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Abstract

We study algebras of observables for semiclassical quantum gravity in cosmological backgrounds,

focusing on two key examples: slow-roll inflation and evaporating Schwarzschild-de Sitter black

holes. In both cases, we demonstrate the existence of a nontrivial algebra of diffeomorphism-invariant

observables without the introduction of an explicit clock system or the presence of any asymptotic

gravitational charges. Instead, the rolling inflaton field and the evaporating black hole act as physical

clocks that allow a definition of gauge-invariant observables at G “ 0. The resulting algebras are

both Type II8 factors, but neither is manifestly a crossed product algebra. For appropriate states,

we establish a connection between the Type II entropy of these algebras and generalized entropies.

Our work extends previous results on Type II gravitational algebras and highlights the crucial role of

out-of-equilibrium dynamics when defining gauge-invariant observables in semiclassical canonically

quantised gravity. We also briefly discuss the construction of gauge-invariant algebras for compact

wedges bounded by extremal surfaces in generic spacetimes (i.e. in the absence of any Killing

symmetry). In contrast to the inflaton and black hole cases, this algebra does end up being a

simple crossed product. No clock or asymptotic charges are required because of the absence of any

symmetry in the classical background.
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1 Introduction

Recent work has shown that the horizon entropy Ahor{4G associated both to black holes and to the

cosmological horizon of an observer in de Sitter space can be accounted for by considering algebras

of observables in the G Ñ 0 limit of canonical quantum gravity [1–9]. For a black hole, the relevant

algebra consists of semiclassical observables at asymptotic spatial or null infinity; for de Sitter space,

it is generated by observables localised along the observer’s worldline.

In both cases, the algebras in question are Type II von Neumann factors.1 Such algebras describe

degrees of freedom that are infinitely entangled with their environment, reflecting the fact that horizon

entropies diverge as G Ñ 0. However there is a natural notion of the renormalised entropy of a

state on a Type II factor that is unique up to a state-independent additive constant. Roughly, this is

because fluctuations in the entanglement spectrum on a Type II algebra are finite, even though the

total entanglement diverges. For an appropriate class of states the entropy of the Type II algebra

exactly matches the generalised entropy [14–16]

Sgen “ Ahor{4G` SQFT (1.1)

of the observer’s causal diamond.2 The primary difference between the algebras for black holes and for

de Sitter is that black hole algebras are Type II8 whereas the de Sitter algebra is Type II1. This reflects

the fact that the entropy of a black hole is unbounded and can be increased arbitrarily by adding mass.

On the other hand, the generalised entropy of the static patch is maximised by empty de Sitter space;

any perturbation thereof can only decrease entropy.

There is, nonetheless, an important subtlety here that is only present in the de Sitter context.

Because Cauchy slices in de Sitter space are compact, the isometries of de Sitter space act as gauge

constraints on the gravitational theory. In particular, gauge-invariant observables need to commute

with the boost Hamiltonian H that generates time translations of the observer’s static patch. This is,

in fact, the only reason that the algebra of a de Sitter observer in quantum gravity is different from

that of the same observer in quantum field theory, even in the limit G Ñ 0.

Unfortunately or otherwise, however, it is a well established fact about quantum field theory in

de Sitter space that any operator that is both a) localised to the static patch and b) time translation

invariant is necessarily a c-number, i.e. a multiple of the identity. As a result, the observer’s algebra is

apparently trivial. One way to see why this is the case is the following. To construct a gauge-invariant

observable that is independent of coordinate time, the obvious approach is to integrate a time-dependent

1 See [10–13] for other recent work on the role played by Type II factors in quantum gravity and quantum field theory.
2 Here SQFT is the entropy of quantum fields in the causal diamond. This entropy is UV-divergent but the divergence
can be absorbed into the renormalisation of Newton’s constant G so that the generalised entropy Sgen is UV-finite [17].
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observable aptq over the observer’s worldline to obtain an apparently boost-invariant observable

ra
?
“

ˆ
dt aptq (1.2)

However, any state of quantum fields in de Sitter space thermalises on the static patch at sufficiently

early and late times. Since the thermal state is separating (i.e. it is not annihilated by any nonzero

operator a) the integral in (1.2) diverges when acting on any state |Φy. As a result, the operator ra does

not exist.

This explanation also makes clear why the physically relevant algebra of observables should not be

trivial. It is true that physical observations cannot depend on a choice of coordinate time. However,

neither do they require averaging an observation over all times from past to future infinity. Instead, in

practice, physical observations occur at a particular “clock time”, defined with respect to the state of

a physical system or clock. In this context, a clock can mean anything from a literal device used to tell

the time to the state of the observer’s brain or the state of some external dynamical system. Crucially,

since the universe is quantum mechanical, the clock, whatever it might be, should itself be a quantum

system.

In [5], a minimal model of a quantum clock was used to define the algebra of an observer in de Sitter

space. To enable nontrivial observables, the clock needed to be able to measure arbitrarily long times

∆t " ℓdS (in units of the de Sitter radius ℓdS) using finite energy. This required it to have a continuous

spectrum in order to prevent Poincaré recurrences.3 Additionally, it was assumed on physical grounds

that the energy of the clock was expected to be bounded from below.

The simplest model of a clock satisfying those properties is the Hilbert space L2pR`q of wavefunc-

tions with position x ě 0 and Hamiltonian Hclock “ x. Assuming no coupling between the clock and

the background quantum fields, so that the boost gauge constraint is simply H ` x “ 0, the inclusion

of this clock was shown in [5] to lead to a Type II1 algebra of observables with the properties described

above.

It is important to emphasize that the lesson of [5] (or, at the very least, the lesson as interpreted by

one of its authors) was not that in practice physical observers are equipped with clocks of exactly the

form just described. Instead, it is that a clock of that form provides a simple model with features that

all good physical clocks should have. The hope was that the lessons drawn from studying such a clock,

and in particular the conclusion that the entropy of the observer’s algebra includes a contribution from

the cosmological horizon area, would generalise fairly universally to any reasonable physical system

that can act as a clock.

In this paper, we provide strong evidence that this is indeed the case, by considering two natural

3 More precisely, it requires the typical spectral gap δE to satisfy δE ! 1{ℓdS as G Ñ 0. This is easy enough to engineer,
even with the size of the clock remaining much smaller than the de Sitter scale, because the typical spectral gap of a
quantum system is exponentially small in its entropy.
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classes of “clocks” that are not associated to the observer themselves, but rather to a dynamical

quantum evolution of the observer’s environment that remains out-of-equilibrium for parametrically

long times. The first such example is quasi-de Sitter space in the presence of a slow-rolling inflaton

field. The second is an evaporating Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole.

The technical details of how the algebra works in each case is somewhat different, but the overall

conclusions end up being very similar. Firstly, the out-of-equilibrium nature of the solutions mean

that there exist nontrivial gauge-invariant observables even if we don’t equip the observer with an

explicit clock; the dynamics of the quantum system already provides one for us. In the inflaton case,

the scalar field wants to roll downhill as we approach asymptotic future (or past) infinity. The value

of the inflaton field therefore acts as the physical clock distinguishing different times. This claim will

of course come as no surprise to cosmologists, since treated the inflaton value as a clock is standard

practice in inflationary cosmology. Similarly, because the temperature of the black hole is higher than

the cosmological horizon, a Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole will tend to evaporate as we approach

past or future infinity. The energy of the black hole can therefore be used to distinguish different times.

Secondly, in both cases the algebra becomes a Type II8 von Neumann factor. This is because,

unlike for perturbations around pure de Sitter space, the entropy of these solutions can be arbitrarily

increased simply by simply shifting the state further along the road to equilibrium. For example, given

any state of the inflaton field we can produce a state with smaller cosmological constant, and hence

larger generalised entropy, by shifting the inflaton wavefunction down its potential gradient. Similarly,

we can arbitrarily increase generalised entropy in the presence of a Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole

by decreasing the energy of the black hole and hence increasing the area of the cosmological horizon.

Of course, at finite G, neither process can be continued indefinitely: eventually an inflaton will reach

the bottom of its potential and a black hole will reach zero mass. But, as G Ñ 0, the increase in

generalised entropy ends up diverging parametrically sooner than either of these events will occur.

An interesting feature of our constructions is that – to the best of our current understanding –

neither algebra has a description as a crossed product of a Type III von Neumann factor by a modular

automorphism group. (The black hole algebra does involve such a crossed product as an intermediate

step in its construction.) This is in contrast to the Type II algebras that describe de Sitter space in the

presence of a worldline clock or semiclassical black holes in asymptotically flat/AdS spacetimes and is

instead more similar to the boundary algebras describing quantum JT gravity (beyond the semiclassical

limit) [18,19].

However, like in the de Sitter algebra introduced in [5], the traces on both algebras we will define do

both have a natural interpretation as expectation values of operators in a no-boundary Hartle-Hawking

state. This is consistent with the proposal of [20] that the no-boundary Hartle-Hawking state should

be viewed as a maximum entropy state in background-independent quantum gravity.

Like previous gravitational Type II algebras, the algebras we construct have traces that are pro-

portional to the number of horizon microstates exppAhor{4Gq. In particular, the inflaton algebra has a
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symmetry that shifts the inflaton field by a constant. We show that this symmetry rescales the trace

by exppδAhor{4Gq where δAhor is the perturbative change in cosmological horizon area induced by the

shift in the inflaton potential. Similarly, perturbatively increasing the mass of a Schwarzschild-de Sitter

black hole rescales the trace on its gravitational algebra by expppδABH ` δACHq{4Gq where δABH ą 0

and δACH ă 0 are the respective changes in the black hole and cosmological horizon areas.

We also obtain a precise match between entropies on our algebras and generalised entropies of

semiclassical states that have been formally averaged over the gauge group. In the inflaton case, this

correspondence holds for any QFT state. For Schwarzschild-de Sitter black holes, there is a timeshift

mode associated to travelling in a nontrivial spacelike cycle through the black hole and cosmological

horizons that cannot be described by perturbative quantum field theory. The correspondence between

the entropy of the Type II algebra and generalised entropy holds for states with sufficiently small

fluctuations in this timeshift.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we describe the semiclassical gravitational

algebra associated to a slow-rolling inflaton in quasi de Sitter space. In Section 3, we describe the

algebras for a Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole, after first pausing briefly to discuss asymptotically

flat black holes. Finally in Section 4, we briefly discuss the gravitational algebra of a wedge bounded

by an extremal surface in a generic cosmological spacetime (i.e. in the absence of any background

symmetry). In Appendices, we provide some technical details on Tomita-Takesaki theory and higher-

dimensional spherical harmonics. We also include a detailed glossary of notation used throughout the

paper.

Note added: The submission of this paper to arXiv has been coordinated with the submission

of [21], which contains related discussion of von Neumann algebras in the presence of a slow-rolling

inflaton field. A significant difference between our work and [21] is that [21] makes use of an explicit

gravitating clock, while we do not.

2 A slow rolling inflaton in quasi-de Sitter space

We consider a single scalar inflaton field ϕ with potential V pϕq. This is a well-studied inflation model

that has produced successful predictions for primordial curvature perturbations [22–26]. See [27,28] for

excellent reviews. For simplicity, we assume four spacetime dimensions, although the generalisation to

other dimensions is straightforward. In units where ℏ “ 1, the slow-roll approximation assumes that

ε “
G

2

ˆ

V 1

V

˙2

! 1 and |η| “ G
|V 2|

V
! 1. (2.1)

In this limit, symmetric vacuum solutions to the Einstein equations can be well approximated by de

Sitter space with cosmological constant Λ “ 8πGV over scales that are large compared to the de Sitter

length ℓdS “
a

3{Λ.
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AA1

τ “ 0
χ “ 0χ “ π

Figure 1: A Penrose diagram for global de Sitter space. The compact τ “ 0 Cauchy slice is shown in
red. We consider the QFT algebra A of operators localised in the static patch centered around χ “ 0. The
commutant algebra A1 describes operators in the opposite static patch.

In cosmology, one usually takes ε and |η| to be small but finite so that the exit from inflation

occurs at finite time. Mathematically, however, giving a precise algebraic description of gravitational

observables at finite ε, |η|, or indeed even in a formal perturbative expansion in ε, |η|, would be very

challenging. It is much easier to take a strict G Ñ 0 limit where V „ Op1{Gq, V 1 „ Op1q and V 2 „ op1q.

In this limit, the cosmological constant Λ remains finite while dynamical backreaction from the matter

fields goes to zero. Meanwhile – if we include the cosmological constant in the Einstein-Hilbert action

– the inflaton action becomes

S “ ´

ˆ
d4x

?
´g

„

1

2
∇aϕ∇aϕ` V 1ϕ

ȷ

. (2.2)

which is just the action for massless scalar field with a potential V pϕq “ V 1ϕ that has constant linear

slope V 1. Without loss of generality we can assume V 1 ą 0. There also exist graviton fluctuations

that are described by a free massless spin-2 quantum field theory, along with quantum perturbations

of any other quantum fields that we choose to include in our theory. We assume that, at least in the

limit G Ñ 0, all such fields are either free or described by a UV-complete interacting theory. In the

G Ñ 0 limit, the full gravitational theory then reduces to a continuum quantum field theory in a fixed

background de Sitter spacetime.

In global coordinates, the metric for dS4 is

ds2 “ ´ℓ2dS
`

dτ2 ` cosh2pτqdΩ2
3

˘

, (2.3)

where Ω3 “ pχ, θ, ϕq describes angular coordinates on S3. The Penrose diagram is shown in Figure 1.

For notational convenience, we will mostly set ℓdS “ 1 for the remainder of this section. Since global de

Sitter space has compact spatial Cauchy slices, there exists a unique natural Hilbert space H describing
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any set of free quantum fields propagating within it; this result is expected, but is not known, to extend

to UV-complete interacting theories [29, 30]. Essentially, this is because, on a compact spatial slice,

there are a finite number of long-wavelength modes, which consequently have a unique representation by

the Stone-von Neumann theorem, together with an asymptotically large number of high-energy short-

wavelength modes that have an unambiguous decomposition into positive and negative frequencies

because locally the spacetime looks like Minkowski space. Our goal in this section will be to study this

Hilbert space for the slow rolling inflaton (and other fields) and show that it contains a Type II8 von

Neumann subalgebra describing gauge-invariant observables in any given static patch.

Working with global de Sitter space is again slightly unusual in inflationary cosmology, where

typically only the inflating patch, covered by a flat slicing of de Sitter, is considered. We make this

choice for two reasons. First, at a technical level, quantising an inflaton field in a flat slicing of de Sitter

space leads to a number of mathematical difficulties related to the fact that the inflationary patch does

not contain compact Cauchy slices. In particular, in the flat slicing of de Sitter, there exist, at any

finite time, infinitely many long wavelength modes that have already exited the cosmological horizon.

These contribute divergent fluctuations to the value of the inflaton at sub-horizon scales. Cosmologists

typically get around this issue by treating such modes classically, which works well for predicting

cosmological observables since only a finite number of these IR modes have so far reentered our particle

horizon. However, to describe the mathematical structure of the inflaton algebra of observables, we

find it simplest to avoid IR divergences in the first place by working in global de Sitter space, where

Cauchy slices are compact and hence (angular) momentum is quantised.

A second, somewhat related, point is that the Hartle-Hawking proposal [31–34] for the no-boundary

state in quantum gravity defines a natural choice of wavefunctional at finite G for spatially compact

spacetimes like global de Sitter. An excellent recent review of the Hartle-Hawking state and its (incor-

rect) predictions for inflationary cosmology, was given in [28]. The Hartle-Hawking state will play a

very important role in our story: indeed, the trace that we construct to show that our algebra is Type

II8 is essentially the G Ñ 0 limit of the Hartle-Hawking state. Again, all of this is simplest to describe

when working in global de Sitter space.

2.1 The Bunch-Davies state for a light scalar field

For a massive scalar field theory (and more generally for any gapped QFT) in de Sitter space, there

exists a unique normalisable state in H, called the Bunch-Davies state, that is invariant under the

isometry group SOp4, 1q.

One way to construct the Bunch-Davies state is via a path integral on a Euclidean hemisphere as

shown in Figure 2. The Bunch-Davies wavefunctional ΨpϕpΩ3qq is proportional to the value of the path

integral with boundary conditions ϕpΩ3q.

For free theories, there is a very useful trick where the path integral can be evaluated by considering

8



ϕpΩ3q

Figure 2: The Bunch-Davies wavefunctional ΨBDpϕpΩ3qq is defined by a path integral on a Euclidean
hemisphere with Dirichlet boundary conditions ϕpΩ3q.

the classical action of a single saddle point solution with the correct boundary conditions. Consider

e.g. a single harmonic oscillator, with Euclidean action

S “

ˆ
dt
m0

2
9x2 ´

1

2
m0ω

2x2. (2.4)

The vacuum wavefunction ψpx0q for the harmonic oscillator can be evaluated using a Euclidean path

integral on the half-line it ă 0 with boundary conditions xpit “ ´8q “ 0 and xpit “ 0q “ x.

The classical solution with these boundary conditions is xpitq “ xeωit which leads to a saddle-point

contribution to the partition function of

ψpxq „ exppiSq „ expp´
1

2
m0ωx

2q. (2.5)

Crucially, because the theory is free, this answer is exact. The one-loop determinant depends only on

the second derivatives of the action around the classical saddle, which are constant because the action

is quadratic in x. And, for the same reason, no higher-order corrections to (2.5) exist.

Let us recall how to implement the same procedure for a massive scalar field in the de Sitter space.

Partially for technical simplicity, and partially because it means that our result will be useful later

when we come to consider an inflaton field, we assume that the mass m0 ! ℓdS of the scalar field is

parametrically small and hence can be treated perturbatively. The action for this field is

S “ ´

ˆ
d4x

?
´g

1

2
∇aϕ∇aϕ`

1

2
m0

2ϕ2. (2.6)

In the limit where the mass m0 is small, this leads to a classical equation of motion

1
?

´g
Ba

`?
´ggabBbϕ

˘

“ 0,
?

´g “ cosh3 τ ¨ sin2 χ ¨ sin θ. (2.7)
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With respect to the metric (2.3), this becomes

1

cosh3 τ
Bτ

`

cosh3 τBτϕ
˘

´
∆S3ϕ

cosh2 τ
“ 0, (2.8)

where ∆S3 is the Laplacian for the unit 3´sphere. This can be solved using separation of variables,

ϕpτ,Ω3q “ ApτqBpΩ3q. (2.9)

The solutions for B are the standard spherical harmonics on S3, namely Y kℓmpΩ3q with k ě ℓ ě 0

and ℓ ě m ě ´ℓ; see Appx.C for details. The two independent solutions for A with non-zero angular

momentum, k ‰ 0, are known [28,35]4,

Akpτq “ p´1q
k`1
2

Γpk ` 3qΓpk ` 3
2q

Γp32qΓp2k ` 3q

1
a

2kpk ` 1qpk ` 2q
e3τ p1 ` e2τ qk 2F1

`3

2
` k, 3 ` k, 3 ` 2k; 1 ` e2τ

˘

,

(2.10)

and its complex conjugate

A˚
kpτq “ Akp´τq. (2.11)

Taking a formal limit k Ñ 0, (2.10) and (2.11) become constant, which is one of the two independent

solutions to (2.8) with k “ 0. The other is

A0pτq “
1

2

„

sinh τ

cosh2 τ
` tan´1psinh τq

ȷ

. (2.12)

The most general real solution to (2.8) is therefore

ϕ “ ϕ0
1

?
2π

` π0A0pτq
1

?
2π

`
ÿ

ϕkℓmYkℓm (2.13)

“ ϕ0
1

?
2π

` π0A0pτq
1

?
2π

`
ÿ

„

akℓmAkpτq ` p´1qma˚
kℓ´mA

˚
kpτq

ȷ

Ykℓm (2.14)

“ ϕ0
1

?
2π

` π0A0pτq
1

?
2π

`
ÿ

akℓmAkYkℓm ` a˚
kℓmA

˚
kY

˚
kℓm, (2.15)

for arbitrary real coefficients ϕ0, π0 and complex coefficients akℓm. The conjugate momentum field is

πϕ “ cosh3 τ Bτϕ. (2.16)

4 Compared to [28], we normalize the modes with respect to the Klein-Gordon inner product

cosh3 τp 9AkA
˚
k ´ 9A˚

kAkq
!

“ ´i.

This is not obvious but can checked straightforwardly for (2.10). As usual, the normalization is guaranteed to be a
time-independent constant by the equation of motion
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“ π0
1

?
2π

`
ÿ

kℓm

πkℓmYkℓm; (2.17)

the second line defines the modes for conjugate momentum field. Clearly, π0 is the conjugate momentum

of ϕ0.

To compute the wavefunctional ΨpϕpΩ3qq of the Bunch-Davies state, we need to look for (complex)

solutions to the classical equations of motion with boundary conditions ϕp0,Ω3q “ ϕpΩ3q that are

regular at the Euclidean south pole τ “ iπ{2. It turns out that analytic continuations of the solutions

(2.10) and the constant solution are regular, while (2.11) and (2.12) are not. Since

Akpτ “ 0q “ ´

d

k ` 1

2 k
`

k ` 2
˘ . (2.18)

the regular solution with boundary conditions

ϕp0,Ω3q “ ϕ0
1

?
2π

`
ÿ

ϕkℓmYkℓmpΩ3q (2.19)

is therefore

ϕpτ,Ω3q “ ϕ0
1

?
2π

´
ÿ

d

2 k
`

k ` 2
˘

k ` 1
ϕkℓmAkpτqYkℓmpΩ3q. (2.20)

Plugging (2.20) back into the action (2.6), we have

iS “ i

ˆ
dτ cosh3 τ

#

´
1

2
m2

0 ϕ
2
0 `

kpk ` 2q

k ` 1

„

ÿ

p 9Akq2ϕkℓmϕkℓ´m ´
1

cosh2 τ

ÿ

kpk ` 2qA2
kϕkℓmϕkℓ´m

ȷ

+

(2.21)

“ i
ÿ

ϕkℓ´m

„ˆ
dτ
kpk ` 2q

k ` 1

ˆ

p 9Akq2 cosh3 τ ´ kpk ` 2qA2
k cosh τ

˙ȷ

ϕkℓm ´ i

ˆ
dτ cosh3 τ

1

2
m2

0 ϕ
2
0,

(2.22)

and we are left with the time integral inside the large bracket to evaluate. To find the Bunch-Davies

wavefunctional, we integrate τ along the imaginary axis from iπ2 to 0 to obtain

ΨBDrϕpΩ3qs „ exp

#

´
1

3
m0

2ϕ20 ´
ÿ

k‰0

k
`

k ` 2
˘

2
`

k ` 1q
ϕkℓ´mϕkℓm

+

. (2.23)

2.2 The Bunch-Davies weight for an inflaton field

In the limit m0 Ñ 0, the state (2.23) stops being normalisable and if therefore no longer contained in

the Hilbert space H. However the expectation values of a dense set of observables on the unnormalized
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state (2.23) converge to finite limits as m0 Ñ 0. For example, consider the smeared field operator

ϕf “

ˆ
d4xfpxqϕpxq (2.24)

for some suitable smearing function fpxq. This is a densely defined unbounded self-adjoint operator,

and so we can define the bounded operator F pϕf q for any bounded function F . If F vanishes sufficiently

fast as ϕf Ñ ˘8, e.g.

F pϕf q “ expp´ϕ2f q (2.25)

the expectation value xΨBD|F pϕf q|ΨBDy will remain finite m0 Ñ 0. As a result, the m0 Ñ 0 limit of

(2.23) defines a faithful, normal semifinite weight on H, which we will call the Bunch-Davies weight.

Importantly, since in the argument above ϕf could be localised on an arbitrarily small region of space-

time, the Bunch-Davies weight is semifinite on the von Neumann subalgebra A Ď BpHq associated to

any causal diamond.

Our goal is to construct the analogous Bunch-Davies weight for the inflaton action (2.2). We

do so by an identical procedure to the one above. We first define the unnormalizable Bunch-Davies

wavefunctional by a path integral over the Euclidean hemisphere with appropriate boundary conditions

and then use the fact that the action (2.2) is free to evaluate this path integral by evaluating the action of

the regular Euclidean solution to the classical equation of motion with appropriate boundary conditions.

In this case, the classical equations of motion are

1

cosh3 τ
Bτ

`

cosh3 τBτϕ
˘

´
∆S3ϕ

cosh2 τ
“ V 1, (2.26)

which is a linear inhomogeneous equation with homogeneous part equal to (2.8). A solution to (2.26)

is

ϕpτ,Ω3q “ C0pτq “
V 1

3

ˆ

1

cosh2 τ
´ log r2 cosh τ s

˙

. (2.27)

In the limit τ Ñ ˘8, this becomes the standard solution C0pτq “ ´V 1|τ |{3 for a slow-rolling inflaton

field in a flat slicing with Hubble constant H “ sgnpτq. The inflaton field naturally rolls towards lower

value of the potential, at a terminal velocity determined by “friction” from the expansion of space in

the asymptotic past and future.

The most general real solution to (2.8) is a sum of (2.27) and the general solution (2.15) to the

homogeneous equation (2.8). Note that there is no freedom in rescale the solution (2.27); its coefficient

is fixed by the slope of the linear potential.

As in Section 2.1, to solve for the Bunch-Davies wavefunctional we need to look for solutions with

given boundary conditions at τ “ 0 that are regular at the Euclidean south pole τ “ iπ{2. The regular
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solution with boundary conditions ϕp0,Ω3q “ 0 is

ϕpτ,Ω3q “ C0pτq `
V 1

3
r2iA0pτq ` plog 2 ´ 1qs “

V 1

3

˜

1 ` i sinh τ

cosh2 τ
´ logr1 ´ i sinh τ s ´ 1

¸

. (2.28)

The regular solution with general boundary conditions is given by a linear combination of (2.28) and

the solution (2.20) to the homogeneous equation (2.8) with those boundary conditions.

Plugging this solution into the action (2.2), we obtain

iS “ i

ˆ
dτ cosh3 τ

#

kpk ` 2q

k ` 1

„

ÿ

p 9Akq2ϕkℓmϕkℓ´m ´
1

cosh2 τ

ÿ

kpk ` 2qA2
kϕkℓmϕkℓ´m

ȷ

` 2π2
1

?
2π
V 1ϕ0

+

.

(2.29)

The Bunch-Davies weight is therefore

ΨBDrϕpΩ3qs „ exp

#

´
4π

3
?
2
V 1ϕ0 ´

ÿ

k‰0

k
`

k ` 2
˘

2
`

k ` 1q
ϕkℓ´mϕkℓm

+

. (2.30)

So far, we have considered only the inflaton field and not any other fields, including e.g. graviton

excitations that may be present in the spacetime. However this is easy to rectify. Because the different

fields do not interact, the full Bunch-Davies weight for a theory containing an inflaton and additional

quantum fields is simply a tensor product of the Bunch-Davies weights for the individual decoupled

sectors. For example, in the presence of additional light scalar field the Bunch-Davies weight will be a

tensor product of (2.30) with (2.23).

The formula (2.30) was derived purely using quantum field theory. However, because gravitational

effects decouple in the limit we have taken, one obtains the same result by taking the G Ñ 0 limit of

the no-boundary Hartle-Hawking state in quantum gravity. More precisely, given an observable that

e.g. projects onto an Op1q range of inflaton values with potential V “ Λ{8πG, the G Ñ 0 limit of

the expectation value of that observable for the Hartle-Hawking state agrees with the corresponding

expectation value for the Bunch-Davies weight, up to an overall divergent factor. In particular, the

exponential factor proportional to V 1 in (2.30) means that the weight is dominated by field values with

a small inflaton potential. This is the same phenomenon reviewed for the Hartle-Hawking state in [28]:

the inflaton wants to already start in equilibrium at the bottom of the potential rather than rolling

down for a long time.

An important check of our results is that the Bunch-Davies weight is invariant under the SOp4, 1q

isometry group of de Sitter space. Rotation invariance is easy to check, and follows from the fact that

(2.30) only depends explicitly on k and not on ℓ or m. To demonstrate full de Sitter invariance it

therefore suffices to check invariance under a single boost generator, which for simplicity we take to be

the generator that preserves the quantum numbers ℓ and m.

13



To find the boost generator, it is easiest to use the embedding coordinate tX0, X1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , X4u, in

which the de Sitter space is a hyperboloid that satisfies ´X2
0 `

ř4
i“1X

2
i “ 1. The boost generator in

embedding coordinate in the i-th direction is

Ki “ Xi
B

BX0
`X0

B

BXi
. (2.31)

The global slicing is given by

X0 “ sinh τ, (2.32)

Xi “ cosh τzi, (2.33)

where
ř4

i“1 zi “ 1, parametrizing the three-sphere. With this parametrization, the boost generator

becomes

Ki “ zi Bτ `

4
ÿ

j“1

tanh τ
´

δij ´ zizj

¯

Bj . (2.34)

In quantum theory, the boost Hamiltonian can be obtained from the boost generator by substituting

in the stress energy tensor and integrating over a Cauchy slice so that

Hi “

ˆ
d3x

?
´hzi T

0
0 `

4
ÿ

j“1

tanh τ
´

δij ´ zizj

¯

T 0
j . (2.35)

with d3x
?

´h the volume form on the Cauchy slice.

Without loss of generality, we can set z1 “ cosχ and choose to focus on the static patch centered

at χ “ 0. Plugging in the expression for the energy density T 0
0 and evaluating H on the τ “ 0 slice,

the corresponding boost Hamiltonian 5 is

H “

ˆ
1

2
cosχ

ˆ

pBτϕq2 ` p∇S3ϕq2 ` V 1ϕ

˙

(2.36)

“

ˆ
1

2
cosχ

ˆ

π2ϕ ` p∇S3ϕq2 ` V 1ϕ

˙

. (2.37)

In the second line we replaced Bτϕ by the conjugate momentum πϕ. Expanding the boost Hamiltonian

in terms of angular momentum modes for the field ϕ as in (2.13) and the conjugate momentum field π

5 The boost Hamiltonian H should not be confused with the global Hamiltonian Hglpτq, which generates translations in
τ . The latter is explicitly time dependent since global time translations are not a symmetry of de Sitter space.
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as in (2.17), this becomes

H “ ´
1

2

«

π0π100 `
ÿ

ką0

d

pk ` ℓ` 2qpk ´ ℓ` 1q

pk ` 1qpk ` 2q

ˆ

πkℓmπk`1ℓ´m ` kpk ` 3qϕkℓmϕk`1ℓ´m

˙

ff

´
π

?
2
V 1

˚ϕ100,

(2.38)

where we have used the orthogonality relations of the spherical harmonics (C.7).

In canonical quantization, the conjugate momenta get promoted to the functional derivative of

fields,

πkℓm Ñ ´i
δ

δϕkℓm
. (2.39)

The boost Hamiltonian then becomes

H “
1

2

«

δ2

δϕ0δϕ100
`

ÿ

ką0

d

pk ` ℓ` 2qpk ´ ℓ` 1q

pk ` 1qpk ` 2q

ˆ

δ2

δϕkℓmδϕk`1ℓ´m
´ kpk ` 3qϕkℓmϕk`1ℓ´m

˙

ff

´
π

?
2
V 1

˚ϕ100.

(2.40)

Applying (2.40) to (2.30), we find that

HΨBD “

˜

„

1

2

ˆ

´
4πV 1

?
2 3

˙ ˆ

´
1p1 ` 2q

1 ` 1

˙

´
π

?
2
V 1

ȷ

ϕ100

`
ÿ

ką0

„

k
`

k ` 2
˘

k ` 1

`

k ` 1
˘`

k ` 3
˘

k ` 2
´ kpk ` 3q

ȷ

ϕkℓmϕk`1ℓ´m

¸

ΨBD “ 0, (2.41)

so the Bunch-Davies weight is indeed boost invariant.

2.3 The algebra of observables

So far all of our discussion has not really been about quantum gravity at all, but about quantum field

theory in de Sitter space. However, despite the fact that we took a strict G Ñ 0 limit, there continue

to exist residual effects of quantum gravity that go beyond the existence of a free massless spin-2 field.

Specifically, the isometry group of the background de Sitter space acts not as the physical symmetries

of a quantum field theory but as quantum gravity gauge constraints.

Our goal in this section is to explain how those constraints impact the physical algebra of observables

rA associated to a single static patch P . In pure de Sitter space, there is no gauge-invariant way to pick

out a particular static patch P . Instead, we will assume that P is defined in a gauge-invariant way

relative to the location of the observer. This observer could either be present during inflationary era

or, perhaps more physically given the role inflation seems to have played in our universe, they could

exist only at some asymptotically late time. Regardless, the location and velocity of the observer can
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then be used to define the patch P . Crucially, unlike in [5] we will only make use of the observer’s

(classical) location to define P and will not additionally equip them with any quantum Hilbert space

to act as their clock.

The choice of P breaks the isometric group of de Sitter space down to the group R ˆ SOp3q of the

boost- and rotation-isometries of the patch P . The algebra rA is then the boost- and rotation-invariant

subalgebra of the QFT static patch algebra A.

While there exist many rotation-invariant observables in the algebra A, an important part of the

story of [5] is that for quantum fields in de Sitter space with a potential bounded from below the only

boost-invariant operators in the algebra A are c-numbers. This led to the need to include an explicit

model of a clock in order to obtain a nontrivial algebra rA.

This is not true, however, in the presence of an inflaton field. As we saw in Section 2.2, a classical

solution to the inflaton equations of motion will tend to roll linearly down the potential gradient at

early and late times as described by (2.27). Perturbations to this solution are described by (2.15) and

have finite limits as τ Ñ ˘8. So this behaviour is universal.

The late- and early-time behaviour of the quantum theory is related but slightly more complicated.

At arbitrarily late times short wavelength modes with nonzero vacuum fluctuations continue to exit

the horizon and contribute to the effective classical background ϕcl – the sum over all modes that

have exited the horizon – within the static patch. As a result, the evolution of ϕcl at long times

becomes a Wiener process, with a drift proportional to V 1 and stochastic noise from modes exiting the

horizon. The probability distribution ppϕcl, tq as a function of the time t is therefore described by the

Fokker-Planck equation [36–38]

B

Bt
ppϕclq “

V 1

3

B

Bϕ
ppϕcl, τq `

1

8π2
B2

Bϕ2
ppϕcl, τq. (2.42)

It follows from (2.42) by integrating by parts that the expectation value xϕcly satisfies

B

Bt
xϕcly “ ´

V 1

3
(2.43)

while the variance δϕ2cl satisfies

B

Bt
δϕ2cl “

B

Bt

`

xϕ2cly ´ xϕcly
2
˘

“
1

4π2
. (2.44)

Since the late-time probability distribution is Gaussian by the central limit theorem, this means that

the probability ppϕcl ą ϕ0q that the contribution to the inflaton field from modes that have exited

the horizon remains above fixed finite value ϕ0 decays exponentially at late times. By a time-reversed

version of the same argument, this is also true at early times. In particular, this means that our

argument in the introduction that the operator (1.2) did not exist is no longer valid in the presence of

an inflaton. In the inflaton quantum field theory, the static patch never equilibrates and so there is no
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reason that the integral over time in (1.2) needs to diverge when acting on a normalisable state.

Naively, the evolution of ϕcl seems in tension with the boost-invariance of the Bunch-Davies weight.

However, the above argument applies only to normalisable probability distributions ppϕclq where we

can integrate by parts without running into boundary terms. In contrast, under the field redefinition

ϕ Ñ ϕ` κ for some constant κ (or equivalently under ϕ0 Ñ ϕ0 `
?
2πκ), we see from (2.30) that

|ΨBDy Ñ exp

ˆ

´
4π2

3
κ

˙

|ΨBDy . (2.45)

It follows that the Bunch-Davies weight must have

ppϕclq „ expp´
8π2V 1

3
ϕclq, (2.46)

which is of course unnormalisable. It is easy to check that (2.46) is in fact preserved by the Fokker-

Planck equation (2.42), consistent with the boost invariance of |ΨBDy.

Suppose we consider a QFT operator a P A that decays to zero faster than exponentially as ϕcl Ñ

´8 (assuming modes with subhorizon wavelength are in the Bunch-Davies state). For example, a

might be the operator expp´ϕ2f q defined in (2.25). Let aptq “ eiHtae´iHt be the same operator but

boosted by time t. Then for any fixed state |Φy P H, we have ∥aptq |Φy∥ Ñ 0 exponentially fast as

|t| Ñ 8. This means that the operator

ra “

ˆ
dt aptq (2.47)

is densely defined, boost invariant and has nontrivial action on the Hilbert space H. It will also have

finite expectation value xΨBD|a|ΨBDy in the Bunch-Davies weight. Since operators that behave like

a are dense in A with respect to the strong operator topology, this leads to a large algebra rA Ď A of

boost- (and rotation-) invariant operators.

We will now argue that the Bunch-Davies weight can be used to construct a normal semifinite

trace for the algebra rA. Suppose we tried to construct a formal density matrix for the Bunch-Davies

weight on A. To do so, we would take the Bunch-Davies wavefunctional and partial trace over fields

at χ ą π{2. This leads to the path integral shown in Figure 3, which can be reinterpreted as the path

integral for a boost of the static patch by Euclidean time 2π. In other words we have

ρ „ expp´2πh ` constq (2.48)

where

H “ h ´ h1 (2.49)

is a formal splitting of the boost Hamiltonian H into singular Hamiltonians h and h1 on the static
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e´εh

χ “ 0χ “ π{2χ “ π

Figure 3: The formal density matrix of the Bunch-Davies weight on the algebra A is computed by a
Euclidean path integral over the full sphere, with fixed boundary conditions on either side of a cut at the
static patch centered on χ “ 0. This can be reinterpreted as a sequence of operators expp´εhq generating
Euclidean rotations (i.e. the analytic continuation of Lorentzian boosts). The full density matrix describes
(up to normalisation) a Euclidean rotation by 2π.

patch and its commutant respectively. A constant, that turns out to be divergent, has been included

because the density matrix needs to be normalised to have trace one.

The splitting (2.49) certainly exists with h and h1 defined as integrals over the stress-energy tensor.

We can therefore also define h and h1 as sesquilinear forms mapping dense subsets of bras and kets

to their correspoding matrix elements. However h and h1 do not exist as densely defined operators

on H because h |Φy is not normalisable for a dense set of states |Φy P H.6 To indicate this, we write

them in bold font. As a result, it does not make sense, except at a very formal level, to talk about

nonlinear functions of h. However, one can consider the effect of the action generated by the full boost

Hamiltonian H on the algebra A. It turns out that H generates an (outer) automorphism of A, which

is another sense in which H morally splits as (2.49), without literally doing so.

In a similar manner to (2.48), the density matrix ρ1 on the commutant static patch can be written

as

ρ1 „ expp´2πh1 ` constq. (2.50)

By symmetry, we expect the divergent constants in (2.48) and (2.50) should be the same. While

the density matrices ρ and ρ1 do not actually exist as we explained above, the formal combination

6 If a sesquilinear form h is not actually an operator, it might be unclear what it means to say that it is localised in the
static patch P . What we mean by this is that h is invariant under conjugation by any unitary Uℓ P Aℓ. Equivalently, h
defines a linear functional on a dense set of states on Ar. (Recall that states on A are really themselves linear functionals
on the algebra A. So h is a linear functional on the space of linear functionals.
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∆Ψ “ ρ b ρ1´1 describes a densely defined operator called the modular operator for the semifinite

weight |ΨBDy. This operator can be rigorously defined using Tomita-Takesaki theory, briefly reviewed

in Appendix B. By the formal manipulations above, we have

∆Ψ “ expp´2πHq. (2.51)

More rigorously, one can prove (2.51) using KMS condition. Given a, b P A, the KMS condition says

that

xΨBD|aptqb|ΨBDy “ xΨBD|b apt` 2πiq|ΨBDy , (2.52)

where the right-hand side is defined by analytic continuation. (2.52) follows immediately from the

definition of |ΨBDy via a Euclidean path integral because the left- and right-hand sides of (2.52) are

defined by the same path integral. Consider a path integral on the Euclidean sphere with operators b

and a inserted separated by a Euclidean angle 0 ą it ą ´2π. By analytic continuation, this correlation

function can be extended to the strip 0 ą Im ptq ą ´2π. In the limits Im ptq Ñ 0 and Im ptq Ñ ´2π, the

difference in Euclidean time between the two insertions goes to zero. But, as Im ptq Ñ 0, the operator

b is inserted slightly before a in Euclidean time and the correlation function limits to the left-hand side

of (2.52). On the other hand, as Im ptq Ñ ´2π the operator a is inserted slightly prior to b and the

correlation function limits to the right-hand side of (2.52). But, by Theorem 16 in [39], (2.51) follows

from the four conditions that a) |ΨBDy is cyclic-separating on A, b) H |ΨBDy “ 0, c) H generates an

automorphism of A and d) (2.52).

Modulo a minor subtlety about normalisation, the Bunch-Davies weight will act as a trace on the

boost-invariant algebra rA because, for boost-invariant states, the KMS condition (2.52) is identical to

the tracial condition

Trrrarbs “ Trrrbras. (2.53)

More precisely, suppose we have an operator ra P rA that can be written as (2.47). We define the

trace

Trpraq “ xΨBD|aptq|ΨBDy (2.54)

Since the Bunch-Davies weight is boost invariant, this is independent of the time t that we pick.

Furthermore, suppose we have the operator equality

ra “

ˆ
dt a0ptq “

ˆ
dt a1ptq. (2.55)

19



If

0 “

ˆ
dt xΨBD|pa0ptq ´ a1ptqq|ΨBDy , (2.56)

then the integrand must itself vanish because the Bunch-Davies weight is boost invariant. Therefore

(2.54) is not only independent of t but also of the choice of expansion (2.47).

We can write the product of two operators ra and rb as

rarb “

ˆ
dt1dt2 apt1qbpt2q “

ˆ
dt

ˆ
dt1 aptqbpt` t1q. (2.57)

But then

Trprarbq “

ˆ
dt1 xΨBD|aptqbpt` t1q|ΨBDy (2.58)

“

ˆ
dt1 xΨBD|bpt` t1 ´ 2πiqaptq|ΨBDy (2.59)

“

ˆ
dt1 xΨBD|bpt´ t2qaptq|ΨBDy (2.60)

“

ˆ
dt2 xΨBD|bptqapt` t2q|ΨBDy (2.61)

“ Trprbraq. (2.62)

In the second equality we used the KMS condition, while in the third equality we substituted t2 “ 2πi´t1

and then shifted the contour of integration to real t2. An interesting feature of this proof is that we never

needed to assume rotation invariance of ra or aptq. It is only the boost symmetry, i.e. the noncompact

part of the gauge group, that plays a nontrivial role.

It would be nice to express Trpraq directly as a linear functional of the operator ra rather than

indirectly via aptq. The problem is that the boost invariance of |ΨBDy means that the integral over t in

xΨBD|ra|ΨBDy “

ˆ
dt xΨBD|aptq|ΨBDy (2.63)

will always diverge. Since this divergent factor is independent of the operator ra, we could hope remove

it by a formal infinite rescaling of |ΨBDy. Indeed, this is exactly what the definition (2.54) achieves.

However, we can also achieve the same result by regulating |ΨBDy to produce a normalisable state

and then dividing through by a regulator-dependent factor that goes to infinity as the regulator is

removed. Explicitly let Pϕ0ąϕmin
be the projector onto the spatial zero mode ϕ0 ą ϕmin for some

constant ϕmin. Pϕ0ąϕmin
|ΨBDy is then a normalisable state. We obviously have

lim
ϕminÑ´8

xΨBD|Pϕ0ąϕmin
aptqPϕ0ąϕmin

|ΨBDy “ xΨBD|aptq|ΨBDy (2.64)

for any a P A. However, for any finite ϕmin, the expectation values xΨBD|Pϕ0ąϕmin
aptqPϕ0ąϕmin

|ΨBDy
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and xΨBD|aptq|ΨBDy will be very different whenever |t| is sufficiently large. Since we are only interested

in the behaviour of the inflaton field at very late times, the relevant physics is captured by the Fokker-

Planck equation (2.42). A standard property of Wiener processes, which can be obtained by solving

the Fokker-Planck equation with a delta-function initial condition, says that the conditional probability

distribution

ppϕcl, t|ϕcl,0q “
p2πq1{2

t
expp´

2π2pϕcl ´ ϕcl,0 ` V 1t{3q2

t
q, (2.65)

where the initial probability distribution is ppϕcl,0q. For the state Pϕ0ąϕmin
|ΨBDy we have

ppϕcl,0q “ expp´
8π2V 1

3
ϕcl,0qθpϕcl,0 ´ ϕminq. (2.66)

We therefore obtain

ppϕcl, tq “

ˆ
dϕcl,0 ppϕcl, t|ϕcl,0qppϕcl,0q

“ expp´
8π2V 1

3
ϕclq

ˆ
dϕcl,0

p2πq1{2

t
expp´

2π2pϕcl ´ ϕcl,0 ´ V 1t{3q2

t
qθpϕcl,0 ´ ϕminq

“ expp´
8π2V 1

3
ϕclqΦp

2πpϕcl ´ V 1t{3 ´ ϕminq
?
t

q (2.67)

where Φpzq “
´ z

´8
dt expp´t2{2q{

?
2π is the cumulative probability distribution for the standard Gaus-

sian. In other words, we see that for any fixed ϕcl and large negative ϕmin, the probability distribution

ppϕcl, tq looks like (2.46) for t À 3|ϕmin|{V 1 and then quickly goes to zero over a comparatively short

time ∆t „ t1{2. By symmetry, the same behaviour also occurs at very early times. We therefore have

Trpraq “ lim
ϕminÑ´8

V 1

6 |ϕmin|
xΨBD|Pϕ0ąϕmin

raPϕ0ąϕmin
|ΨBDy , (2.68)

which gives our desired definition of Trpraq as an explicit linear functional of ra. Note that (2.68) only

defines a semifinite normal weight on rA; unlike the Bunch-Davies weight |ΨBDy it does not form a

semifinite, normal weight on A.

On general grounds, we expect that the algebra rA does not contain any nontrivial centre and so is

a von Neumann factor. Since it has a trace, it cannot be Type III. Since the trace of the identity is

infinite (as can be easily verified from (2.68)), rA is not finite-dimensional or Type II1. The remaining

possibilities are Type I8 or Type II8. Finally, we observe that the boost Hamiltonian H is invariant

under the field transformation ϕ Ñ ϕ`κ for constant κ. So ϕ Ñ ϕ`κ generates an automorphism of the

algebra rA. As we already saw, that automorphism rescales the trace Tr by a factor of expp´8π2V 1κ{3q,

which is inconsistent with the existence of a minimal trace for projectors and hence with a Type I8

factor. We conclude that rA is Type II8.

We have so far not talked about imposing the gauge constraints on the commutant algebra A1.
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However it is obvious by symmetry that this works in exactly the same way. The gauge-invariant

algebras rA Ď A and rA1 Ď A1 commute because they are contained in commuting algebras. However, as

algebras acting on the Hilbert space H, they are not commutants, because e.g. gauge transformations

are nontrivial operators on H that commute with both.

The example of gauge transformations makes it clear that the reason (or at least one reason) rA

and rA1 are not commutants is that we have imposed the gauge constraints on the algebras but not

on the Hilbert space H. Because the gauge group is not compact, the constraints on H need to be

imposed using the method of coinvariants; see e.g. Appendix B of [5] for a review. This leads to a

gauge-invariant Hilbert space rH with natural actions of rA and rA1.7 It is easy to check that these actions

still commute. We would like to conjecture that in fact rA and rA1 are commutants when acting on rH.

We certainly don’t know of any operators that commute with both. But it is not true in general that if

two algebras A and A1 are commutants on a Hilbert space H and we gauge an automorphism group of

those algebras that the invariant subalgebras rA Ď A and rA1 Ď A1 act as commutants on the coinvariant

Hilbert space rH. A counterexample is given by stable quantum fields in de Sitter space, where rA and

rA1 are trivial but the coinvariant Hilbert space rH and hence the algebra of operators Bp rHq are not.

2.4 Density matrices and entropies

In previous work, the trace of gravitational Type II von Neumann algebras behaves as if there is a

(divergent) density of states proportional to exppAhor{4Gq with Ahor the area of the black hole or

cosmological horizon. We find the same result for the algebra rA.

We have already seen that shifting ϕ Ñ ϕ ` κ rescales Tr by expp´8π2V 1κ{3q. Changes in the de

Sitter horizon area Ahor are related to the changes in the cosmological constant Λ “ 3{ℓ2dS by

δAhor “ 8πδℓdS “ ´
4π

3
δΛ “ ´

32π2

3
GδV. (2.69)

To absorb the constant shift in the QFT Lagrangian into the Einstein-Hilbert action, and leave the

total action invariant under the field redefinition, we need to shift the cosmological constant Λ by

δΛ “ 8πGδV “ 8πGV 1κ. (2.70)

So the trace will be rescaled by

expp´8π2V 1κ{3q “ expp´δAhor{4Gq, (2.71)

consistent with our claim above.

7 We again assume that only the symmetries of the static patch P need to be imposed as constraints, because the
remaining symmetries of de Sitter space are broken by the presence of an observer.
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Furthermore, as we explained in Section 2.2, the Bunch-Davies weight can be thought of as a G Ñ 0

limit of the no boundary Hartle-Hawking state (up to an overall normalisation factor). Our results are

therefore consistent with the proposal of [20] that, beyond the strict G Ñ 0 limit, the no-boundary

Hartle-Hawking state acts as a trace on the gauge-invariant algebra associated to an observer.

To obtain a more precise relationship between the Type II algebra rA and the generalised entropy

of its static patch, we need to find the density matrix ρΦ associated with some state |Φy for the gauge-

invariant algebra rA.

We assume for simplicity that the state |Φy is already rotation-invariant. If not, then one can

produce a rotation invariant state with the same expectation values for all operators in rA by simply

integrating the state (i.e. the positive linear functional) on A defined by |Φy over the rotation group and

dividing by its volume, which is finite because the rotation group is compact. This defines a normalised

rotation-invariant positive linear functional on A which can then always be purified (for a Type III1

algebra) to a rotation-invariant pure state on H.

By definition, ρΦ is the unique operator affiliated to the algebra rA such that

xΦ| ra |Φy “ TrpρΦ raq, @ ra P rA. (2.72)

We claim that

ρΦ “

ˆ
dt epπ´itqH ∆Φ|Ψ e

pπ`itqH “

ˆ
dt ∆

´ 1
2

´i t
2π

Ψ ∆Φ|Ψ∆
´ 1

2
`i t

2π
Ψ , (2.73)

where ∆Φ|Ψ is the relative modular operator of |Φy relative to |ΨBDy on the algebra A. See Appendix

B for a brief review. Given an operator a1 in the commutant algebra A1, we have

rlog∆Φ|Ψ, a
1s “ rlog∆Ψ, a

1s “ ´2πrH, a1s (2.74)

It follows immediately that rρΦ, a
1s “ 0 and hence ρΦ affiliated to A. Since

rH, ρΦs “ i

ˆ
dt

B

Bt

”

epπ´itqH ∆Φ|Ψ e
pπ`itqH

ı

“ 0, (2.75)

ρΦ is also affiliated to the boost-invariant algebra rA. Finally, we have

TrpρΦaq “ xΨBD|eπH∆Φ|Ψe
πHa|ΨBDy (2.76)

“ xΨBD|∆Φ|Ψa|ΨBDy (2.77)

“ xΦ|a|Φy . (2.78)

In the second equality we used rH, as “ 0 and H |ΨBDy “ 0, and in the last step we used (B.7).

In Appendix B, we review proofs of two other standard properties of the relative modular operator
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that we will need: a) given a reference system HR and a state |Φy “ |Φ0y |0y ` |Φ1y |1y P H b HR, the

relative modular operator ∆Φ|Ψ “ ∆Φ0|Ψ ` ∆Φ1|Ψ and b) if we define the state |Φpsqy “ ∆´is
Ψ |Φy, then

∆Φpsq|Ψ “ ∆´is
Ψ ∆Φ|Ψ∆

is
Ψ. (2.79)

We therefore have

ρΦ “

ˆ
dteπH∆Φptq|Ψe

πH “ eπH∆
rΦ|Ψ

eπH , (2.80)

where |Φptqy “ e´itH |Φy and the weight |rΦy is defined such that

xrΦ|a|rΦy “

ˆ
dt xΦptq|a|Φptqy

ˆ
dt xΦ|aptq|Φy , (2.81)

The functional (2.81) is finite whenever a defines a boost-invariant operator a by (2.47). We already

argued that this was true for a dense set of operators a, which means the weight |rΦy is semifinite.

Since the expectation value (2.81) is boost invariant, we have r∆
rΦ|Ψ

, Hs “ 0. We therefore have

log ρΦ “ log∆
rΦ|Ψ

´ log∆Ψ “ log∆
rΦ

´ log∆
Ψ|rΦ

, (2.82)

where the second equality is a standard identity that follows from taking a derivative of Connes’ cocycle

flow. The entropy of the state |Φy on the algebra rA is therefore

SpΦq “ ´ xΦ| log ρΦ|Φy “ xΦ| log∆
Ψ|rΦ

|Φy , (2.83)

where the expectation of the first term from (2.82) vanishes because log∆
rΦ
is boost invariant and

xrΦ| log∆
rΦ

|rΦy vanishes by definition.

Since log∆
Ψ|rΦ

is boost invariant, the formula (2.83) can be formally interpreted as the relative

entropy of |rΦy with respect to |ΨBDy, divided by a divergent factor equal to the squared norm of

|rΦy. There is a general relationship between relative entropy and generalised entropy that was first

developed by Casini [40] and then later Wall [41]. We can formally write

log∆
Ψ|rΦ

“ logρΨ ´ logρ
rΦ

“ 2πh ´ logρ1
rΦ

` const, (2.84)

where ρΨ and ρ1
rΦ
after formal density matrices for |ΨBDy and |rΦy on A and A1 respectively and the

constant is again divergent. It follows that

xΦ| log∆
Ψ|rΦ

|Φy “ 2π xΦ|h|Φy ´ xΦ| logρ1
rΦ

|Φy ` const, (2.85)

Up to a divergent additive constant, the second term in (2.85) is the entropy of |rΦy divided by its

divergent normalisation. Meanwhile, comparing the surface integral and volume formulas for the Komar
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mass of the static patch, we have

Âhor ´ 4π “ 8πGh. (2.86)

The first term in (2.85) is therefore equal to xΦ|Âhor{4G|Φy minus another divergent additive constant.

We conclude that the Type II8 entropy SpΦq is equal to the generalised entropy for the boost-invariant

weight |rΦy up to the divergent constant needed to render Type II entropies finite.

3 Black holes

3.1 Black holes in asymptotically flat spacetimes

We now turn from slow-rolling inflaton to our second example of a cosmological clock – an evaporating

black hole. As a warm up, we first consider black holes in asymptotically flat spacetimes. Our discussion

will closely follow [4, 6], although some details are new. Our construction can be applied to any

stationary two-sided black hole solution including black holes that break spherical symmetry (i.e. Kerr

or Kerr-Newman metrics), which were first studied in this context in [7].

As in Section 2, we take a strict G Ñ 0 limit where fluctuations of free quantum fields, including

fluctuations in the semiclassical gravitational field hµν “
?
Ggµν are described in the G Ñ 0 limit by

local quantum field theory on a fixed black hole background.

Unlike in Section 2, we are now working with quantum field theory in a curved spacetime with

noncompact Cauchy slices. As a result, we have to be somewhat more careful when defining our

Hilbert space. Because the spacetime is asymptotically flat, there exists a particularly natural choice of

Hilbert space that we will call HQFT. Heuristically, this Hilbert space consists of states that look like

the Minkowski vacuum both close to the black hole bifurcation surface and near to spatial infinity. Like

the Hilbert space for an inflaton in Section 2, the Hilbert space HQFT does not contain any normalisable

preferred states that are invariant under the black hole isometry group. The Hartle-Hawking state, for

example, satisfies the first requirement but not the second, because it looks like a thermal state far

from the black hole. The Boulwaré vacuum on the other hand satisfies the second requirement but not

the first. Instead all states in HQFT will look like an evaporating black hole at sufficiently late times.

At sufficiently early times, meanwhile, they look like a white hole that is steadily absorbing thermal

radiation and thereby growing in size. Since this is the time reverse of an evaporating black hole, we

will call it an evaporating white hole; it is evaporating in the direction of the thermodynamic arrow of

time (i.e. towards the past).

A somewhat more careful definition of the Hilbert space HQFT, using the constructions of [29, 30],

is as follows. We pick a Cauchy slice Σ of the asymptotically flat black hole and deform the spacetime

outside of a small neighbourhood of Σ so that it is given by a time-independent metric g` sufficiently

far in the future and by a potentially different metric g´ sufficiently far in the past. See Figure 4.
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g`

g´

(b)

Figure 4: The metric near a Cauchy slice Σ (the dark-blue region) of a Schwarzschild (or other asymptot-
ically flat) black hole (left) can be smoothly connected to time-independent metrics on an asymptotically
flat space (the light-blue region on the right). This allows us to construct an unambiguous Hilbert space
HQFT for the black hole.

Specifically, we choose the metrics g´ and g` to agree with the time-independent metrics of the left

and right black hole outside of some finite radius, while connecting those regions by some smooth

geometry so that there exists a globally timelike Killing vector.

Since the metrics g´ and g` are time independent, we can separate solutions to the equations of

motion in those regions into positive and negative frequencies. This allows us to define Hilbert spaces

Hg´
and Hg`

as Fock spaces. Moreover, the transition amplitudes Hg´
Ñ Hg`

are well defined and

unitary. This is because the full deformed spacetime is smooth and time independent outside of a finite

region. The former property ensures that the transition amplitude is not UV divergent from particle

production at asymptotically high energies, while the latter means that there are no IR issues from

particle production at asymptotic infinity. As a result, one obtains the same Hilbert space HQFT in a

neighbourhood of Σ by either evolving states forwards from Hg´
or backwards from Hg`

. Since g` and

g´ can be independently varied, it follows that the Hilbert space constructed in this way is independent

of the choice of g˘.

To be clear, the Hilbert space constructed in this way is not the only Hilbert space that one

might reasonably consider. For Schwarzschild black holes, another obvious choice is to construct a

GNS Hilbert space using the Hartle-Hawking state. This does not contain states that look like the

Minkowski vacuum far from the black hole. Instead all states will asymptote to a thermal state at the

Hawking temperature, purified by thermal modes in the other asymptotic region. In other words, far

from the black hole the Hartle-Hawking GNS Hilbert space becomes the thermofield double Hilbert

space described in Section 3 of [30]. In quantum gravity, thermal states with infinite extent cannot

exist in an asymptotically flat spacetime at finite G because of backreaction issues: if the radius rmax

26



of the thermal bath becomes sufficiently large, the system will collapse to form a larger black hole. To

construct a semiclassical limit of quantum gravity that reproduces the Hartle-Hawking GNS Hilbert

space, one would therefore need to take a double scaling limit where at finite G states only look like

the Hartle-Hawking state at radii rBH ! r ! rmax. After first taking G Ñ 0 one could then safely take

rmax Ñ 8.

A related issue is that even after taking G Ñ 0, both the expectation value and fluctuations of

the ADM mass of a spacetime with quantum fields in the Hartle-Hawking state receive divergent

contributions from thermal modes far from the black hole. To obtain a Type II von Neumann algebra,

we need the fluctuations in the ADM mass to be finite. But, if the quantum fields are in the Hartle-

Hawking state, this can only happen if the divergent fluctuations in the energy of thermal modes far

from the black hole are cancelled by divergent fluctuations in the quasilocal mass of the black hole at

finite distances from the horizon. This is not only somewhat physically unnatural condition but also

means that means that the ADM mass cannot be measured (even approximately) by an observer at

finite radius.

For Kerr black holes, the analogue of the Hartle-Hawking state, sometimes called the Frolov-Thorne

state, cannot exist at all as a normalisable state. This is because the near-horizon boost symmetry

generator becomes spacelike sufficiently far from the black hole. On the other hand, the Unruh state,

where ingoing modes from infinity are in the Boulwarè vacuum while outgoing near horizon modes

are in the Hartle-Hawking state, does exist and one can construct a GNS Hilbert space from it. This

Hilbert space was used in [7] to construct gravitational algebras for Kerr black holes.

Unlike perturbations of the Hartle-Hawking state, perturbations of the Unruh state do not run into

gravitational backreaction issues at large radius, because only a small number of low angular momentum

Hawking modes escape the near-horizon region and radiate to infinity. However, the Unruh state still

has the divergent contributions to the ADM mass from modes asymptotically far from the black hole.

Additionally, the Unruh state, and perturbations thereof, are singular at the white hole horizon. As a

result, the Unruh state is only expected to describe a late-time approximation to equilibrating states

such as black holes formed from collapse; the global Unruh state is not expected to exist as a well defined

state in nonperturbative quantum gravity. To obtain the Hilbert space described in [7] in a G Ñ 0

limit of quantum gravity, one would need to e.g. a) fix a semclassical method of forming a black hole

from collapse, b) take the coupling G Ñ 0, and then c) take the time at which the collapse occurred

to the infinite past. This can certainly be done: indeed a similar limit was described explicitly in

Section 4 of [6] in the context of asymptotically-AdS black holes. However, it is a somewhat convoluted

procedure.

In contrast to the issues above, we expect that any semiclassical state |Φy in HQFT should exist in

nonperturbative quantum gravity at any sufficiently small but finite G. By this, we mean that there

should exist a state |rΦy in the nonperturbative quantum gravity Hilbert space that is defined uniquely

up to perturbatively small corrections and that has the same expectation values |Φy for all semiclassical
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observables that do not probe either a) the singularities or b) parametrically early or late times where

backreaction from the evaporation becomes large. In particular, there is no need to take any double

scaling limit like the ones above. Finally, for states in HQFT, the total energy of modes far from the

black hole will be finite. As a result the ADM mass of the spacetime can be obtained as a limit (in the

strong operator topology) of quasilocal observables.

The Hilbert space HQFT describes a perfectly good semiclassical limit of quantum gravity where

all metric fluctuations are Op
?
Gq and hence vanish as G Ñ 0. However, there is a particular mode

of the metric, called the timeshift mode T , that describes the asymptotic right boundary time reached

by starting at t “ 0 on the left boundary and travelling along a spacelike geodesic orthogonal to the

time-translation Killing vector through the Einstein-Rosen bridge.8 The operator G´1{2T has a finite

G Ñ 0 limit acting on the Hilbert space HQFT. We can therefore write

HQFT – H0 b L2pRq, (3.1)

where L2pRq describes the timeshift (with G´1{2T acting as the position operator), while H0 describes

the Hilbert space of quantum fluctuations of matter and graviton fields with the timeshift frozen at

zero.9 The timeshift mode is locally pure gauge; it only affects the relationship between times at the left

and right boundaries. As a result, we can consider a Hilbert space where the timeshift mode has Op1q

fluctuations without having to running into issues from nonperturbative backreaction on the spacetime.

The timeshift mode is canonically conjugate to both the left and right ADM masses HL{R.
10 At

leading order in G, the left and right ADM mass are equal to a constant value E0 “ Op1{Gq determined

by the mass of the black hole background. Generically, OpG1{2q metric fluctuations lead to OpG´1{2q

fluctuations in the ADM mass. Since backreaction from matter fields and graviton excitations only

changes the ADM mass at Op1q, this leads to an operator X “
?
GpHL ´E0q “

?
GpHR ´E0q, defined

by rescaling and shifting either the left or right ADM mass, that is finite in the G Ñ 0 limit and

observable at both the left and right boundaries. In fact, it is in the joint center of the left and right

boundary algebras acting on the Hilbert space H.

However, if fluctuations ∆T in the timeshift T are Op1q, the fluctuations ∆HL{R can also be Op1q

without violating the uncertainty principle ∆HL{R ∆T ě 1{2. We can then define renormalised ADM

8 For Kerr (or Kerr-Newman) black holes, the time translation here should be replace by the isometry of the Kerr black
hole that looks like a boost generator near the horizon. As described above, at asymptotic infinity this is actually becomes
a combination of a time translation and a rotation and so is actually spacelike.
9 There are also other similar modes associated to the rotational symmetry of the black hole solution. Those modes turn
out to be comparatively unimportant. In particular their treatment does not affect the type classification of the algebra
of observables; see [4, 6] for a detailed discussion. For simplicity of presentation, we will assume that, like the timeshift
mode, the rotational modes are frozen when defining the Hilbert space H0 and we will not include operators that excite
them in our algebra. (Since the rotational modes are included in HQFT, there should therefore really be an additional
factor of L2

pRk
q (with k the dimension of the rotation group) on the right-hand side of (3.1).)

10 Again, for Kerr black holes, the ADM masses here should be replaced by the asymptotic charges associated to the boost
isometry.
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masses hL{R “ HL{R ´ E0 that have a finite G Ñ 0 limit. These act on a (different!) semiclassical

Hilbert space H that can again be written as

H – H0 b L2pRq (3.2)

but where the position operator on L2pRq is now the timeshift T without any rescaling. It is convenient

to choose a gauge where bulk coordinates, and in particular the location of bulk QFT operators acting

on H0, are defined relative to right boundary coordinates. This is commonly described as operators on

H0 being “dressed” to the right boundary. In this gauge, the timeshift T is defined as the bulk time at

which the left boundary time is zero. The (renormalised) left ADM mass hR then acts only on L2pRq

as the momentum operator ´iBT .

In contrast, the right ADM mass acts nontrivially on the Hilbert space H0. The difference between

the two ADM masses can be written as

HR ´HL “ hR ´ hL “ H (3.3)

where H acts on the quantum fields H0 as the boost generator (i.e. as the generator of Schwarzschild

time translations in the case of a Schwarzschild black holes). For AdS-Schwarzschild black holes, where

the Hartle-Hawking state is contained in the natural QFT Hilbert space and exists in quantum gravity

at small but finite G, we have

βH “ ´ log∆Ψ (3.4)

where ∆Ψ is the modular operator for the Hartle-Hawking state on the right exterior QFT algebra and

β is the inverse temperature of the black hole.

For an asymptotically flat black hole, H is not directly related to log∆Φ for any normalisable state

in |Ψy P H. However, given any state |Φy P H that is cyclic and separating on the right exterior, we

can write

βH “ ´ log∆Φ ` β∆HΦ,r ´ β∆HΦ,ℓ, (3.5)

where ∆HΦ,r and ∆HΦ,ℓ are densely defined operators (and not just sesquilinear forms!) on H localised

in the left and right exteriors respectively. The operators ∆HΦ,r and ∆HΦ,ℓ are unique up to the

addition of a common c-number. The splitting (3.5) is possible because the obstruction to writing H

directly as a sum of operators in the left and right exteriors comes from local physics near the horizon.

And near the horizon all states |Φy P H look like the Hartle-Hawking state, so that log∆Φ and βH act

in the same way. Far from the horizon, βH and log∆Φ of course act very differently; these differences

are captured by the operators ∆HΦ,r and ∆HΦ,ℓ.

The operators appearing in (3.5) are unbounded and hence are only defined on a dense subset
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of Hilbert space. To make the above discussion completely rigorous we would need to specify those

domains explicitly. Instead, however, we can rephrase things entirely in terms of bounded operators as

follows. As in Section 2, the Hilbert space H0 is acted on by two Type III von Neumann factors Aℓ

and its commutant Ar “ A1
ℓ that describe bounded operators localised in the left and right exteriors

respectively.11 We claim that one can write

e´iHt∆
´it{β
Φ “ UΦ,ℓptqUΦ,rptq (3.6)

where UΦ,ℓptq P Aℓ and UΦ,rptq P Ar are unitary operators in the left and right exteriors respectively.

Because the intersection Aℓ X Ar is trivial, the unitaries UΦ,ℓptq and UΦ,rptq (if they exist) must be

unique up to a shift of a phase between the two.

If the Hartle-Hawking state |Ψy (i.e. a state satisfying (3.4)) existed as a normalisable state in the

Hilbert space H, the operators

UΦ,ℓptq “ ∆
it{β
Ψ ∆

´it{β
Ψ|Φ “ ∆

it{β
Φ|Ψ∆

´it{β
Φ and UΦ,rptq “ ∆

it{β
Ψ ∆

´it{β
Φ|Ψ “ ∆

it{β
Ψ|Φ∆

´it{β
Φ (3.7)

would be Connes’ cocycle flows for |Φy relative to |Ψy. In that case it is a standard result of Tomita-

Takesaki theory that UΦ,ℓptq P Aℓ and UΦ,rptq P Ar and that all the definitions given in (3.7) agree. Since

the Hartle-Hawking state is not contained in H0, we cannot directly use those results. However, the

reason the Hartle-Hawking state fails to be contained in H0 only involves its properties at asymptotic

infinity, and not the behaviour of |Ψy (or of the boost Hamiltonian H) in the near-horizon region. The

latter is all we need to determine whether e´iHt∆
´it{β
Φ splits into a product of operators in the left and

right algebras. So we can still write (3.6) even though |Ψy R H0. Taking the derivative of (3.6) at t “ 0

leads to our original claim (3.5), with

∆HΦ,ℓ “ lim
tÑ0

UΦ,ℓptq ´ 1

it
and ∆HΦ,r “ lim

tÑ0

UΦ,rptq ´ 1

´it
(3.8)

which are unbounded operators affiliated to Aℓ and Ar respectively. One can then easily check that

UΦ,ℓptq “ e´iHteiΛΦ,ℓt “ e´iΛΦ,rt∆
´it{β
Φ (3.9)

UΦ,rptq “ e´iHteiΛΦ,rtq “ e´iΛΦ,ℓt∆
´it{β
Φ , (3.10)

where ΛΦ,ℓ “ H ` ∆HΦ,ℓ generates modular flows of Aℓ and boosts of Ar, while ΛΦ,r “ H ´ ∆HΦ,r

generates boosts of Aℓ and modular flows of Ar. To see this, note that both formulas for UΦ,ℓptq given

in (3.9) commute with Ar (and hence are contained in Aℓ) and generate the same automorphism for Aℓ

11 If we had not frozen the modes associated to relative rotations of the left and right boundaries when defining H0, these
would form a common center to left and right exterior algebras. The center would disappear if we took a limit where
the fluctuations in the relative rotations were Op1q, which leads to algebras that are the crossed product of the factors
Aℓ and Ar by the rotation group [4, 6]. One can also obtain nontrivial center if the QFT Hilbert space contains multiple
superselection sectors.
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as (3.6). Meanwhile the formulas for UΦ,rptq given in (3.9) commute with Aℓ and generate the correct

automorphism for Ar.

In our later discussion of Schwarzschild-de Sitter black holes, we will often, out of practical conve-

nience, manipulate unbounded densely defined operators without being careful to define their domains.

However, those manipulations should always be possible to make rigorous by similar methods to those

we have just used.

The full gravitational algebra AR of right exterior observables is generated by Ar along with

(bounded functions of) hR. But, since we have already established (3.6), this is the same as the

crossed product algebra AR generated by Ar along with (bounded functions of) ∆Φ.

An alternative way to understand this result is the following. Classically, the horizon area Ahor

generates timeshifts between the left and right boundaries via the Hamiltonian flow expptAhor, ¨ut{βq

but preserves the left and right exteriors separately. Quantum mechanically, the operator Âhor{4G is

UV-divergent. However the operator Âhor{4G´ logρΦ,r, with ρΦ,r a (formal) QFT density matrix on

the right exterior, is UV finite. In the G Ñ 0 limit we need to subtract a divergent constant to obtain

a finite operator

βXΦ,R “
Âhor

4G
´ logρΦ,r ´ const. (3.11)

We only need to add this operator for one state |Φy because, for any pair of states |Φ1y, |Φ2y, the

difference pXΦ1,R ´ XΦ2,Rq is already contained in the QFT algebra Ar. We therefore obtain the

modular crossed product algebra AR that we just described. In fact the operator XΦ,R can be written

(up to an arbitrary constant) as

XΦ,R “ hR ´ ∆HΦ,r. (3.12)

Interesting, the ADM mass itself did not show up anywhere in this version of the derivation. Instead,

we just used the fact that (3.11) is a UV-finite operator that is localised in the right exterior. An

advantage of this sort of approach is therefore that it can be applied in cosmological spacetimes where

there are no asymptotic charges.

Since the crossed product algebra AR is a Type II8 von Neumann factor, it has a unique semifinite

trace. One way to describe this trace is as follows. We have

UΦ,ℓpT q:XΦ,RUΦ,ℓpT q “ UΦ,ℓpT q: phL ` ΛΦ,rqUΦ,ℓpT q “ ∆
iT {β
Φ hL∆

´iT {β
Φ “ hL ´

1

β
log∆Φ. (3.13)

We also have UΦ,ℓpT q:ArUΦ,ℓpT q “ Ar. The algebra UΦ,ℓpT q:ARUΦ,ℓpT q is therefore generated by Ar

and βhL ´ log∆Φ. Since hL acts only on L2pRq, this is a canonical description of a modular crossed
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product algebra. A standard formula then says that

Trpaq “ x0|T e
βhL{2 xΦ|UΦ,ℓpT q: aUΦ,ℓpT q |Φy eβhL{2 |0yT , (3.14)

where the states |T0yT are delta-function normalisable position eigenstates for L2pRq satisfying xT0|T1yT “

δpT0 ´ T1q. In terms of the conjugate momentum hL, the state |0yT is the constant wavefunction.

It turns out that there is a much more natural expression that we can instead use. There is a

converse theorem [8, 42, 43] to the statement that Connes’ cocycle flow for a von Neumann algebra

is contained in that algebra: given any operator βH generating automorphisms of Ar for which it is

possible to write (3.6) there must exist a faithful normal semifinite weight |Ψ0y for Ar such that

βH “ ´ log∆Ψ0 . (3.15)

In other words, while the normalisable Hartle-Hawking state |Ψy does not exist as a normalisable state

in H0, there does exist an unnormalisable weight |Ψ0y that generates boosts as modular flows. All of our

work above was therefore really just reproducing the standard result that a modular crossed product

algebra, despite appearances, is independent of the choice of normalisable state, or unnormalisable

semifinite weight, used to define it [4].

The fact that |Ψ0y exists as a weight on Ar may be unfamiliar to most readers (it certainly was

to the authors of this paper!) but it should not in fact be surprising. The reason that the Hartle-

Hawking state cannot exist as a normalisable state on H0 is the same reason that the thermofield

double state cannot exist as a normalisable state on two copies of the (vacuum sector) Minkowski

Hilbert space HMink, namely that the Minkowski partition function Zpβq “ Trpe´βHq (with H the

Minkowski Hamiltonian) is infinite. However the linear functional Trpe´βHr¨sq (just like the trace Tr

itself) is still a semifinite weight on HMink. Indeed, because H ě 0, any trace-class operator a has

finite expectation value Trpe´βHaq. Furthermore, the linear functional Trpe´Pir¨sq is also semifinite,

even though the momentum Pi is not bounded from below, because trace-class operators that vanish

exponentially fast as Pi Ñ ´8 above some minimal value are also s.o.t. dense in BpHMinkq. So the

existence of |Ψ0y as a semifinite weight on Ar for Kerr black holes with a modular Hamiltonian that

generates boosts at the horizon (and hence generates a spacelike isometry at infinity) should also not

be surprising.

It is important not to confuse the Hartle-Hawking weight |Ψ0y on the algebra Ar with the normalised

Hartle-Hawking state |Ψy viewed as an element of its own GNS Hilbert space HΨ. The algebra AΨ,r

of right exterior observables on HΨ is fundamentally different from Ar, just like the Type III algebra

ATFD of operators on one copy of Minkowski space in the thermofield double Hilbert space HTFD is

fundamentally different from the Type I algebra of operators BpHMinkq. Even when an operator like

the identity is apparently in both algebras, we have e.g. xΨ0|1|Ψ0y “ 8, while xΨ|1|Ψy “ 1. In fact,

we do not expect that any operators a P Ar with xΨ0|a|Ψ0y finite make sense as operators on HΨ.
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Given the existence of the semifinite weight |Ψ0y, we can write the trace on AR is a more natural

form as

Trpaq “

ˆ
dhLe

βhL xΨ0|a|Ψ0y , (3.16)

where xΨ|a|Ψy is interpreted as a function of hL. Since the trace on a Type II8 von Neumann factor is

unique up to rescaling, (3.16) must be proportional to (3.14). In fact, one can show that they are the

same [6].

Given that the final conclusion of this section was that the only difference between asymptotically

flat and asymptotically AdS black holes is whether the Hartle-Hawking state is a normalisable state

or merely a semifinite weight, it might seem peculiar that we included such a long discussion of it at

all. The reason is that our strategy above will play a crucial role in understanding the gravitational

algebras for black holes in de Sitter space, to which we now turn. And for black holes in de Sitter space,

there does not exist even a semifinite weight whose modular Hamiltonian generates boosts, because the

black hole and cosmological horizons have different temperatures.

3.2 Schwarzschild-de Sitter black holes

Roughly speaking, black holes in de Sitter space combine all the ingredients from our studies of both

slow-rolling inflatons in Section 2 and asymptotically flat black holes in Section 3.1. They feature a

boost symmetry that needs to be imposed as a gauge constraint that remains out-of-equilbrium for

parametrically long times. But they also feature a timeshift mode that can have Op1q fluctuations

which are not described by quantum field theory in a fixed spacetime background. As a result, their

analysis is considerably more technical than either; the rest of this section should probably not be read

without first reading those. Black holes in de Sitter space were previously considered in [7], but with

significant differences that we discuss further below. In particular, the analysis in [7] was based on the

GNS Hilbert space for the Unruh state, and made use of both asymptotic gravitational charges and of

an observer with a clock.

We focus for simplicity on the case of Schwarzschild-de Sitter (SdS) black holes but the analysis

can be easily extended to e.g. Kerr-Newman-de Sitter black holes. Specifically, we focus on a spatially

compact, two-sided Schwarzschild-de Sitter solution where the left and right black hole exteriors Uℓ

and Ur are glued together at the cosmological horizon. This is shown in Figure 5. The metric of the

SdS spacetime in Schwarzschild coordinates is

ds2 “ ´fprqdt2 ` fprq´1dr2 ` r2dΩ2
2 (3.17)

where fprq “ 1 ´ rs{r ´ r2{ℓ2dS . These coordinates are singular at the black hole and cosmological

horizons.
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(a) (b)

Figure 5: Penrose diagrams for Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole, with the red slice being a spacelike
geodesics that winds around the closed universe. The left and right edges are periodically identified as
shown. The dashed lines indicate the direction of the boosts. On the left, the black hole bifurcation surface
is placed in the middle, while on the right the cosmological bifurcation surface is placed there.

As usual, there is a G Ñ 0 limit of an SdS black hole where the quantum gravity Hilbert space

becomes, up to gauge constraints, the QFT Hilbert space describing perturbations of matter fields and

gravitons on a fixed classical SdS spacetime background. This Hilbert space is unambiguous because the

SdS background has compact Cauchy slices. However, as in Section 3.1, we can consider an alternative

limit, where a locally pure-gauge metric mode has Op1q, rather than Op
?
Gq, fluctuations. In this case,

that mode is the shift T in boost time t from travelling on a static cycle through the black hole and

cosmological horizons; see Figure 6.12

If we allow Op1q fluctuations in the timeshift, the Hilbert space becomes the direct integral

H “

ˆ ‘

R
dT HT (3.18)

where HT is the QFT Hilbert space for an SdS black hole background with fixed timeshift T . Unlike

for asymptotically flat black holes, there is no (global) isometry between SdS black holes with different

timeshifts that can be used to (almost) canonically identify the Hilbert spaces HT .
13 Of course,

since they are all separable infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces, the Hilbert spaces HT are in principle

isomorphic: we simply choose a countable basis for each and define a unitary to map one basis to the

other. For practical purposes, it is convenient to pick a (hopefully somewhat less arbitrary) choice of

12 As in Section 3.1, there are additional locally pure-gauge modes associated to rotations from travelling around the
nontrivial cycle. The treatment of these modes is again inessential to our discussion, and we will assume for simplicity
that they are frozen out. In a Kerr-de Sitter black hole, however, the rotational mode would need to be treated more
carefully, however, because the boost generators at the black hole and cosmological horizons differ by a rotation generator.
13 There were two (or perhaps three) natural identifications we could have made: fixing the bulk coordinates to match
the right boundary coordinates, the left boundary coordinates or possibly an average of the two. All three choices of
identification, in slightly different language, were discussed in [4].
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(a) (b)

Figure 6: Penrose diagrams for time-shifted Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole. This time, the left and
right edges are periodically identified up to a time-shift. The effect is that a geodesic, such as the red slice,
gets boosted at the bifurcation surface at the edges, i.e., picks up a non-zero boost angle.

identification HT – H0 so that we can write

H – H0 b L2pRq, (3.19)

with the timeshift T again acting as the position operator on L2pRq.

In classical general relativity, a natural choice would be to identify the (perturbative) phase spaces

for different timeshifts T as follows. First define a Cauchy slice Σ0 for the zero-timeshift spacetime that

is defined by t “ 0 for some choice of boost time t on each exterior and that is smooth at the bifurcation

surfaces. Then for T ‰ 0, we pick a slice ΣT that is locally diffeomorphic to Σ0 everywhere except at

the cosmological horizon, where there will necessarily be a kink with boost angle T {βCH (with βCH

the inverse temperature of cosmological horizon). (We will similarly denote the inverse temperature of

the black hole horizon by βBH .) We then identify classical states of the matter (and graviton) fields for

different timeshifts T and T 1 if their field configurations on the respective Cauchy slices ΣT and ΣT 1 are

the same. With this identification, the area ACH of the cosmological horizon generates a Hamiltonian

flow expptACH{4G, ¨u∆T {βCHq on the phase space of general relativity that increases the timeshift by

∆T while leaving the matter fields unchanged.

In quantum field theory, however, a transformation that creates a kink at the cosmological bifurca-

tion surface while leaving the state of the quantum fields unchanged is singular because it locally acts

like a one-sided boost. As we discussed in Section 3.1, the singular behaviour of a one-sided boost is

closely related to the fact that the quantum operator ÂCH{4G is UV-divergent. To make a nonsingular

operator that we can use to identify the Hilbert spaces Ht we need to add ´ logρ with ρ a formal

density matrix on an appropriate algebra.

But what is the appropriate algebra? A naive choice would be e.g. the algebra Ar of operators

on the right exterior Ur. But density matrices on this algebra have divergences both from modes near

the cosmological horizon and from modes near the black hole horizon. The latter cannot be cancelled
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UBH UCH

(a)

UCH UBH

(b)

Figure 7: The black hole and cosmological wedges with zero timeshift. The black hole wedge UBH is
a causal diamond with edges in the Cauchy slice Σ0. The cosmological wedge UCH is spacelike separated
from UBH but contains almost its entire causal complement. We can factorise the Hilbert space H0 –

HBH b HCH so that operators in UBH act only on HBH while operators in UCH act only on HCH .

solely by adding ÂCH{4G. So Ar (or the algebra Aℓ of operators in the left exterior) won’t work.

Instead, we first use the split property of quantum field theory [44–48] to write the zero-timeshift

Hilbert space as

H0 – HBH b HCH (3.20)

such that operators within a causal diamond UBH containing the black hole bifurcation surface act only

on HBH while operators acting within an almost complementary causal diamond UCH containing the

cosmological bifurcation surface act only on HCH ; see Figure 7. We call UBH and UCH the black hole

and cosmological wedges respectively. A decomposition (3.20) can be found in reasonable quantum

field theories so long as UBH and UCH are spacelike separated, even if there is an arbitrarily small gap

between them. For convenience, we can choose this splitting to be invariant under rotations so that we

can write the total angular momentum Li of the quantum fields as

Li “ LBH,i ` LCH,i (3.21)

with LBH,i P BpHBHq and LCH,i P BpHCHq. We can also choose it to be invariant under the discrete

antiunitary symmetry

J “ JBH ` JCH (3.22)

that exchanges the left and right exteriors Uℓ and Ur while also reflecting time about t “ 0. (This

symmetry is the de Sitter version of the CRT symmetry of Minkowski space.) It cannot however be

made boost invariant, because the only boost-invariant causal diamonds in the SdS spacetime are Uℓ

and Ur.

There are Type I von Neumann factors BpHBHq and BpHCHq that contain all bounded operators

acting on onlyHBH orHCH respectively. Each of these algebras contains Type III subfactors ABH,r and
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ACH,r of operators localised within the right black hole exterior Ur. The commutants of these algebras,

acting respectively on HBH and HCH , are the algebras ABH,ℓ and ACH,ℓ consist of all operators on

their respect Hilbert spaces that are localised in the left black hole exterior Uℓ. The full algebras Aℓ

and Ar associated to the left and right black hole exteriors Uℓ and Ur can then be written as

Aℓ – ABH,ℓ b ACH,ℓ and Ar – ABH,r b ACH,r. (3.23)

Unlike density matrices on Aℓ and Ar, density matrices on ACH,ℓ and ACH,r only feature divergences

from modes near the cosmological bifurcation surface. They are therefore much more hopeful candidates

to regularise the area operator.

Importantly, because the left and the right wedges are boost-invariant, while the black hole and the

cosmological wedges UBH and UCH are not, the boost Hamiltonian H0 generates automorphisms of Aℓ

and Ar but couples HBH and HCH so that e.g. ABH,r and ACH,r mix. We denote the image of those

algebras under a boost by

A
ptq
BH,r – eiH0tABH,re

´iH0t and A
ptq
CH,r – eiH0tACH,re

´iH0t (3.24)

respectively.14

What about the Hilbert spaces HT for timeshifts T ‰ 0? Locally, the time shift is not detectible. So

identifying Cauchy slices ΣT for different T allows us identify the causal complement of the cosmological

bifurcation surface, and in particular to identify diffeomorphic wedges UBH for SdS spacetimes with

different timeshifts T . In turn, this leads to an action of the Type I von Neumann factor BpHBHq on the

Hilbert spaceHT for any T . HoweverHT fl HBHbHCH because any causal diamond in the timeshifted

SdS spacetime that we could locally identify with UCH will end up partially timelike-separated from

UBH . As a result, operators in BpHBHq would not commute with operators in BpHCHq. Suppose that

we instead define a region UCH,T in the timeshifted spacetime by fixing the location of its edges in ΣT ,

as shown in Figure 8, so that by construction it is spacelike separated from UBH . Then locally UCH,T

will look like we have taken the right edge of UCH and boosted forwards in time by T relative to the

left edge. We therefore have a natural identification

HT – HBH b HCH,T (3.25)

where BpHCH,T q can be identified with the algebra of operators generated by ACH,ℓ and A
pT q

CH,r.
15

To construct an isomorphism HT – H0 it therefore remains to construct an isomorphism HCH,T –

14 Note that we have labelled the boost Hamiltonian H0 rather than H as in Section 3.1. This is because, once we identify
HT with H0, the operator H0 will generate boosts on the zero-timeshift Hilbert space H0 but not on the Hilbert spaces
HT for nonzero T .
15 The algebra generated by ACH,ℓ and A

pT q

CH,r must be a Type I factor because we can identify it as the commutant of
the Type I factor BpHBHq on the Hilbert space HT .
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UBH UCH,T

ΣT

UCH,T UBH

ΣT

Figure 8: The black hole and cosmological wedges in a spacetime with non-zero timeshift. We define
the black hole wedge UBH to be locally indistinguishable from the black hole wedge with zero-timeshift.
Consequently, the cosmological wedge UCHptq needs to locally look like its right edge has been boosted
forwards in time by the timeshift T relative to the zero-timeshift cosmological wedge UCH so that its edges
are both spacelike separated from UBH .

HCH . Suppose there existed a splitting of the boost Hamiltonian

H0 “ hr,0 ´ hℓ,0 (3.26)

into one-sided boost generators hr,0 and hℓ,0 that are localised to the right and left exteriors respectively.

Then, since

A
pT q

CH,r “ eiH0TACH,re
´iH0T “ eihr,0TACH,re

´ihr,0T , (3.27)

we would have

BpHCH,T q – eihr,0TBpHCHqe´ihr,0T . (3.28)

However, as discussed around (2.49), hr,0 and hℓ,0 only exist as sesquilinear forms mapping pairs of

bras and kets to expectation values and not as densely defined operators. They therefore cannot be

exponentiated. Indeed, attempting to identify HCH,T – HCH via (3.28) is exactly the same strategy

that we already tried, and failed, to use to identify HT – H0 – namely localising the timeshift at the

cosmological horizon while leaving the QFT state otherwise unchanged.

What we need is a nonsingular unitary UpT q such that

UpT q:ACH,rUpT q “ A
pT q

CH,r (3.29)

while

UpT q:ACH,ℓUpT q “ ACH,ℓ. (3.30)

The choice UpT q “ e´ihr,0T didn’t work because it was singular. Meanwhile the choice UpT q “ e´iH0T

doesn’t work because it doesn’t satisfy (3.30). Suppose we fix some choice of states |ΦBHy P HBH and

|ΦCHy P HCH . Let ∆ΦBH
and ∆ΦCH

be the corresponding modular operators on ABH,r and ACH,r
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respectively. As in our choice of HBH and HCH , it is convenient to choose |ΦBHy and |ΦCHy to be

rotation invariant, so that

LBH,i |ΦBHy “ LCH,i |ΦCHy “ 0 (3.31)

and to be canonically purifications with respect to the symmetry J so that their respective modular

conjugation operators are JΦBH
“ JBH and JΦCH

“ JCH .

While the splitting (3.28) does not exist, we can, in close analogy with (3.5), write

H0 “ ´
1

βBH
log∆ΦBH

´
1

βCH
log∆ΦCH

` ∆HΦ,r ´ ∆HΦ,ℓ (3.32)

with ∆HΦ,ℓ and ∆HΦ,r densely defined unbounded operators affiliated to Aℓ and Ar respectively. As in

(3.5), ∆HΦ,ℓ and ∆HΦ,r are uniquely defined up to the addition of a common c-number. Equivalently,

there exist densely defined operators

ΛΦ,ℓ “ H0 ` ∆HΦ,ℓ and ΛΦ,r “ H0 ´ ∆HΦ,r (3.33)

that generate boosts of Ar (respectively Aℓ) and modular flows of ABH,ℓ and ACH,ℓ (respectively ABH,r

and ACH,r).

As we did for the boost Hamiltonian H0 in (3.26), we can write

´ log∆ΦCH
“ βCHhΦCH ,r ´ βCHhΦCH ,ℓ (3.34)

with hΦCH ,ℓ and hΦCH ,r sesquilinear forms on HCH that are localised in the left and right exteriors

respectively.16 Similarly, we can write

´ log∆ΦBH
“ βBHhΦBH ,r ´ βBHhΦBH ,ℓ. (3.37)

We can then write e.g.

ΛΦ,ℓ “ hr,0 ´ hΦBH ,ℓ ´ hΦCH ,ℓ. (3.38)

Naively one might think that ΛΦ,ℓ is also only a sesquilinear form. However, in a small neighbourhood

of the black hole bifurcation surface, with size L ! rs, there locally exists a Minkowski vacuum state

16 One way to define hΦCH ,ℓ and hΦCH ,r is by

βCH xΦ1
|hΦCH ,r|Φ1

y “ ´ xΦ1
| log∆ΦCH |Φ1 |Φ1

y and βCH xΦ1
|hΦCH ,ℓ|Φ1

y “ xΦ1
| log∆Φ1|ΦCH

|Φ1
y . (3.35)

Since taking a derivative of Connes’ cocycle flow leads to

log∆ΦCH |Φ1 ` log∆Φ1|ΦCH
“ log∆ΦCH ` log∆Φ1 , (3.36)

we can then obtain the desired relation (3.34) via the standard identity xΦ1
| log∆Φ1 |Φ1

y “ 0.
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|ΨBHy with modular operator ∆ΨBH
“ e´βBHH0 . Near this horizon, the operator βBHΛΦ,ℓ acts like the

relative modular Hamiltonian ´ log∆ΨBH |ΦBH
which is a densely defined operator. Similarly, in a small

neighbourhood of the cosmological horizon with size L ! ℓdS , there locally exists a Minkowski vacuum

|ΨCHy with ∆ΨCH
“ e´βCHH0 and the operator βCHΛΦ,ℓ acts like the relative modular Hamiltonian

´ log∆ΨCH |ΦCH
. In other words, the singular behaviour of the one-sided boost of Ar is cancelled out

by the singular one-sided modular flows on ABH,ℓ and ACH,ℓ. Since the two horizons are the only

locations where potential divergences in (3.38) could occur, it follows that ΛΦ,ℓ, and hence also ∆HΦ,ℓ

via (3.33), exist as densely defined operators. Similar arguments apply to ΛΦ,r and ∆HΦ,r.

Since the modular flow ∆
iT {βCH

ΦCH
preserves ACH,ℓ, we have

BpHCH,T q – eiΛΦ,ℓTBpHCHqe´iΛΦ,ℓT . (3.39)

This gives our desired identification of HCH,T with HCH and hence trivialisation of the direct integral

(3.18) as

H – H0 b L2pRq, (3.40)

with the timeshift T acting as the position operator on L2pRq. Note that this trivialisation only depends

on the choice of state |ΦCHy P HCH and not on |ΦBHy P HBH . In effect, the identification (3.39) cancels

the singular behaviour of (3.28) with an equally one-sided modular flow of ACH,ℓ.

We already saw that the classical area of the cosmological bifurcation surface generates a timeshift

localised at that surface via Hamiltonian flow. Consequently, if we had used the singular identification

HT – H0 induced by (3.28), the quantum operator ÂCH describing that area would generate timeshifts

while leaving the state of the quantum fields unchanged. More precisely, (3.28) would lead to an

identification of X “ ´iBT P BpL2pRqq with pÂCH ´ ACH,0q{4GβCH , where we have subtracted the

area ACH,0 of the cosmological horizon in the classical background to remove the divergence as G Ñ 0.

Because we instead used the identification (3.39), which featured an additional one-sided modular flow

of ACH,ℓ to make the isomorphism nonsingular, we actually have

βCH XΦ “
ÂCH ´ACH,0

4G
` βCHhΦCH ,ℓ “

ÂCH

4G
´ logρΦCH ,ℓ ´ const. (3.41)

We have added a subscript to XΦ “ ´iBT P BpL2pRqq to indicate that the identification (3.39), which

was crucial to its physical interpretation, depended on the arbitrary choice of state |ΦCHy. In the last

equality of (3.41), we used the fact that the formal density matrix ρΦCH ,ℓ satisfies

´ logρΦCH ,ℓ “ βCHhΦCH ,ℓ ` SpΦCHq, (3.42)

with SpΦCHq the divergent entropy of |ΦCHy on ACH,ℓ, in order to write (3.41) in a form analogous to

(3.11).
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3.3 The algebras of observables

We now turn to describe the algebra rAR of quantum gravity operators localised in the right black hole

exterior Ur. In order to be gauge-invariant, operators in rAR need to commute with the boosts and

rotations of the SdS background. First, however, we describe the algebra AR of operators acting on H

that are localised within the right black hole exterior but that are not necessarily gauge-invariant. This

algebra contains a subalgebra of timeshift-preserving right exterior operators that, for each possible

timeshift T , is isomorphic to the algebra Ar of right-exterior operators on H0. In fact, the isomorphism

HT – H0 described around (3.39) allows us to identify this algebra directly with Ar.

However there also exist operators that are localised in the right exterior but that do not commute

with the timeshift T . These include, in particular, the operator

βCH XΦ,R “
ÂCH ´ACH,0

4G
` βCH hΦCH ,r (3.43)

“ βCH XΦ ´ log∆ΦCH
(3.44)

In fact, the algebra Ar and (bounded functions of) XΦ,BH,R will turn out to generate the full algebra

AR. We therefore have

AR – ABH,r b pACH,r ¸ Rq (3.45)

where pACH,r ¸ Rq is the modular crossed product of ABH,r. Since ABH,r is a Type III1 factor while

pACH,r ¸ Rq is a Type II8 factor, the algebra AR is a Type III1 factor.

One might think that additionally we have e.g. the operator

βBH XΦ,BH,R “
ÂBH ´ABH,0

4G
` βBH hΦBH ,r (3.46)

However it follows from the Einstein equations – specifically the conservation of the Komar mass

associated to boost time translations – that

0 “
1

βBH

ÂBH ´ABH,0

4G
`

1

βCH

ÂCH ´ACH,0

4G
` hr (3.47)

“ XΦ,BH,R `XΦ,R ` ∆HΦ,r. (3.48)

Since ∆HΦ,r is affiliated to Ar, (3.47) tells us that the operator XΦ,BH,R is already affiliated to AR and

does not need to be added separately.17 Similarly, operators analogous to (3.43) but with the state

|ΦCHy replaced by a different state |Φ1
CHy are already affiliated to AR,0 because Connes cocycle flow

17 There is a subtlety here that should be briefly commented on. Conservation of the Komar mass also tells us that

pÂBH ´ ABH,0q{4GβBH ` pÂCH ´ ACH,0q{4GβCH ` hl “ 0. (3.49)
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on ACH,r is an inner automorphism.

What about operators in the left black hole exterior? The identification HT – H0 not only created

a kink at the cosmological bifurcation surface, when identifying ΣT with Σ0, but also conjugated ACH,ℓ

by eiΛΦ,ℓt, or equivalently by ∆
´iT {βCH

ΦCH
. As a result, the algebra of timeshift-preserving left exterior

operators is

ABH,ℓ b ∆
iT {βCH

ΦCH
ACH,ℓ∆

´iT {βCH

ΦCH
– ∆

iT {βCH

ΦCH
Aℓ∆

´iT {βCH

ΦCH
. (3.50)

A useful check of (3.50) is that any operator a1 in (3.50) satisfies

βCHrXΦ,R, a
1s “ βCHrXΦ, a

1s ´ rlog∆ΦCH
, a1s “ 0 (3.51)

and so commutes with the right exterior operator XΦ,R. In addition, we know from (3.41) that the left

exterior algebra should also bounded functions of XΦ “ ´iBT . Together these generate the commutant

algebra

AL – A1
R – ABH,ℓ b pACH,r ¸ Rq

1 (3.52)

where pACH,r ¸ Rq
1, which is generated by XΦ and ∆

iT {βCH

ΦCH
ACH,ℓ∆

´iT {βCH

ΦCH
, is the commutant of

pACH,r ¸ Rq on HCH and is also a modular crossed product algebra.

As one might hope, the algebras AL and AR are isomorphic, as can be easily verified by conjugating

by ∆
iT {βCH

ΦCH
. In effect, this conjugation switches from the identification (3.39) to an identification

BpHCH,T – e´iΛΦ,rtBpHCHqeiΛΦ,rt. They are also independent of the choice of state |ΦCHy. For

example, conjugation by the Connes’ cocycle flow ∆
iT {βCH

ΦCH
∆

´iT {βCH

Φ|Φ1
CH

maps the algebras AL and AR to

the corresponding algebras with |ΦCHy replaced by |Φ1
CHy. Again, this can be physically interpreted

as a replacement of |ΦCHy by |Φ1
CHy in the identification (3.39).

3.4 The gauge constraints

We now turn to the question of how to impose the gauge constraints associated to boosts and rotations of

the SdS background. On the Hilbert space H0 boosts are generated by the operator H0 while rotations

are generated by Li. However, when acting on the timeshifted SdS Hilbert space HT (identified with

H0 via (3.39)) we needed to conjugate operators in ACH,ℓ – but not operators in ACH,r – by ∆
´iT {βCH

ΦCH
.

Formally, we could describe this by saying that all operators acting on HT need to be conjuated by

expp´ihΦCH ,ℓT q. In general, it does not make sense to conjugate an operator in BpH0q (that isn’t e.g.

contained in Aℓ or Ar) by a singular one-sided modular flow, which is why the algebras of operators

After imposing the gauge constraint H “ hr ´ hℓ “ 0, (3.47) and (3.49) are equivalent. But before doing so they lead to
different definitions of XΦ,BH,R as an operator on H. Adding XΦ,BH,R as defined via (3.49) to AR is therefore equivalent

to adding functions of the boost generator H. Doing so would not change the final gauge-invariant algebra rAR.
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BpH0q and BpHT q cannot be naturally identified. However, in this case, we know that boosts and

rotations are isometries of the timeshifted SdS background, and so the operators generating them need

to exist. So somehow things have to work out. Because we chose the state |ΦCHy to be rotation

invariant, we have

rhΦCH ,ℓ, Lis “ rhΦCH ,ℓ, LCH,is “ 0. (3.53)

Rotations on HT , like rotations on H0 are therefore generated by Li.

On the other hand, the generator

H “ eihΦCH,ℓTH0e
´ihΦCH,ℓT (3.54)

of boosts on HT is not equal to the generator H0 of boosts on H0 because |ΦCHy |ΦBHy and, for that

matter, the Hilbert space HCH itself are not boost invariant. However, it follows from (3.38) that the

operator ΛΦ,ℓ does commute with hΦCH ,ℓ. Meanwhile

H0 ´ ΛΦ,ℓ “ ´∆HΦ,ℓ (3.55)

is affiliated with Aℓ so that

eihΦCH,ℓT∆HΦ,ℓe
´ihΦCH,ℓT “ ∆

iT {βCH

ΦCH
∆HΦ,ℓ∆

´iT {βCH

ΦCH
. (3.56)

We therefore have

H “ ΛΦ,ℓ ´ ∆
iT {βCH

ΦCH
∆HΦ,ℓ∆

´iT {βCH

ΦCH
, (3.57)

which is manifestly densely defined.

It is important to check that H generates automorphisms of the algebra AR. For any a P Ar, we

have

rH, as “ rΛΦ,ℓ, as “ rH0, as. (3.58)

So H, like H0 generates an automorphism of Ar. Meanwhile, taking a derivative of (3.54) gives

rH,XΦs “ iBTH “ ´
1

βCH
r∆

iT {βCH

ΦCH
∆HΦ,ℓ∆

´iT {βCH

ΦCH
, log∆ΦCH

s. (3.59)

Hence, using (3.44), we obtain

rH,XΦ,Rs “ rH,XΦs ´
1

βCH
rH, log∆ΦCH

s (3.60)
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“ ´
1

βCH
rΛΦ,ℓ, log∆ΦCH

s (3.61)

“ ´
1

βCH
r∆HΦ,r, log∆ΦCH

s (3.62)

“ rΛΦ,ℓ, XΦ,Rs. (3.63)

(3.62) is manifestly contained in Ar since log∆ΦCH
generates modular flows of ACH,r and commutes

with ABH,r. We conclude not only that

eiHtARe
´iHt “ AR, (3.64)

but that in fact the automorphism generated by H is the same as the automorphism generated by ΛΦ,ℓ.

An intuitive explanation for (3.60) is that we know from (3.43) XΦ,Rptq can be written as a sum of

the sesquilinear forms hΦ,r and pÂCH ´ ACH,0q{4βCHG. Since the cosmological bifurcation surface is

boost invariant, the latter is independent of boost time. We should therefore have

rH,XΦ,Rs “ rH,hΦ,rs “ rΛΦ,ℓ,hΦ,rs, (3.65)

But, since rΛΦ,ℓ, XΦs “ rΛΦ,ℓ,hΦ,ℓs “ 0, (3.65) is equivalent to (3.63).

As in Section 2, it is not at all hard to find operators in the algebra AR that are rotation invariant

and hence commute with the operators Li. There are already many such operators in the QFT algebra

Ar and, in addition,

rLi, XΦ,Rs “ 0. (3.66)

The challenge is to find a nontrivial algebra rAR of operators in AR that are also boost invariant. No

such operators exist (except for c-numbers) in Ar because QFT observables acting on H0 equilibrate

at late times to the Unruh state and at early times to the time-reflected Unruh state. It follows that,

as in pure de Sitter space, integrating over boosts cannot lead to a finite operator (1.2).

We will see that, like in Section 2, the existence of nontrivial boost invariant observables in the

larger algebra AR follows from the existence of a runaway instability in the boost time evolution of H.

In this case, that instability is the net energy flux that results from the black hole being at a higher

temperature than the cosmological horizon.

In the Unruh state, outgoing Rindler modes from the white hole and past cosmological horizons will

be in a thermal state at their respective horizon temperatures. For simplicity let us consider a single

scalar matter field ϕ of mass m " ℓ´1
dS . Since the Rindler modes have a fixed, conserved boost energy

ω, they can be expanded as

ϕω,l,m “
1

r
YℓmpΩqe´iωtψωℓprq (3.67)
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where Yℓm are (two-dimensional) spherical harmonics. The classical equation of motion then becomes

´
d2

dr2˚
ψωℓ ` Veffprqψωℓ “ ω2ψωℓ, (3.68)

where r˚ is a tortoise coordinate defined by dr˚ “ fprq´1dr and the effective potential

Veffprq “ fprq

„

ℓpℓ` 1q

r2
`m2 `

f 1prq

r

ȷ

(3.69)

that is everywhere positive but goes to zero at the black hole horizon r` Ñ ´8 and the cosmological

horizon r` Ñ `8. The equation (3.68) is therefore a one-dimensional scattering problem that unitarily

maps the outgoing modes from the white hole and past cosmological horizons into a mixture of the

Rindler modes with the same boost energy ω falling across the black hole and future cosmological

horizons. Since the black hole temperature is always higher than the cosmological temperature, the

Rindler modes crossing the black hole horizon will have less energy than the local Minkowski vacuum

and hence carry a negative energy flux. Meanwhile the modes crossing the future cosmological horizon

will carry a positive expected energy flux.

It follows that at sufficiently late times or, by time-reflection symmetry, at sufficiently early times,

the area of the black hole horizon will tend to linearly decrease, while the area of the cosmological

horizon will linearly increase. The fluctuations in both horizon areas will also grow with time, but,

like the inflaton fluctuations in Section 2.3, they only grow as the square root of time because the

fluctuations in the energy of Hawking radiation passing from one horizon to the other are uncorrelated

at long timescales and hence obey the central limit theorem. As a result, the probability of the black

hole energy remaining above any fixed value decays exponentially at sufficiently early or late times.

The late- and early-time growth of the cosmological horizon area is captured by the time evolution

of the operator

XΦ,Rptq “ eiHtXΦ,R e
´iHt. (3.70)

By (3.65), this is equivalent to understanding the time evolution of the sesquilinear form hΦCH ,r. Let

v be an affine coordinate on the future cosmological horizon (with the bifurcation surface at v “ 0).

Suppose |ΦCHy is very close to the time-reflected Unruh state everywhere on the future cosmological

horizon prior to some affine time v0 ą 0. Since all states in H0 locally look like the Minkowski vacuum,

this will always be true for sufficiently small v0 with error that goes to zero as v0 Ñ 0. Now we define

the sesquilinear form

hv0,r “

ˆ
dΩ

ˆ 8

0
dv vfpv{v0qTvv (3.71)

where we are integrating over the future cosmological horizon and the transverse sphere and fpv{v0q
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v “ v0
Uv0 e´iH0t

v “ e2πt{βCHv0

Figure 9: The reduced state on the green wedge Uv0 is well-approximated by the Unruh state at late boost
times.

is a smooth cut-off function satisfying fpv{v0q “ 1 for v0 ą v ą 0 and fpv{v0q “ 0 for large v " v0.

Heuristically, hv0,r measures the boost energy of modes crossing the future cosmological horizon before

v0. Also let

∆hΦCH ,v0 “ hΦCH ,r ´ hv0,r. (3.72)

On the future cosmological horizon at v ă v0, the two terms on the right hand side of (3.72) approxi-

mately cancel. Note that this does not mean ∆hΦCH ,v0 is a densely defined operator. It is still only a

sesquilinear form because hΦCH ,r also has divergent fluctuations from modes in Ur that cross the past

cosmological horizon very close to the bifurcation surface. Those modes are not acted on by hv0,r.

However, as shown in Figure 9, it does mean that we can approximate ∆hΦCH ,v0 , to arbitrarily

high precision, by a sesquilinear form on a causal diamond Uv0 bounded the v “ v0 on the future

cosmological horizon and the right edge of UBH . Because Uv0 Ď Ur does not touch either the white

hole or past cosmological horizons, it is mapped under forwards translation by a sufficiently large boost

time to a causal diamond Uv0ptq that is localised close the asymptotic future. As a result, in the limit

t Ñ 8, the expectation value of

∆hΦCH ,v0ptq “ eiH0t∆hΦCH ,v0e
´iH0t (3.73)

will converge to its expectation value of the Unruh state.

On the other hand, the operator

hv0,rptq “ eiH0thv0,re
´iH0t “ he2πt{βv0,r

(3.74)

describes the total energy flux across the future cosmological horizon prior to the affine time e2πt{βv0.

As we saw from (3.68), this is positive and grows linearly with t. It follows that at late times t,

hΦCH ,rptq and hence XΦ,Rptq also grow linearly. Similar arguments shows that at very early times
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t ! 0 the dominant contribution to the expectation value of XΦ,Rptq comes from Hawking modes in the

time-reversed Unruh state crossing the past cosmological horizon. The net energy flux of these modes

is again positive and grows linearly with |t|.

Let aptq “ eiHTae´iHT P AR be a rotation-invariant operator with matrix elements that decay

faster than exponentially to zero as XΦ,Rptq Ñ `8, e.g. aptq could be expp´XΦ,Rptq2q. We can then

construct a boost-time invariant operator rA P rAR by

ra “

ˆ
dt aptq. (3.75)

Since operators aptq that decay in this way are dense in the rotation-invariant subalgebra of AR, this

leads to a large gauge-invariant algebra rAR.

We can also ask about the algebra rAL of gauge-invariant left exterior operators. It follows immedi-

ately from (3.65) that

rH,XΦs “ rH,hΦCH ,ℓs. (3.76)

Hence, by arguments identical to those above except with right exterior sesquilinear forms replaced by

the corresponding left exterior ones, we find that

HΦCH ,Lptq “ eiHtXΦe
´iHT (3.77)

also grows linearly with |t| at sufficiently early and late times. Given a rotation-invariant operator

a1 P AL that vanishes sufficiently fast as HΦCH ,L “ XΦ Ñ `8, we can therefore construct a gauge-

invariant operator ra1 P rAL by

ra1 “

ˆ
dta1ptq. (3.78)

On the Hilbert space H, there exist operators that commute with both AL and AR. The obvious

examples are the gauge group generators Ji and H. However, the Hilbert space H is not the physical

Hilbert space rH of the quantum gravity theory because we have not yet imposed the gauge constraints.

The rotation constraints can be imposed onH by restricting to the rotation invariant subspace. Because

boosts generate a noncompact gauge group, the boost constraint must be imposed using the method

of coinvariants. The algebras rAL and rAR have a natural action on the coinvariant Hilbert space rH. As

in Section 2.3, we suspect, but do not know how to prove, that in fact rAL and rAR act as commutants

on rH.

It is worth comparing the algebra we have defined here with the algebra for a Schwarzschild-de

Sitter black hole that was previously defined in [7]. An obvious distinction is that the algebra in [7]

involved an explicit clock Hilbert space similar to that used for de Sitter space in [5]. On the other
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hand, a crucial part of our story is that the dynamical evolution of the black hole itself plays the role

of a clock, and hence leads to a nontrivial algebra. It turns out, however, that it is easy to obtain

an algebra for Schwarzschild-de Sitter without an observer from the algebra described in [7] by simply

fixing the observer energy to zero.18

The other major difference is that the algebra in [7] was based on a Hilbert space constructed around

the Unruh state. Working with the Unruh state leads to a number of technical simplifications, primarily

because the boost Hamiltonian can be written as a sum of modular Hamiltonians on the black hole and

cosmological horizons. However, as in Section 3.1, we believe that our approach has some important

conceptual advantages that make up for this. In particular, as in flat space, the Unruh state is singular

on both the white hole and past cosmological horizons and so presumably only exists in nonperturbative

quantum gravity as a late-time approximation to the quantum state. Furthermore, in the absence of

an explicit clock Hilbert space, the only finite physical observable that can be used as a clock for states

in the Unruh GNS Hilbert space is the asymptotic gravitational mass of the black hole at past timelike

infinity. At any finite time, quasilocal gravitational masses will have divergent fluctuations because of

the infinite exchange of Hawking radiation between the two horizons that will have already occurred

by that time. Both issues do not exist in our construction: all states are globally smooth and a dense

set of operators in AR (in the strong operator topology) can be measured quasilocally at finite times.

Finally, by working in global de Sitter space, our construction makes clear the physical significance of

the timeshift mode.

3.5 The trace, density matrices and entropies

The algebra AR is a Type III1 factor (because of the presence of the Type III1 subfactor ABH,r)

and so does not have a trace. However, as in Section 2, there may nonetheless exist a trace for the

subalgebra rAR Ď AR of gauge-invariant observables. In fact, as in that section, we will find a trace for

all boost-invariant operators (regardless of whether they are also rotation invariant).

Explicitly, if

ra “

ˆ
dtaptq “

ˆ
dteiHtae´iHt (3.79)

we define

Trpraq “

ˆ
dXΦ e

∆βXΦ xΦ|e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2aptqe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2|Φy (3.80)

“ x0|T e
∆βXΦ{2 xΦ|e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2aptqe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2|Φy e∆βXΦ{2 |0yT (3.81)

where ∆β “ βCH ´βBH , |Φy “ |ΦBHy |ΦCHy and ΛΦ,ℓ was defined in (3.38) and t is an arbitrary choice

of time as in (2.54).

18 During the preparation of this manuscript, this observation was independently made in [9].
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Since (3.80) is somewhat complicated, and the rigorous (for physicists!) arguments that it defines

a trace are fairly involved, we will first give a more intuitive but not at all trustworthy explanation for

why it should act as a trace for rAR. Using (3.38) and (3.41), we can formally write

e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2e∆βXΦ{2 “ exp

˜

∆βpÂCH ´ACH,0q

8GβCH
`
βCH

2
hΦCH ,ℓ `

βBH

2
hΦBH ,ℓ ´

βBH

2
hr,0

¸

(3.82)

But the formal density matrices ρΦBH ,ℓ and ρΦCH ,ℓ on ABH,ℓ and ACH,ℓ satisfy

ρΦBH ,ℓ “ expp´βBHhΦBH ,ℓ ` constq and ρΦCH ,ℓ “ expp´βCHhΦCH ,ℓ ` constq, (3.83)

where the constants are as usual divergent. So

|ΦBHy |ΦCHy “ expp´βBHhΦBH ,ℓ{2 ´ βCHhΦCH ,ℓ{2 ` constq |MAXy , (3.84)

where |MAXy is (very very formally!) a maximally entangled state on Ar. We therefore have

e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2e∆βXΦ{2 |Φy |0yT “ exp

˜

∆βpÂCH ´ACH,0q

8GβCH
´
βBH

2
hr,0 ` const

¸

|MAXy |0yT . (3.85)

Our formal manipulations therefore seem to suggest that the state (3.80) should have a density matrix

ρR on AR given by

ρR “ exp

˜

∆βpÂCH ´ACH,0q

4GβCH
´ βBHhr,0 ` const

¸

. (3.86)

Since logρR generates the same modular flow for AR as H, the state (3.80) should satisfy the KMS

condition for the boost Hamiltonian H on the algebra AR. But operators in rAR are boost invariant,

so, as in Section 2.3, (3.80) should define a trace on that subalgebra.

We now turn to more rigorous analysis of the properties of (3.80). We first show that (3.81) is boost

invariant and hence independent of the arbitrary choice t. We have

He´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2 |Φy e∆βXΦ{2 |0yT “ e∆βXΦ{2 |0yT

´

ΛΦ,ℓ ´ ∆
´∆β{2βCH

ΦCH
∆HΦ,ℓ∆

∆β{2βCH

ΦCH

¯

e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2 |Φy

“ e∆βXΦ{2 |0yT e
´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2

´

ΛΦ,ℓ ´ ∆
´1{2
Φ ∆HΦ,ℓ∆

1{2
Φ

¯

|Φy

“ e∆βXΦ{2 |0yT e
´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2

´

∆HΦ,r ´ ∆
´1{2
Φ ∆HΦ,ℓ

¯

|Φy ,

“ e∆βXΦ{2 |0yT e
´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2 p∆HΦ,r ´ J∆HΦ,ℓq |Φy , (3.87)

where ∆Φ “ ∆ΦBH
∆ΦCH

is the modular operator for |Φy “ |ΦBHy |ΦCHy on Ar and J is the corre-

sponding modular conjugation operator, which we chose to be the discrete symmetry generator defined

in (3.22). In the second step we used the fact that ΛΦ,ℓ generates modular flows of ABH,ℓ and ACH,ℓ.
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In the third step, we used

∆ΦCH
|Φy “ ∆ΦBH

|Φy “ |Φy . (3.88)

Finally in the last step we used

∆
´1{2
Φ ∆HΦ,ℓ |Φy “ JS1

Φ∆HΦ,ℓ |Φy “ J∆H:

Φ,ℓ |Φy “ J∆HΦ,ℓ |Φy . (3.89)

However, since H and log∆ΦCH
and log∆ΦBH

all have odd parity under conjugation by J , we have

0 “ H ` JHJ “ ∆HΦ,r ´ J∆HΦ,ℓJ ´ ∆HΦ,ℓ ` J∆HΦ,rJ. (3.90)

Since conjugation by J exchanges Aℓ and Ar, the first two terms are contained in Ar, while the last

two are contained in Aℓ. It follows that

∆HΦ,r ´ J∆HΦ,ℓJ “ 0. (3.91)

The possibility of a c-number on the right-hand side of (3.91) is ruled out by the fact that J2 “ 1. We

conclude that (3.87) vanishes and hence that (3.80) is boost invariant.19 By an analogous argument to

(2.56), (3.80) is also independent of the choice of expansion (3.79).

An intuitive physical explanation for the boost invariance of (3.80) is the following. At finite G,

there is an exponentially small possibility

pBH „ expppABH `ACH ´ 4πℓ2dSq{4Gq (3.92)

that the no-boundary Hartle-Hawking state contains a black hole. In the limit G Ñ 0, multiplying

expectation values in the Hartle-Hawking state of operators that project onto the presence of a black hole

by a divergent constant should define a semifinite weight on AR. By construction, this weight should

be boost invariant and should have a probability distribution proportional to pBH , which becomes

expp∆βXΦq in the G Ñ 0 limit. In fact, we expect that it is exactly (3.80).

To show that Tr is indeed a trace on rAR, we first show that, for any operators a, b P AR, we have

the KMS condition

ˆ
dXΦe

∆βXΦ xΦ|e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2aptqbpt1qe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2|Φy (3.93)

?
“

ˆ
dXΦe

∆βXΦ xΦ|e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2bpt1qapt` iβBHqe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2|Φy . (3.94)

19 Note that (3.80) would in fact still be boost invariant even if we had not chosen |Φy to be canonically purified with
respect to J . However the proof would be considerably more involved.
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Using the boost invariance of (3.80) and (3.60), we have

ˆ
dXΦe

∆βXΦ xΦ|e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2aptqbpt1qe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2|Φy (3.95)

“

ˆ
dXΦe

∆βXΦ xΦ|e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2apt´ iβBH{2qbpt1 ´ iβBH{2qe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2|Φy (3.96)

“

ˆ
dXΦe

∆βXΦ xΦ|aptqbpt1qe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ |Φy (3.97)

and

ˆ
dXΦe

∆βXΦ xΦ|e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2bpt1qapt` iβBHqe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2|Φy (3.98)

“

ˆ
dXΦe

∆βXΦ xΦ|e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2bpt1 ´ iβBH{2qapt` iβBH{2qe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2|Φy (3.99)

“

ˆ
dXΦe

∆βXΦ xΦ|bpt1qe´βBHΛΦ,ℓaptq|Φy . (3.100)

It follows that the KMS condition (3.93) is equivalent to

ˆ
dXΦ e

∆βXΦ xΦ|b e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ a|Φy
?
“

ˆ
dXΦ e

∆βXΦ xΦ|a b e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ |Φy , (3.101)

for all a, b P AR. To check (3.101), it suffices to consider operators of the form

a “

ˆ
ds aBH b aCH,s e

iXΦ,Rs (3.102)

with aBH P ABH,r and aCH,s P ACH,r holomorphic in the strip 0 ă Impsq ă βCH ´ βBH . This

is because the linear span of operators of the form (3.102) is s.o.t. dense in AR. Let aBHpαq “

∆
iα{βBH

ΦBH
aBH∆

´iα{βBH

ΦBH
and aCH,spαq “ ∆

iα{βCH

ΦCH
aCH,s∆

´iα{βCH

ΦCH
. The left hand side of (3.101) then

becomes

ˆ
dXΦdsds

1 e∆β`is`is1qXΦ xΦ|bBHbCH,s∆
´is{βCH

ΦCH
e´βBHΛΦ,ℓaBHaCH,s1 |Φy

“ 2π

ˆ
ds xΦ|bBHbCH,spsqe´βCHΛΦ,ℓaBHaCH,pi∆β´sq|Φy (3.103)

while the right hand side becomes

ˆ
dXΦds

1ds ep∆β`is`is1qXΦ xΦ|aBHaCH,s1∆
´is1{βBH

ΦBH
bBHbCH,s∆

´is{βCH

ΦCH
e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ |Φy

“ 2π

ˆ
ds xΦ|aBHaCH,pi∆β´sqpi∆βqbBHbCH,spsqe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ |Φy (3.104)

Let A1 “ JAJ . By the definition of the Tomita operator SΦBH
“ JBH∆

1{2
ΦBH

, we have

aBH |ΦBHy “ SΦBH
a:

BH |ΦBHy “ JBHa
:

BHp´iβBH{2q |ΦBHy “ a:

BHp´iβBH{2q1 |ΦBHy (3.105)
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Similarly aCH,s |ΦCHy “ a:

CH,sp´iβCH{2q1 |ΦCHy. Furthermore, since a1
BH P ABH,ℓ, we have

ra1
BH , βBHΛΦs “ ra1

BH ,´ log∆ΦBH
s “ ´ praBH , log∆ΦBH

sq
1 (3.106)

and similarly ra1
CH,s, βCHΛΦs “ ´ praCH,s, log∆ΦCH

sq
1. It follows that

xΦ|bBHbCH,spsqe´βCHΛΦ,ℓaBHaCH,pi∆β´sq|Φy (3.107)

“ xΦ|bBHbCH,spsqe´βBHΛΦ,ℓa:

BHp´iβBH{2q1a:

CH,pi∆β´sq
p´iβCH{2q1|Φy

“ xΦ|a:

BHpiβBH{2q1a:

CH,pi∆β´sq
piβBH ´ iβCH{2q1bBHbCH,spsqe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ |Φy

“ xΦ|aBHaCH,pi∆β´sqpi∆βqbBHbCH,spsqe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ |Φy (3.108)

This proves the equivalence of (3.103) and (3.104) and hence of (3.101) and the KMS condition (3.93).

It is then comparatively straightforward to complete the proof that (3.80) is tracial. As in the

analogous argument in Section 2.3, for any ra,rb P rAR we have

rarb “

ˆ
dtdt1apt1qbptq “

ˆ
dtdt2apt` t2qbptq. (3.109)

Hence

Trrrarbs “

ˆ
dt2dXΦ e

∆βXΦ xΦ|e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2apt` t2qbptqe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2|Φy (3.110)

“

ˆ
dt2dXΦ e

∆βXΦ xΦ|e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2bptqapt` t2 ` iβBHqe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2|Φy (3.111)

“

ˆ
dt1dXΦ e

∆βXΦ xΦ|e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2bptqapt` t1qe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2|Φy (3.112)

“ Trrrbras, (3.113)

In the third equality, we defined t1 “ t2 ` iβBH and shifted the contour of integration to the real t1 line.

As in Section 2.3, the proof of (3.113) given (3.93) would have been even simpler if we could have

directly replaced aptq by ra in (3.80). However because (3.80) is boost invariant, doing so leads to a

universal divergent factor for any ra P rAR because of the integral over t.

As in (2.68), we can remove this divergent factor and define (3.80) explicitly as a linear functional

of ra by writing

Trpraq “ C lim
XmaxÑ`8

1

Xmax

ˆ Xmax

´8

dXΦ e
∆βXΦ xΦ|e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2aptqe´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2|Φy (3.114)

Here C is a constant that depends on the first and second moments of the net energy flux between the

horizons in the Unruh state. This is because the late-time behaviour of XΦ and XΦ,R is determined,

like ϕcl, by a Wiener process, this time with positive, rather than negative, drift. It follows that,
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as Xmax Ñ `8, the probability ppXΦ, tq for finite XΦ and large t remains roughly constant until

t „ Xmax{2C for some C ą 0, whereupon it quickly drops to zero.

Because the trace Tr exists and has Trp1q “ 8 and, to the best of our knowledge, the algebra AR

has trivial center, AR must be either a Type I8 or Type II8 von Neumann factor. As in the inflaton

case, we rule out Type I8 because of the existence of a trace-rescaling automorphism for the algebra.

In this case the automorphism is XΦ Ñ XΦ`κ for some constant κ, which rescales the trace by a factor

of expp∆βκq. This generates an automorphism of rAR because H is invariant under XΦ Ñ XΦ ` κ.

Since increasing XΦ Ñ XΦ ` κ increases ÂCH{4G by βCHκ while decreasing ÂBH{4G by βBHκ,

we see that this rescaling correctly captures the change in the number of total number of horizon

microstates expppABH `ACHq{4Gq.

To make a more precise match between entropies of the algebra rAR and generalised entropy, we

follow [6] in considering states with a semiclassical timeshift T « 0. Specifically, we consider states of

the form

|Ψ̂y “ ε´1{2

ˆ
dTfpT {εq |Ψy |T y (3.115)

“ ε1{2

ˆ
dXΦF pεXΦq |Ψy |XΦy (3.116)

where ε ą 0 is small, f is a square-integrable function with Fourier transform F , |Ψy P H0 is an

arbitrary state and |T y and |XΦy are respectively delta-function normalised position and momentum

eigenstates for L2pRq. For simplicity of notation, we assume as in Section 2.4, that |Ψy is already

rotation invariant. If not, we simply integrate over rotations of |Ψy and purify the resulting state on

Ar.

We then claim that the density matrix ρΨ̂ for |Ψ̂y on rAR can be written as

ρΨ̂ «

ˆ
dt εeiHtF pεXΦ,RqeβBHΛΦ,ℓ{2∆Ψ|Φe

βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2e´∆βXΦF pεXΦ,Rqe´iHt. (3.117)

Here ∆Ψ|Φ is the relative modular operator of |Ψy relative to |Φy “ |ΦBHy |ΦCHy on Ar. To verify this,

we need to show that the right-hand side of (3.117) is affiliated to rAR and that

TrpρΨ̂raq
?
« xΨ̂|a|Ψ̂y (3.118)

for all ra P AR.

To show the former, since (3.117) is manifestly boost invariant, it suffices to show that

reβBHΛΦ,ℓ{2∆Ψ|Φe
βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2e´∆βXΦ , a1s

?
“ 0 (3.119)

53



for all a1 P AL “ A1
R. Clearly (3.119) commutes with XΦ. It remains to check

a1 “ a1
BHa

1
CH (3.120)

with a1
BH P ABH,ℓ and

a1
CH P ∆

iT {βCH

ΦCH
ACH,ℓ∆

´iT {βCH

ΦCH
. (3.121)

We have

βCHrXΦ, a
1
CHs “ rlog∆ΦCH

, a1
CHs “ ´βCHrΛΦ,ℓ, a

1
CHs “ rlog∆Ψ|Φ, a

1
CHs (3.122)

and

βBHrΛΦ,ℓ, a
1
BHs “ ´rlog∆Ψ|Φ, a

1
BHs. (3.123)

The desired result (3.119) follows immediately.

To show (3.118), we have

TrpρΨ̂raq «

ˆ
dXΦ|F pεXΦq|2 xΦ|∆Ψ|Φe

βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2
rae´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2|Φy (3.124)

«

ˆ
dXΦ|F pεXΦq|2 xΦ|∆Ψ|Φra|Φy (3.125)

«

ˆ
dXΦ|F pεXΦq|2 xΨ|ra|Ψy . (3.126)

« xΨ̂|ra|Ψ̂y (3.127)

In the first step we used the fact that F pεXΦ,Rq is slowly varying as a function of XΦ,R to commute it

past ra and e´βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2 while incurring only Opεq error. In the second step we used

rΛΦ,ℓ,ras “ rH,ras “ 0. (3.128)

Finally, in the third step we used (B.7).

To compute the entropy of ρΨ̂, we write

ρΨ̂ «

ˆ
dt εeiΛΦ,ℓtF pεXΦ,RqeβBHΛΦ,ℓ{2∆Ψ|Φe

βBHΛΦ,ℓ{2e´∆βXΦF pεXΦ,Rqe´iΛΦ,ℓt (3.129)

«

ˆ
dt εF pεXΦ,RqeβBHΛΦ,ℓ{2eiΛΦ,ℓt∆Ψ|Φe

´iΛΦ,ℓteβBHΛΦ,ℓ{2e´∆βXΦF pεXΦ,Rq (3.130)

« εF pεXΦ,RqeβBHΛΦ,ℓ{2∆
rΨ|Φ

eβBHΛΦ,ℓ{2e´∆βXΦF pεXΦ,Rq (3.131)
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where the semifinite weight |rΨy on Ar is defined by

xrΨ|a|rΨy “

ˆ
dt xΨ|eiΛΨ,ℓtae´iΛΨ,ℓt|Ψy “

ˆ
dt xΨ|eiH0tae´iH0t|Ψy . (3.132)

Since |rΨy is invariant under conjugation by e´itΛΦ,ℓ as a weight on Ar and the weight on Aℓ defined by

|Φy is also invariant under conjugation by e´itΛΦ,ℓ , we have

r∆
rΨ|Φ

,ΛΦ,ℓs “ 0 (3.133)

and hence

log
´

eβBHΛΦ,ℓ{2∆
rΨ|Φ

eβBHΛΦ,ℓ{2
¯

“ log∆
rΨ|Φ

` βBHΛΦ,ℓ. (3.134)

Finally, we obtain

log ρΨ̂ « log
`

ε|F pεXΦ,Rq|2
˘

´ ∆βXΦ ` log∆
rΨ|Φ

´ βBHΛΦ,ℓ, (3.135)

where we again used the fact that F pεXΦ,Rq commutes with everything up to Opεq corrections. So

SpρΨ̂q “ ´ xΨ̂| log ρΨ̂|Ψ̂y (3.136)

« ´ xlog
`

ε|F pεXΦ,Rq|2
˘

y ` ∆β xXΦy ´ xlog∆
rΨ|Φ

y ` βBH xΛΦ,ℓy (3.137)

« ´ xlog
`

ε|F pεXΦ,Rq|2
˘

y `
∆β

βCH
x
ÂCH ´ACH,0

4G
y ` SrenprΨq ´ βBH xhry (3.138)

« ´ xlog
`

ε|F pεXΦ,Rq|2
˘

y ` x
ÂCH ´ACH,0

4G
y ` SrenprΨq ` x

ÂBH ´ABH,0

4G
y , (3.139)

where, as with (2.85),

SrenprΨq “ xΨ| log∆
rΨ|Φ

` βBHhΦBH ,ℓ ` βCHhΦCH ,ℓ|Ψy (3.140)

can be formally interpreted (up to a divergent constant) as the entropy of the boost-invariant weight

|rΨy divided by its divergent normalisation. In (3.138), we substituted in the formulas (3.34), (3.37),

(3.38) and (3.41) for log∆Φ, ΛΦ,ℓ and XΦ in terms of sesquilinear forms. Then, in (3.139), we used

(3.47).

The first term in (3.139) describes the entropy of fluctuations in the horizon areas, or equivalently

in the timeshift. The second term is the entropy of the |rΨy at fixed timeshift. Finally we have area

terms for the black hole and cosmological horizons. Up to the usual divergent constant, the full formula

(3.139) therefore describes the generalised entropy for the state |Ψ̂y, with the qualification that the state

|Ψy of the quantum fields needs to be formally averaged over boosts.
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4 Generic extremal surfaces

In this section, we conclude by briefly discussing gravitational algebras in a generic classical background.

Our set up is similar to that described in [8], but our point of view and conclusions will differ somewhat

from theirs.

A classical background is defined by a classical Lorentzian metric gcl and a classical matter field

configuration ϕcl, that form a solution to the classical Einstein equations

Rµν ´
1

2
gµνR “ 8πGTµν . (4.1)

Here, the classical matter fields ϕcl need to be scaled so that their stress-energy tensor Tµν „ Op1{Gq

in the G Ñ 0 limit. We can then consider the Hilbert space HQFT of quantum fluctuations of both

the graviton field h “ pg ´ gclq{
?
G and quantum perturbations δϕ of the matter fields (scaled to have

Op1q stress-energy tensor and hence vanishing backreaction as G Ñ 0).

Generically, such a background will have no isometries whose generators need to be treated as gauge

constraints in the G Ñ 0 limit. We do need to impose gauge constraints associated to perturbative

diffeomorphisms, but these act only on the graviton field in the strict G Ñ 0 limit and can be dealt

with using standard techniques. It is therefore possible to specify subregions in a gauge-invariant

manner. Moreover the algebra A0 of quasilocal QFT operators within a given subregion are already

gauge invariant as quantum gravity observables.20 There is no need to introduce any clock. By usual

quantum field theory arguments, this algebra will be Type III1 factor.

In particular, we can consider the algebra A0 associated to a domain of dependence, or wedge, in

the classical background gcl whose boundary is an extremal surface. We will assume for the moment

that the wedge is compact, but will later discuss the case where it also has an asymptotic boundary

in the conformal compactification of the spacetime. Except in special cases like the ones discussed in

Sections 2 and 3, such a wedge will not be a causal diamond associated to any particular worldline,

and hence A0 will not be the algebra of observables associated to a single observer. But the algebra A

nonetheless exists.

With this restriction in place, we can also consider classical geometries with a kink, or shift in

boost angle, across the extremal surface, analogous to the introduced for SdS black holes in Section

3.2. Because the boundary surface is extremal, the resulting classical geometry will continue to satisfy

the classical Einstein equations. For each shift in boost angle, there is a different Hilbert space HT

describing quantum fluctuations about this background. We can then consider the direct integral

20 Here, we define A0 to only include operators that are already gauge invariant with respect to any local matter gauge
group and, in the case of graviton operators, with respect to perturbative diffeomorphisms.
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Hilbert space

H “

ˆ ‘

dT HT (4.2)

that describes smooth superpositions over boost angles.

There is a unambiguous and gauge-invariant natural action of the algebra A0 on the Hilbert space

HT for any boost angle T . But there are also additional operators localised within the wedge that

change the boost angle and that have finite G Ñ 0 limits acting on the Hilbert space H. In particular,

for any state |Φy P H0, there is a densely defined operator XΦ localised in the wedge defined by

XΦ “
Âext ´Aext,0

4G
` hΦ “ H 1

Φ ´ log∆Φ. (4.3)

Here the operator Âext describes the area of the extremal surface (including OpGq perturbative cor-

rections), Aext,0 is the area of the same surface in the classical background geometry, hΦ is a formal

one-sided modular Hamiltonian for the state |Φy on the algebra A (defined so that xΦ|hΦ|Φy “ 0) and

X 1
Φ “

Âext ´Aext,0

4G
` h1

Φ (4.4)

commutes with both A0 and XΦ. As before, Âext, hΦ and h1
Φ exist only as sesquilinear forms, but X 1

Φ

and the modular operator ´ log∆Φ “ hΦ ´ h1
Φ for |Φy on A are densely defined operators. We can

identify the Hilbert spaces Ht – H0 in a way that identifies the natural actions of A on each and such

that induced isomorphism

H – H0 b L2pRq (4.5)

allows us to identify X 1
Φ with ´2πiBT P BpL2pRqq. Together A0 and XΦ generate the full wedge algebra

A, which is therefore just the modular crossed product. The commutant algebra rA1 is generated by

X 1
Φ and ∆

´iT {2π
Φ A1∆

iT {2π
Φ . It is easy to check that the latter agrees the unique natural action of A1 on

HT given the identification (4.5). The gravitational commutant algebra A1
0 is can be identified as usual

with the algebra of observables localised in the complementary wedge.

For a P A, we can write as usual

Trpaq “

ˆ
dX 1

Φ xΦ|a|Φy , (4.6)

with xΦ|a|Φy a function of X 1
Φ. For semiclassical states |Ψ̂y P H of the form

|Ψ̂y “

ˆ
dT ε´1{2fpT {εq |Ψy |T y (4.7)

with ε ą 0 small, f a square-integrable function with Fourier transform F and |Ψy P H0, the density
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matrix ρΨ̂ satisfies [6]

´ log ρΨ̂ « X 1
Φ ´ log∆Ψ|Φ ´ log

“

ε|F pεXΦq|2
‰

(4.8)

Since

X 1
Φ ´ log∆Ψ|Φ “

Âext ´Aext,0

4G
` hΨ (4.9)

with hΨ the one-sided modular operator for the state |Ψy, the entropy SpΨ̂q “ ´ xΨ̂| log ρΨ̂|Ψ̂y is equal

to the generalised entropy of the wedge (up to the usual divergent constant).21

So far, we have not talked about the possibly of the wedge containing an asymptotic boundary or

localised observer of the form described in [5]. This was because, in the absence of any isometries of

the classical background, there was no need to do so in order to obtain a nontrivial Type II algebra. If

an asymptotically-flat or -AdS boundary exists, we can take G Ñ 0 limits where the fluctuations in the

ADM mass of that boundary are either Op1{
?
Gq or Op1q. However in both cases the algebra is the

same. Because the time translation symmetry generated by the ADM mass only exists asymptotically

and is broken by the classical background, the boundary time (relative to the background) and the

ADM mass are both gauge-invariant observables can be measured within the wedge. As a result, the

wedge algebra will contain a BpL2pRqq tensor product subfactor on which the fluctuations in the ADM

mass and the boundary time act as conjugate variables. If the fluctuations in the ADM mass are

Op1{
?
Gq, the fluctuations in the boundary time will be Op

?
Gq. If the ADM mass fluctuations are

Op1q, the fluctuations in the boundary time will also be Op1q. This affects the definition of operators

that are dressed to the boundary, but not of operators that are dressed to the classical background (and

hence not the overall structure of the algebra). Similarly, including an observer as in [5] just introduces

an additional tensor product factor BpL2pR`qq to the wedge algebra, without otherwise affecting its

structure. In particular, the time read by the observer’s clock at a particular point in the classical

background is a physical gauge-invariant observable.22
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A Glossary

Note: The bold font is reserved for the sesquilinear forms that are not operators. Tilded operators

and algebras are gauge-invariant with respect to isometries of the background spacetime.

Section 2

1. H: The unique natural Hilbert space of quantum fields and free gravitons for the global de Sitter

space in the strict G Ñ 0 limit. It is well-defined because the Cauchy slice in the global slicing is

compact.

2. A: The static-patch algebra of QFT operators.

3. rA: The subalgebra of A, after imposing the gauge constraints associated with the isometry of the

static patch.

4. H : the boost Hamiltonian.

5. |ΨBDy : The Bunch-Davies weight. It is unnormalizable, annihilated by the boost H, satisfies

the KMS condition for A, is tracial for A, and is not in the natural Hilbert space H. We often

abbreviate it as Ψ.

6. |Φy: An arbitrary normalizable state in the Hilbert space H.

Section 3

Asymptotically-flat black holes

1. T : The asymptotic right boundary time reached by starting at t “ 0 on the left boundary and

travelling along a spacelike geodesic orthogonal to the time-translation Killing vector. The mode

is locally pure gauge. We will call T the timeshift mode.

2. HQFT: The natural Hilbert space of quantum fields and free gravitons for an asymptotically flat

black hole in the strict G Ñ 0 limit; see Figure 4. H consists of states that look like the Minkowski

vacuum both near the black hole bifurcation surface and spatial infinity. The Hilbert space H

does not contain any invariant states such as the Hartle-Hawking, Unruh or Boulwaré vacua. Can

be written as HQFT – H0 b L2pRq.

3. H0: The Hilbert space of quantum fields and free gravitons with the timeshift frozen at T “ 0.

The full Hilbert space can be decomposed as H “ H0 bL2pRq, where the timeshift T acts as the

position operator on L2pRq.

4. H: The Hilbert space of quantum fields with Op1q (rather than Op
?
Gq) timeshift fluctuations.

Like for HQFT, we have H – H0bL2pRq, but now the timeshift (rather than the timeshift rescaled

by OpG´1{2) acts as the position operator on L2pRq. See the paragraph surrounding (3.2). This

is the Hilbert space on which the Type II algebra AR acts.
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5. Φ: An arbitrary normalizable state in the Hilbert space H0.

6. H : The boost Hamiltonian on H0.

7. hR, hL : The renormalized ADM masses. They satisfy H “ hR ´ hL and are densely-defined

and unbounded. They are canonically conjugated to the timeshift T , thus act as the momemtum

operator on L2pRq. Notice that they are not the one-sided boosts, which are only sesquilinear

forms.

8. ∆HΦ,r, ∆HΦ,ℓ : Densely-defined, unbounded operators that capture the difference between the

modular Hamiltonian of Φ and the boost Hamiltonian. See (3.5) and the surrounding paragraph.

9. XΦ,R: Defined by XΦ,R “ hR ´ ∆HΦ,r. Can be formally interpreted as the sum of the area

operator and a one-sided modular Hamiltonian for |Φy; see (3.11).

10. Ar, Aℓ: Type III von Neumann factors for QFT observables localised in the right and left exteriors,

respectively. They are commutant of each other, Ar “ A1
ℓ.

11. AR, AL: The full gravitational algebras for the right and left exteriors respectively, generated by

Ar{ℓ along with (bounded functions of) hR{L. They are commutants AL “ A1
R.

Schwarzchild-de Sitter (SdS) black holes

1. T : The shift in boost time when travelling through the black hole and cosmological horizons. The

mode is locally pure gauge. We will call T the timeshift mode. See the red slice in Figure 5.

2. H: The Hilbert space of quantum fields and free gravitons for a SdS black hole in the strict G Ñ 0

limit, where the timeshift mode has Op1q fluctuation.

3. HT : The Hilbert space for a Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole with fixed timeshift T . We have

H –
´ b

R dtHt.

4. HBH ,HCH : Hilbert space subfactors of H0 – HBH b HCH defined so that all operators near

the black hole bifurcation surface are contained in HBH and all operators near the cosmological

bifurcation surface are contained in HCH .

5. HCH,T : Defined so that the algebra of operators BpHCH,T q is the commutant of BpHBHq on

HT – HBH b HCH,T .

6. Ur, Uℓ: The right and left black hole exteriors in the SdS spacetime. They are invariant under

the boosts. See Figure 5.

7. UBH , UCH : The black hole and cosmological wedges in the Penrose diagram, respectively. All

operators in UBH act only on BpHBHq while all operators in UCH act only on BpHCHq. They

are not invariant under the boosts. See Figure 8.
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8. ABH,r, ACH,r: Type III subfactors of BpHBHq and BpHCHq respectively, containing all opera-

tors in those algebras that are localised in the right black hole exterior. (Note that, somewhat

confusingly, this is to the left of the cosmological bifurcation surface.)

9. ABH,ℓ, ACH,ℓ: Commutants of ABH,r and ACH,r on BpHBH and BpHCH . They contain all

operators in those algebras that are localised in the left black hole exterior.

10. Ar, Aℓ: The algebras for the right and left exteriors, Ar – ABH,rbACH,r and Aℓ – ABH,ℓbACH,ℓ.

11. H0: The boost Hamiltonian on H0. It generates automorphisms of Aℓ and Ar but mixes HBH

and HCH .

12. H: The boost Hamiltonian on H. Defined by (3.57).

13. hr,0, hℓ,0: One-sided boost Hamiltonians on the right and left wedges, respectively, at zero

timeshift.

14. hΦCH ,r, hΦCH ,ℓ: One-sided modular Hamiltonians of a state |ΦCHy P HCH on the algebras ACH,r

and ACH,ℓ respectively.

15. hΦBH ,r, hΦBH ,ℓ: One-sided modular Hamiltonians of a state |ΦBHy P HBH on the algebras ABH,r

and ABH,ℓ respectively.

16. ΛΦ,ℓ, ΛΦ,r: Densely-defined operators that generate boosts of Ar (resp. Aℓ) and modular flows of

ABH,ℓ and ACH,ℓ (resp. ABH,r and ACH,r).

17. AR, AL: The full algebras of operators in the right and left exteriors before imposing gauge

constraints.

18. rAR, rAL: The boost- and rotation-invariant subalgebras of AR and AL.

19. XΦ: Densely-defined operator localised in the left wedge that is canonically conjugate to the

timeshift mode T given the identification (3.39). The physical interpretation of XΦ is explained

in (3.41)

20. XΦ,R: Defined by XΦ ´ log∆ΦCH
. Localised in the right exterior.

B Some results from modular theory

We review some basic Tomita-Takesaki modular theory for quantum field theory. For more details,

see, for example, [49,50]. The central object of modular theory is the Tomita operator SΨ which is an

densely-defined, unbounded, antiunitary operator that satisfies

SΨ a |Ψy “ a: |Ψy (B.1)
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for some cyclic, separating states Ψ. Clearly, S2
Ψ “ 1, so it is invertible. This implies that the Tomita

operator has a unique polar decomposition,

SΨ “ JΨ∆
1{2
Ψ , (B.2)

where JΨ is antiunitary and ∆
1{2
Ψ is Hermitian and positive-definite. They have some useful properties,

e.g., the modular operator preserves the state,

∆Ψ |Ψy “ |Ψy , (B.3)

and the modular flow preserves the algebra,

∆is
ΨA∆´is

Ψ “ A, s P R. (B.4)

These will be useful below. Similarly, one can define the relative modular operators by

SΦ|Ψa |Ψy “ a: |Φy (B.5)

and

∆Φ|Ψ “ S:

Φ|ΨSΦ|Ψ, (B.6)

etc.

With these preparation, we prove a few lemmas that will be useful in the main text. The first one,

also proved in [5, 6], says that the relative modular operator satisfies

xΨ|∆Φ|Ψa |Ψy “ xΦ| a |Φy . (B.7)

To prove, we write out the relative Tomita operators explicitly,

xΨ|∆Φ|Ψa |Ψy “ xΨ|S:

Φ|ΨSΦ|Ψa |Ψy “ xΨ|S:

Φ|Ψa
: |Φy “ xSΦ|ΨΨ| a: |Φy “ xΦ| a: |Φy “ xΦ| a |Φy , (B.8)

as desired.

Second, given a reference system HR and a state |Φy “ |Φ0y |0y ` |Φ1y |1y P H b HR, the relative

modular operator is ∆Φ|Ψ “ ∆Φ0|Ψ ` ∆Φ1|Ψ. We claim that the relative Tomita operator is

SΦ|Ψ “ SΦ0|Ψ b |0y ` SΦ1|Ψ b |1y , (B.9)

where the kets |0y and |1y are meant to be the embedding maps that add an ancilla qubit in the
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designated state. This can be checked straightforwardly: for any a P A,

SΦ|Ψ ab 1 |Ψy “
`

SΦ0|Ψ b |0y ` SΦ1|Ψ b |1y
˘

ab 1 |Ψy “ a: b 1
`

|Φ0y |0y ` |Φ1y |1y
˘

. (B.10)

Then, the relative modular operator can be easily computed,

∆Φ|Ψ “ S:

Φ|ΨSΦ|Ψ “ S:

Φ0|ΨSΦ0|Ψ ¨ x0|0y ` S:

Φ1|ΨSΦ1|Ψ ¨ x1|1y (B.11)

“ ∆Φ0|Ψ ` ∆Φ1|Ψ, (B.12)

as desired. We have used that |0y and |1y are orthonormal. The generalisation of (B.11) to continuous

integrals over states is straightforward.

The last lemma is as follows. If we define the time-evolved state |Φpsqy “ ∆´is
Ψ |Φy, then the relative

modular operator becomes

∆Φpsq|Ψ “ ∆´is
Ψ ∆Φ|Ψ∆is

Ψ. (B.13)

To show this, we claim that the time-evolved relative Tomita operator is

SΦpsq|Ψ “ ∆´is
Ψ SΦ|Ψ∆is

Ψ. (B.14)

This can be checked straightforwardly: for any a P A,

SΦpsq|Ψa |Ψy “ ∆´is
Ψ SΦ|Ψ∆is

Ψa |Ψy (B.15)

“ ∆´is
Ψ SΦ|Ψ

`

∆is
Ψa∆

´is
Ψ

˘

|Ψy (B.16)

“ ∆´is
Ψ

`

∆is
Ψa

:∆´is
Ψ

˘

|Φy (B.17)

“ a: |Φpsqy . (B.18)

We used (B.3) in the second equality and (B.4) in the third one.

C Spherical harmonics on S3

We briefly summarize some facts about (hyper)spherical harmonics on the three-sphere that will be

useful for us in the main text. For more details, see, for example, the book [51], especially their (3.86)

and (3.87). For our purposes, the most important results are (C.6) and (C.7) that will be used for

calculating the boost Hamiltonian in quasi-de Sitter space.

The spherical harmonics and their derivatives are normalized as

ˆ
d3x sin2 χ sin θ Y kℓm Y ˚k1ℓ1m1

“ δkk
1

δℓℓ
1

δmm1

(C.1)

63



and

ˆ
d3x sin2 χ sin θ ∇aY

kℓm∇a Y ˚k1ℓ1m1

“ kpk ` 2qδkk
1

δℓℓ
1

δmm1

, (C.2)

where the complex conjugate is (evaluated at antipodal points)

Y ˚k1ℓ1m1

“ Y k1ℓ1´m1

. (C.3)

Explicitly, the spherical harmonics take the form

Y kℓm “ Nkℓ sin
ℓ χCℓ`1

k´ℓpcosχqY ℓmpθ, ϕq, (C.4)

where the normalization is

Nkℓ “ p´1qkp2ℓq!!

d

2pk ` 1qpk ´ ℓq!

πpk ` ℓ` 1q!
(C.5)

and Cℓ`1
k´ℓ are the Gegenbauer polynomials. With this, one can explicitly evaluate the following integrals,

ˆ
cosχY kℓm Y ˚k1ℓ1m1

“ ´
1

2

d

pkmin ` ℓ` 2qpkmin ´ ℓ` 1q

pkmin ` 1qpkmin ` 2q
δk˘1k1

δℓℓ
1

δmm1

, (C.6)

ˆ
cosχ∇aY

kℓm∇a Y ˚k1ℓ1m1

“ ´
kminpkmin`3q

2

d

pkmin ` ℓ` 2qpkmin ´ ℓ` 1q

pkmin ` 1qpkmin ` 2q
δk˘1k1

δℓℓ
1

δmm1

, (C.7)

where kmin :“ mintk, k1u. Notice that the additive constant is “+3” instead of “+2” as in (C.2).
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