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Abstract

Motivated by the theory of holographic quantum error correction in the anti-de Sit-
ter/conformal field theory (AdS/CFT) correspondence, together with the kink transform
conjecture on the bulk AdS description of boundary cocycle flow, we characterize (approxi-
mate) complementary recovery in terms of (approximate) intertwining of bulk and boundary
cocycle derivatives. Using the geometric modular structure in vacuum AdS, we establish an
operator algebraic subregion-subregion duality of boundary causal diamonds and bulk causal
wedges for Klein-Gordon fields in the universal cover of AdS. Our results suggest that, from
an algebraic perspective, the kink transform is bulk cocycle flow, which (in the above case)
induces the bulk geometry via geometric modular action and the corresponding notion of
time. As a by-product, we find that if the von Neumann algebra of a boundary CFT sub-
region is a type III; factor with an ergodic vacuum, then the von Neumann algebra of the
corresponding dual bulk subregion, is either C1 (with a one-dimensional Hilbert space) or a
type III; factor.
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1 Introduction

Over the past decade, perspectives from quantum information have shed valuable insight
into the conjectured anti-de Sitter space/conformal field theory (AdS/CFT) correspondence
[62]. Its quantum field theoretic formulation (see, e.g., [43, [81]), in the semi-classical limit,
postulates a duality between a quantum field theory coupled to gravity in (the universal
cover of) (d 4 1)-dimensional anti-de Sitter space, AdSg+1, and a conformal field theory
on its d-dimensional conformal boundary 0AdSy,;. This duality leads to a correspondence
between bulk geometry (coupled to fields) and boundary quantum information (in CFT
states/observables).

A primary example is the Ryu—Takayanagi formula [71], which connects the entanglement
entropy of a state over a boundary region A C 0AdSy,1 to the area of a certain minimal
surface 7 in the bulk anchored at A (see Figure below). Another example is subregion-
subregion duality, in which local bulk observables are encoded as quantum error-correcting
codes on a subspace of the boundary CFT Hilbert space and bulk AdS locality emerges from
complementary recovery of the encoding [1, 28] [44]. This novel quantum error correction
perspective has been steadily developed in recent years, and continues to shed insight into
aspects of AdS/CFT, including the semi-classical limit of quantum gravity and the emergence
of spacetime structure (see, e.g., |2, [3 36} 45 [65]).

Figure 1.1: Geometric depiction of the Ryu-Takayanagi surface v and the reconstructable
bulk wedge W(A) of a boundary region A under subregion-subregion duality.



However, the vast majority of (rigorous) examples witnessing this error correcting struc-
ture are finite-dimensional, often realized via tensor networks (e.g., [50, [64]). Although such
toy models have revealed various holographic features expected of quantum gravity, they are
nevertheless discrete and can be difficult to analyze in connection with the continuous nature
of quantum field theoryH

Given the infinite-dimensional /operator-algebraic nature of quantum fields, it is natural to
study the quantum error correcting nature of AdS/CFT directly by combining the frameworks
of operator algebra quantum error correction [I1, 12] and algebraic quantum field theory
[41]. This approach was taken in [51], which generalized the results of [44] to arbitrary
von Neumann algebras. Their work has since been expanded and developed in [31], 37, 39].
In these works, the equivalence between (exact) bulk reconstruction (i.e., complementary
recovery) and the equality of bulk and boundary relative entropies are shown using operator-
algebraic techniques. Note also the recent preprint which establishes a Ryu-Takayangi type
formula for quantum systems modelled on factors of type I or IT [83].

In this work, we build on this paradigm by giving an operator-algebraic description of
the spacetime aspect of bulk reconstruction. Specifically, if V : H — K is an isometry
between the bulk and boundary Hilbert spaces, and B and A are bulk and boundary von
Neumann algebras on I and H, respectively, we show that complementary recovery of B is
equivalent to V' intertwining all cocycle derivatives of vector states on B. Viewing cocycle
conjugation as a local extension of modular flow (valid only on a fixed state, see Remark
, we arrive at a (state-dependent) localized time reconstruction compatible with modular
time and subregion-subregion duality. The precise statement is Theorem [I.1] copied below
(notation defined and explained in detail in Section [2.1)):

Theorem 1.1. Let V : H — K be an isometry between Hilbert spaces H and K. Let A
and B be von Neumann algebras on K and H, respectively. Suppose there is a cyclic and
separating state vector Q0 € H for B such that VQ € K is cyclic and separating for A. Then
the following conditions are equivalent:

1. (Complementary Recovery) B and B' are correctable subalgebras for the complementary
channels V*(-)V : A — B(H) and V*(-)V : A" — B(H), respectively.

2. (Preservation of Connes Cocycle Flow) For all states 1 € H, we have

V[Dwq : Dwyly = [Dwyq : Dwyy),V, V[Dwg : Dwyli = [Dwyq : DwyyliV, teR.

3. (Preservation of Relative Entropy) For all states ¢ € H,

!/ / / /
Salwyvy, wva) = Sp(wy,wa)  Sar(Wyy, wyq) = S (wy, w,)-
IThere are tensor network models that addresses its settings in infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces with
its attempt to capture some continuous behavior. For examples, see [37H39, [52-54].
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The above result also suggests that the kink transform of [14], which they conjecture to
be the bulk geometric description of boundary cocycle flow, is precisely bulk cocycle flow, at
least in exact recovery settings. As we show in Section [] exact complementary recovery is
satisfied for

.A = ﬂw(Abd('D))” and B := 7TW<Abulk(W))”,

where A,4(D) and Ay (VW) are Weyl C*-algebras associated to Klein-Gordon fields over
boundary causal diamonds D and causal wedges WV in the universal cover of AdS, where w
is the global AdS vacuum (see Theorem and the surrounding discussion for a detailed
statement). This result not only proves operator algebraic subregion-subregion duality for
such regions, the geometric implementations of their bulk and boundary modular flows [16, [17]
match the geometric nature of the kink transform, providing additional evidence for the
conjecture of [14].

To consider the higher-order effect in G, one has to incorporate non-pertubative gravity
corrections that require approximate recovery [56], in comparison to the exact recovery of
Theorem [I.I, The approximate recovery in infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces has been
discussed in [39] through an operator-algebraic approach, where the reconstruction errors
are controlled by a function of N, which vanishes in the large N limit. A weaker version
of an approximate recovery was recently considered in [32], using asymptotically isometric
encodings. In a similar spirit, our final result is an approximate version of Theorem (see
§3.3 for the relation with [32]):

Theorem 1.2. Let (V,, : H <= K,)nen be a sequence of isometries between Hilbert spaces H
and IC,,. Let A, and B be von Neumann algebras on K, and H, respectively. Suppose there is
a cyclic and separating state vector Q) € H for B such that V,Q € K, 1s cyclic and separating
for each A,,. Consider the following conditions:

1. There exist sequences (R, : B — Ap)nen, (R, : B' = A)nen of channels such that
wot —lim V'R, (b)V,, = b, wot —lim V'R, (V' )V,, =V
forallbe B andt/ € B'.
2. For all cyclic and separating states 1 € H (for B), we have

sot — lim V,,[Dwq : Dwy; — [Dwy,q : Dwy, 4|tV =0

sot —lim V,,[Dwg, : Dwyly — [Dwy, g : Dwy, iV =0, teR.

8. For all bounded sequences (a,) € [[,en Ans (a1,) € [,en Ars and and b€ B, b' € B,

wot —1lim[V*a,V,,,b'] =0, wot —lim[V,*a] V,,,b] = 0.

n
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Then (1) = (2) = (3), and if B is hyperfinite, the three conditions are equivalent.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In section [2| we review preliminaries on
cocycle derivatives, modular flow, relative entropy, as well as operator algebra quantum
error correction. We establish the equivalence of exact complementary recovery with cocycle
intertwining in Section and discuss the emergent type III; von Neumann algebras in
Section [3.2] We formulate and prove approximate complementary recovery in Section
Utilizing the framework of [30], in Section 4| we prove subregion-subregion duality between
boundary causal diamonds and bulk causal wedges for Klein—Gordon fields in the universal
cover of AdS, providing a physically relevant, mathematically rigorous instance of (infinite-
dimensional) operator-algebraic complementary recovery. We conclude with an outlook on
future directions in Section Bl

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we review the necessary preliminaries from von Neumann algebras and
operator-algebraic quantum error correction that will be applied in the context of holog-
raphy.

2.1 Relative modular theory

We begin with an overview of Connes’ cocycle derivatives and relative entropy in von Neu-
mann algebras, following the presentation and notation of [63] §4,85]. All Hilbert spaces in
this paper are assumed separable. The space of normal linear functionals on a von Neumann
algebra A, i.e., the predual of A, is denoted A,.

Let A be a von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert space H, and let w’ be a positive normal
functional in (A’).. A vector £ € H is w'-bounded if the map

RY(€): My dAy(d)—dEcH, deA, (2.1)

is bounded, where A,/ : A" — H,, is the Gelfand-Naimark—Segal (GNS) map of w’. We let
D(H,w') denote the linear space of w’-bounded vectors. The closure of D(H,w’) is s(w')H,
where s(w'), the support projection of w’ € (A'),, is the smallest projection p € A’ such that
W'(p) = w'(1). Given &, € D(H,w'), it follows that R (£)R (n)* € A.

For a positive element ¢ € A,, the function
q(& +n) = (R (§)R (n)") (2:2)

for £ € D(H,w') and n € D(H,w' )t is a densely defined lower semi-continuous quadratic
form on H. It is therefore closable and by the form representation theorem [68, Theorem
VIIL.15] (see also [19, Theorem 5]) there is a positive self-adjoint operator A(p/w’) such that
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(1) A(p/w)'2E]* = q(§), & € D(H,w),
(2) D(H,w') is a core for A(p/w')/2.

The operator A(p/w’) is called the spatial derivative of ¢ with respect to w'. Tt satisfies the
following properties:

(1) supp A(p/w) = s(p)s(w').

(2) A((p1 4 p2)/w') = Ap1/W') + A(p2/w'), where the sum on the right hand side is the
form sum of positive operators. If s(p1) L s(ps), we have an orthogonal sum.

(3) A(p/w')? = A(W'/p) %, z € C, where we use the convention that for a positive self-
adjoint operator A, A* is the sum of 0 on supp(A4)* and the usual power A% on supp(A).

Spatial derivatives were introduced by Connes [19] as a generalization of Araki’s relative
modular operator [7, §]. Indeed, if (A, #,J,P) is a standard form [42], and ¢ and w are
normal states on A, then there exist unique vectors &,, &, € P such that

p=wela, w=wela. (2.3)

On the domain A&, + AEL, the relative Tomita operator
Sgw(afw +n) =sw)a*é,, ac€A, necAL, (2.4)

is closable. Its closure S, ,, admits a polar decomposition
Sew = J@,WA(go,w)lﬂ. (2.5)

The relative modular operator A(p,w) coincides with the spatial derivative A(p/wg ) of ¢
with respect to the induced vector state wg  on A'.

Returning to the general case of a von Neumann algebra A on H, if ¢ and w are
normal states on A, wg is a faithful normal state on A’, and z € C, then the operator
A(p/w))*Alw/wy)~* is independent of wy [6]. Moreover, the bounded operator

[Dy : Dwl, == Ap/wp) " Alw/w)) ™ € A, t€R. (2.6)

This one-parameter family is known as the Connes (or Radon-Nikodym) cocycle of ¢ and w.
We often write

u = [Dy : Dwls, (2.7)

when the context is clear.

Theorem 2.1 (Takesaki [76, Theorem VIII.3.3]). If both ¢ and w are faithful, each u; is a
unitary in A, and the family (u;)er satisfies the following properties
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(ug)ier 18 o-strongly continuous,
Usrr = Us0¥ (), s,t €R,

of (a) = woy(a)u;, teR,

for each a,b € A, there is a bounded continuous function F' on the closed horizontal
strip S bounded by R and R + i which is holomorphic on the open strip S such that

F(t) = p(woy (y)z),  F(t+1) = w(rwe(y)), teR,

where of and o are the modular automorphism groups of the vector states ¢ and w on A.
Moreover, the family (ui)ier is uniquely determined by the KMS condition (4).

Remark 2.2. Suppose, in addition to the hypothesis of Theorem , that w = wy is a vector
state. Letting v, := us) for t € R, the expectation values of observables o' € A" satisfy

<wt7 a/¢t> = <77Z}7 a/?/’%

since each v, is in A. From the property (3) and the fact that wy, = wy o oy (on A), for
observables a € A, we have

(Y, athy) = (W, wjaunh) = (¥, uiof (0, (a))ur) = (b, 01 (02,(a))¥) = (b, 0%, (a)¥).

Thus,
wy 0 Ad([Dy : Dwl;)|a=wypoo?,, teR (2.8)

In other words, the evolution of the 1-expectation values of A under the ¢ — wy-cocycle flow
coincide with those under the (inverse) modular flow of . This observation was made in [14],
where it reflects the geometric nature of the kink transform (introduced in that paper) at the
level of operator algebras. From a quantum channel perspective, equation ({2.8) means that
Ad(uy) defines an A-local (i.e., A’-bimodule map leaving A globally invariant) wy-extension
of (67,)ier from A to all of B(H).

The relative entropy is defined through spatial derivatives as follows. Let A be a von
Neumann algebra on H, let w and ¢ be normal states on A, and suppose w = wy|a, ¢ € H.
The relative entropy S(w,¢) of w and ¢ is

{+oo if Y ¢ s(p)H
—(log(A(p/wy)), )  otherwise

It is known that S(w, ¢) is independent of the representing vector ¢ for w. From the mono-

S(w,p) = (2.9)

tonic limit lim,_o+ t1(A* — 1) = log \, the monotone convergence theorem implies that
S, ) = — lm (Al /)] ~ 1), (2.10)
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2.2 Operator-algebraic quantum error correction

Given von Neumann algebras A C B(K), and B C B(#H), a quantum channel from A to B
is a normal, unital completely positive map £ : A — B. A von Neumann subalgebra C C B
is private for £ if £(A) C C' [22]. The subalgebra C is correctable for £ if there exists a
quantum channel R : C — A such that £ o R = id¢ [11), 12]. When C = B and

w; 0 & o0 R = w; (2.11)

for all w; in a family (w;);e; of normal states in B,, £ is said to be sufficient for the family
(wi)ier [63,166]. If, in addition to satisfying equation (2.11]), B is a subalgebra of A and R
is the inclusion map, the subalgebra B is said to be sufficient for the family (w;);es (via the
quantum channel £).

Given a quantum channel £ : A — B, by Stinespring’s representation theorem [72], there
exists a Hilbert space £, a normal unital x-homomorphism 7 : A — B(£) and an isometry
V :H — L such that

E(a) =V*r(a)V, ac€ A (2.12)

The triple (7, V, £) forms a Stinespring representation of £, which is unique up to a conjuga-
tion by a partial isometry in the following sense: if (71, Vi, £1) and (ms, V4, £5) are Stinespring
representations for £, then there is a partial isometry U : £; — L5 such that

UVi=Vy, UVa=W, Unm(a)=mla)U (2.13)

for all a € A. If (m, V4, L) yields a minimal Stinespring representation, meaning that
m (A)V1K is a dense subspace of £, the map U above is necessarily an isometry, and any
two minimal Stinespring representations for £ are unitarily equivalent. When A and B are
properly infinite, minimal Stinespring representations exist with £ = H, n(A) C B, and
V € B [61], Theorem 2.10].

A complementary channel of a quantum channel £ : A — B is defined as
ECm(A) 20— V2V € B(H),

where (7, V, £) is a Stinespring representation for £. By above, complements are unique up to
conjugation by a partial isometry. The (exact) complementarity theorem below, which relies
on Arveson’s commutant lifiting [9, Theorem 1.3.1], can be seen as an operator algebraic
generalization of the Knill-Laflamme error correcting conditions [57] (see [11], 12, 22] for an
extended discussion).

Theorem 2.3. ([22, Theorem 4.7]) Let A C B(K) be a von Neumann algebra and & :
A — B(H) be a quantum channel. A von Neumann subalgebra B C B(H) is correctable
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(respectively, private) for &€ if and only if it is private (respectively, correctable) for any
complement E°. In particular, if B is private for £ and £° is a minimal complement of £
defined relative to a minimal Stinespring representation (7, V, L), then there exists a normal
unital x-homomorphism R : B — w(A)" such that

ROV =Vb, beB.

3 Operator recovery through Connes cocycle flow

In this section, we establish our exact (§3.1) and approximate (§3.3) complementary recovery

results, and discuss emergent type III; structures (§3.2).

3.1 Exact recovery

In this section we establish a general complementary recovery result for von Neumann alge-
bras, which, in the context of exact holographic error correction, connects holographic relative
entropy [51], holographic conditional expectations [31] and the preservation of Connes’ co-
cycle flow. In essence, it is an application of the theory of sufficient subalgebras (see, e.g.,
[63], [66] ), together with standard techniques in modular theory. In Section [4] we show that
Theorem below applies to the case of Klein-Gordon fields in (the universal cover of)
anti-de Sitter space where A and B (in Theorem represent the observable algebras of
boundary causal diamonds and their associated bulk causal wedges, respectively.

Theorem Let V : H — K be an isometry between Hilbert spaces H and K. Let A
and B be von Neumann algebras on I and H, respectively. Suppose there is a cyclic and
separating state vector €2 € H for B such that V2 € K is cyclic and separating for A. Then
the following conditions are equivalent:

1. (Complementary Recovery) BB and 3’ are correctable subalgebras for the complementary
channels V*(-)V : A — B(#H) and V*(-)V : A" — B(H), respectively.

2. (Preservation of CC Flow) For all states ¢ € H, we have

V[Dwq : Dwyly = [Dwyq : Dwyy),V, V[Dwg : Dwyl; = [Dwyq @ DwiyyliV, teR.

3. (Preservation of Relative Entropy) For all states i) € H,
Salwyy, wye) = Sp(wy,wa)  Sa(Wyy, wyq) = Sa(wy,w,).
Proof. (1) = (2): Let £ denote the channel
EBK)>T— VTV € B(H).

9



Since VQ is cyclic for both A and A’, it follows that (id, V,K) is a minimal Stinespring
representation for both €| 4 and &| 4.

Since B and B’ are correctable for €| 4 and &| 4, respectively, B and B’ are private for the
minimal complements £| 4 = (€]4)¢ and |4 = (€| 4)°, respectively. By Theorem there
exist normal unital *-homomorphisms R : B — A and R’ : B' — A’ such that

ROV =Vb, R(H)V =V, beB, v eB. (3.1)

Moreover, privacy (by definition) implies that £(A) C B and £(A’) C B’ (facts which can
also be verified explicitly using (3.1]). Noting that the density of A’V in H implies that &| 4
is faithful, it follows that

E:=Ro&|g:A— A

is a normal faithful conditional expectation from .4 onto the (unital) subalgebra R(B) (as
noted in [31]). Moreover, by (3.1 for every 1) € H, we have

wyy © B(a) = (Vi R(E()VY) = (i, E(a)y) = (Vi,aVY) = wyy(a),

i.e., E preserves all vector states of the form wy,, ¥ € H. It follows that R(B) is a sufficient
subalgebra of A for the collection (wyy), ¥ € H. By [63, Theorem 9.3], for all B-separating
vectors ¢ € H we have [Dwyq : Dwyyl: € R(B) for all t € R (note that V9 is separating for
A by faithfulness of £ and wy|5).

Let uy € B be such that R(u;) = [Dwyq : Dwyyl:. Since R is a unital injective -
homomorphism, each wu; is necessarily unitary. We first show that u; = [Dwgq, Dwy]; using
uniqueness of the KMS condition (4) of Theorem

As uy = V*([Dwyq : Dwyyl)V, t € R, we know that the family (u;) is o-strongly
continuous. From [37, Theorem 1.1(4)] (or [3I, Theorem 2]), it follows that

R(o¥(D) =0, (R(b)), beB, teR.

We include the details of the convenience of the reader: by Takesaki’s theorem [75] applied

to the invariance wyy o £ = wyy, it follows that the modular automorphism group (atV ¢)

leaves the subalgebra R(B) invariant. Then, by [76, Corollary VIIL.1.4], which follows from
uniqueness of the KMS condition for modular flow, we have

azp:R_loatioR, teR.

By the KMS condition (2.1}(4)) of [Dwyq : Dwyyl:, given b,c € B, there is a bounded
continuous function F' on the closed horizontal strip S which is holomorphic on the open
strip S such that

F(t) = wva <[Dwvg : Dy ylio) w(R(c))R(b)) — Wy (R<utaf(c)b)) = wg (umf’(c)b) ,
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F(t+1) = wyy (R(B)[Dwyg : Dayylie" (R(c))) = wyy (R(butazp(c))> = wy (buta;%c)) ,
for every ¢t € R. By uniqueness of the KMS condition, u; = [Dwgq, Dwy]:, t € R.

We now deduce the general case of ) € H, ||| = 1 from the separating case. Recall that
the support projection s(wy) of w, € B, satisfies s(wy)H = B'1. Similarly, s(wy,)K = AV
Then, for any £ € H,

Vs(wy)€ = li_>m Vb = lim R'(,)V = lim s(wyy)R'(b;,) V) = s(wyy)Vs(wy)E.
n—00 n—o00 n—o00
But for n € B'y* and ¢ € K, we have

(s(wyy)Vn, ¢) = (Vi s(wyy)C) = lim (Vn,a, V) = lim (n, E(ay,) 1) = 0.
n—oo n—o0 \21;_/

It follows that
Vs(wy) = s(wyy)V. (3.2)

Next, we fix a faithful normal state wj on B’. Pick a normal faithful state w on (1 —
s(wy))B(1 — s(wy)), and consider

0 =2"Ywy +w).

Then, @ is a normal faithful state on B. By [63], equations (4.5), (4.6)] (see property (2) of
spatial derivatives in section

Alwy/wp) = Al(wy +w)/wp)s(wp) = 2A(@/wp)s(wy)-

Thus, A(w/w)s(wy) is a self-adjoint operator, which implies that [A(@/wy), s(wy)] = 0 on
D(A(wy/wyp)). It follows that for any t € R,

Alwy/wp)™ = 2" A(@ fwh)™s(wy).-
Thus we find that

[Dwg : Dwyls = Alwa/wp) " Alwy fug)
= 27" A(wq /w)) T A(@/wf) " s (wy)
= 27" Dwgq : DX];s(wy).

Since B is necessarily in standard form on H (as it contains a cyclic and separating
vector), we can write the normal faithful state @ = we_|p for a separating vector {;. By the
separating property and equation (3.2), we have

V[Dwq : Dwyli = 27"V [Dwq : Dwe_]is(wy)

11



2_“ [DCUVQ : DWV@; ]tVS (W¢)

= 27"[Dwygq : Dwye,|is(wyy) V.
But, on A, we find that
wye, =we, 0E =Wo0& =2 wyy +wof),
and by using the support projection s(w) =1 — s(wy) and equation (3.2)), we have
wol(l—s(wyy)) =w(l—s(wy)) =1.

Thus,
s(wo&) <1—s(wyy).

For any normal faithful state ¢’ € A’, it follows from the properties (1) and (2) of spatial
derivatives that

1 1
Awye, /¢')s(wvy) = §A(wvw/¢')5(wvw) = §A(va/<ﬁ')-
Hence, we get

[Dwya : Dwye,Jis(wvy) = Alwya/¢) " Alwye, /)" s(wry)
= 2"Awva/¢) Alwvy /)"
= 2" Dwyq : Dwyy);.

Putting this together, we finally see that

V[Dwq : Dwyl; = 27" [Dwyq : Dwye, |i8(wyy)V = [Dwyq : DwyylV, t€R.

By symmetry, the same argument shows that
V[Dwg : Dwyly = [Dwiq : Dwy, iV, teR, ¥ eH,
where [Dwg, © Dwy ]y and [Dwiyq : Dwy, e are the cocycle flows on B’ and A’, respectively.

(2) = (3): Let ¢ € H be astate. Pick anormal faithful functional w’ on (1—s(wy,))B'(1—
s(wy,)), so that wy = wy, +w' is faithful on B'. Then, by properties of spatial derivatives

Afwp/wi)t = Alwp/wy)s(wy ) = Alwy/wy)t = ¢,

we find that
Alwy fwy)""p = Alwy/wy) ™ =1, tER.

Combined with similar support arguments used above, we have
[Dwq : Dwylip = Alwa/wp)™ Alwy/wy) ™4
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Then the condition (2) implies that

A(wg/wly)"h = V[Dwg : Dwylh = [Dwyq : Dwyyli Vi = Alwva/wi,) Vip. (3.3)

Since ¢ € D(A(wq /wip)l/ %), there exists a unique bounded strongly continuous function
fo:Soip— s(wy)H € H, such that

f¢(t) = A(WQ/W,;})#Q,D, t € R,

and f, is strongly analytic on S_1/» = {z € C| —1/2 < Im(2) < 0} (see, e.g., [46, Theorem
A.7]). Similarly, there exists a unique bounded strongly continuous function fy, : S /2 =
s(w{,w)lC C K such that

fro(t) = Alwva/wiy) Vi)

and fyy is strongly analytic on S_;/;. Then, V f, : S_y /2 — K is bounded, strongly contin-
uous, and analytic on S_;/, with V fy,(t) = fyy(t) for all £ € R. Due to the uniqueness of
analytic continuations, we find that for all z € S_; /25

fvy(2) =V fy(2).

In particular, for ¢ € (0,1) ,

Alwawy)"h =V fy(—it)2) = fuy(—it)2) = Alwya/wyy) V.

Then, equation ([2.10)) implies that

Salwypwva) = = im ¢~ (| Alwva/wiy) P VE[? ~ 1)
:—hmt HIV A(wa fwy))1* = 1)
_ —t1_1>%1+t 1A (wa/wy) 2 ? = 1)
= Sp(wy, wa).

The argument for Sy (wy.,, wirq) = Sp(wy, wg) is identical.

(3) = (1): This implication (and the equivalence of (1) and (3)) was shown in [51]
Theorem 1.1] under the a priori additional assumption that the set of cyclic and separating
vectors for B is dense in H. This assumption, however, follows since we have a single cyclic
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and separating vector €2 € H for B. Indeed, if a € B’ is invertible, it follows that af) is also
cyclic and separating for B. Since the invertible elements of B’ are strongly dense in B’ [27,
Proposition 1] and B'S2 is dense in H, it follows that Inv(B')2 is dense in H. Combined with
[51, Theorem 1.1], the implication holds. ]

Remark 3.1. Given ¢y € H such that Sg(wy,wq) < 0o, by monotonicity of the relative
entropy [63, Theorem 5.3]

SA(Wv¢,wVQ) = SA(Ww Og,(JJQ 05) < SB<W¢,U)Q) < 0.

Assuming condition (2) in Theorem [1.1} the derivative formula for the relative entropy [63,
Theorem 5.7] then gives

SA(va,wVQ) = Zsli)lgo Sil(wvw((DwVQ : Dwvw)t) — 1)

=i lim s (wy ((Dwq : Dwy);) — 1)

5—00

= SB(ww, WQ).

However, when Sg(wy,wq) = 0o, we cannot appeal directly to the derivative formula. The
analytic continuation argument above circumnavigates this, and establishes the equality of
relative entropy even when Si(wy, wq) = oo.

3.2 Emergent type III; structures

Suppose, in addition to the hypotheses of Theorem [I.1] that A is a type III; factor and that
V2 is ergodic in the sense that the fixed point algebra is

A =laec A|0/%a) =a, t e R} =C1. (3.4)

By the proof of Theorem (see also, [31, Theorem 2(c)]), the recovery map intertwines the
modular flows:

o/ HR(D)) = R(c*(b)), bEB. (3.5)

Hence, if oi}(b) = b for all s € R, then R(b) € AV? = C1. By injectivity of R, we must have
b € C1, implying that € is an ergodic state for B. By the proof of [60, Theorem 3], it follows
that either B = C1, in which case dim(#H) = 1, or B is a type III; factor. This observation
supports recent literature on the emergence of type I11; structures in conformal field theory
and holography [34] 52], 59, 85].
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3.3 Approximate recovery

In this subsection we investigate an approximate version of Theorem [I.1] Results of a similar
nature were recently established for hyperfinite bulk algebras by Faulkner and Li [32, Theorem
2]. Indeed, we rely on their result [32, Theorem 1] for the implication (3) = (1) in the
hyperfinite case of Theorem below. Our contribution here is to show that, for general
bulk observable algebras, approximate intertwining of cocycle derivatives is necessary for
approximate bulk recovery, and sufficient for approximate privacy (the latter being equivalent
to approximate recovery in the hyperfinite case by [32, Theorem 1]). We also employ different
techniques than Faulkner-Li [32], e.g., formulating approximate error correction as exact
error correction in an ultraproduct of von Neumann algebras. See [4, 67] for details on
ultraproducts.

We require the following (known) fact, whose proof we include for convenience of the
reader.

Lemma 3.2. Let B C B(H) be a von Neumann algebra and 2 € H be a cyclic and separating
state vector. Then B coincides with the von Neumann algebra generated by

{[Dwy : Dwq), | t € R, 1 cyclic and separating vector}. (3.6)

Proof. Let Bg denote the von Neumann algebra generated by equation (3.6)). By the cocycle
property, for each s € R, and cyclic and separating 1,

0 ([Dwy : Dwql;) = [Dwy : Dwq]i[Dwy : Dwasss € Ba.

Thus, Bg is stable under the modular automorphism group of wq, implying the existence
of a unique normal faithful wg-preserving conditional expectation F : B — Bq [75]. Let
Wy = walp,. Since ([Dwy : Dwqlt)ier € Bg is a cocycle with respect to ¢°, by Connes’
theorem [20, Théoreme 1.2.4], there exists a faithful normal weight ¢ on Bg such that

[Dy : Dwoly = [Dwy : Dwgl:, t €R.
(see [76], §VIIL.3] for cocycle derivatives of weights). But then
[D(po E): Dwql; = [D(poE): D(wgo E)|; =Dy : Dwly = [Dwy, : Dwq)r t € R,

where the second equality follows from by [76, Corollary I1X.4.22(ii)]. Since wgq is faithful,
by uniqueness of cocyle derivatives (which follows from uniqueness of spatial derivatives [76],
Proposition 1X.3.10(i)]), we have ¢ o E = wy, implying wy, o E' = wy,. Since the set of cyclic
and separating vectors is dense in H (see the proof of (3) = (1) in Theorem [L.1]), it follows
that £ = idB, and B = BQ O
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Theorem Let (V,, : H < Kp)nen be a sequence of isometries between Hilbert spaces
‘H and KC,,. Let A, and B be von Neumann algebras on IC,, and H, respectively. Suppose
there is a cyclic and separating state vector {2 € H for B such that V,Q2 € I, is cyclic and
separating for each A,,. Consider the following conditions:

1. There exist sequences (R, : B = Ay )nen, (R), : B' — A!))nen of channels such that
wot —limV*R,(0)V;, = b, wot —1lim VR, (V)V,, =V

forallbe Band V € B'.

2. For all cyclic and separating states ¢ € H (for B), we have

sot —lim V,,[Dwq : Dwy|r — [Dwy,q @ Dwy,y|tVe =0

sot —lim V,,[Dwg, : Dwys — [Dwy, q @ Dwy, Vo =0, teR.

3. For all bounded sequences (ay) € [],cn Ans (a7,) € [],en A

n’

and and b € B, V/ € B,

wot — lim[V*a,V,,,b'] =0, wot — lim[V,*a, V,,,b] = 0.

Then (1) = (2) = (3), and if B is hyperfinite, the three conditions are equivalent.

Remark 3.3. The (approximate) theory of sufficient subalgebras [66] (see also [63, §9]),
which addresses similar questions of approximate recovery, does not directly apply here as
the ranges V* A, V,, are not necessarily contained in B. This lack of range control renders the

maps V*(-)V,, incompatible with some of the modular techniques in the proof of [66, Lemma
3.1].

Proof of Theorem[1.4 (1) = (2): First pass to an arbitrary subnet of (V,,,)icr of (Vi,)nen-

0

Note that by direct computation, for any unitaries u € U(B) and v’ € U(B'),

sot —lim R, (u)Vy, — Vy,u =0, sot —lim R, (u')V,, — V0’ = 0. (3.7)

icl i€l

Let U be an ultrafilter on I which dominates the order (i.e., tails) filter. Since I > i —
n; € N is monotonic and co-final, and N has no greatest element, the order filter is necessarily
free, implying that U is a free ultrafilter.

Since V,,,€) is cyclic and separating for A,,,, the action of A,, on K, is standard. Let

()
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denote the Groh-Raynaud ultraproduct of the standard von Neumann algebras A; [40, [67],
which is defined as the strong operator closure of the Banach space ultraproduct [],, A,

inside B(K), where
K=]][K.
u

is the ultraproduct of the Hilbert spaces KC,,,, and the action of [],, A,, on K is

(am)qu)u = (anﬂ/}m)u

Note that the action of each A,,, on K, is standard as V,,,Q2 is cyclic and separating. The
map V : H — K given by Vip = (V1) is an isometry and

E:BK)—BH), E=V()V
is a quantum channel. If (a,)u € [, An,, v € U(B'), and &, € H, we have

(V*((@n)e)V'§,m) = lim(an, Vo '€, Vi)
i (ay, Ry, (0) Vo, €, V)
—hm(R () an, Vo &, Vi)
i (ap, Vo, & B, ((0)7) Vi)
—hm(a V& Vo ()™ )

= (V*(an)uVE, (u')n)
= W'V (an,)uVE n).

—11

The first equality follows by definition of the ultraproduct Hilbert space, the second from
equation (3.7) and the boundedness of (V;,,n), the third from R; (B') C A; , and the fifth

n;)

from equation (3.7) and the boundedness of (a,,V;,,€). It follows by normality of £ that
E(A) C B.

In other words, B’ is private for £| 4.

As shown in [67, Theorem 1.8], A" = ([ [, A7,)" (in the case when all A, are equal; see
[4, Theorem 3.22] which handles the case when I = N, and the A,,, are not necessarily equal;
the result is true in general). Hence, by symmetry of condition (1), we have

E(A) C B,

i.e., B is private for £| 4. By the privacy/correctability duality [22, Theorem 4.7], we have
recovery channels B — A and B’ — A’; however, we are not quite in position to apply
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Theorem as V() is not cyclic and separating for A. Thus, we need to work in a particular
“corner” of A.

Let p € A denote the support projection of the vector state wyq|l4 = w, a),la- Then
V*(1 —p)V € B (by above) and (2, V*(1 — p)VQ) = 0. Since €2 is separating for B, we have
V*(1 —p)V =0, from which it follows that pV = V.

It is known that A is standardly represented on K and that the associated conjugate
linear isometry J = (Jy,)u, where J,,, = Jy, a4, [67, Corollary 3.7] (see also [4, Theorem
3.18]). Then, JpJ is the support projection of wy |, and by symmetry we have JpJV = V.
Letting ¢ = pJpJ, by the general theory of standard forms, ¢.Aq is standardly represented
on ¢iC, with J,4, = ¢Jq and pap — qaq is a *-isomorphism pAp = ¢qAq A2, Corollary 2.5,
Lemma 2.6]. As ¢V =V, the vector VQ € ¢K is separating for both ¢.Aq and (¢.Aq)" = qA'q
(see [42, Lemma 2.4] for the latter equality), and hence cyclic and separating for ¢.4q. The
invariance ¢V = V' and the above calculations also show that

E(qAq) € B, E(gA'q) C B
Now combining Theorem with Theorem [I.1} we have that for all ) € H,

V[Dwq : Dwyly = [Dwyq : DwyylV

3.8
V[Dwq : Dwyly = [Dwyq : Dwyy iV, teR. (3:8)

If ¢ € H is separating for B it follows that the support projection of wyy|4 is again p (by
the same argument for Q). Combining [4, Proposition 3.15, Theorem 4.1] with the proof of
[67, Proposition 2.2(i)], it follows that

[DCUVQ wa/,]p P — ([Dan Q- Dan w] )Z/{p'

Applying the x-isomorphism pAp > a — qaq € qAq, we have
q[Dwya : Dwyyliq = q[Dwya : Dwyy i = q ([Dwy, q : Dwvniw]t)u q.

By equation (3.8) and the invariance ¢V =V, for every &, € H, we therefore have

([Dwq : Dwyli&,m) = (V[Dwg : Dwyli&, V)

[Dwyq : Dwyy | VE V)

q[Dwyq : DwyyliqVE, V)

[Dwy, o : Dwy, yle)uVE, V)
[Dwy,.q : Dwy, y]eVa, O (Va,mu)
jg([Dan o Dwy, y]iVi,€, Van)
1_>HL1{(V*1 [Dwy, o @ Dwy, 4:Va,&,m)-

(
= {
= {
= {
= {
=
=
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Since [Dwq : Dwyl: is unitary and each [DaniQ : DWVniw]t is contractive, the standard
argument shows that for all £ € H,

zh—>HZ/l{HVm [DWQ : wa]tf - [DaniQ : Dwvmw]thf“ = 07

that is,
sot — hnz}t Vi [Dwa : Dwylt — [Dwy, o @ Dwy, ¢]iVs, = 0.
i— v g

It follows from the general correspondence between net and filter convergence (see, e.g., [80,
§4]) that for every separating ¢ € H, the net

(V. [Dwq : Dwyl, — [Dwy, o : Dwy, Vi)

iel

clusters to 0 in the strong operator topology. Since the subnet (n;);cr of the original sequence
was arbitrary, it follows that the original sequence

(Vn[DWQ : wa]t — [DanQ : Danw]tVn)

neN
converges to zero in the strong operator topology.

If v € H is in addition cyclic for B, that is, separating for B’, then the symmetry of
equation (3.8) implies the same result for the commutant cocycles.

(2) = (3) Boundedness of the sequence (V},) together with joint continuity of multiplica-
tion in the strong operator topology (on bounded sets) implies that

[Dwgq : Dwyly = sot — lim V*[Dwy, q : Dwy, ]t Vi,

n—oo

for all t € R and cyclic and separating separating ¢ € H. The convergence also holds in the
weak operator topology. By continuity of the adjoint in the latter topology, we get

[Dwy, : Dwqlr = [Dwq : Dwy|; = wot — lim V'[Dwy, : Dwy, oV, t€R.

n—oo

Since [Dwy : Dwgq); is a unitary for every t € R, the standard argument shows that

sot — lim V,,[Dwy, : Dwql; — [Dwy,y : Dwy, iV, =0, teR.

n—oo

That is, the (B part of the) conclusion (2) also holds with the roles of €2 and v reversed.

Now, fix a bounded sequence (a;,) € [], oy Ay, and &,7 € H. By boundedness and joint

n’

continuity of multiplication in the strong operator topology, for any cyclic and separating
1 € H and t € R, we therefore have

lim (Ve V,[Dwy - Dwali€,n) = lim (Via,[Dwy,y - Dov,oliVag,m)

n—o0
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= nh_g)loﬂ/; [Dwy,y : Dwvy,alia, Va&, m)
= lim (@, Vo8, [Dwv, 2 Dwy,pleVam)
= lim (@, Vo&, Va[Dwa = Dwylin)

— Jim (Do : D)oV V€, 7).

n—oo

The same argument is valid with the roles of €2 and 1 reversed, and also for finite linear
combinations of finite products of [Dwy : Dwg] and [Dwq : Dw,] for cyclic and separating
1 € H. By boundedness, it follows that

lim (V¥ al, Vo€, n) = lim (boViial,Vi&, n).
n—oo

n—o0

for all by in the C*-algebra Bg generated by

{[Dwy : Dwq); | t € R, 1 cyclic and separating vector}.

Let b be a self-adjoint contraction in B, which, by Lemma [3.2] equals B. By Kaplansky’s
density theorem, we can approximate b by a net (b;) of self-adjoint contractions from Bg in
the strong operator topology. By boundedness of (V.*a,V,,), it follows that

liml|V;ral,Vibg — Via, Vabig || = 0
uniformly in n € N. Thus,

lim (V,'a, Vb€, m) = lim lim (V,"a;, V,bi€, m)
(3 n—oo

n—oo

= lim lim (b;V*d. V,,€,n)

i n—00

= lim lim (V*a] V&, bin)
7 N—oo
= lim <Vrja;~bvn£7 b77>
n—oo
= lim (bV a, Vo€, n).
n—oo
By linearity, it follows that
lim (V*a, V,b¢,n) = lim bV a,, V&, n)
n—oo n—o0
for all b € B.

By symmetry, the same argument is valid for the commutant B’, and we arrive at condition
(3). This completes (1) = (2) = (3).

Finally, when B is hyperfinite, (3) = (1) holds by [32] Theorem 1]. Therefore, all three
conditions are are equivalent when B is hyperfinite. O
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We note that approximate recovery studied in this section is more restrictive than that
formulated in [39]. Here, the Hilbert space corresponding to the bulk theory is fixed as H,
and there is a sequence of boundary Hilbert spaces IC,,. This way of building approximate
recovery is based on taking a large n limit. In contrast, [39] provides an explicit form of
approximate recovery without needing a sequence of boundary Hilbert spaces. Topologically,
the approximation of Theorem (11) is with respect to the point weak™ topology, whereas
the approximation in [39] is with respect to the completely bounded norm.

4 Operator-algebraic subregion-subregion duality

In this section we give an operator algebraic proof of subregion-subregion duality between
boundary causal diamonds and bulk causal wedges for (scalar) Klein-Gordon fields in the
universal cover of AdS, thus giving a concrete instance of Theorem in holography. The
proof utilizes the recent framework of holography for Klein—Gordon fields in [30] together with
the holographic error correction framework of [37]. Combined with the known geometric
modular structure for bulk wedges in vacuum AdS [16] and general properties of cocycle
derivatives, we obtain additional mathematical evidence in support of the kink transform
conjecture of [14].

The universal cover of (d + 1)-dimensional anti-de Sitter space can be described as the
manifold

AdSy1 = Ry x B, (4.1)
(where B is the open ball) with metric given by

(1+22)dt* — (1 + 2%)1d2? — dw?

g= = (4.2)

on [0,1), x R; x S¢~1 and with boundary 0AdSy,; = {z = 0}. Then g is conformal to the

metric § := z°g on the interior AdSS,,. As z — 0, we recover the cylindrical boundary
metric:
G=0+2%)dt* — a2 a2 q (4.3)
(1+2%)

The Klein—Gordon operator on M := (AdSy.1, g) is
2

d
P=0,+v*— T (4.4)

where O, = |g|~1/20,,(|g|*/?g"d,) is the Laplacian of M. Solutions to Pu = f (on AdS proper
and its universal cover) have been studied extensively from both physical and mathematical
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perspectives (see, e.g., |10} [15] 16l 23] 29] 33], 49, 84]). Existence and uniqueness of solutions
to Pu = f on asymptotically AdS (aAdS) spacetimes with Dirichlet boundary conditions
were studied recently in [78], where it was shown that, with respect to certain Sobolev spaces,
retarted /advanced propagators exist, leading to a natural symplectic space of solutions. (See,
e.g., [23,[79] for related results with other boundary conditions.) Building on Vasy’s work [78],
Wrochna [82] introduced the notion of a holographic Hadamard state on aAdS spactimes,
which was then utilized by Dybalski-Wrochna [30] towards a second quantization procedure
analogous to the globally hyperbolic setting (see, e.g., [35]), as well as a mechanism for
holography in aAdS spacetimes. For simplicity, in this paper we stick with AdSg.1, but
utilize the more general framework from [30] as in future work we hope to extend the analysis
below to a class of aAdS spacetimes. See Section [5| for a discussion.

4.1 Symplectic solution space of Klein—Gordon equation

We begin with a review of the constructions and notations from [30], to which we refer the
reader for details (see also [78, 82]). Let C°*°(M) denote space of smooth functions on M
(that is, which posess smooth extensions across M ). The space of smooth functions which
vanish along with all derivatives at OM is denoted C’O"(M ). Its topological dual is denoted
C~2°(M). The related subspaces of compactly supported elements are respectively denoted
C=(M), C®(M) and C;°°(M). On the boundaryless manifold M, D'(OM) denotes the
usual space of distributions (see, e.g., [47, §6.3]).

Let Diff, (M) be the algebra of b-differential operators, those generated by smooth vector
fields tangent to the boundary. Let Diffy(M) be the space of smooth vector fields which
vanish at the boundary. In what follows, we let (-,-) denote the canonical inner product
on L?*(M) := L*(M,g) with respect to the associated volume form induced by g. For a
nonnegative integer k, let

HY M) :={uec C™™™(M)|Que L*(M,g) ¥ Q € Difff(M)}, (4.5)

be the associated Sobolev space (topologized in the usual Hilbertian manner, see, e.g., [82]
§2.4] and the references therein). Above, k denotes the order of a differential operator.
Hy"(M) is defined as the dual of Hf(M) via the L-pairing, and we set HJ(M) = L*(M).

For k € {—1,0,1} and a nonnegative integer s, let
Hyy (M) = {u € Hy(M) | Qu € H§(M) ¥ Q € Diff;(M)}, (4.6)

This carries a natural Hilbert space topology ([82, §2.4]), and we let H f (M) denote its
dual space via the L?-pairing. Then,

Hyy* (M) = () Hyy (M) (4.7)
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is the space of conormal distributions respective to HE(M), equipped with its canonical
Fréchet space topology. The space H,, If ""°(M) is defined as the topological dual of H(lifo (M).

Let Hg ’bicoo(M ) denote the subspaces of compactly supported elements, and let H"7=°° (M)

o,b,loc
denote the space of distributions whose localization with test functions (smoothly extendible

across the boundary) belongs to Hgfoo(M ). Once appropriately topologized as inductive
limits of Fréchet spaces, Hg”;?oc(M ) is in duality with H f (M) and H(I;’;’boz(]\/[ ) is in duality
with Hy o > (M).

Over the interior M°, Hyps (M) coincides with C*°(M?) and Hy, oo(M) with D'(M°).
The spaces Hg;i(M ) provide suitable replacements of C'2°(M?) in this context [30), 78], 82].

Denote the spaces of past/future supported elements of H(]i’l:?oc(M ) by
Hgfi(]\/[) ={u e Hg”;‘;oc(M) | supp(u) C {£t > +to}, some ty € R}. (4.8)
By [78, Theorem 1.6], there exist continuous operators
P Hy b (M) — HLS (M) (49)
such that PP;! = id on Ho_blf(M) and P{'P =1id on Hé”;oi(M). The difference
G:=P;' — P Hyy (M) — Hyps (M) (4.10)

is the analogue of the causal propagator on globally hyperbolic spacetimes. By [30, Propo-
sition 3.4] (see also [82, Proposition 3.1]), the R-bilinear form o := (-, G-)2() induces a
non-degenerate symplectic form on the (real) quotient space

X = H(;l},fo(M; R) /PH(};;Z(M; R). (4.11)

The symplectic space (X, o) is canonically isomorphic to a symplectic space of solutions
to Pu = 0 [82 Proposition 3.1]. Moreover, the dual X’ is canonically identified with the
distributional solutions u € Hy, 22 (M) to Pu = 0.

4.2 Bulk-to-boundary correspondence

Let vy := giu be the indicial roots of P. Throughout we assume the Breitenlohner-Freedman
bound v > 0 [15] and we denote v, by A. By [30, Proposition 3.5] (see also [82, Proposition
3.7]), any distributional solution u € X’ admits a representation of the form u = z%v for
some v € C*([0,¢),; D'(OM)), and the bulk-to-boundary map

0: X' 3 u— vlgy € D'(OM) (4.12)
is continuous (with respect to the natural topologies on Holj’,; 1oo(M) and D'(OM)).
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We now show that the bulk-to-boundary map intertwines the canonical actions of AdS
isometries in the bulk and their conformal manifestations on the boundary. To this end, let

(m,y) — xOyO + xd—&-lyd—i—l _ :L‘lyl . CL’dyd — xOyO + Id+1yd+1 — 7. g’ (413>

where 7 = (z!,...,2%). Let G = SO(2,d) denote the group of real linear transformations

of R%2 which preserve the scalar product, given in equation - Let Gy denote the
identity component and GO denote its universal cover. Then GO acts as isometries on M =
(AdSqt1,9), and conformal diffeomorphisms on (AdSg+1, §). Note that the conformal factor
Qp for A € Go satisfies

A 2
M2g=goA=(z0A)2g= (Zo ) g, on AdSS,,. (4.14)
z

Since each A € a; leaves the boundary dM invariant, and the canonical action az) N
L*(M, g),
Au=uoA, A € Gy, (4.15)

is isometric, it follows that equation (4.15]) induces continuous actions on the Sobolev spaces
HE(M) and HY#(M). One then obtains continuous actions on Hy >(M) and HywS (M) in
the canonical manner and by duality, continuous actions on H f foe (M) and H, f (M.

Since each A € CTO commutes with the Klein—-Gordon operator P on the pertinent function
space, it follows by uniqueness of P;' that

A'PLIA = PN (4.16)

In particular, A™'GA = G, so that A induces via equation (4.15)) a symplectic automorphism
of X.

Lemma 4.1. For each A € @T), ue X,
(N (u)) = Q% onr - (Alanr)'0(uw), (4.17)

where N is the dual action on X', and - denotes multiplication of distributions by smooth
functions.

Proof. Throughout the proof we let W = (0,¢), x OM, and N = A~1(W). Write
Al =T 0 A7

where m : W — (0,¢) is the projection onto the first coordinate. Then, A; is a sub-
mersion from N — (0,¢). Noting that the dual action of A on distributions is the push-
forward by A~!, it follows by properness of A~ and [58, Proposition 2.18] that for any
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v € C®((0,e),;D'(OM)), A'(v) is transversal on N with respect to A; [5] (see also [58],
Definition 2.3]), meaning (A;).(A'(v).F) € C°((0,¢)) for all F' € C°(N). It follows that

(A (N (0).F)(2) = (v(2), (A F)(z,)) = (AT)u(0(2)), Flyrgew)s 2 € (0,6),  (4.18)

where A7!: OM — A7z} N N is simply AZ(2) = A7Y(z, 7). Indeed, given g € C=((0,¢))
and (z,z) € W, we have

(F-(goA) oA (z,2) = F(A™!(2,2))g(2),
implying

<(A1)*(A/(U)'F)>g> = <U, (F ' (g o Al)) o A_1>
= (v, (A F)(g®1))

= [ (4 ) (o) d
Smoothness entails equation (4.18). By [58, Proposition 2.7], it follows that

N (v) = (AT)(0(2))2e(00)

is a smooth family of distributions on the fibers A;7*{z} N N (in the sense of [58, Definition
2.6]).

Let u € X’ be of the form u = z%v, v € C®([0,¢),;D'(OM)) C C*((0,¢),; D'(OM))
and fix f € C°(OM). Define F': M — R by F(z,z) = f(z). On the one hand, the family
(A-F(z,-)):¢(0,) is bounded in the barrelled locally convex space C°(9M) (see [T7, Definition
33.1]). Moreover,

HmA - F(z,2) = A|ans - f(2),

z—0
uniformly in supp(f). The same is true for all derivatives of f (and corresponding partials
of F), so that
limA - F(z,-) = Aoy - f in CZ(OM).

z—0
Since v is continuous and the spaces C°(9M) and D'(OM) are barrelled, it follows that the
dual pairing
(-,) : D(OM) x C*(OM) — R
is hypocontinuous [77, Theorem 41.2], implying, by boundedness of the family (A-F (2, -)).c(0,¢)

that
(0(0), Aloar - f) = lim(v(2), A~ F(z,-)) = Bm((AZ1).(0(2)), Flar yew)-

z—0

On the other hand, A’(u) € X', so is of the form z%vy, with vy € C*([0,¢).; D'(OM)).
But
oy = N(u) = N(z20) = (0 A)2N(0), 2 € (0,2),
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so that
v = Q8 N () = (92 (AZY).(0(2))2c(00),

where Q2 = Q%[ -1, By smoothness of Q2, A7 and v in z, it follows that

(O(A'(w)), ) = (va(0), f) = Im(Q2 - (AT)u(v(2)), Flyo oyen)-

z—0

Putting things together, we see that

((Morr)'0(u), f) = (O(w), Monr - f) = (v(0), Aloas - f)
~ (4. (0(2). Pl o)
= hm<QiAQZA : (A;1>*(U(Z))7 F’Al_l{z}ﬁN>

z
z—0

= (7 ons - AN (w), f).

O
4.3 Subregion duality and quantum error correction
Let n: L(X,X') be a continuous, positive, symmetric linear map satisfying
o (g, )| < (un, p(ua))? (ug, nu))' 2, ug,ug € X (4.19)
By definition of A as a quotient space, n must be a bi-solution:
Pon=0 on Hy,yX(M), noP=0 on Hy*(M). (4.20)
Moreover, continuity means that
0 Hy S (M) = Bl (M) (121)

is continuous. The above properties are satisfied by the covariances of any holographic
Hadamard state in the sense of [82]. In particular, for the covariance of the global vacuum on
M, which is a ground state for the static dynamics (see [82], §4.2] and [26, 135, [55] for details).

We let X?! denote the completion of X with respect to the Euclidean norm induced by 7.
The boundedness conditions in equation (4.19)) ensure that o extends to a (pre-)symplectic
form 0P on X?'. By [30, Lemma 2.1], it follows that the restriction of &' : D"(OM) — X"
to C(OM) satisfies & (C(OM)) C X,

For open subsets O C OM and V C M, we define

de(O) = C?(O),

—1,00 1,00 —1,00 (422)
XbUlk(V) = HO,b,c (V7 R)/(PHO,b,c(M; R) A HO,b,c (Va R))a
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which becomes a (pre-)symplectic space when canonically viewed as a subspace of (X, o).
Let

.Abd(O) = CCR((?/(CSO(O)), O'Cpl) and Abulk(v) = CCR(Xbulk(V), O'Cpl) (423)

be the Weyl C*-algebras generated by the (pre-)symplectic spaces (9'(C(0)),c?!) and
(Xpur(V), 0P, respectively, where the closures are with respect to 1. Then, {Ay(O)}
and {Apur(V)} define isotonic nets of C*-algebras satistying Ay, (V(0)) C Ap(O) by [30]
Theorem 3.7], where V(O) is the domain of uniqueness of O C OM, defined as the maximal
open subset of M such that for any u € Hél:lzi(]\/[) satisfying Pu = 0 on M, we have Ou = 0
on O implies v = 0 on V(0O). As mentioned in [30, §3.5], since (the conformal image of)
(M, g) is analytic, it follows from Holmgren’s theorem [47, Theorem 8.6.5] that V' (O) # 0 for

arbitrary open O C OM.

Following Ribeiro’s notation [70, §1.2.2], to which we refer the reader for details, given
r € OM, let T denote its antipodal point, the unique point where all null geodesics emanating
from r will refocus. Let

Min(r) := I (r,0M) NI~ (7,0M) (4.24)

be the associated Minkowski domain to the future of » € OM (see [70, Figure 1.2]). Given
p,q € Min(r) with ¢ € I (p,OM), let

Dyy:=1"(p,0M)N I (q,0M), W,y :=1T"(p,M)NI (q,M)NM° (4.25)

respectively denote the associated boundary diamond and the bulk causal wedge.
Proposition 4.2. W, , C V(D,,). Consequently, ApurWpq) C Apa(Dpy)-

Proof. Suppose u € X’ satisfies O(u) = 0 on D, . Let (A,4(t))ier denote the canonical
one-parameter group of isometries preserving the wedge W, , [70, Equation (1.26)] (with no-

tational change u = A, A =t). Since A, ,(t)|sn leaves the boundary diamond D, , invariant,
by Lemma 4.1, we have

O(Npq(t) () = Qg (t)* - (Apg(t)lonr) O(u) = 0

on D, , for all t € R, where ,,(t) is the conformal factor of A, ,(¢). Hence, A, (t) (u) =0
on V(D,,) for all ¢ € R. In other words, u = 0 on A, ,(t)(V(D,,)) for all t € R.

Pick x € W, ,. Then, A, ,(t)(x) = D,, ast — oo. Since V (D, ,) is an open neighborhood
of D, ,, we must have U, C A, ,(t)(V(D,,)) for some t and some neighbourhood U, of z. By
above, u = 0 on U,, and since x € W, ;, was arbitrary, u = 0 on W, . O
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For the rest of this section we let n be the covariance of the global AdS vacuum state
w € Apur(M)*, which is a ground state for the Klein-Gordon dynamics (see, e.g., [35, §4.10.3],
[26], §18.3.2] or [82, Lemma 4.4] for related formulae in the complex formalism). Both 7 and
w are invariant under the pertinent CNJO action. Let (H, g, ) denote the associated GNS
construction, which is a Fock representation (sce, e.g., [35, §4.9]). By invariance, the Gq-
action is unitarily implemented via U : Gy — U(H).

Theorem 4.3. Under the above hypothesis and notation, there exists an isometry
V. L2(Abulk:(Wp,q), w) — LQ(Abd(Dp,q), w)

between the GNS Hilbert spaces of w|a,,,.ow,,) @nd w|a,,(D,,), such that the equivalent con-
ditions of Theorem are satisfied with respect to the von Neumann algebras

A= Ww(Abd(Dp,q>)// and B := Ww(Abqu(Wp,q))”'

The proof amounts to showing that the bulk and boundary 2-point functions arising
from the framework of [30] coincide with the known bulk and boundary 2-point functions
for the global AdS vacuum, at which point one obtains KMS-conditions for the pertinent
C*-algebras, allowing one to appeal to a recent result of [37, Theorem 1.1] to conclude.

Proof. In the GNS/Fock space the global 2-point function satisfies
Walu,v) = (Q @r()er©)Q) = (™)) + S0 W), e x™,

where w = wq o mp, Tr(W(z)) = We(z), mr(p(u)) = ¢p(u) are the usual Fock space
Weyl/field operators [35] §4.9.3]. By the standard procedure for obtaining vacuum propaga-
tors in static spacetimes (see, e.g., [24, 26] [48]), it follows that in the interior M°, the left
hand side above coincides with the known 2-point function of the global AdS vacuum, which,
for z, 2’ in the fundamental sheet of M°, satisfies
v N/AD(d)2 4+ v) L

G"(x,2") = Va(2m) @ Zagr_y (22" +10), (4.26)
where Z% 1, is the Gegenbauer function (see |24, §7], and note the opposite spacetime
signature convention and d + 1 dimensions). As the notation suggests, we view (4.26]) as the
boundary limit, in the sense of distributions, of analytic functions in a suitable complexified

tube domain (see below). Using the known relationship with Legendre functions of the second
kind Q* ([25, Equation (B5)]), and the fact that we are in the fundamental sheet, one easily
sees that the above 2-point function coincides with (the real boundary limit of) the analytic
2-point Klein-Gordon functions from [16, §6.1] (and [13, §4.2]), namely

—jgd=L

G'2.?) = e (@ = 17T Q50
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where ( = 2z -2’ when z € T~ and 2’ € T, where

T~ ={z=x+iyec AdSS,, | y*> > 0,e(z) = 1},
TH={z=a+iy€ AdS5,, | y* > 0,¢(z) = -1},

AdSg,, is the complexified AdS, and

0,.d+1 _ d+1).

e(z) = sign(y 2%y

Here, T+ are the AdS versions of the usual forward and backward tubes in Minkowski space
(see [13, §4.1] and/or [16, §3] for an extended discussion). Hence, the (quasi-free) AdS
ground state 2-point function and associated n-point functions satisfy the tempered spectral
condition of [16], §4], as well as the dimensional boundary condition at infinity of [13], §2.2].
In particular, by [I3], the boundary limit

Wso(f,9) = lim 27225 2Wo(6,, ® f,6., @ g)

Z1,ZQ~)0

defines a causal, conformally covariant 2-point function on the boundary OM, where Wg
is the natural extension of W, defined by the distributional limit of analytic functions
given above (see also [29] for similar results). Next, we show that W5° coincides with
(Q,0r(0(+)er(d'(+))2), the boundary 2-point function arising from [30].

By [30, Lemma 2.1]  : X — X’ extends continuously to ' : X' — X’. For z € (0,¢)
and f € C%(OM), the functional 2=2(J, ® f) : X’ — R is continuous by virtue of the
inclusion &’ C 2°C>°([0,¢); D'(OM)) (see [30, Proposition 3.5]), and it follows that

/ 1 —A
weakly in X! Indeed, for u € X', n?'(u) € X’ and we have
O () 1™ (W) = (007 () = lim =~ (w)(2)
1 —A cpl
= ll_r}(l)z (0, @ f,nP(u)).
Thus, for f,g € C°(0M), we have

@£ n™(0(9) = lim 272220, @ f,07 (0, ® g))

z1,22—0

Since o' = —2nPLjPl [35] Proposition 4.9.1] for an anti-involution ;%' € O(X! nP!) a

similar limiting expression applies to (9'(f), o' (9'(g))), and therefore to the 2-point function

(Qor@(er@(g)Q) = lim 272252 Wa(0., ® f,6., ® g) = Ws*(f, ).

21722%0
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By causality and conformal invariance of W3*, together with essential self-adjointness of
the field operators wr(0'(f)) (over the standard finitely supported Fock domain) it follows
that the associated net {mp(Api(O))"” tocmin() defines a causal, conformally covariant pre-
cosheaf of von Neumann algebras on the Minkowski patch Min(r). By [I7, Theorem 2.3(ii)],
for any diamond region D,, C Min(r) the vacuum modular flow (7p(Awi(D,y))",wa) is
geometrically implemented through (U(A,,(t)))wer, where (A, ,(f))ter is the one-parameter
subgroup from [70, Equation (1.26)]. The vacuum wq is then a KMS state for the au-
tomorphism group (07?)ier on 7p(Awa(Dpy))”. By unitary implementation of the action,
it follows that 07! leaves the subalgebra mp(Apur(W,)) invariant. We are therefore in
position to apply [37, Theorem 1.1] to achieve complementary recovery of the inclusion
TF (Apuik Wy.g)) € 71 (Api(Dhpyg))- O

5 Outlook

Several natural lines of investigation are suggested by our work, which we now summarize.

e The framework of [30] utilized in Section [4| applies to a large class of asymptotic anti-
de Sitter spaces (in the sense of [30, Definition 3.1], see also [78], 82]). It is of course
natural to extend the results of Section 4] to that setting. Techniques surrounding the
time-like tube theorems of [73], [74] could likely be relevant, together with the geometric
foliations studied in [70]. We plan to investigate this in future work.

e The properties of (the dual of) the bulk-to-boundary map 0, together with the estab-
lished inclusion of bulk wedge algebras into boundary diamond algebras (Proposition
suggests a potential connection with the notion of projective holography studied
in [29] (see [69] for the notion of algebraic holography).

e Additional examples of operator algebraic subregion-subregion duality, for instance, in
boundary chiral U(1)-current conformal field theories [1§].
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