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A study of the spin 1 Unruh-De Witt detectors interacting with a relativistic scalar quantum field
is presented. After tracing out the field modes, the resulting density matrix for a bipartite qutrit
system is employed to investigate the violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality. Unlike the case of spin
1/2, for which the effects of the quantum field result in a decreasing of the size of violation, in the
case of spin 1 both decreasing and increasing of the violation may occur. This effect is ascribed to
the fact that Tsirelson’s bound is not saturated in the case of qutrits.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Unruh-De Witt (UDW) detectors are useful models, broadly employed in the study of relativistic quantum
information, see [1–3] and refs. therein.

In this work, we shall employ spin 1 Unruh-De Witt detectors to investigate the effects of a quantum relativis-
tic scalar field on the Bell-CHSH inequality [4, 5], following the setup already outlined for spin 1/2 detectors [6].
More precisely, we consider the interaction of a pair of qutrits with a real Klein-Gordon field in Minkowski spacetime,
by taking as initial field configuration the vacuum state ∣0⟩. On the other hand, as starting state for the qutrit, we
choose the entangled singlet state

∣ψ⟩AB =
1
√
3
(∣1⟩A ⊗ ∣ − 1⟩B − ∣0⟩A ⊗ ∣0⟩B + ∣ − 1⟩A ⊗ ∣1⟩B) , (1)

where, as usual, A,B stand for Alice and Bob, which are meant to be located in the right and left Rindler wedges
respectively1, according to the relativistic causality requirement.

Due to the use of the state ∣0⟩ for the quantum field, this framework is referred as the extraction of the entan-
glement from the vacuum. Nevertheless, as we shall see in the sequel, there are remarkable differences between the
spin 1/2 and the spin 1 cases. As far as the Bell-CHSH inequality is concerned, for spin 1/2, the effects induced by
the quantum field result in a decreasing of the size of the violation, due to the fact that the Tsirelson bound [8],

i.e. 2
√
2 ≈ 2.83 is already attained in the absence of the field. As the Tsirelson bound is the maximum allowed

value for the violation, one can easily figure out that the presence of a quantum field can only induce a decreasing
of the size of the violation, see [6] for more details. Instead, in the case of spin 1, the situation looks rather dif-
ferent. Here, it is known that Tsirelson’s bound is never attained [9, 10]. The maximum value for the Bell-CHSH
inequality is ≈ 2.55. As such, depending on the choice of the parameters, the effects of the quantum field may give
rise either to a decreasing or to an increasing of the violation, while remaining compatible with Tsirelson’s bound 2

√
2.

Let us begin by specifying the initial density matrix

ρABφ(0) = ρAB(0)⊗ ∣0⟩⟨0∣ , (2)

where

ρAB(0) = ∣ψ⟩AB AB⟨ψ∣ . (3)
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1 The Rindler geometry is that observed by an accelerated observer in Minkowski space.
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The time evolution of the initial density matrix, Eq.(2), is governed by the unitary operator

U = e−i[J
z
A⊗φ(fA)+J

z
B⊗φ(fB)] , (4)

where the operator Jz corresponds to the component of spin along the z-axis, and φ(fj), j = A,B, is the smeared
field [7]:

φ(fj) = ∫ d4x φ(x)fj(x) , j = A,B , (5)

where fj(x) are smooth test functions with compact support. The role of fj(x) is that of restricting the field φ to
suitable regions of the Minkowski spacetime, so as to ensure that Alice and Bob are space-like separated. For the
quantum field φ, one writes

φ(x) = ∫
d3p

(2π)3
1

2ωp

(e−ipxap + e
ipxa†

p) , ωp =
√
p⃗2 +m2

[ap, a
†
q] = (2π)

3
(2ωp) δ

3
(p − q) , [ap, aq] = 0 . (6)

At large time, the density matrix is written as

ρABφ = ρABφ(t→∞) = U ρABφ(0) U
† . (7)

The subsequent stage involves deriving the density matrix ρ̂AB for the qutrit system through the process of tracing
out the field modes:

ρ̂AB = Trφ(ρABφ) . (8)

Finally, once the density matrix ρ̂AB is known, one is capable of evaluating the Bell-CHSH correlator

⟨C⟩ = Tr(ρ̂ABC) , (9)

where

C = (A +A′)B + (A −A′)B′ , (10)

with (A,A′), (B,B′) being the Bell operators, namely

A = A† , A′ = A′† , B = B† , B′ = B′†

A2
= A′2 = B2

= B′2 = 1

[A,B] = [A,B′] = [A′,B] = [A′,B′] = 0 . (11)

The Bell-CHSH inequality is said to be violated whenever

2 < ∣⟨C⟩∣ ≤ 2
√
2 . (12)

This work is organized as follows. In Sec.(II), we evaluate the qutrit density matrix by considering the dephasing
coupling regime. In Sec.(III) we provide an overview of the fundamental characteristics of the Weyl operators Wfj

Wfj = e
iφ(fj) , j = A,B , (13)

and their von Neumann algebra, introducing key concepts that will be employed throughout this study. In Sec.(IV),
we discuss how the effects of the quantum field φ on the violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality, which can be obtained
in closed form by using the powerful modular theory of Tomita-Takesaki [11–15]. Notably, it turns out that the
violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality exhibits both an increasing and a decreasing behavior as compared to the case
in which the field φ is absent, Section (V) collects our conclusion.
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II. EVALUATION OF THE QUTRIT DENSITY MATRIX IN THE CASE OF THE DEPHASING
COUPLING DETECTORS

We shall consider the density matrix ρ̂AB in he so-called dephasing coupling regime [2, 3], for which the evolution
operator is given by U = UA ⊗ UB , where the unitary operator for the detector j = A,B is

Uj = e
−iJz

j ⊗φ(fj), (14)

with the commutation relation

[UA,UB] = 0. (15)

Using the algebra of the spin 1 matrices, the expression (14) can be written as

Uj = 1j − iJ
z
j sj + (J

z
j )

2
(cj − 1), (16)

where cj ≡ cosφ(fj) and sj ≡ sinφ(fj). With the initial density matrix ρABφ(0) given in Eq.(2), its evolution is
described as follows:

ρABφ = (UA ⊗ UB)ρABφ(0) (U
†
A ⊗ U

†
B)

= [1A − iJ
z
AsA(J

z
A)

2
(cA − 1)]⊗ [1B − iJ

z
BsB(J

z
B)

2
(cB − 1)]ρAB(0)∣0⟩⟨0∣

× [1A + iJ
z
AsA(J

z
A)

2
(cA − 1)]⊗ [1B + iJ

z
BsB(J

z
B)

2
(cB − 1)] . (17)

Tracing over φ, we get a rather lengthy expression for ρ̂AB , namely

ρ̂AB =ρAB(0) + ρAB(0)(J
z
B)

2
⟨cB − 1⟩ − ρAB(0)J

z
A ⊗ J

z
B⟨sAsB⟩ + ρAB(0)(J

z
A)

2
⟨cA − 1⟩

+ ρAB(0)(J
z
A)

2
⊗ (Jz

B)
2
⟨(cA − 1)(cB − 1)⟩ + (J

z
B)

2ρAB(0)J
z
B⟨s

2
B⟩ + (J

z
B)

2ρAB(0)J
z
A⟨sBsA⟩

+ Jz
BρAB(0)J

z
A ⊗ (J

z
B)

2
⟨sBsA(cB − 1)⟩ + J

z
BρAB(0)(J

z
A)

2
⊗ Jz

B⟨s
2
B(cA − 1)⟩

+ (Jz
B)

2ρAB(0)⟨cB − 1⟩ + (J
z
B)

2ρAB(0)(J
z
B)

2
⟨(cB − 1)

2
⟩ − (Jz

B)
2ρAB(0)J

B
z ⊗ J

A
z ⟨(cB − 1)sAsB⟩

+ (Jz
B)

2ρAB(0)J
A
z ⟨(cB − 1)(cA − 1)⟩ + (J

z
B)

2ρAB(0)(J
z
B)

2
⊗ (Jz

A)
2
⟨(cB − 1)

2
(cA − 1)⟩

+ Jz
AρAB(0)J

z
B⟨sAsB⟩ + J

z
AρAB(0)J

z
A⟨s

2
A⟩ + J

z
AρAB(0)J

z
A ⊗ (J

z
B)

2
⟨s2A(cB − 1)⟩

+ Jz
AρAB(0)(J

z
A)

2
⊗ Jz

B⟨sAsB(cA − 1)⟩ − J
z
A ⊗ J

z
BρAB(0)⟨sAsB⟩ − J

z
A ⊗ J

z
BρAB(0)(J

z
B)

2
⟨sAsB(cB − 1)⟩

+ Jz
A ⊗ J

z
BρAB(0)J

z
A ⊗ J

z
B⟨s

2
As

2
B⟩ − J

z
A ⊗ J

z
BρAB(0)(J

z
A)

2
⟨sAsB(cA − 1)⟩

− Jz
A ⊗ J

z
BρAB(0)(J

z
A)

2
⊗ (Jz

B)
2
⟨sAsB(cA − 1)(cB − 1)⟩ + J

z
A ⊗ (J

z
B)

2ρAB(0)J
z
B⟨sAsB(cB − 1)⟩

+ Jz
A ⊗ (J

z
B)

2ρAB(0)J
z
A⟨s

2
A(cB − 1)⟩ + J

z
A ⊗ (J

z
B)

2ρAB(0)J
z
A ⊗ (J

z
B)

2
⟨s2A(cB − 1)

2
⟩

+ Jz
A ⊗ (J

z
B)

2ρAB(0)(J
z
A)

2
⊗ Jz

B⟨sAsB(cB − 1)(cA − 1)⟩ + (J
z
A)

2ρAB(0)⟨(cA − 1)⟩

+ (Jz
A)

2ρAB(0)(J
z
B)

2
⟨(cA − 1)(cB − 1)⟩ − (J

z
A)

2ρAB(0)J
z
A ⊗ J

z
B⟨(cA − 1)sAsB⟩

+ (Jz
A)

2ρAB(0)(J
z
A)

2
⟨(cA − 1)

2
⟩ + (Jz

A)
2ρAB(0)(J

z
A)

2
⊗ (Jz

B)
2
⟨(cA − 1)

2
(cB − 1)⟩

+ (Jz
A)

2
⊗ Jz

BρAB(0)J
z
B⟨(cA − 1)s

2
B⟩ + (J

z
A)

2
⊗ Jz

BρAB(0)J
z
A⟨(cA − 1)sBsA⟩

+ (Jz
A)

2
⊗ Jz

BρAB(0)J
z
A ⊗ (J

z
B)

2
⟨(cA − 1)(cB − 1)sBsA⟩ + (J

z
A)

2
⊗ Jz

BρAB(0)(J
z
A)

2
⊗ Jz

B⟨(cA − 1)
2s2B⟩

+ (Jz
A)

2
⊗ (Jz

B)
2ρAB(0)⟨(cA − 1)(cB − 1)⟩ + (J

z
A)

2
⊗ Jz

BρAB(0)(J
z
B)

2
⟨(cA − 1)(cB − 1)

2
⟩

− (Jz
A)

2
⊗ Jz

BρAB(0)J
z
A ⊗ J

z
B⟨(cA − 1)(cB − 1)sAsB⟩ + (J

z
A)

2
⊗ Jz

BρAB(0)(J
z
A)

2
⟨(cA − 1)

2
(cB − 1)⟩

+ (Jz
A)

2
⊗ Jz

BρAB(0)(J
z
A)

2
⊗ (Jz

B)
2
⟨(cA − 1)

2
(cB − 1)

2
⟩ . (18)

where ⟨sAsB(cA − 1)(cB − 1)⟩, etc., denotes the expectation value of the Weyl operators, namely

⟨sAsB(cA − 1)(cB − 1)⟩ = ⟨0∣sAsB(cA − 1)(cB − 1)∣0⟩ . (19)

In the next section we shall see how can these correlation functions be addressed in closed form, using the Tomita-
Takesaki theory.



4

III. TOMITA-TAKESAKI MODULAR THEORY AND THE VON NEUMANN ALGEBRA OF THE
WEYL OPERATORS

To calculate the correlation functions of the Weyl operators, Eq. (19), it is worth providing a compact review of
the properties of the von Neumann algebra related to such operators. For a more detailed review, one can check ref.[15].

Let us begin by recalling the commutator between the scalar fields, for arbitrary spacetime separation

[φ(x), φ(y)] = i∆PJ(x − y), (20)

where the Lorentz-invariant causal Pauli-Jordan distribution ∆PJ(x − y) is defined by

i∆PJ(x − y)=∫
d4k

(2π)3
ε(k0)δ(k2 −m2

)e−ik(x−y), (21)

with ε(x) ≡ θ(x) − θ(−x). The Pauli-Jordan distribution ∆PJ(x − y) vanishes outside of the light cone, guaranteeing
that measurements at points separated by space-like intervals do not interfere, that is

∆PJ(x − y) = 0 , for (x − y)2 < 0 . (22)

Now, let O be an open region of the Minkowski spacetime and letM(O) be the space of smooth test functions with
support contained in O, namely

M(O) = {f ∣supp(f) ⊆ O}. (23)

Following [13, 14] one introduces the symplectic complement ofM(O) as

M
′
(O) = {g ∣∆PJ(g, f) = 0, ∀f ∈M(O)}. (24)

This symplectic complement M′(O) comprises all test functions for which the smeared Pauli-Jordan expression
∆PJ(f, g) vanishes for any f belonging toM(O),

[φ(f), φ(g)] = i∆PJ(f, g) , (25)

allowing us to rephrase causality, Eq.(22), as [13, 14]

[φ(f), φ(g)] = 0, (26)

whenever f ∈M(O) and g ∈M′(O).

As already mentioned in Sec.(I), the so-called Weyl operators [13–15] play an important role in the study of the
Bell-CHSH inequality. This class of unitary operators is obtained by exponentiating the smeared field

Wh = e
iφ(h). (27)

By applying the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula together with the commutation relation (21), one finds that the
Weyl operators lead to the following algebraic structure:

WfWg = e
−

i
2∆PJ(f,g) W(f+g),

W †
fWf =WfW

†
f = 1,

W †
f =W(−f). (28)

Moreover, if f and g are space-like, the Weyl operators Wf and Wg commute. By expanding the field φ in terms of
creation and annihilation operators, one can evaluate the expectation value of the Weyl operator, finding

⟨0∣Wh∣0⟩ = e
−

1
2 ∥h∥

2

, (29)

where ∣∣h∣∣2 = ⟨h∣h⟩ and

⟨f ∣g⟩ = ∫
d3k

(2π)3
1

2ωk
f(ωk, k⃗)

∗g(ωk, k⃗) , (30)



5

is the Lorentz invariant inner product between the test functions (f, g)[13–15], with the usual relation ω2
k = k⃗

2 +m2

and

f(ωk, k⃗) = ∫ d4x eikxf(x) , k0 = ωk

A von Neumann algebra A(M) arises by taking all possible products and linear combinations of the Weyl operators
defined onM(O). In particular, the Reeh-Schlieder theorem [7, 11, 13, 14], states that the vacuum state ∣0⟩ is both
cyclic and separating for the von Neumann algebra A. Consequently, we can apply the Tomita-Takesaki modular
theory [11–15] and introduce the anti-linear unbounded operator S, whose action on the von Neumann algebra A(M)
is defined as

S a∣0⟩ = a†
∣0⟩, ∀a ∈ A(M), (31)

from which it follows that S2 = 1 and S∣0⟩ = ∣0⟩. The operator S has a unique polar decomposition [12]:

S = J∆1/2, (32)

where J is anti-unitary and ∆ is positive and self-adjoint. These operators are characterized by the following set of
properties [11–15]:

∆ = S†S , J∆1/2J =∆−1/2 ,

J2
= 1 , S†

= J∆−1/2 ,

J†
= J , ∆−1 = SS† . (33)

From the Tomita-Takesaki theorem [11–15], it follows that JA(M)J = A′(M), meaning that, upon conjugation by
the operator J , the algebra A(M) is mapped onto its commutant A′(M), namely:

A
′
(M) = { a′ ∣ [a, a′] = 0,∀a ∈ A(M) }. (34)

Furthermore, the theorem states that there is a one-parameter family of operators ∆it, t ∈ R, that leave the algebra
A(M) invariant, such that the the following equation holds

∆it
A(M)∆−it = A(M) .

The Tomita-Takesaki modular theory is particularly well-suited for analyzing the Bell-CHSH inequality within the
framework of relativistic Quantum Field Theory [13, 14]. As demonstrated in [15], it provides a purely algebraic
method for constructing Bob’s operators from Alice’s ones by using the modular conjugation J . Given Alice’s
operatorAf , one can assign to Bob the operator Bf = JAfJ , ensuring their mutual commutativity due to the Tomita-
Takesaki theorem, as Bf = JAfJ belongs to the commutant A′(M) [15].

An important outcome of the Tomita-Takesaki modular theory, established by [16, 17], allows the extension of
the action of the modular operators (J,∆) to the space of the test functions. In fact, when equipped with the
Lorentz-invariant inner product ⟨f ∣g⟩, Eq.(30), the set of test functions forms a complex Hilbert space F that pos-
sesses a variety of properties. To be more precise, it is found that the subspacesM and iM are standard subspaces
for F [16]. This implies that:

i. M ∩ iM = {0};

ii. M + iM is dense in F .

As shown in to [16], for such subspaces, it’s viable to establish a modular theory similar to that of the Tomita-Takesaki
theory. This involves introducing an operator s acting onM + iM such that

s(f + ih) = f − ih , (35)

for f, h ∈M. With this definition, it’s worth noting that s2 = 1. EmployIng the polar decomposition, one obtains:

s = jδ1/2, (36)

where j is an anti-unitary operator, while δ is positive and self-adjoint. Similarly to the operators (J, ∆), the operators
(j, δ) fulfill the following properties [16]:

jδ1/2j = δ−1/2, δ† = δ



6

s† = jδ−1/2, j† = j

δ = s†s, j2 = 1. (37)

Further, one can show [14, 16] that a test function f belongs toM if and only if

sf = f . (38)

Indeed, let us suppose that f ∈M. From Eq.(35), one can express

sf = h1 + ih2 , (39)

for some (h1, h2). Since s
2 = 1 it follows that

f = s(h1 + ih2) = h1 − ih2 , (40)

so that h1 = f and h2 = 0. Similarly, one has that f ′ ∈M′ if and only if s†f ′ = f ′.

Thus, the lifting of the action of the operators (J,∆) to the space of test functions is accomplished by [17]

Jeiφ(f)J = e−iφ(jf), ∆eiφ(f)∆−1 = eiφ(δf). (41)

Also, it is important to note that if f ∈M Ô⇒ jf ∈M′. This property follows from

s†(jf) = jδ−1/2jf = δf = j(jδf) = j(sf) = jf . (42)

It is worth reminding here that, for wedge regions in Minkowski spacetime, the spectrum of δ coincides with the
positive real line, i.e., log(δ) = R [18]. δ is an unbounded operator with continuous spectrum.

We have now all the necessary ingredients to evaluate the correlation functions of the Weyl operators. By examining
expression (18), one recognizes that the fundamental quantity to be computed is of the form

⟨eiφ(fA)e±iφ(fB)⟩ = ⟨ei(ϕ(fA)±ϕ(fB))⟩ = e−
1
2 ∣∣fA±fB ∣∣

2

, (43)

so that we need to evaluate the following norms (∣∣fA∣∣
2, ∣∣fB ∣∣

2) and the inner product ⟨fA∣fB⟩. We begin by focusing
on Alice’s test function fA. We require that fA ∈M(O) where O is located in the right Rindler wedge. Following
[13–15], the test function fA can be further specified by considering the spectrum of the operator δ. By selecting
the spectral subspace defined by [λ2 − ε, λ2 + ε] ⊂ (0,1) and introducing the normalized vector ϕ belonging to this
subspace, one writes

fA = η(1 + s)ϕ , (44)

where η is an arbitrary parameter. As required by the setup outlined above, Eq.(44) ensures that

sfA = fA . (45)

We observe that jϕ is orthogonal to ϕ, i.e., ⟨ϕ∣jϕ⟩ = 0. In fact, from

δ−1(jϕ) = j(jδ−1j)ϕ = j(δϕ), (46)

it follows that the modular conjugation j exchanges the spectral subspace [λ2 − ε, λ2 + ε] with [1/λ2 − ε,1/λ2 + ε].
Regarding Bob’s test function fB , we use the modular conjugation operator j and define

fB = jfA , (47)

ensuring that

s†fB = fB (48)

This implies that, as required by the relativistic causality, fB belongs to the symplectic complementM′(O), located in
the left Rindler wedge, namely: fB ∈M

′(O). Finally, considering that ϕ belongs to the spectral subspace [λ2−ε, λ2+ε],
it follows that [15],

∣∣fA∣∣
2
= ∣∣jfA∣∣

2
= η2(1 + λ2) ,

⟨fA∣jfA⟩ = 2η
2λ , (49)

which provide us the needed inner products.
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IV. THE BELL-CHSH INEQUALITY

We face now the Bell-CHSH inequality, Eq.(9). We begin by defining the Bell operators [13, 14, 19]:

A∣ − 1⟩ = eiα∣1⟩ , A∣0⟩ = ∣0⟩ , A∣1⟩ = e−iα∣ − 1⟩

A′∣ − 1⟩ = eiα
′

∣1⟩ , A′∣0⟩ = ∣0⟩ , A′∣1⟩ = e−iα
′

∣ − 1⟩

B∣ − 1⟩ = e−iβ ∣1⟩ , B∣0⟩ = ∣0⟩ , B∣1⟩ = eiβ ∣ − 1⟩

B′∣ − 1⟩ = e−iβ
′

∣1⟩ , B′∣0⟩ = ∣0⟩ , B′∣1⟩ = eiβ
′

∣ − 1⟩ , (50)

which fulfill the whole set of conditions (11). The free parameters (α,α′, β, β′), which will be chosen at the best
convenience, correspond to the four Bell’s angles.

Reminding that the initial state for AB is

∣ψ⟩AB =
1
√
3
(∣ − 1⟩A ⊗ ∣ − 1⟩B − ∣0⟩A ⊗ ∣0⟩B + ∣1⟩A ⊗ ∣1⟩B) ,

and using Eq (9), one gets the Bell-CHSH correlator

⟨C⟩ =
1

3
[1 + 2 cos(α + β)] +

2

3
cos(α + β)[2⟨(cA − 1)⟩ + 2⟨(cB − 1)⟩ + 4⟨sAsB⟩

− ⟨s2A⟩ − ⟨s
2
B⟩ + 4⟨sAsB(cB − 1)⟩ + 4⟨sAsB(cA − 1)⟩ − 2⟨s

2
B(cA − 1)⟩

− 2⟨s2A(cB − 1)⟩ + 4⟨(cA − 1)(cB − 1)⟩ + ⟨(cA − 1)
2
⟩ + ⟨(cB − 1)

2
⟩

+ 2⟨(cA − 1)(cB − 1)
2
⟩ + 2⟨(cA − 1)

2
(cB − 1)⟩ + ⟨s

2
As

2
B⟩

+ 4⟨sAsB(cA − 1)(cB − 1) − ⟨s
2
A(cB − 1)

2
⟩ − ⟨s2B(cA − 1)

2
⟩

+ ⟨(cA − 1)
2
(cB − 1)

2
⟩] + (α → α′) + (β → β′) − (α → α′, β → β′) . (51)

The expression above is written in terms of the inner products between test functions, which can be evaluated by
employing the expressions (49). The final expression reads

⟨C⟩ =
2

3
{1 + [cos(α + β) + cos(α′ + β) + cos(α + β′) − cos(α′ + β′)]}

−
4

3
f(η, λ)[cos(α + β) + cos(α′ + β) + cos(α + β′) − cos(α′ + β′)] , (52)

where the function f(η, λ) is

f(η, λ) = e−2η
2
(1+λ2

)
− e−4η

2
(1−λ)2 , (53)

with η ≠ 0 and 0 < λ < 1. From (52), one learns several things:

• When the quantum field φ is removed, i.e. η2 → 0, and therefore, f(η, λ) = 0, we recover the Bell-CHSH
inequality of Quantum Mechanics for qutrits, whose maximum value is [9, 10]

⟨C⟩f=0 =
2

3
(1 + 2

√
2) ≈ 2.55 > 2. (54)

One notices that this value is lower than Tsirelson’s bound, as we are dealing with a spin 1 system.

• The contributions arising from the scalar field φ are emcoded in the exponential terms e−4η
2
(1−λ)2 and e−2η

2
(1+λ2

).
It is worth reminding here that the parameter η2 is related to the norm of the test function fA, Eqs.(49), that is,
this parameter reflects the freedom one has in defining the test function fA through the operator s. As pointed
out in [15, 20], η is a free parameter appearing in the Quantum Field Theory formulation of the Bell-CHSH
inequality in terms of Weyl operators, playing a similar role of the free Bell’s angles and it can bee chosen in
the most suitable way.

• It remains to investigate what happens when f(η, λ) ≠ 0. From e−2η
2
(1+λ2

) > e−4η
2
(1−λ2

), we get the roots

λ± = 2 ±
√
3. Since λ ∈ [0,1], one can distinguish two possibilities. The first one is when 0 < λ < 2 −

√
3.

In this case, the quantum field produces a damping, resulting in a decreasing of the violation of the Bell-
CHSH inequality, as compared to the pure Quantum Mechanical case. The second possibility takes place when
2 −
√
3 < λ < 1, resulting in an improvement of the size of the violation.
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• The possible values of η and λ are restricted to be such that ∣⟨C⟩∣ does not exceed Tsirelson’s bound. Thus,

observing that the maximum value of the angular part of Eq.(52) is 2
√
2, attained for the following values of

the Bell’s angles:

α = 0 , α′ =
π

2
, β = −

π

4
, β′ =

π

4
, (55)

it follows that

⟨C⟩ =
2

3
{1 + 2

√
2[1 − 2f(η, λ)]}. (56)

Accordingly, we shall require that ⟨C⟩ ≤ 2
√
2. By doing so, we find that

f(η, λ) ≥
1 −
√
2

4
√
2
. (57)

That is, the possible values for η and λ are those for which (57) holds, as shown in Fig. (1).

0 2 4 6 8 10
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

η

λ

FIG. 1. Region Plot showing the function f(η, λ). The possible values for η and λ for which Eq.(57) is fulfilled are those in
the blue region.

• The whole effects produced by the quantum field can be captured in Fig. (2). The orange surface represents
the maximum value of ⟨C⟩ without the presence of φ, i.e. ⟨C⟩ = 2.55. One notices the existence of a small region
in blue, above the orange surface. This region corresponds to values of (η, λ) for which the size of the violation
is improved, almost till ≈ 2.7. This phenomenon occurs when λ > 0.26.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have analyzed the interaction between spin 1 Unruh-De Witt detectors, i.e. a pair of qutrits,
and a relativistic quantum scalar field φ. The effects of the quantum field on the Bell-CHSH inequality have been
scrutinized in detail by making use of the dephasing channel for the evolution operator. By employing the Tomita-
Takesaki modular theory and the properties of the Weyl operators, these effects have been evaluated in closed form,
as expressed by Eq. (52).

The main finding of the present study is that the presence of a scalar quantum field may induce both a damp-
ing as well as an improvement effect, resulting, respectively, in a decreasing and an increasing of the size of the
violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality as compared to the case in which the field is absent.

As such, the case of spin 1 looks much different from that of spin 1/2, for which only a decreasing of the viola-
tion has been detected [6]. As already underlined, the existence of an improvement of the size of the violation of
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FIG. 2. Behavior of the Bell-CHSH correlator ⟨C⟩ as a function of the parameters η and λ. The orange surface represents the
maximum value of ⟨C⟩ without the presence of φ, i.e. ⟨C⟩ = 2.55.Tbe blue surface above the orange one corresponds to the
region in which the effects of the quantum field result in an increasing of the size of the violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality.

the Bell-CHSH inequality can be ascribed to the fact that, for spin 1, the Tsirelson bound 2
√
2 is never saturated.

Instead, the maximum value obtained in Quantum Mechanics is [ 2
3
(1 + 2

√
2) ≈ 2.55. As such, in the presence of a

quantum field φ, there exists a permissible interval, [ 2
3
(1+ 2

√
2),2
√
2], where an increaing of the size of the violation

occurs.
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