2ϕV/(GNV ), are suppressed
by GN. Here, V ′ is a constant parameter which deter-
mines the slope of the potential (see figure 2). This yields
the early time Hubble parameter

H0 =

√
Λ + Λeff

3
. (10)

The observer energy is naturally O(G0
N) and so does not

backreact in the semiclassical limit. Thus, the observer’s
worldline is a geodesic on gab, ua = ta, and the observer
proper time is the FLRW time (i.e. τ = t).

The Klein-Gordon equation (4) then becomes

∂2t ϕ+ 3H0∂tϕ = −∂ϕV (ϕ) (11)

which, indeed, admits slow-roll solutions1

ϕ(t) ≃ − V ′

3H0
t+ ϕ(0) (early times). (12)

We note that our analysis is unaffected by the compli-
cated details of reheating [19] and our results depend
only on the early time behavior of ϕ given by (12).

1 Whether ϕ has a limit as GNt → −∞ depends on the details of
the potential at large negative values of ϕ. The future evolution
of the background is also potential dependent, with some choices
leading to reheating occurring in O(G0

N) time, while others result
in a time that inversely scales with GN.
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Quantum Fluctuations and the Zero-Mode.— With a
classical background in hand, we can now analyze quan-
tum fluctuations. We will focus on the quantization of
scalar fluctuations in spatially-flat gauge. The quantiza-
tion of (decoupled) linearized gravitons can be straight-
fowardly included and is treated in the SM to avoid rep-
etition. Their inclusion — along with any other matter
fields — does not affect our main points in any significant
way.

We consider small fluctuations, δϕ, about the spatially
homogeneous classical solution ϕ, i.e. [20]

ϕ(x, t) = ϕ(t) + δϕ(x, t), (13)

where we work in spatially flat gauge. The sense in which
these are “small” is that they are quantum fluctuations
with typical size O(ℏ1/2H0) in one Hubble time [21–23],
which is much smaller than the field distance traveled
by the background of O(V ′/H2

0 ). This is directly related
to setting conditions such that eternal inflation does not
occur [24]. We can thus treat δ formally as an ℏ1/2 ex-
pansion. The perturbation obeys

2gδϕ(x, t) = V ′′(ϕ)δϕ(x, t) (14)

where 2g is the wave-operator on gab. By (9), V ′′ → 0
as t → −∞ and so δϕ satisfies a massless, minimally
coupled wave equation at asymptotically early times.

We now quantize δϕ on an FLRW background. In the
algebraic approach, the quantum observables form an al-
gebra, A, which is generated by the (smeared) Klein-
Gordon field δϕ acting on a Hilbert space that is associ-
ated to a chosen vacuum which we will specify shortly
(see, e.g., [25, 26] for more details). Since the quan-
tum field satisfies well-posed equations of motion, we may
quantize the field in terms of the algebra AH− of “initial
data” on any Cauchy surface. The standard quantization
of the inflaton perturbation and its conjugate momentum
is usually done on any t = const. Cauchy surface. It is
convenient for us to instead perform the equivalent quan-
tization on the past null boundary corresponding to the
past horizon H− = H−

L ∪ H−
R , which is a Cauchy sur-

face for the spacetime. Choosing coordinates (U, xA) on
H− where U is the retarded time U := t− r and xA are
arbitrary angular coordinates, then δϕ|H− = Φ(U, xA)
corresponds to the value of the scalar field on H−. The
initial data on H− is endowed with a symplectic structure
with (conserved) symplectic form, which on H− takes the
form

ΩH−(Φ1,Φ2) =
1

2

∫
H−

dUdΩ2

[
Φ1∂UΦ2 −Φ2∂UΦ1

]
. (15)

On H− the conjugate momentum to Φ is

Π := ∂UΦ. (16)

We will first consider the quantization of initial data on
H− which decays as U → ±∞. This initial data corre-
sponds to the set of modes that fully “fall through” the
past horizon and can be entirely expressed in terms of Π.
This condition excludes any zero-modes which shall be
treated separately. The standard bulk canonical commu-
tation relations restricted to the horizon are

[Π(x1),Π(x2)] = iδ′(U1, U2)δS2(x
A
1 , x

A
2 )1 (17)

where Π ∈ AH− , x ∈ H−, and δS2 is the delta function on
the 2-sphere. The algebra AH− admits a distinguished,
translation invariant quantum state ΩBD (the “Bunch-
Davies state”) [27–30] on H− corresponding to a Gaussian
state with vanishing one-point function and two-point
function given by2 [31]

⟨ΩBD|Π(x1)Π(x2) |ΩBD⟩ = − 2

π

δS2(x
A
1 , x

A
2 )

(U1 − U2 − i0+)2
.

(18)
Given the vacuum ΩBD, a Fock space, which we denote
by F0, may be constructed.

To obtain the initial data for the state restricted to D

we choose coordinates (u, xA) where U = −e−H0u. These
coordinates cover the region U < 0 which we denote as
H−

R . If Π(ω, xA) is the Fourier transform of Π(u, xA)
with respect to u, it is straightforward to show that the
2-point function restricted to H−

R can be expressed in
Fourier space as

⟨Π(ω1, x
A
1 )Π(ω2, x

A
2 )⟩ΩBD

=
2

π

ω1δ(ω1, ω2)δS2(x
A
1 , x

A
2 )

eβω1 − 1
(19)

where β = 2π/H0. Thus, ΩBD is thermal and satisfies
the KMS condition with respect to translations in u.

The above quantization neglected any zero-modes in
the initial data which correspond to solutions of the form
δϕ0(t) that satisfy

∂2t δϕ0 + 3H∂tδϕ0 = −V ′′(ϕ)δϕ0, H := ∂ta/a. (20)

In the asymptotic past V ′′ vanishes and the only3 so-
lution to (20) which satisfies the slow-roll conditions at
early times is a mode which asymptotically approaches a
constant on H−. Different constant modes q := δϕ0|H−

correspond to different values of the scalar during infla-
tion and is a physical mode that must be quantized. The
constant mode has a non-trivial symplectic product with
any (non-decaying) solution Φp whose integral

p :=

∫
H−

dUdΩ2 ∂UΦp (21)

2 This state yields the (nearly) scale-free spectrum of density per-
turbations predicted by inflation.

3 There also exists another linearly independent solution which
exponentially diverges in the past and thus is not slowly rolling.
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is non-vanishing (i.e. ΩH−(q,Φp) ̸= 0 if q, p ̸= 0). On
phase space, the charge p generates a unit shift in the
zero mode δϕ → δϕ + δϕ0 where δϕ0|H− = 1 [32–34].
Quantization of this extended space of solutions has been
extensively studied in the literature and is analogous to
the “infrared representations” one encounters when deal-
ing with massless fields in flat spacetimes, e.g., [33–38].
Here we summarize the basic results as they pertain to
the quantization of the zero mode. The Fock space F0

constructed above corresponds to decaying solutions and
all states in F0 have vanishing p [33]. A (unitarily in-
equivalent) Fock space Fp of non-vanishing p can be ob-
tained by shifting the operator Π → Π + ∂UΦp1 for a
Φp with p ̸= 0. The unique representation that has an
action of p and its conjugate is the direct integral

H =

⊕∫
R

dp Fp, ⟨ψ(p)|ψ(p′)⟩ = δ(p− p′). (22)

A state |ψg⟩ ∈ H is defined by specifying |ψ(p)⟩ ∈ Fp to-
gether with a square-integrable wavefunction g(p) on R.
The operator p acts as a multiplication operator which
shifts the conjugate zero mode q := i(d/dp) by a con-
stant and satisfies [q,p] = i1. We note that the vacuum
|ΩBD⟩ ∈ F0 has a uniform distribution in the zero-mode
q and is therefore non-normalizable, which has been pre-
viously noted by, e.g., [39–43].

Finally, we canonically quantize the observer’s energy

[ε, τ ] = i1, (23)

which is represented on L2(R). Following [14], we impose
that the observer has energy greater than its rest massm.
This can be straightforwardly achieved by conjugating all
physical operators on L2(R) by P+ which projects onto
the subspace with ε ≥ m.

Gravitational charges and constraints.— Matter and
geometry are intrinsically coupled through Einstein’s
equations, which involve constraints; therefore, the phys-
ical Hilbert space and algebra of observables are the sub-
spaces which satisfy these constraints.

The gravitational charge, on a constant U cross-section
SU of H−, associated to any diffeomorphism ξa which
agrees with u−translation when restricted to the horizon,
i.e. ξa|H−

R
= (∂/∂u)a, is given by [44–46]

QU,ξ = AU −
∫
SU

dS Uθ, (24)

where θ is the expansion, AU is the area of SU , and dS
is the induced measure on SU . We denote the U → ±∞
limits of the charge as Q±. The first-order perturbed
stress energy is given by

δT ab = 2ϕ̇t(a∇b)δϕ− gab(ϕ̇t
c∇cδϕ+ V ′(ϕ)δϕ) (25)

where ϕ̇ := ∂tϕ. We note that the first-order energy
flux δTUU through H− vanishes since it is the limit of
δTabt

atb ∝ gabt
atb to H− where ta is null. Therefore,

by Raychauduri’s equation, the modes that fall through
the horizon do not affect the horizon area at this order.
However, the fluctuations of the zero-mode result in or-
der O(GNV

′q) fluctuations of the effective cosmological
constant which, in turn, yield stationary fluctuations of
the first-order area [47]

δQ+ = δQ− =
96π2GNV

′

(Λ + Λeff)2
q :=

8πGN

H0
q̃. (26)

At second order, the observer energy reduces the “incom-
ing” area and is therefore identified with the second order
perturbed charge at the quantum level [14, 17]

δ2Q− = −8πGN

H0
ε. (27)

The energy flux through H−, δ2TUU |H− =:Π2:, is non-
vanishing at second order and integrating Raychauduri’s
equation on H− yields a non-trivial second-order con-
straint [44, 46]

δ2Q+−δ2Q− = 8πGN

∫
H−

dUdΩ2Uδ
2TUU := −8πGN

H0
F ξ

(28)
where F ξ generates infinitesimal translations in u. The
zero-mode does not contribute at this order because
V ′′(ϕ) → 0 as t→ −∞.

Crossed product algebra and generalized entropy.—
We are now in a position to consider the algebra of

dressed observables associated to the observer, i.e. those
accessible to the observer and commuting with the gravi-
tational constraints. The observer has access to the quan-
tum fields and the charges located in D. The first order
constraint, (26), tells us that δQ− is identified with the
zero-mode (and δQ+) while the second order constraint
(27) identifies δ2Q− and ε. We are not yet done because
δ2Q+ is spacelike separated to D, however δϕ does not
commute with δ2Q+ due to the second order constraint
(28). The subalgebra of operators in D that satisfy the
constraints is

Adress. := P+{e−iF ξτ δϕeiF ξτ , q̃, ε}′′P+ (29)

where ′ is the commutant i.e. the set of bounded opera-
tors on the Hilbert space that commute with the algebra.
To make the algebra a so-called von Neumann algebra,
we took the commutant twice. The reason to use von
Neumann algebras is that they enable us to compute von
Neumann entropy. We will only introduce the essential
elements of von Neumann algebra theory (see, e.g., sec-
tion 3.2 of [17] or [12, 48] for more details).

This algebra has an interesting structure. The first
thing to note is that it has a center; q̃ commutes with
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all other elements. The second important feature is
that the algebra has the structure of a crossed product,
Adress. = (AH−

R
⋊ Aε) ⊗ Aq̃. Since there exists a state

on the QFT operators that is thermal with respect to
time translations by F ξ, (19), a theorem of Takesaki [49]
tells us that the algebra is Type II∞. The reason this
is important is that Type II algebras — unlike the Type
III algebras that are arise in non-gravitational QFT —
admit traces. Namely,

Tr(â) = ⟨ΩBD, 0τ | e
2π
H0

(q̃−ε)â |ΩBD, 0τ ⟩ (30)

is a trace for â ∈ Adress. where |0τ ⟩ is the (improper)
eigenstate of τ with zero eigenvalue [13]. That the al-
gebra is Type II∞, rather than Type II1 means that the
trace of the identity is infinite. Due to the center, the
trace is only unique up to functions of q̃. As we will
see, the specific choice of (30) will imply that the von
Neumann entropy of any semiclassical state is the gener-
alized entropy. We expect that working to higher orders
in perturbation theory will render the trace unique and
equivalent to (30).

With a trace, we can define density matrices and von
Neumann entropies for states via the defining relations

Tr(ρΨâ) = ⟨Ψ| â |Ψ⟩ , SvN(ρΨ) := −TrρΨ log ρΨ. (31)

Taking |Ψ⟩ =
∫
dεf(ε) |ψg⟩ |ε⟩, the density matrix is

given by [14, 16]

ρΨ = f(ε)e−iτF ξe−
2π
H0

(q̃−ε)∆ΩBD|ψg
eiτF ξf(ε), (32)

where for any two states ω, ψ ∈ H, ∆ω|ψ := S†
ω|ψSω|ψ is

the relative modular operator, which is defined in terms
of the relative Tomita operator which satisfies [50]

Sω|ψa |ψ⟩ = a† |ω⟩ , ∀a ∈ A. (33)

Assuming f is slowly varying in its argument, the von
Neumann entropy is then [14, 51]

SvN(ρΨ) =
2π

H0
⟨q̃ − ε⟩Ψ − Srel.(ψg|ΩBD) + Sf , (34)

where the first term is the change in entropy due to the
O(GN) change of area of the horizon, the second term
is the relative entropy, Srel. := −⟨ω| log∆ω|ψ |ω⟩, of the
quantum fields and the final term is the Shannon entropy
of the probability distribution |f |2. All terms are finite
but there is no upper bound on the entropy because q̃ is
R valued, a manifestation of the Type II∞ nature of the
algebra. One may heuristically rewrite the relative en-
tropy term such that the right-hand side of (34) takes the
more familiar form of the generalized entropy associated
to the comoving observer (2) up to a state-independent
constant [15, 17, 52]. Interestingly, this entropy has been
recently given a (relative) state-counting interpretation
[53].

Discussion.— In this Letter, we have constructed the
algebra of observables for an observer in a universe like
our own, assuming an initial period of inflation driven by
a scalar field. For the sake of clarity, we described a sim-
plified model consisting only of the metric, inflaton, and
observer, though all of our conclusions fully generalize
to interacting fields, such as the full field content of the
standard model (see SM for details). We found that due
to the presence of the cosmological horizon, the observer
has an entropy equaling the generalized entropy of their
causal diamond D, which is sensitive to the area of the
horizon and initial conditions of the field content at the
beginning of inflation.

Our analysis of FLRW spacetimes is suggestive that
for all spacetimes with horizons, the algebra associated
to an observer is Type II. In the exceptional case of empty
de Sitter without a dynamical cosmological constant, the
algebra is Type II1 [14] and there exists a state of max-
imum entropy, but in all other cases, we believe it is
reasonable to hypothesize that the algebra is Type II∞
and the entropy is unbounded, as discussed in [18] and
demonstrated in [17] and the present Letter.

It is interesting to speculate if and how the story is
modified when working to higher orders in gravitational
perturbation theory and eventually non-perturbative
physics. In perturbation theory, we expect that the re-
sulting gauge invariant algebras will remain Type II∞
but will not have a center, rendering the trace unique.
We hope this will lead to a better understanding of cos-
mological observables.

Note Added.— The submission of this paper to arXiv
has been coordinated with the submission of [54], which
considers the algebra of observables in a spacetime where
(9) holds for all times, such that inflation is eternal and
the background is exact de Sitter. In this special case,
one can construct dressed observables by using the full
rolling field as a “clock.”
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Relation to existing literature

Here, we briefly comment on papers with some relation to this work (see also [55–57]).

• [14]: In this work, the algebra of gravitationally-dressed observables is constructed for pure de Sitter space. The
background is sourced by a non-fluctuating cosmological constant, so there is no zero-mode and the algebra
is Type II1. If one were to quantize the zero-mode of a scalar field in this background, the energy due to
fluctuations of this mode would be O(V ′′q2). For any stable field theory, V ′′ > 0, so the energy is positive and
the algebra will not be deformed.

• [16]: In this work, the algebra of gravitationally-dressed observables is constructed for general spacetime regions
under the following set of assumptions

(A1) There exists a quantum field theory algebra of observables, A, associated to a causally complete region,
D, that is type III1.

(A2) There is an auxiliary type I∞ algebra of an observer associated to D.

(A3) The physical algebra arises from imposing the gravitational constraint that operators commute with Fξ+q.

(A4) The flow generated by Fξ coincides with the modular flow for some state on the QFT algebra

(A5) The gravitational constraints hold on a Cauchy surface

(A6) The energies of observers are bounded from below.

(A7) The region D can be defined in a diffeomorphism invariant way.

(A8) There are no other algebras of observables associated to the region

While (A7) and (A8) were not explicitly written in [16], it was implicit. From these assumptions, the authors
demonstrated that for bounded subregions, the algebra is Type II1. While assumptions (A1) - (A7) hold in the
cosmological spacetimes that we analyze, assumption (A8) does not. The additional algebra of observables is,
of course, the zero-mode, which leads to a Type II∞ algebra. (A8) similarly did not hold in [17] for the algebra
of Schwarzschild-de Sitter. It is reasonable to expect that (A8) always fails when the background geometry is
a member of a continuous family of solutions to Einstein’s equations. As emphasized in [18], we expect that
quantum fluctuations in this continuous family will generally yield a Type II∞ algebra.

• [18] In this work, an algebra of dressed observables was constructed for an observer without the specification
of a spacetime background. It was suggested that for closed universes where the Hartle-Hawking state is a
normalizable state, the algebra is Type II1 and for spacetimes where it is non-normalizable, it is Type II∞.
Motivation for this came from considerations of Schwarzschild de Sitter and backgrounds with leading order
backreaction from matter. The conclusions are consistent with the current paper.

Quantum gravitational perturbations and general matter

The observations we have made of our universe appear to be well-described by ΛCDM together with the standard
model. However in the main text, for simplicity, we considered a minimal model of a cosmological spacetime with
metric gab, an observer γ, and inflaton field ϕ. Furthermore, we explicitly considered the effects of O(ℏ) fluctuations
of the inflaton field and their backreaction on the spacetime geometry. This analysis ignored all other effects in
the early universe due to the standard model as well as any other cosmologically relevant fields. In this section we
will illustrate that, under minimal assumptions, the inclusion of any other fields does not fundamentally change the
conclusion of this Letter. In particular, we continue to assume that the other fields only have O(G0

N) stress-energy in
the asymptotic past (i.e. the only degree of freedom with large backreaction is the inflaton prior to reheating).

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2016)038
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.08072
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2017)066
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2017)066
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.05308
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.05308
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02099011
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.533323
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Free Fields

Prior to analyzing the effects of general matter, we note that the analysis in the main text considered the leading
order backreaction effects of the inflaton and neglected any contributions due to gravitational fluctuations which are
present even in our minimal model. In particular, we must also consider small O(ℏ1/2G1/2

N ) fluctuations in the metric

gab = gab + δgab (35)

where gab is the O(ℏ0G0
N) “background metric”. These metric fluctuations satisfy the linearized Einstein equations

−1

2
2gδgab −

1

2
∇a∇bδg

c
c +

1

2
∇c∇aδg

c
b +

1

2
∇c∇bδg

c
a − Λδgab = 0 (36)

where indices are raised and lowered with the background metric gab. It is straightforward to quantize the perturbed
metric which we denote as δgab (see, e.g., Appendix C of [17] for more details). The initial data for the graviton
perturbations on H− correspond to the algebra AGR generated by the perturbed shear on the horizon δσAB where
capital indices refer tensor indices on the 2-sphere cross-sections of the horizon. The commutation relations are given
by

[δσAB(x1), δσCD(x2)] =
i

2
δ′(U1, U2)δS2(x

A
1 , x

A
2 )

(
qA(CqD)B − 1

2
qABqCD

)
1. (37)

where qAB is the round metric on the sphere. The initial data admits a distinguished, translation invariant, Gaussian
quantum state ΩGR

BD which corresponds to the analog of the Bunch-Davies state for gravitational perturbations [58].
The 2-point function in this state on H− is

⟨ΩGR
BD |δσAB(x1)δσCD(x2)|ΩGR

BD⟩ =
1

π

(qA(CqD)B − 1
2qABqCD)δS2(x

A
1 , x

A
2 )

(U1 − U2 − i0+)2
. (38)

which is analogous to (28). By the same arguments as in the main text, the restriction of ΩGR
BD to H−

R is a thermal
state with respect to ξa|H− = (∂/∂u)a with inverse temperature 2π/H0. Given this vacuum, one can construct the
corresponding Fock space of gravitons FGR so that the full Hilbert space H in the main text is only changed by
H ⊗FGR. Furthermore, any “zero mode” of the graviton is pure gauge [59–62] and so the gravitational constraints
considered in the main text now get an additional contribution to (28) due to the energy flux FGR

ξ of gravitons
through the horizon

FGR
ξ = − H0

4πGN

∫
H−

dUdΩ2 U : δσABδσ
AB : . (39)

Imposing the gravitational constraints on the algebra imply that the graviton perturbations are gravitationally dressed
by conjugating δgab by eiF

GR
ξ p and the full dressed algebra becomes ([AH−

R
⊗AGR

H−
R

] ⋊Aε) ⊗Aq̃. By the thermality

of the vacuum ΩGR
BD , this algebra is again a Type II∞ algebra and the generalized entropy of any semiclassical state

is given by (2).
We now consider the effects of additional matter fields. While we largely focus on standard model fields, the present

discussion applies, in principle, to any degrees of freedom present in the early universe. As emphasized in the main
text, the algebra of observables in D can be straightforwardly obtained by considering the algebra of observables
on the past horizon H− which is essentially4 a Cauchy surface for D. We will first, for simplicity, neglect their
interactions and simply consider the contribution in the free field approximation. We will then illustrate that the
conclusions remain valid in the interacting theory.

At the earliest moments of inflation, the temperature of the universe was far greater than the quark-hadron phase
transition (i.e., T ≫ 150MeV) and therefore the quarks and gluons are deconfined at these temperatures. The
commutation relations of any Yang-Mills fields Ei

A with any (semi-simple) gauge group G on Hi are given by [34]

[Ei
A(x1),E

j
B(x2)] = − iπ

2
δ′(U1, U2)δS2(x

A
1 , x

A
2 )k

ijqAB1. (40)

4 We note that H− does not admit the strict requirements of a
Cauchy surface since there exist timelike curves which hit past
timelike infinity and never pass through H−. However, H− is
a good initial data surface for wave propagation since all modes
eventually fall through the past horizon.
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DD′

F

P

γ

H −
R

H −
L

i−Ri−L

i+Ri+L I+

I−

FIG. 3. An example of a globally hyperbolic extension M of the spacetime M considered in this paper such that M is
geodesically complete. This can be achieved by gluing the de Sitter region D′ ∪P to M = F ∪D.

where i, j denote Lie-algebra indices, kij = −clikckjl is the Killing-Cartan metric and ciij are the structure constants
of the Lie algebra g. The 2-point function for the “Bunch-Davies” vacuum is

⟨ΩYM
BD |Ei

A(x1)E
j
B(x2)|Ω

YM
BD ⟩ = −k

ijqABδS2(x
A
1 , x

A
2 )

(U1 − U2 − i0+)2
. (41)

For gluon fields the relevant gauge group is SU(3) whereas for electromagnetic fields the gauge group is U(1). The
quantization of any free spinor fields (e.g. quarks or electrons) can be treated similarly (see section 4.1 of [52] for
details). As in the case of gravitons, the corresponding Fock space is straightforwardly included in the Hilbert space.
These fields contribute to the second order gravitational constraints via their energy fluxes given by FEM

ξ , FYM
ξ as

well as the spinor fluxes through H−. These fluxes generate time-translations on H− on their respective Hilbert spaces
and the vacua are thermal with respect to these translations. These fluxes contribute to the gravitational constraints
(28) and imply that each field is dressed to the observer in an analogous manner as described above.

Interacting Fields

Up until now, we have considered the effects of any free quantum fields in a cosmological spacetime. The interactions
of the fields initially present in the early universe are of course relevant to describe the universe we observe such as,
reheating as the inflaton energy is converted into radiation, the hadronization of quarks and gluons, and structure
formation. However, the above arguments must be slightly modified if one wishes to consider any interacting quantum
field theory. The main technical ingredients for our arguments in the main text were the gravitational constraint (28)
and the existence of a translation invariant state ΩBD. The existence of such a state directly implies that when
restricted to the algebra AH−

R
of initial data on H−

R , such a state is thermal with respect to the “boost-like” vector
field ξ on H− considered in the main text. By Takesaki’s theorem [49], these two ingredients directly imply that the
“dressed algebra” is Type II. The main technical hurdle in directly applying these arguments to any interacting theory
is that one cannot define an algebra of observables on H− simply by the restriction5 of fields to the null surface since
operators restricted in this way will generally have infinite fluctuations [52]. This issue was recently addressed in our
present context by Faulkner and Speranza [63] using arguments by Casini, Teste and Torroba [64] as well as Witten
[65]. We now sketch the basic arguments of these constructions (see, e.g., section 3.1. [63] for details).

To present the argument, it will be technically convenient to first extend the spacetime in the following way. We
note that the spacetimes (M, g) considered in this Letter are not past complete — past-directed null geodesics reach
H− in finite affine time. Since, the spacetime is asymptotically de Sitter approaching H−, we can (non-uniquely)
extend the spacetime to a smooth, complete spacetime M which remains globally hyperbolic. While the particular

5 As noted in [52], any superrenormalizable theory can be directly
restricted to a null surface.
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choice of extension will not be relevant to our arguments one could, for example, smoothly attach the “bottom”
Poincaré patch of de Sitter spacetime at H−, D′ ∪P to M (see Figure 3). The surface H− is a Cauchy surface for
the completed spacetime and so all quantum states initially defined in M are regular on H− and so the state on M
is uniquely defined by evolution.

In order to define an algebra of operators associated to a null surface, we first analyze integrals of the (renormalized)
energy flux through H−. The (second-order) ANEC and boost operators are

F (xA) :=

∞∫
−∞

dU δ2TUU (U, x
A) and F ξ :=

∞∫
−∞

dUdΩ2 Uδ
2TUU (U, x

A). (42)

Even though these operators are localized to the horizon, they are well-defined elements of the algebra that translate
or boost operators localized to H−. If the quantum field theory satisfies the average null energy condition, then F (xA)
is a positive operator and the “Bunch-Davies vacuum” |ΩBD⟩ is defined as the ground state which is annihilated by
this operator for any xA. F (xA) and F ξ commute and |ΩBD⟩ will also be annihilated by F ξ. The ANEC has been
proven for interacting quantum field theories in flat spacetime [66, 67] and, in curved spacetime, is expected to hold
on any Killing horizon.

While a general algebra element cannot be restricted to H−, one can associate an algebra of operators to the horizon
by noting that matrix elements of all horizon-localized operators6 are well-defined. If SH−

R
is the set of such operators,

then its commutant S′
H−

R
is the algebra of (bounded) operators localized in the causal complement of D which we

denote as D′. Taking an additional commutant yields a (von Neumann) algebra AD of operators in D. Thus, the
operators SH−

R
localized on the horizon, generate the algebra in D. Furthermore, since F ξ generates boosts, it is

straightforward to show that it preserves AD. Using this fact, one can show that ΩBD is thermal7 on the elements of
SH−

R
[63, 68, 69].

Thus, we have succeeded in obtaining a state |ΩBD⟩ which is translation invariant on H− and thermal with respect
to boosts on H−

R . The existence of F ξ implies that the gravitational constraints (28) are well-defined and imposing
these constraints yields an algebra of dressed observables which is again Type II. Thus, assuming that the ANEC is
satisfied, the addition of any other matter fields does not change the conclusions of this paper. Due to the zero-mode
of the inflaton, the algebra will remain Type II∞ and the von Neumann entropy of any semiclassical state is the
generalized entropy (2).

6 These are more precisely referred to as sesquilinear forms.
7 More precisely, the modular Hamiltonian of |ΩBD⟩ on AD coin-

cides with F ξ on H−.
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