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A huge progress in studying holographic theories is that holography can be interpreted via the
quantum error correction, which makes equal the entanglement wedge reconstruction, the Jafferis-
Lewkowycz-Maldacena-Suh formula, the radial commutativity and the Ryu-Takayanagi formula.
We call the equivalence the reconstruction theorem, whose infinite-dimensional generalization via
algebraic language was believed to exclude the algebraic version of the Ryu-Takayanagi formula.
However, recent developments regarding gravitational algebras have shown that the inclusion of the
algebraic Ryu-Takayanagi formula is plausible. In this letter, we prove that such inclusion holds for
the cases of type I/II factors, which are expected to describe holographic theories.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the milestones in understanding quantum grav-
ity in the last few decades is the AdS/CFT correspon-
dence @ﬁ], which conjectures an equivalence between
d—dimensional quantum gravity on anti-de Sitter (AdS,)
spacetime and (d—1)—dimensional conformal field theory
(CFT4-1). Practically, the dual CFT4_; holographically
lives at the boundary of the AdS,; which is hence denoted
as the bulk theory. The equivalence between the bound-
ary theory and the bulk theory is realized as several state-
ments about correspondences between quantities in the
respective theories, which can be summarized as follows,

e Entanglement wedge reconstruction (or subregion
duality) [4-113]: given a subregion of the boundary,
one is able to reconstruct the entanglement wedge
of the boundary subregion. To be specific, any bulk
operator inside the entanglement wedge can be re-
constructed via the information on the boundary
subregion.

o Jafferis-Lewkowycz-Maldacena-Suh  (JLMS) for-
mula [19]: given two density operators (or density
matrices) pa,oa restricted on the boundary sub-
region A whose entanglement wedge in the bulk is
denoted by a, we have

Srcl(pA|UA) = Srcl(ﬁa|&a) (1)

where Sp is the quantum relative entropy and
Das0q are density operators in a which dual to
pPA, 04 respectively.

e Radial commutativity M] any bulk operator
at a bulk time-slice should commute with all bound-
ary operators localized at the boundary of that
time-slice.

e Ryu-Takayanagi (RT) formula [1723][24]: given a
density operator p4 on the boundary subregion A
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and the dual density operator p, in the entangle-
ment wedge a, their von Neumann entropies satisfy

S(pa) = La + S(5) (2)

where L 4 is the area of the Ryu-Takayanagi surface
of A over 4G.

One major progress in understanding holographic theo-
ries is that the above statements can be put on an equal
footing by using the language of quantum error correc-
tion (QEC) [25]. Furthermore, the equivalence between
the above statements is independent of the specific de-
tails of the holographic theories. In this letter, we call
the equivalence the reconstruction theorem. Early proof
of the reconstruction theorem assumes the holographic
models are finite-dimensional [13, [15, [26][27], which is
later generalized into infinite-dimensional cases @, ]

In studying infinite-dimensional quantum theories, von
Neumann algebra serves as a natural mathematical tools.
Especially for quantum field theory, von Neumann alge-
bra provides an axiomatic way to formalize quantum field
theory, where one focus on observables rather than quan-
tum states, and observables of a quantum system form a
von Neumann algebra after assuming some physical con-
ditions like causality, Poincaré symmetry, etc. We call
the algebraic generalization of the reconstruction theo-
rem by using the language of von Neumann algebra the
algebraic reconstruction theorem.

Unlike the quantum relative entropy, the von Neumann
entropy is ill-defined in infinite-dimensional cases, which
further implies the algebraic generalization of the RT for-
mula is problematic. As we will briefly discuss, von Neu-
mann algebras are classified into factors of three types
labeled by type I/II/III, and the von Neumann entropy
is only ill-defined for type III factors which naturally oc-
cur in quantum field theory @], so it was believed that
the algebraic reconstruction theorem should exclude the
algebraic version of the RT formula @, @] However,
recent developments in studying algebraic implications
in quantum gravity have shown that it is possible to de-
scribe gravitational algebras without type III factors m
@], in which cases the algebraic RT formula is plausible.
Motivated by this, we refine the algebraic reconstruction
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theorem by including the algebraic RT formula, whose
proof is the main work of the letter.

The letter is organized as follows. In section [l we
introduce the necessary basics of von Neumann algebra
and the modular theory. The modular theory is an im-
portant tool in describing entanglement via the algebraic
language, which is discussed in section [Tl In section [[V]
we present the refined algebraic reconstruction theorem
with the proof. We end with section [V] by giving further
discussions about the algebraic RT formula.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we give a very brief review and estab-
lish our notations for von Neumann algebra and modu-
lar theory (or Tomita-Takesaki theory), which are nec-
essary for the algebraic reconstruction theorem and its
proof presented in section [Vl This section basically fol-
lows m, @, @], and readers who are interested in more
rous details are encouraged to consult, for examples

$) &l

.

A. Basics of von Neumann algebra

Definition I1.1. A bounded operator is a linear operator
O satisfying 1016} < K|I[¥)]], ¥|w) € H for some
K € R. The infimum of all such K is called the norm of
O. The algebra of all bounded operators on H is denoted
by B(H).

Definition I1.2. The commutant of a subset S C B(H)
is a subset 8" C B(H) defined by

S' = {0 € B(H)|[0,P] =0, VP € S} (3)

i.e. every element in S’ commutes with all elements in

Definition I1.3. The hermitian conjugate (or adjoint)
of an operator O is an operator OF satisfying (Y| O) =
<(9T1/)‘ &). A hermitian (or self-adjoint) operator O sat-
isfies O = OF.

Definition I1.4. A von Neumann algebra on H is a sub-
algebra A C B(H) satisfying

elc A,
o A is closed under hermitian conjugation,
o A=A

Definition I1.5. A von Neumann algebra A is a factor
if it has a trivial center Z:

Z=AnA ={\|\eC} (4)
otherwise A is called a non-factor.

In fact, any non-factor can be “decomposed” into fac-
tors [40]. Especially in finite-dimensional cases [26],
non-factors can always be decomposed into a “block-
diagonal” form by choosing an appropriate basis, with
each block being a factor. In other words, when con-
sider classifications of von Neumann algebra, we only
need to consider factors, which are classified into three
types: type I/II/IIL. In this letter, we do not need the
explicit classifications of factors. Instead, we are inter-
ested in whether some notions are well-defined or not in
different types of factors, as summarized as follows,

Type of factor |H = Ha @ Hp | Tr | py | S(4; A) [ Agjy | Sral (V]€; A)
I v a4 v v v
11 X V|V v v v
11 X X | X X v v

where we write H = H 4 ® Hp to denote that the Hilbert
space can be decomposed according to subregions. Other
notions will be introduced shortly. As we will see, the rel-
ative entropy has an algebraic generalization (denoted as
Srel (¥]&; A)) for factors of any type, while the general-
ized von Neumann entropy (denoted as S(1);.4)) can only
be well-defined in type I/II due to the lack of well-defined
notions of the trace function and density operators in fac-
tor of type III.

B. Modular theory

Definition I1.6. A subset Hy C H is dense in H if for
every vector 1) € H and for every e > 0, there exists a
vector |¢p) € Ho such that || [1) — |¢) || < e.

Definition IL.7. |¢) € H is cyclic with respect to a von
Neumann algebra A if Alp) = {O |¢) VO € A} is dense
n H.

Definition I1.8. |¢)) € H is separating with respect to a
von Neumann algebra A if O ) = 0 implies O = 0 for
OcA



Theorem I1.9. |[¢)) € H is cyclic with respect to A if
and only if |) € H is separating with respect to A, and
vice versa.

Proof. See [39]. O

A direct consequence is that when we assume ) € H
is both cyclic and separating with respect to A, then
|t)) € H is also both cyclic and separating with respect
to A’

Definition I1.10. A relative Tomita operator on A is
an anti-linear operator satisfying l@/

Sejp (O]9)) = OT[¢), VO € A (5)

Notice that Sg|y is densely defined (i.e. whose domain
is a dense subset of ) if and only if |¢) is cyclic and sep-
arating with respect to A. The cyclic condition ensures
that the domain O |¢)) is dense while the separating con-
dition is to avoid the possibility that O 1) = 0, OT [£) #
0. Hereafter we mostly assume the cyclic separating con-
dition of [¢) for S¢|y.

Theorem I1.11. Provided both |),|£) are cyclic and
separating with respect to A, we have

Sgli = Sye; (6)

i’lTOOf- SyleSew (O ) = Syie (OT6)) = O, VOS

Theorem I1.12. Provided |v) is cyclic and separating
with respect to A, we have

T o
Sy = Sepus (7)
where S’é‘ " is a relative Tomita operator on A'.

Proof. Note that a proper definition of anti-linear opera-
tors acting on the bra first is

((815) Ix) = (8] (SXN] (8)
which implies

(@15 Ix) = [((01S) )" = [(870] )] = (x| $7[¢) (9)

then due to anti-linearity of the relative Tomita operator,
we only need to prove that

(x| St10 |#) = (6] Sere 1x) (10)
Since by assumption and theorem [L9] |) is cyclic

with respect to both A and A’, we can set |¢) =
O W), |x) = Op) where O € A, O’ € A’ such that

(x| St |8) = (w010 [¢) = (w] O1OT [¢)

(11)

= (9] Serw [x)
where the second equality uses that O € A, O’ € A’ =
(0,0 =0= [0, 0] =0. O

Definition I1.13. Provided |¢) is cyclic and separating
with respect to A, the relative modular operator on A is

defined by
Ay = S, el (12)
and the relative modular Hamiltonian on A is defined by
hejy = —1og Agjy (13)

Theorem I1.14. The relative modular operator A¢|y, on
A is Hermitian.

Proof. Al —(ST S, )T—ST S 0
C ey T \PewREly ) T Peyely:

Theorem I1.15. Provided both |v),|¢) are cyclic and
separating with respect to A, we have

-1 o
Agie =Dty = hye=—hy, (14)

where Aé‘w and hfé‘w are the relative modular operator
and the relative modular Hamiltonian on A’ respectively.

- I . T _ —1 t -1 _

o By = SeiySey = SawSey = SuieSue) =
—1 -

(Sw\gswlﬁ) - AWE' -

Definition II.16. Provided |¢) is cyclic and separat-
ing with respect to A, we define the Tomita operator
: O) — OV |Y); the modular operator
Ay = Ay = SLS¢,' the modular Hamiltonian hy =
hﬂJWJ = —log Aw.

Sy = Syjy

Theorem I1.17.
(Y[ OP[P) = (Y[ PAO[¢), VO, P € A (15)
Proof.
W PAOL) = (v|PS|S,0]w) = (Py| ) |ofw)

= (07| Sy [PTy) = (04| Py)
= (W[OP[4)

where in the second line we use (). O

IIT. ALGEBRAIC ENTROPIES

In this section, we discuss the algebraic version of rel-
ative entropy and von Neumann entropy.

A. Araki’s relative entropy

The quantum relative entropy is defined by

Srel(pylpg) = Tr [py (log py — log py)] (16)



which measures how much the state v differs from an-
other state ¢. Its algebraic generalization is defined due

to Araki [44, [45):

with |¢) being cyclic and separating with respect to A.

To see that Araki’s relative entropy ([T is indeed a
generalization of the quantum relative entropy (I@), we
now give a finite-dimensional example (factor of type I)
@] where the two relative entropies coincide with each
other. Consider a finite-dimensional bipartite system
H = Hs ® Hp with dimA = dim B = n, we define a
von Neumann algebra A to be of form

A={04Q1p|VO4 € B(Ha)} =B(Ha)21Ig (18)
then the commutant is given by
A ={l4® Op|VOp € B(Hp)} =14 @ B(Hp) (19)

A lessen here is that identifying the algebras of local-
ized observables A, A" is equivalent to identifying a “de-
composition” of the total system just like H = Ha QR Hp,
while the former is well-defined in factors of any type.In
this sense, von Neumann algebras are associated with
subregions of the system. Symbolically, we write

A~A A ~B, Try~Tra, Tra ~Trg. (20)

Next, we consider two vectors in H:

) =D ek [e) 4@ Wk g 1) =D dalda) s ®@|0h) 5
k=1 a=1

(1)
with all ¢ being nonzero. The condition that ¢, # 0
implies that if 04 ®1p € A annihilates [1), then O, ®1p
must annihilates all |¢4) 4, which further implies that
Oa®1Ip =0, ie. [¢) is separating with respect to A.
Likewise, we can argue that |¢) is separating with respect
to A’. Recall that |¢) is separating with respect to A’ if
and only if |¢) is cyclic with respect to A, we now have
|1} is cyclic and separating with respect to A. In this
case, Sre1(¥|0; A) is well-defined.

To compute Araki’s relative entropy Syel(¢)|¢;.A), we
first compute the relative Tomita operator Sy, and then
Aglyps hgly- Consider an operator O defined by

Oali)a=l¢a)a, Oalty)y=0ifj#i  (22)

whose adjoint is given by

O [pa)a = [¥i) 4, Ollos),=0iff#a  (23)

According to the definition of Sy, we have

da ,
S¢>\w (|¢a>A ® |,¢)7/:>B) = =3 |7/)i>,4 ® |¢a>B (24)

where we can see the season why ¢; should be nonzero,
otherwise the coefficients of Sy, may diverge. One can

now compute Ay, = S;;IwS’qW,:

da|? ,
Aty (16a) 4 ® 1) ) = H s ® 1)y (25)

If we further define two pure states as follows,

py = |9) (Wl ps =19) (4] (26)

whose reduced density operators are given by

n

py;B = Trapy = Z il [¥7) 5 (Wil g
i=1

- (27)
PpA = TI‘Bp¢ = Z |doc|2 |¢a>A <¢Q|A
a=1
= Dgjy = ppa @ pyp (28)

Recall that previously we associate von Neumann al-
gebras with subregions. In this case we have

PoA ™ Psids  Pus Al ~ PyiB (29)

which reformulates (28]) into
Apjy = Pssa ® Py (30)

This relation holds generally in factors of type I/II [46].
Physically, (B0) implies that the usual modular Hamil-
tonian of a physical system is splittable M] Now we
continue our computation for Araki’s relative entropy:

(V] hgjy [0) = =Tr [py (log pg;a © I — L4 @ 1og py;B)]
= —Tra (py;4108 pg;a)

+ Trg (py;B log py;B)

(31)
where one notices that the second term is the von Neu-
mann entropy S(py;p) which is equal to S(py;4) since py
is a pure state. We therefore have

Srcl(w|¢; A) = <U)} h¢|1/) |U)> = Srcl(pw;A|p¢;A) (32)

i.e. Araki’s relative entropy reduces to quantum relative
entropy between states restricted in subregion A, with
which the algebra A of localized observables is associated.

B. Algebraic von Neumann entropy

The von Neumann entropy is defined by

S(py) = =Tr (py log py) (33)

whose algebraic generalization in factors of type I/II is
given by [4815():

S A) = =S (V|75 A) = — (| hypyp |10) (34)



where [¢) is cyclic and separating with respect to A and
7 is a tracial state. A tracial state is a state |7) € H
satisfying

(| OP |7) = (7| PO|T), VYO,Pe A (35)

and each tracial state defines a trace function on A:
T (0) = (7] O|r) (36)

The non-existence of algebraic von Neumann entropy
in factors of type III is due to the non-existence of tracial
state or trace function. Hereafter we abuse the notation
to use 7 to denote the tracial states on both A and A’
(which are in general not the same state) for simplicity,
and one should distinguish them from the relevant con-
text. In fact, there is a theorem ensuring that every factor

not of type III) admits a unique trace up to a rescaling

,@] ]. In this sense, we drop the superscript of the
trace function defined in ([B4)).

To compare the von Neumann entropy with the alge-
braic von Neumann entropy, we need to compute A, |q.
We start with

Arjy = 81, Sriy,

L STWJ |1/}> = |7—> ) (37)

then we have
(W] Arpy [0) = <1/" Sy Sriv ‘¢> - < ‘ Tl ‘ > (38)
= (7] Srpp [v) = (7] 7)
on the other hand, we have

(V] Arpy [0) = Tra (pyalrip) = (7] ppalryy 1)

where we use Tra (pyp:40) = (W] OY), Tra(O) =
(1] O|7) successively. We therefore have

(1] 1) = (7] ppsalsiy |7) (40)

which implies

L= pualey = Arjy = pia = hey = logpyia (41)

Finally,
= Tra (py;a log Pw;A) = —S (pw;A)
= S A) = —Sia(¥|T; A) = S(py;a) (43)

i.e. the algebraic von Neumann entropy in A coincides
with the von Neumann entropy of reduced density oper-
ator restricted in a subregion associated with the algebra
A of localized observables.

Now we give a comment about the coincidence between
the von Neumann entropy and its algebraic generaliza-
tion. Recall the variation of von Neumann entropy with
respect to the variation of state is given by

S(p+dp) = S(p) = —Tr(6plog p) (44)

at leading order. Algebraically, we consider the case that
[) = |¢) + €]0) with infinitesimal €, then the leading
infinitesimal term of entropy difference is given by

AS(p+ €0, ¢; A) = S(¢ + €6; A) — S(¢;.A)
~ —Tra(peo,alog pp;a) (45)
= (0] hr1 |0)

as an algebraic generalization of ([{@Z]).

IV. ALGEBRAIC RECONSTRUCTION
THEOREM FOR TYPE I/II FACTORS

To algebraically generalize the finite-dimensional re-
construction theorem into factors of type I/II, we first

introduce our algebraic setup which basically follows
29, 131], but our notations follow [26]:

o Let V Heode — Hphys be an isometry and
Acodes Aphys be von Neumann factors of type I/11
on Heode, Hphys respectively, with A/ re-
spectively being the commutants.

!/
code’ Y 'phys

e Notations: vectors in Hcoqe and operators in Acoge
are labeled by the tilde sign, and operators in com-
mutants are labeled by the prime sign. For exam-

ple? ’\i> S Hcodey 9 S Acode,@ S A (FOI'

simplicity, relative operators on H.oqe are not la-
beled by the tilde sign, but one can tell from the
states they apply.)

code*

e Suppose that the set of cyclic and separating vec-
tors w.rt. Acode 18 dense in Hepge (< the set of
cyclic and separating vectors w.r.t. A’ _, is dense
in Hcode)

code

e Suppose that if ‘\Tl> is cyclic and separating w.r.t.
Acode, then V ‘\Tl> is cyclic and separating w.r.t.
Aphys-

Theorem IV.1. The following statements are equiva-
lent:

1. For any O € Avoge, 0 € A
Aphys, 0" € Ay, o such that

there exist O €

code’

hys

V@‘EJ>:OV‘{I7>,V5’

\'17> — oV ‘(17> Y € Heode.

(46)

2. For any ’\TJ>, E)> € Heode with ‘\TJ>, fI)> both
cyclic and separating w.r.t. Acode,

rel(\IJ|(I)' Acode) = Srel(\ll|q)' Aphus)a (47)

Tel(\p|(1) Acode) = TEZ(\I/|(I) ’Aphus)

vIE). 1o =V [F)

where |¥) =



3. For any P € Aphys, P' € Ay, o,

VIP'V e A (48)

code*

VIPV e Aoge,

4. For any cyclic and separating ‘\T/> € Heode w.r.1.
Acode;

S(U; Acode) = S(; Aphys),
S Alpge) = ST Ay

phys

(49)

The equivalences between the first three statements
are rigorously proved in @] for factors of general type.
We identify the last statement as the algebraic version of
the Ryu-Takayanagi formula, and we now prove that the
equivalence between the first three statements and the
statement 4. Practically, we prove that (1 < 2) = 4 = 2.

o (1 & 2) = 4: We first prove a useful statement that
the tracial state under isometry is also tracial. We
start with S(\T/;Acode) = — ml(\flﬁ;Acode) where
7 is the trace on A. We define |7) = V' |T) such
that VO,P € Aphys, 3O, P € Acode:

(r|OP|r) = (F| VIOPV |7)
— (7|ovivelF) (50)
— (7|0P|7)

where the second equality is according to the state-
ment 1 and the third equality uses VIV = I, then

(rlOP|r) = (7| OF |7 ) = (7| PO |7) = (r| PO I7)
(51)
so that |7) is tracial. Recall that the trace is unique
up to a rescaling, we are free to choose |T) to be the
tracial state that induces the trace on A,pys, i.e. we
can define

S(U; Aphys) = —Sret (V[ 75 Aphys) (52)

up to a rescaling constant, then according to the
statement 2 with setting ® = 7, we arrive at

S(E“ Acode) = S(\I]7 Aphys) (53)

Likewise for S(U; A, ,.) = S(¥; Abys)-

e 4 = 2: Since we are dealing with factors of type
I/11, the splittable condition of modular Hamilto-
nian (30) holds,

e — e /=1 _ A—1 o
A =rs®prg = Aﬂ% ® AL (54)
= h§>|(fl = —logA@‘j = h;ﬁ/ — h~|5,

7

which implies

Srat (P18 Acode) = = (3 Alpge) = (¥| b [ 7). (55)

Similarly,
Srel(\lllq);AphyS) = _S(‘IJQ A;)hys) - <‘I” h7-|<I> "I’> . (56)

Since we assumed that the statement 4 holds, i.e.
S(U; AL ge) = S(¥;A7,, ), subtracting the above

code . .
two equations implies

Srel(@|£i); Acode) - Srel(\lllq); -AphyS)

~ ~ (57)
= (] hyjo [9) = (F| g |T)
i.e. we only need to prove
| hyja | W) — (9] oy |9
(0| hrjo [0) = (¥| ez | 7) 5s)

to arrive at the statement 2. In fact, we can prove
a stronger condition that

(VihejoV = oz ) [#) =0

ViV —hz =0 (59)

We consider the case that ’\Tl> = ’&)> +e€ é> with

infinitesimal €, the leading infinitesimal term of en-
tropy difference is given by

AS(&) + eé, E);Acode) ~ 2 <(:j’ h7~_|5 ‘(:j> , (60)
according to (@H). Similarly,

AS(® + €0, D; Appys) ~ €2 (0| hyy5 |©)

= <é‘ VThT|¢V‘(:j>, (6D

From the statement 4 we have

S(® + €0; Acode) = S(® + €0; Appys)
S(:I;;Acode) - S((I)a Aphys)

= AS(D 4 €0, P; Acoae) = AS(® + €0, B; Appys)
(62)
which should hold in the leading order, i.e.

Ol ) - Gale)
éVThT@V = h-ﬂ% as ‘®> is arbitrary.

which ends the proof. Likewise, Syel(¥|®; Al o) —
Srel(¥]@; AL, ) = 0.

P

V. DISCUSSIONS

In the above derivation, we choose |7) to coincide with
the trace on Appys. If the trace on Appys differs the
trace associated with |7) by a rescaling, an extra constant
appears and shifts the algebraic von Neumann entropy on



Aphys. Naively, it seems like the extra constant coincides
with the area term in the RT formula,

dey =L + Sbulk (64)

which however is not the case.

Unlike the shifting constant can be manually chosen to
be as small as we want, the area term diverges. Further-
more, it diverges in the same way as the boundary von
Neumann entropy does. If we rewrite the RT formula as

Sbdy — L = Spulk (65)
then the leading divergence on the LHS cancels. Since

recent investigations have argued for a algebraic way to
regulate Sy [32-37], which implies that Spa, — £ should

be regarded as the outcome after algebraic regulation,
then we should have
Stk = S(¥; Acode);  Sbay — L = S(U; Apnys).  (66)
One future direction is to investigate how the area term
L emerges in the algebraic regulation of Spgy.
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