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Abstract: We study the algebra of observables in a time band on the boundary of anti-de

Sitter space in a theory of quantum gravity. Strictly speaking this algebra does not have a

commutant because products of operators within the time band give rise to operators outside

the time band. However, we show that in a state where the bulk contains a macroscopic

observer, it is possible to define a coarse-grained version of this algebra with a non-trivial

commutant, and a resolution limited by the observer’s characteristics. This algebra acts on a

little Hilbert space that describes excitations about the observer’s state and time-translated

versions of this state. Our construction requires a choice of dressing that determines how

elements of the algebra transform under the Hamiltonian. At leading order in gravitational

perturbation theory, and with a specific choice of dressing, our construction reduces to the

modular crossed-product described previously in the literature. We also prove a theorem

showing that this is the only crossed product of a type III1 algebra resulting in an algebra

with a trace. This trace can be used to define entropy differences between states in the little

Hilbert space that are insensitive to the properties of the observer. We discuss some technical

challenges in extending this construction to higher orders in perturbation theory. Lastly, we

review the construction of interior operators in the eternal black hole and show that they can

be written as elements of a crossed product algebra.
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1 Introduction

Quantum information measures, such as the entanglement entropy, are commonly studied

in the context of many-body quantum mechanics, where one has a well-defined notion of a

density matrix for any subsystem and a trace for operators. In the language of von Neumann

algebras [1–4],1 the algebra of observables in this setting is of type I. In contrast, UV diver-

gences prevent us from associating a finite density matrix or defining a trace on the algebra

of observables for a subregion in quantum field theory. These algebras are said to be of type

III and also have been shown to emerge in large N holographic theories [8,9]. Recently, there

has been interest in the idea that [10, 11] that perturbative gravitational corrections might

naturally regulate these UV divergences and improve matters so that one can at least define a

trace and entropy differences. These gravitationally-improved algebras form a structure that

is called a crossed product and are classified as being of type II.

Motivated by this, the authors of [12] studied the algebra for general subregions in a

theory of semiclassical gravity. One case of particular interest is where the region R is a ball-

shaped region near the middle of anti-de Sitter (AdS) space with a complement R (see Fig.

1). In the approximation where the bulk theory is a local quantum field theory, the algebra

1For recent introductions to the subject of von Neumann algebras suitable for high energy physicists, see [5]

or [6]. A more mathematical perspective may be found in [7].
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of R is dual to the algebra of a time band on the boundary of AdS and its commutant is dual

to the algebra of R, both of which are type III algebras. It was argued that, in the presence

of an observer, gravitational corrections would convert both algebras to type II algebras.

However, this result leads to a puzzle. In the presence of dynamical gravity, the ADM

Hamiltonian is an element of the algebra of operators on any time slice of the boundary.

Bounded functions of the Hamiltonian can be used to evolve operators out of the time band

via

eiHsO(t)e−iHs = O(t+ s) . (1.1)

A well-defined algebra must be closed under products and include the evolved operator O(t+

s). But this suggests that the algebra of the time band cannot be restricted to a finite range

but must be extended to the entire boundary, in which case the complementary diamond, R,

disappears together with its algebra.

Said another way, it is possible to “see” into the bulk by evolving operators outside the

time band. The standard HKLL reconstruction [13–16] relates quantum field operators at

all points in AdS to the integral of light primary operators on the boundary over the light-

crossing time of AdS. Therefore specifying data about light primary operators on the entire

boundary is equivalent to specifying data about quantum fields everywhere in the bulk. This

would suggest that the algebra of a time band on the boundary should have no commutant.

This puzzle is closely related to the observation that holography is implicit in the proper-

ties of gravity [17–28]. A careful consideration of the gravitational constraints suggests that

observables in a bounded region of spacetime can be approximated arbitrarily well by observ-

ables in its complement — this is called the principle of holography of information. In the

present case, this would suggest that there is a subtlety in associating commuting algebras

for a bulk causal diamond and its complement in a gravitational theory.

In this paper, we study and resolve this tension. Our analysis establishes a hitherto

unremarked-upon link between recent work on von Neumann algebras and older constructions

of approximately local operators in gravitational theories. This sheds light on both sides of

the connection. On the algebraic side, this study clarifies the precise role played by the

“observer” in recent studies of von Neumann algebras, in particular [11, 12]. On the other

hand, this study also elucidates algebraic aspects of techniques previously used to explore

bulk locality.

Consider a state in AdS that is heavy enough so that the density of nearby states scales

exponentially with a (possibly sublinear) power of N — the ratio of the Planck scale to the

cosmological scale. It is possible for such a state to be much lighter than N so that it does

not back react on the classical geometry. This state plays the role of an observer.

It has long been known that, in the presence of a macroscopic background, it is possible to

construct observables in gravitational theories that behave like approximately local operators

in a QFT. (See for instance [29–35].) Recently — using techniques developed in [36, 37]

and refined in [38, 39] — this construction was extended to the case where the state has no

distinguishing macroscopic features [40,41].
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The main idea is that, under certain conditions, time-translating the observer’s state

yields a family of almost orthogonal states. This allows for the definition of an independent

time operator that can be separated from the time on the boundary. One can then deform

the original operators of the theory so that they are naturally parameterized by the new time

coordinate.

By adapting these techniques, we define a closed algebra of observables corresponding to

the time band that has a nontrivial commutant. The operators in this algebra are obtained by

deforming the original light-primary operators on the boundary so that the ADM Hamiltonian

no longer acts via (1.1) but instead acts as a modular transformation on the algebra of the

time band.

The formulas that appear in [38–41] and are used here, at first sight, appear very different

from those that appear in the crossed product construction, which leads to type II algebras in

theories of gravity, and has been discussed extensively in the recent literature [10–12,42–44].

Remarkably, we find that when we restrict ourselves to leading nontrivial order in perturbation

theory and make some specific choices in our construction, the formulas that appear in the

literature on bulk reconstruction go over precisely to those of the algebraic literature. In

particular, the algebra for the time band and its commutant are unitarily equivalent to the

algebras for the region R and R described in [12].

This construction is not in contradiction with the principle of holography of information

and helps to clarify an important physical point. The holographic properties of gravity are

analogous to unitarity. Unitarity is an important structural property of any quantum theory

and is relevant if one asks precise nonperturbative questions about the reversibility of time

evolution. Second, for simple observables, such as perturbative S-matrix elements, unitarity

can be verified explicitly. However, in a third regime, when one studies physics about a

complicated background and coarse-grains the set of observables — a common setting in

everyday life — physics appears to be dissipative and unitarity is obscured.

The same three regimes apply to the holographic principle. If one asks precise nonpertur-

bative questions — for example, about whether information is lost in black-hole evaporation

— the holographic nature of gravity ensures that the outgoing Hawking radiation contains

information about the infalling matter [23,25]. Similarly, if one studies low-energy excitations

about the vacuum of AdS or flat space, it is possible to show through explicit perturbative

computations that observables in the complement of a bounded region contain information

about the region [22, 45, 46]. Nevertheless, in a third regime where one introduces a heavy

observer and coarse-grains the set of allowed observations, gravitational physics appears to

be effectively local and holography is not apparent.

It is commonly believed that the type-II construction in the bulk can be extended to

all orders in perturbation theory. This is parallel to the lore that the construction of bulk

local algebras that are dressed to the observer should be possible at all orders in perturbation

theory. But the technical details of such a construction have never been elaborated explicitly.

We list some of the technical challenges that must be addressed to obtain such a higher-order

extension. These challenges do not seem insurmountable and offer avenues for future work.
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Our approach also helps to clarify the physical interpretation of the entropy that has

been studied in the recent type-II constructions. We show that this entropy corresponds to a

coarse-grained entropy that measures the properties of effectively local experiments that can

be performed by a bulk observer. As such, these entropies are insensitive to the details of

UV-physics or the density of microstates in the UV-complete theory.

We also find an interesting ambiguity in the construction of our algebras. While the

ADM Hamiltonian no longer acts on operators in the algebra via (1.1), its precise action

is determined by how we choose to dress the operators. We focus on a choice of dressing

where boundary Hamiltonian flow acts on these operators as a version of modular flow and

the resultant algebra is a modular crossed product. Other choices of dressing are possible

and would yield different crossed products. From the bulk perspective, the choice to dress

the operators via the modular crossed product is motivated by choices of a bulk gauge fixing

in the presence of the observer where time translations correspond to the local boost about

the entangling surface. According to the proposed geometric modular flow conjecture [12],

the local boost flow should correspond to modular flow on the bulk quantum fields, thereby

establishing a link between modular dressing and the boost-time gauge-fixing.

An alternative justification for this choice of dressing is that it is the only one leading

to an algebra with a trace. To demonstrate this, we prove a theorem in section 6 showing

that the only crossed product of a type III1 factor resulting in a semifinite algebra with a

well-defined trace is a modular crossed product. This theorem is a consequence of Takesaki’s

structure theorem for type III algebras [47] [48, Theorem XII.1.1], but does not appear to

have been previously stated in this explicit form.

The link between relational observables and the crossed product was also noted in the

interesting analysis of [49] that uses the language of quantum reference frames (see also [50–

54]) and, in a cosmological setting in [55–57]. In our work, the observer is not defined in terms

of auxiliary degrees of freedom, or an external particle as in [11]. Rather the observer and

a notion of the observer’s time emerges automatically from the properties of the background

state, analogous to the situation encountered in [55]. Moreover, the techniques that we use

to dress operators draw upon a parallel stream in the literature [38–41].

An overview of this paper is as follows. In section 2, we outline our setup and elabo-

rate on the puzzle alluded to above. In section 3, we introduce the observer and describe a

construction of an extended Hilbert space that describes all coarse-grained low energy exper-

iments that can be performed by the observer. Section 4 presents some of our main results.

We construct the algebra of the time band and its commutant and show that it is unitarily

equivalent to the crossed-product presented in [12]. In section 5 we construct a trace on this

Hilbert space and explore the entropy of the states in this effective Hilbert space. In section

6 we show how demanding a trace on the algebra necessitates a certain choice of dressing.

In section 7 we discuss higher-order and nonperturbative issues. Section 8 summarizes our

results and outlines future directions. Appendix A, which is out of the main line of this paper,

shows how older constructions of interior operators in the eternal black hole can be naturally

expressed in the form of a crossed product.
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2 Setup and a potential puzzle

In this paper we study theories of gravity coupled to a small number of light fields in AdS.

The details of the UV-completion of these theories will not play a role.

We set the AdS radius to 1 and consider matter and gravity fluctuations about global

AdSd+1 written in the coordinate system

ds2 = −(1 + r2)dt2 +
dr2

1 + r2
+ r2dΩ2. (2.1)

For our construction, it is only important that the bulk geometry should be asymptotically

AdS. We choose to work with a geometry that is everywhere AdS for simplicity but our

construction can be generalized to other asymptotically AdS geometries.

We imagine that the bulk contains a matter field, ϕ, of mass m that is weakly coupled

to gravity. It is natural to define an asymptotic limit of this field via

lim
r→∞

r∆ϕ(r, t,Ω) = O(t,Ω), (2.2)

with ∆(∆−d) = m2. The operator O(t,Ω), which is simply the boundary limit of a bulk field,

is gauge invariant since it does not change under small diffeomorphisms. So it is a natural

operator to study in a gravitational theory.

By the standard AdS/CFT dictionary [58–60], O(t,Ω) is a light primary operator in the

CFT dual to the theory of quantum gravity in the bulk. However, the discussion in this paper

is framed using the perspective of the bulk theory and its asymptotic algebras and does not

refer to any specific property of the boundary CFT.

In the coordinates above, the light crossing time of AdS is π. The objective of this paper

is to study the algebra of observables for a time band on the boundary that stretches between

−Tb
2 and Tb

2 where Tb < π. For future reference we define the set of points on the boundary

B = {(t,Ω) : −Tb
2

≤ t ≤ Tb
2
}, (2.3)

with no restriction on Ω. We would also like to understand the algebra of operators localized

within B and its commutant. Since the band, B, runs across the entire boundary sphere we

will sometimes suppress the Ω coordinate to lighten the notation.

This description only makes reference to asymptotic operators and so it does not depend

on the choice of any bulk coordinate system. Nevertheless, it is useful to think of the bulk

geometric setup that is shown in Figure 1. The set of points that are spacelike separated from

this time band form a causal diamond near the middle of AdS. We denote this diamond by

R and its causal complement by R.

2.1 Quantum field theory analysis

Before we proceed to gravity, we first remind the reader how the algebra of the time band

and its commutant would be defined when the bulk is a local quantum field theory in a fixed

spacetime. This algebra was first studied in [19].
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R

−Tb

2

Tb

2

R

Figure 1. A boundary time band of extent Tb on the boundary of AdS. The region R comprises points

that can be connected to the band by a timelike curve. Its complement R comprises points that are

spacelike to the band and is a causal diamond about the middle of AdS.

Boundary operators are still defined via the relation (2.2), and we study polynomials of

smeared operators in the time band,

AQFT = span{O(f1), O(f1)O(f2), . . .}, (2.4)

where

O(fi) =

∫
dt dΩO(t,Ω)fi(t,Ω), (2.5)

and fi(t,Ω) are functions with support in B. Bounded functions of the polynomial operators

above lead to a von Neumann algebra of operators in B.
The algebra so obtained is a proper subalgebra of the full algebra of operators. In a

quantum field theory, we do not get all operators in the theory by restricting attention to a

time band on the boundary. Operators at later time on the boundary cannot be obtained by

autonomously evolving operators within the time band.

In the bulk the algebra of the time band corresponds to the algebra of bulk quantum

fields in the region R. This is in the spirit of the timelike-tube theorem [61–63] since the

region R comprises the causally dependent region of B.
When the bulk is a free-field theory, this correspondence can also be made explicit as
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follows. Define modes of the boundary operator via

Ok,l =
1

Tb

∫
dΩ

∫ Tb
2

−Tb
2

dtO(t,Ω)Y ∗
ℓ (Ω)e

i2πk t
Tb , (2.6)

where Yℓ(Ω) are spherical harmonics and we have suppressed the magnetic quantum number.

Then the bulk field can be written as

ϕ(t, r,Ω) =
∑
k,ℓ

Ok,ℓe
−i2πk t

Tb ζk,ℓ(r)Yℓ(Ω) + h.c., (2.7)

where the modes ζk,ℓ(r) were found explicitly in [19]. This can be thought of as a mode-version

of the HKLL [13–16] bulk reconstruction formula as applied to a boundary time band.2

Consequently, the polynomial algebra above can equivalently be written in terms of bulk-

smeared fields as

AQFT = span{ϕ(g1), ϕ(g1)ϕ(g2), . . .}, (2.8)

where

ϕ(gi) =

∫
dt dr dΩϕ(t, r,Ω)g(t, r,Ω), (2.9)

and g(t, r,Ω) has support only in R. As above, a von Neumann algebra is constructed through

bounded functions of these polynomials.

In the nongravitational theory, the commutant of this algebra corresponds to the bulk

quantum field algebra in the complementary diamond R. This algebra is conveniently de-

scribed through the full HKLL reconstruction formula.

ϕ(t, r,Ω) =

∫
dΩ′

∫ π
2

−π
2

dt′K(r,Ω,Ω′, t, t′)O(t′,Ω′), (2.10)

where K is the HKLL kernel. The integral here runs over the light-crossing time of AdS and

not just the time band. We can now study

AQFT = span{ϕ(h1), ϕ(h1)ϕ(h2), . . .}, (2.11)

where the smearing is defined just as above but the functions hi(t, r,Ω) have support only in

the region R. It can be shown that these operators commute with all elements of AQFT.

If one considers nongravitational interactions in the bulk, the formulas (2.7) and (2.10)

need to be corrected by the addition of double-trace operators on the right hand side [64,65].

The timelike tube theorem suggests that, in the absence of gravity, the algebra of the time

band continues to correspond to the algebra of R. Microcausality in the bulk, which is

manifest in the absence of gravity, tells us that its commutant continues to correspond to R.

2It is subtle to transform this formula back into position space because, in this case, the position space

HKLL kernel is a distribution that only acts on an appropriate class of operator-valued-distributions. This is

discussed further in [19]. This issue is not relevant here.

– 7 –



Since these algebras correspond to bulk subregions it is clear that they are both type III1
von Neumann algebras [8,9]. This may be demonstrated more formally by considering modes

near the interface between R and R and showing that one can extract an infinite number of

modes that are “thermally” entangled [66].

In this paper, we would like to understand these algebras in a theory of gravity. Naively,

one might have thought that the definition of these algebras could simply be extended to

gravitational theories, order by order, in perturbation theory as can be done in the non-

gravitational interacting theory. However, as we now explain there is an obstacle to such a

construction that appears at leading nontrivial order in the gravitational coupling.

2.2 A puzzle

In the presence of dynamical gravity, it is necessary to include the fluctuations of the trans-

verse traceless gravitons in the bulk and their boundary limits as additional operators in the

time band. This is easily done by generalizing the formula (2.2) and then generalizing the

construction described in section 2.1. Since these dynamical gravitons do not lead to any con-

ceptually new issues, we will continue to work with the prototypical scalar matter described

above.

The key difference between gravity and a local quantum field theory arises from the

constraints of a gravitational theory. These constraints imply that the full Hamiltonian of

the theory is an element of the time-band algebra. In the bulk, the energy of the state is

measured by the ADM Hamiltonian [67] that, in Fefferman Graham gauge, is given by [68,69]

H =
d

16πGN
lim
r→∞

∫
dΩ rd−2htt, (2.12)

where htt is the metric fluctuation in the bulk. This is also clear from the holographic dual

when it exists. In that case, one of the light operators is the dual stress tensor and the

Hamiltonian is simply

H =

∫
dΩTtt. (2.13)

These formulas simply reflect the bulk Gauss’ law. In the quantum theory, the im-

plications of the Gauss’ law are more profound than in the classical theory. It has been

argued [17–28] that gravitational theories are holographic precisely because the Hamiltonian

is a boundary term. These arguments have implications both in the perturbative and the

nonperturbative regime.

For our purposes, we only note that since the Hamiltonian is an element of the time

band, repeating the construction above does not lead to a nontrivial subalgebra. An operator

outside the time band can be written in terms of operators in the time band via

O(t,Ω) = eiHtO(0,Ω)e−iHt. (2.14)

An algebra must be closed under products. Since all operators on the right hand side are

elements of the algebra, applying the formula above for |t| > Tb
2 tells us that the closure of

the time-band algebra comprises all operators on the entire AdS boundary.
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We would like to make a few comments. First, one might be concerned that the boundary

operator defined by (2.12) does not generate time translations, and so one might be suspicious

of formula (2.14). In section 7 we provide another, more physical argument, that simply relies

on a physical measurement of the energy at the boundary and shows that operators in the

time band comprise all operators at the boundary.

Second, practitioners of quantum field theory are often at home with polynomial algebras

of light operators. From this perspective, while it is clear that the Hamiltonian must be

included in the set of observables at leading nontrivial order in GN , one might be concerned

that e−iHt involves very high powers of the Hamiltonian when it is expanded in a power

series. But von Neumann algebras are defined in terms of bounded functions of smeared local

operators and from that perspective it is natural to study the time-evolution operator.

2.3 Physics of the resolution

This tension outlined above is physically important and its resolution does not rely on a

technicality but involves interesting physics. It turns out there are some regimes of interest

in which the definition of the time-band algebra does not make sense and some regimes in

which it does.

There are two regimes in which one should not think of the algebra of the time band as

a proper subalgebra of the full algebra.

1. In some problems, such as the black-hole information paradox, nonperturbatively small

effects are important. A careful examination of the constraints in the quantum theory

provides a mechanism for information to leak out from within the black-hole interior

invalidating Hawking’s argument for information loss [23].

If one considers a black hole in AdS then an observer making exponentially precise

measurements in a time band on the boundary can always verify that the state is pure

and that information has not been lost.

The question of whether information is lost is an inherently fine grained question since

pure states are exponentially close to mixed states: there is no sense in restricting the

bulk observer to coarse-grained observations and then asking questions about unitarity

or information loss.

2. In a different regime, when one focuses on low-energy states, it was shown in [22] that

observers on the boundary could perform a set of physical operations within perturba-

tion theory — corresponding to turning on a local unitary followed by a measurement

of the energy — to detect the state of the bulk.

Therefore, the set of observables in the time band, when studied about perturbative

states, has no commutant. This includes the case of the AdS vacuum.

Nevertheless, there is a third regime that can be studied in addition to the two regimes

described above. This third regime is characterized by a specific kind of background state

and by limitations on the possible observations.
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1. Instead of studying fluctuations about empty AdS, we study fluctuations about a heavy

background state. This background can be thought of as corresponding to an observer.

We will consider a background state that is parametrically heavier than the AdS scale

but much lighter than the Planck scale. The presence of this background state takes us

out of the regime of validity of the perturbative protocol described in [22].

2. Second, we coarse-grain observations on the time band. This coarse-graining takes us

out of the regime of validity of [20]. In this context, the coarse-graining is acceptable

since we are not interested in delicate questions such as the purity of the full state

including the background but merely in describing a set of experiments performed by

an observer with limited accuracy.

The objective of this paper is to describe this regime in some detail. We will show that, in

this regime, it makes sense to study the algebra of a time-band. Moreover, the algebra has a

well-defined commutant.

3 Observer and extended Hilbert space

3.1 The observer

In this paper, the observer is simply a heavy state, |ψ⟩, in the full theory. This state must

satisfy several physical conditions that we outline in this section.

First we choose the state so that its energy

E = ⟨ψ|H|ψ⟩, (3.1)

satisfies

1 ≪ E ≪ N, (3.2)

where the AdS scale has been set to 1 and N is used to denote the Planck scale, where

backreaction becomes important. The inequality E ≪ N ensures that the state does not

backreact significantly on the geometry, which can still be taken to be global AdS to a good

approximation. As mentioned above, there is no obstacle in generalizing this construction to

the case where the observer does backreact and the geometry is only asymptotically AdS. We

choose the regime above only for simplicity.

We need the spread in energy of the observer to be large compared to the AdS scale,

(δE)2 = ⟨ψ|H2|ψ⟩ − ⟨ψ|H|ψ⟩2 ≫ 1 . (3.3)

We also need the spread of energies to be much smaller than the energy itself.

δE ≪ E. (3.4)

Physically, this spread allows the observer to measure time intervals δT satisfying

δT ≫ 1

δE
. (3.5)
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The logarithm of the number of states in the energy range, E ± δE is denoted by S and

as a consequence of the assumption above, we also have

1 ≪ S ≪ N. (3.6)

We take the state |ψ⟩ to be a linear combination of these eS states with random coefficients.

If we lived in a world where the cosmological constant had the same value as it does

today but the opposite sign, we could take the observer to be a state with a single virus on

top of the vacuum. A virus with a mass of 10−15g [70] is much lighter than the Planck scale

of 2× 10−5g but much heavier than the cosmological scale, which is only 4× 10−66g. We list

some additional required properties of the observer in section 3.4.

3.2 Coarse-grained sets of observables

We define a cutoff set of polynomials in light primary operators in the time band, while

excluding the Hamiltonian,

Alight = span{O(f1), O(f1)O(f2), . . . , O(f1)O(f2) . . . O(fn)}, (3.7)

where fi are some smooth functions that have support in the time band i.e.

fi(t,Ω) = 0, if |t| > Tb
2
. (3.8)

We cut off the polynomials at some value

n≪ S. (3.9)

Two points require explanation. First, the difference between Alight as defined in (3.7)

and AQFT is that, at this point, Alight is just a set. It is not an algebra because of the

cutoff that is imposed on the size of its elements. Due to this cutoff, the set is not closed

under products. Second, the exclusion of the Hamiltonian from the set (3.7) is a subtle point.

In fact, the OPE of two light operators can generate the stress tensor on the boundary and,

therefore, the Hamiltonian. At leading order in the 1
N expansion, where we neglect this effect,

it makes sense to separate light boundary operators and the Hamiltonian. We discuss this

point further in section 7.

Later in the paper, both these constraints will be relaxed: we will take N,S, and n to

infinity and also include the Hamiltonian in the set of allowed observables. This leads to an

algebra but this limit must be taken carefully as explained below.

3.3 Little Hilbert spaces

The presence of the observer allows us to construct the following little Hilbert space:

H0 = Alight|ψ⟩. (3.10)
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This is the space of states constructed by acting with all elements of Alight on |ψ⟩. H0 inherits

a natural vector-space structure from A. Physically one should think of H0 as the natural

space to ask questions about simple experiments performed in the state |ψ⟩.
The construction of the space here is precisely the same as the little Hilbert space in-

troduced originally in [36, 37]. We need the elements of H0 to be normalizable. This does

not require us to use bounded functions of the operators in Alight. Rather, it is sufficient to

slightly smear the field operators in Alight so as to obtain normalizable states in H0.

Recall that, as discussed above, the set Alight does not contain the Hamiltonian. So we

may consider a family of little Hilbert spaces labelled by a parameter t obtained by time-

evolving the original space by t.

Ht = Alighte
−iHt|ψ⟩. (3.11)

These states can be thought of as the observer translated in time and then excited with an

element of Alight.

3.4 Additional properties of the observer

We now place some additional, physically motivated, restrictions on the observer that will help

in simplifying the structure of the little Hilbert spaces described above. Roughly speaking, the

objective of these conditions is to ensure that the observer acts as a non-interacting thermal

bath.

First, we demand that from the point of view of the small algebra of operators time-

translated states of the observer appear to be the same as the original observer state. This

means that

⟨ψ|eiHtae−iHt|ψ⟩ = ⟨ψ|a|ψ⟩, ∀a ∈ Alight. (3.12)

It is important that e−iHt|ψ⟩ ≠ |ψ⟩ and the criterion above only indicates the equality of

expectation values to leading order in N . This criterion is quite easy to achieve. If we take

the observer to be a superposition of eS energy eigenstates with the spread δE

|ψ⟩ =
∑
i

ci|Ei⟩, (3.13)

then

⟨ψ|eiHtae−iHt|ψ⟩ =
∑
i

⟨Ei|a|Ei⟩|ci|2 +
∑
i ̸=j

⟨Ei|a|Ej⟩c∗i cjei(Ei−Ej)t. (3.14)

The first term is manifestly time-independent. The second term comprises cross terms that

tend to average out to zero unless the state and the operator-insertion are finely attuned to

another. For a generic state, the fluctuations induced by the second term can be estimated

to be O
(
e−

S
2

)
[71].

The requirement (3.12) means that we are in a slightly different setup from the one

usually considered in defining quasilocal bulk operators. In those setups, one often studies

a background that has macroscopic time dependence. We will see that (3.12) leads to a
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simplified structure for the effective Hilbert space and is useful to obtain a crossed product

structure for the final algebra.

Second, the observer’s state must satisfy some energy conditions. Physically, we require

that (a) the energy distribution of the observer fall off sufficiently rapidly at high energies and

(b) that it be very difficult for a simple probe drawn from Alight to extract a large amount of

energy from the observer. These can be framed mathematically as the requirement that for

all elements a, and b of Alight the correlator

⟨ψ|be−sHaesH |ψ⟩, (3.15)

is convergent for 0 < Re(s) < α for some value of α, independent of a and b.

Provided that the insertion of b cannot significantly lower the energy of the state |ψ⟩, the
insertion of e−sH provides a damping factor that offsets the factor provided by esH on the

right.

To understand this criterion better, consider the analogous correlators in the vacuum and

in a thermal state. In the vacuum, we have

⟨Ω|be−sHaesH |Ω⟩ =
∑
E

⟨Ω|b|E⟩⟨E|a|Ω⟩e−sE , (3.16)

where we have inserted a complete set of energy eigenstates in the correlator and used the

propertyH|Ω⟩ = 0. Since the energy is always positive we see that the factor that was inserted

always improves the convergence of the sum over E provided Re(s) is positive. Therefore, in

the vacuum, this correlator is convergent for all positive Re(s).

Next, consider a thermal state at temperature β−1. In such a state we have

Tr(e−βHbe−sHaesH) = Tr(e−(β−s)Hbe−sHa), (3.17)

using the cyclicity of the trace. Using the positivity of energy, we expect that this correlator

converges provided 0 < Re(s) < β.

To be clear: we are not demanding that correlators in the observer state be precisely like

thermal correlators or like vacuum correlators. We only demand that they share the property

of vacuum and thermal correlators in allowing the matrix element (3.15) to exist.

3.5 A Reeh-Schlieder-like result

The conditions imposed upon the observer allow us to prove a Reeh-Schlieder-like result [7]

for the little Hilbert space. Consider the space

H′
t = span{O(g1), O(g1)O(g2), . . . , O(g1)O(g2) . . . O(gn)}e−iHt|ψ⟩, (3.18)

where gi have support for all t that is not restricted to the time band. The larger domain of

the functions gi distinguishes H
′
t from Ht. But we now show that Ht is dense in H′

t.
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We first prove that H0 is dense in H′
0. Say there was a state |η⟩ in H′

0 that was orthogonal

to all states in H0. Then this state must have the property that

⟨η|O(t1) . . . O(tn)|ψ⟩ = 0, ∀ti ∈
[
−Tb

2
,
Tb
2

]
. (3.19)

This means that

⟨η|O(t1) . . . e
iHsO(tn)e

−iHs|ψ⟩ = 0 , (3.20)

provided tn + s is in the time band.

The condition (3.15) implies that (3.20) is analytic when s is continued in the strip

Im(s) < α . (3.21)

By assumption we know that the correlator in (3.20) vanishes when tn + s is in the time

band and the property of analyticity implies that it must vanish for all s. Therefore, our

assumption leads to the conclusion that (3.19) vanishes even when we relax the condition

that tn ∈ [−Tb
2 ,

Tb
2 ].

We can now repeat the argument by simultaneously shifting both tn−1 and tn by s as

explained in [5]. Since we are allowed to make independent shifts on tn without affecting the

vanishing of the correlator, this implies that one can move both tn−1 and tn outside the time

band. Proceeding this way, our assumption leads to the conclusion that (3.20) vanishes when

ti are arbitrary. But this is impossible since |η⟩ belongs to the space defined in (3.18).

We are led to conclude that our assumption (3.19) must be false and that |η⟩ satisfying
(3.19) cannot exist. Therefore, there is no element of H′

0 that is orthogonal all elements of

H0. Since H0 is clearly a subset of H′
0, this implies that H0 is dense in H′

0.

It is trivial to generalize the result above to show that Ht is dense in H′
t. A simple

corollary of these results is the following. Consider

H′′
t = e−iHtAlight|ψ⟩. (3.22)

Then the result above shows that Ht is dense in H′′
t and vice versa.

3.6 Overlaps

Now consider the overlap of Ht with H0. We see that with a ∈ Alight

⟨ψ|ae−iHt|ψ⟩ =
∑
i

|ci|2⟨Ei|a|Ei⟩e−iEit +
∑
i ̸=j

c∗i cje
−iEjt⟨Ei|a|Ej⟩. (3.23)

The difference with (3.14) is that both terms now vary with t.

In the limit where t ≫ 1
δE , the action of e−iHt induces random phases in the correlator.

Then a simple random-phase estimate suggests that we have

|⟨ψ|ae−iHt|ψ⟩| ≪ 1, t≫ 1

δE
. (3.24)
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This result crucially relies on the exponentially large density of states in the vicinity of

the original observer state and the spread in energies about this state. The result above

would not hold if we had taken |ψ⟩ to be the vacuum or a state close to the vacuum, or even

a collection of energy eigenstates with only a small spread in energies.

The precise falloff of the overlap in (3.24) with t depends on the details of the state and

might even depend on the operator a that is inserted. To get rid of this dependence, it is

useful to put the time-translated little-Hilbert spaces into bins with a size larger than 1
δE .

We choose a time-interval

δT ≫ 1

δE
, (3.25)

and define a smeared little Hilbert space

Hsm
t = span

{
|v⟩ : |v⟩ ∈ Hs with s ∈

(
t− δT

2
, t+

δT

2

)}
. (3.26)

The projector onto this space is denoted by Pt. Alternately, we can think of Pt as the smallest

projector that contains projections onto all the little Hilbert spaces in the range (t− δT
2 , t+

δT
2 ).

We have,

|PtPt′ | ≪ 1 (3.27)

for |t − t′| ≫ 1
δE where | · | is the operator norm. But these projectors are not orthogonal if

this condition is not met. We can now define the operator

T̂ =
∑
t

tPt, (3.28)

where the sum is taken over a discretization of the real line in units of δT i.e. t ∈ {nδT : n ∈
Z}.

3.7 Smooth states and enlarged space

We now restrict attention to a set of smooth states that live in the union of the little Hilbert

spaces described above on which the time operator will act nicely. Define

|f, a⟩ = Na

∫
dtf(t)e−iHt|ψ⟩, (3.29)

where f(t) is a smooth function that does not vary on scales smaller than δT and N is a

normalization factor that we will fix below. The specification of the state depends both on

f and an element of the algebra a. The ordering of the operators above is important and

the state is defined by first acting with e−iHt and then acting with a. We will sometimes be

interested in the case a = 1, which we will denote by

|f,1⟩ = N
∫
dtf(t)e−iHt|ψ⟩. (3.30)
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The ordering chosen ensures that the elements of the algebra themselves act simply on

the basis above. In particular, we have

a|f, b⟩ = ab

∫
dt f(t)e−iHt|ψ⟩ = |f, ab⟩. (3.31)

On the other hand, the Hamiltonian does not act in a simple manner.

e−iHs|f, a⟩ =
∫
dt e−iHsaf(t)e−iHt|ψ⟩ =

∫
dt e−iHsaeiHse−iH(t+s)f(t)|ψ⟩. (3.32)

While the operator e−iHsaeiHs is not an element of the time band algebra for large enough s,

we have shown above that its action on the state on the right does belong to the direct sum

of little Hilbert spaces constructed above. Nevertheless, the right hand side of (3.32) cannot

be rewritten in the form (3.29) without knowing more details of correlators in the state |ψ⟩.
We will now analyze the action of the time operator on such states and explore the

structure of the inner product. We will find simple formulas that are accurate up to corrections

suppressed by O
(

1
δEδT

)
and O

(
e−S

)
and also O (f ′(t)δT ). We will collectively denote these

corrections as O (ϵ) below. We will shortly take a limit where all these corrections vanish.

The action of the projectors Pt on the states above is given by

Pt|f, a⟩ = N f(t)

∫ t+ δT
2

t− δT
2

dt′ ae−iHt′ |ψ⟩+O(ϵ) . (3.33)

The correction term arises because the different Pt are not exactly orthogonal projectors. In

particular, Pt acts nontrivially on some states with t′ that is beyond the range of integration.

However, these edge effects are confined an interval 1
δEδT . As a consequence of the equation

above, we also find that

T̂ |f, a⟩ =
∫
dt tf(t)ae−iHt|ψ⟩+O(ϵ) . (3.34)

Finally, let us study the norm on this space. We find that

⟨g, b|f, a⟩ = N 2

∫
dtdt′⟨ψ|eiHt′b†ae−iHt|ψ⟩f(t)g∗(t′). (3.35)

Now we note that

⟨ψ|eiHt′b†ae−iHt|ψ⟩ ≈ 0, when |t′ − t| > δT, (3.36)

and also that

f(t)g∗(t′) ≈ f(t)g∗(t) when |t′ − t| < δT. (3.37)

This allows us to approximate

⟨g, b|f, a⟩ = Λba

∫
dtf(t)g∗(t) + O (ϵ) , (3.38)
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where

Λba = N 2

∫ δT

−δT
ds⟨ψ|eiHsb†a|ψ⟩, (3.39)

is independent of t. Here we have used (3.12).

By defining

|Ψ⟩ = N
(δT )

1
2

∫ δT
2

− δT
2

ds e−iHs|ψ⟩, (3.40)

we can also write

Λba = ⟨Ψ|b†a|Ψ⟩. (3.41)

Equation (3.41) can be seen to be equivalent to (3.39) by expanding the right hand side

⟨Ψ|b†a|Ψ⟩ = N 2

δT

∫ δT
2

− δT
2

ds

∫ δT
2

− δT
2

ds′ ⟨ψ|eiHs′b†ae−iHs|ψ⟩

=
N 2

δT

∫ δT
2

− δT
2

ds

∫ δT
2
−s

− δT
2
−s
ds′′⟨ψ|eiHs′′b†a|ψ⟩ ,

(3.42)

where, by (3.12), the integrand only depends on s′′ = s′ − s. Moreover, the precise limits on

s′′ are not important because the integrand falls off rapidly in the range 1
δE ≪ |s′ − s| ≪ δT

yielding (3.39). So the integral over s′′ is independent of s and the integral over s just cancels

off the factor of δT leading to (3.39).

The formula (3.41) makes it clear that Λba is positive definite since Λaa is just the expec-

tation value of a positive operator in the a smeared version of |ψ⟩.
It is now convenient to choose the normalization factor N so that the norm simplifies

when we take both a, b to be the identity operator in the formulas above.

Λ11 = 1. (3.43)

3.8 Limiting Hilbert space

In the discussion above, we discretized the set of observables. In this paper, we will be

interested in the limiting case where the effects of discretization can be neglected. (See [72]

for related discussion.)

The key limit is to take

N → ∞.

In this limit, the gravitational coupling becomes arbitrarily weak although, of course, we still

intend to include the Hamiltonian in the algebra and also the states generated by its action.

Alongside, we also take

S → ∞, E → ∞, δE → ∞.

It is then also possible to take

n→ ∞, δT → 0.
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As we take these limits it is necessary to also ensure that

n

S
→ 0,

δE

E
→ 0, δT δE → ∞.

An alternate way to view the limit procedure above is as follows. We continue to work

in the discrete and precise setting above but we neglect small corrections proportional to
1
N ,

1
S ,

1
n ,

n
S ,

1
δTδE and δE

E .

While the normalization factor N above blows up as (δE)
1
2 in this limit, note that Λba

as defined in (3.41) still remains finite.

For most of the rest of this paper, we will work in this limit. In this limit Alight turns

into a closed algebra. This is clear, since in the absence of a cutoff, one can multiply two

elements of Alight to get another element. This algebra is of type III1 [8, 9].

3.9 Direct product structure

In the limiting Hilbert space the small terms that appear on the right hand side of (3.38)

vanish. Moreover, in the discussion above, the functions f(t) were constrained to be vary

slowly on the scale δT but after taking the limit, this restriction is unimportant. Consequently,

the set of states described above takes the form of a direct product

|f, a⟩ ∈ L2(R)⊗Alight, (3.44)

where L2(R) is simply the space of L2 normalizable function representing the Hilbert space

of a single particle in quantum mechanics. We are using the algebra itself as a representation

of the other tensor factor of the Hilbert space.

After dropping the O (ϵ) terms above, the norm on this space is

⟨g, b|f, a⟩ = (g, f)⟨Ψ|b†a|Ψ⟩, (3.45)

where (g, f) denotes the standard L2 norm on the space of functions.

Note that the elements of Alight act only on the second factor in the tensor decomposition

(3.44) whereas the T̂ operator acts only on the first factor.

Time eigenstates. Going beyond normalizable wavefunctions, one can also consider a set

of eigenstates of the T̂ operator

T̂ |tT̂ ⟩ = t|tT̂ ⟩. (3.46)

These are normalized as

⟨tT̂ |t′T̂ ⟩ = δ(t− t′), (3.47)

where the delta function is understood as a distribution that acts on functions that vary

slowly over a range δT . Within this space of functions, the eigenstates above are complete.

In this basis, we can also write states in the direct product space above in the form

|tT̂ , a⟩
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We will continue to use the |f, a⟩ notation and in that notation the eigenstate above corre-

sponds to f(s) = δ(s− t).

It will also be convenient to study the projection-valued measure

Pt = |tT̂ ⟩⟨tT̂ |, (3.48)

which acts only on the L2(R) factor. This projector-density should not be conflated with the

projectors Pt that were introduced before going to the limiting Hilbert space in section 3.7;

in particular, P2
t is divergent, while P 2

t = Pt. In terms of this projector density we have

T̂ =

∫
dt tPt. (3.49)

The action of this projector density on normalizable states is given by

Pt|f, a⟩ = f(t)|t, a⟩. (3.50)

Canonical conjugate of the time operator. The canonical conjugate of T̂ will be de-

noted by Q̂ which satisfies

[T̂ , Q̂] = i. (3.51)

We demand that Q̂ commutes with the algebra itself.

[Q̂, a] = 0. (3.52)

Therefore, its action on elements of the algebra is simply

e−iQ̂s|tT̂ , a⟩ = |(t+ s)T̂ , a⟩. (3.53)

The equation (3.53) can be taken as the definition of the operator Q̂.

This operator will play an important role in what follows. A useful identity to keep in

mind is

eiQ̂sT̂ e−iQ̂s = T̂ + s. (3.54)

We remind the reader that similar identities hold between H and T̂ :

[T̂ ,H] = i; eiHsT̂ e−iHs = T̂ + s. (3.55)

The relation (3.53) does not hold when Q̂ is replaced with H. The difference between Q̂ and

H has to do with their commutator with elements of Alight. But these operators commute

with each other

[Q̂,H] = 0. (3.56)
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Vacuum state. The norm in the direct product Hilbert space involves expectation values

of a product of two operators in the state |Ψ⟩. Nevertheless the original smeared state of the

observer |Ψ⟩ does not have a natural representation in the direct product Hilbert space that

emerges after taking the limit 3.8. It is convenient to study the state

|Θ⟩ = |0T̂ ,1⟩, (3.57)

obtained by taking f(t) = δ(t) in (3.30). |Θ⟩ is not normalizable. Nevertheless, it shares some

of the properties of |Ψ⟩ in that (up to O (ϵ) terms that vanish in the limit under consideration)

T̂ |Θ⟩ = 0; T̂ |Ψ⟩ = 0. (3.58)

While expectation values of elements of Alight in |Θ⟩ are ill-defined due to the δ(0) divergence

in the L2(R) sector, we have∫
dtdt′⟨Θ|f∗(t)eiQ̂taf(t′)e−iQ̂t′ |Θ⟩ =

(∫
dt |f(t)|2

)
⟨Ψ|a|Ψ⟩. (3.59)

4 Algebra of the time band and its commutant

In the previous section, we described the construction of an enlarged Hilbert space that

captures the action of light operators and also the action of the Hamiltonian on a background

state that describes an observer. In this section, use this construction to define an algebra

for the time band and the commutant.

We will always work within the limit described in section 3.8. Although we continue

to use the notation Alight to describe the collection of light operators that can act on the

observer, this set into an algebra in the limit since we now include arbitrarily many products

of operators. This algebra coincides with the algebra of quantum field theory without gravity

which, as we have already noted, is type III1. Our objective now is to consistently include

the Hamiltonian in this algebra. We do this through the following steps

1. The operators in Alight can be deformed so as to dress them to the observer rather than

to the boundary. While the action of the deformed operators on the original observer’s

state is the same as the action of the undeformed operators, their commutator with

the Hamiltonian is altered. This construction slightly generalizes previous work [38–41]

that showed how to alter the commutator of light operators with the Hamiltonian.

2. The Hamiltonian can now be included in the algebra of deformed operators, which is

closed under its action. Our construction differs slightly from previous constructions

because the Hamiltonian does not commute with the deformed operators described in

step 1. Rather the boundary Hamiltonian acts on these operators as an automorphism.

3. We explicitly construct the commutant of the algebra obtained via steps 1 and 2.
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4. Finally, we show that with a specific choice of automorphism, the algebra of the time

band and its commutant are precisely the same as the crossed-product construction that

has appeared in the literature [12]. Our analysis thus establishes a relation between older

constructions of relational observables and recent work on the crossed-product.

4.1 Algebra of the time band

In this subsection, we will construct the algebra of the time band. We first introduce an

automorphism of the algebra Alight that will be used in this construction.

4.1.1 Automorphism

An automorphism of an algebra is an operation that maps the algebra back to itself and

preserves its structure [73]. Consider an operator X that generates an automorphism of

Alight so that for any real t,

XitaX−it ∈ Alight, ∀a ∈ Alight. (4.1)

This operation preserves the structure of the algebra because

XitabX−it = (XitaX−it)(XitbX−it). (4.2)

The definition of the automorphism makes sense after the limit of section 3.8 has been taken

so that Alight can be considered to be closed under products.

If X ∈ Alight, this automorphism is called an inner automorphism. If X /∈ Alight, this

automorphism is called an outer automorphism.

Modular automorphism. A prototypical example of an outer automorphism for type III1
algebras is the modular automorphism. The modular operator is defined as the operator that

acts on the Alight factor in (3.44) and satisfies

⟨f,1|a∆b|f,1⟩ = ⟨f,1|ba|f,1⟩.
[∆, T̂ ] = [∆, Q̂] = 0.

(4.3)

Note that (4.3) completely specifies the action of ∆ on all states and so completely determines

the operator. ∆ itself is not in the algebra, Alight, but it may be shown that conjugation by

∆it still maps elements of the algebra back to itself [48].

In this section, we keep X unspecified. Different choices of X will turn out to correspond

to different definitions of the algebra of the time band and its commutant. In the next

section, we will restrict X = ∆−1 and show that, with this choice, the resulting algebra has

nice properties and admits a trace.
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4.1.2 Deformed operators

Now using the projectors and automorphism introduced above, we define the following hatted

operators corresponding to any element of the algebra, a ∈ Alight,

â =

∫
dt e−iHtXitaX−iteiHtPt. (4.4)

For our discussion, the t integration can be taken to be over (−∞,∞). If we were to move

away from the limit in section 3.8 and go back to the precise setting, the t-integral would

need to be discretized and, importantly, cut off at large positive and negative values of t. But

these effects are not relevant for the current discussion.

As mentioned previously, a version of the construction (4.4) appeared in previous con-

struction of relational observables [38–41] where the limits on the t-integration were discussed

in more detail. In [38, 39] a similar construction was used to make certain operators in the

interior of the eternal black-hole commute with the left Hamiltonian and transform under the

action of the right Hamiltonian instead. (This is reviewed in Appendix A.) In [40, 41], this

construction was used to obtain bulk operators that perturbatively commute with the ADM

Hamiltonian. The equation (4.4) is closer in spirit to [38, 39], since it alters the commutator

of the operator with the Hamiltonian rather than making it vanish.

A little algebra shows that the procedure of deforming commutes with products so that

âb = âb̂. (4.5)

The deformed operators are close to the original operators in the sense that their action

reduces to that of the original operator on a 0-eigenstate of the time operator,

â|0T̂ , b⟩ = a|0T̂ , b⟩ = |0T̂ , ab⟩. (4.6)

However, the action of the deformed operators on a state of the form |f, a⟩ as given above

differs from that of the original operators. With a little algebra we find that

â|f, b⟩ =
∫
dt f(t)e−iHtXitaX−itb|Θ⟩. (4.7)

The key property of the deformed operators is given by studying

eiHsâe−iHs|f, b⟩ =
∫
dt f(t)e−iHtXi(t+s)aX−i(t+s)b|Θ⟩. (4.8)

This tells us that on the deformed operators (4.4), time translation acts like conjugation with

the operator X. More precisely, time-evolving a deformed operator by an amount s is like

conjugating the original operator with Xis and then deforming it. As an operator equation

we have

eiHsâe−iHs = âs, (4.9)

with

as ≡ XisaX−is. (4.10)
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Therefore, as advertised, the deformation (4.4) can be viewed as dressing the operators

to the observer rather than the boundary. Consequently, time translations on these operators

act as the chosen automorphism generated by X.

4.1.3 Deformed operators as twirled operators

It is illuminating to rewrite the construction (4.4) in another form: deforming the original

operators as above is equivalent to conjugation by an appropriate unitary. We also use the

term “twirled” to refer to this conjugation . This will help in making the relationship of the

deformed operators with the crossed product explicit.

We define

V = e−i(H−Q̂)T̂XiT̂ =

∫
dt e−i(H−Q̂)tXitPt. (4.11)

Note that we have

[H − Q̂, T̂ ] = 0, (4.12)

and also

[X, T̂ ] = 0, (4.13)

and so there is no subtlety in studying the exponentiated operators above, since the operators

in the exponent commute.

The formula (4.4) for the deformed operators can be written as

â = V aV †. (4.14)

To prove this we simply expand the factors of V as above to find

â =

∫
dtdt′e−i(H−Q̂)t′Pt′X

it′aX−itei(H−Q̂)tPt. (4.15)

We use

[Pt′ , H − Q̂] = 0; [Pt′ , a] = 0; [Pt′ , X
it] = 0, [Q̂,Xit] = 0, (4.16)

and

Pt′Pt = δ(t− t′)Pt. (4.17)

Doing the trivial integral over t′ now shows the equivalence of the formula (4.14) with (4.4).

The relation (4.9) is easy to show in this notation. Using (3.54) and (3.55), we see that

V †e−iHt = e−iQ̂tX−itV †; eiHtV = V XiteiQ̂t. (4.18)

Using this, we simply commute the time-translation operators in (4.9) past the factors of V

and V † and use the fact that Q̂ commutes with elements of Alight and X to find (4.9).
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4.1.4 Result for the algebra

We now define the algebra of the deformed operators

AR = {â : a ∈ Alight}. (4.19)

But we can now simply append the operators eiHs to this algebra

AR
full = span{âeiHs : a ∈ Alight, s ∈ R}. (4.20)

This algebra is closed under products since

âeiHsb̂eiHr = âb̂se
iH(s+r) = âbse

iH(s+r), (4.21)

and âbs ∈ AR.

The algebra shown in (4.20) is our final result for the algebra of the time band. Although

the algebra is defined for boundary operators, physically, it is natural to associate this algebra

in the bulk with the region R. This completes the first part of our problem. We now turn to

the commutant of this algebra.

4.2 Algebra in the bulk diamond

We will identify the algebra in the bulk diamond, R, as the commutant of the algebra AR
full.

4.2.1 Commuting operators

We seek to list operators that commute with all operators in AR
full.

We start by examining the HKLL operators in the diamond, R that were introduced in

(2.10) and (2.11). These operators commute with all elements of Alight.

[ϕ(t, r,Ω), a] = 0, ∀a ∈ Alight, (4.22)

where it is understood that bulk coordinates (t, r,Ω) are restricted to be in R.

However, these operators do not commute with the boundary Hamiltonian because we

have

eiHsϕ(t, r,Ω)e−iHs = ϕ(t+ s, r,Ω). (4.23)

Therefore, these operators do not commute with elements of AR
full either.

We can repeat a version of the trick above to deform the operators so as to make their

commutator with the Hamiltonian vanish

ϕ̃(t, r,Ω) =

∫
ds e−iHsϕ(t, r,Ω)eiHsPs. (4.24)

Note that the unitary operator Xis does not appear in the construction of ϕ̃.

With the help of some manipulations that are almost identical to those presented in the

previous subsection, we may also write

ϕ̃(t, r,Ω) =Wϕ(t, r,Ω)W †, (4.25)
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with

W ≡ e−i(H−Q̂)T̂ . (4.26)

The key property of W is that

eiHtW =WeiQ̂t W †e−iHt = e−iQ̂tW †. (4.27)

Consequently, the deformed HKLL operators commute with the Hamiltonian.

eiHsϕ̃(t, r,Ω)e−iHs = ϕ̃(t, r,Ω). (4.28)

We can then construct the algebra corresponding to all polynomials of the deformed

HKLL operators in the diamond

AR = span{ϕ̃(t1, r1,Ω1), ϕ̃(t1, r1,Ω1)ϕ̃(t2, r2,Ω2) . . .}, (4.29)

with ti, ri,Ωi restricted to the R. Referring to the polynomial algebra of all HKLL operators

in the diamond defined in (2.11), this algebra can also be written as

AR = {WaW † : a ∈ AQFT}. (4.30)

This does not exhaust the set of operators that commute with AR
full. One might hope

to add the operators eiQ̂s which commute with elements of Alight and also with H. But

this operator does not commute with the operators V and V † that enter while defining AR.

Instead we need to consider

V eiQ̂sV † =WeiQ̂sX−isW †. (4.31)

The expression on the left hand side of (4.31) shows that this operators commutes with all

elements of AR. The form given on the right hand side shows that it also commutes with H

using (4.27).

4.2.2 Result for the commutant

The analysis above leads us to conclude that the most general algebra of operators that

commute with AR
full is given by operators of the form

AR
full = span{AWeiQ̂sX−isW †, A ∈ AR s ∈ R}, (4.32)

for all values of s. This algebra is physically identified with the algebra of the bulk diamond,

R.

Alternately, we can write this algebra in the form

AR
full = span{WaeiQ̂sX−isW †, a ∈ AQFT, s ∈ R}. (4.33)

Since conjugation by X is also an automorphism for AQFT, in this latter form, it is obvious

that the algebra AR
full is closed under products.

This algebra was defined as the commutant of the algebra for the time band, but it is

natural to associate it in the bulk with the region R. We now have a construction of algebras

in both R and R. In the section below, we show that this construction is unitarily equivalent

to the construction of [12].
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4.3 Unitary transformations and the crossed product

We can unitarily transform the algebras AR
full and AR

full to obtain equivalent representations.

We do this by conjugating with V † and refer to this operation as “untwirling”. Let us first

untwirl the algebra AR
full.

Untwirled algebra in R. Conjugating elements of AR with V † simply undoes the deform-

ing operation that we implemented.

V †âV = a. (4.34)

The action of this conjugation on the Hamiltonian is more interesting.

X−iT̂ ei(H−Q̂)T̂ eiHte−i(H−Q̂)T̂XiT̂ = X−iT̂ eiQ̂tXiT̂ = eiQ̂tXit, (4.35)

where we assume that [Q̂,X] = 0

Now we see that the algebra has turned precisely into a crossed product. Denoting the

new algebra by BR
full, it can be written as

BR
full = span{aeiQ̂tXit, a ∈ Alight, t ∈ R}. (4.36)

Untwirled algebra in R. Now let us transform the algebra AR
full using the same unitary

transformation. We find

V †ϕ̃(t, r,Ω)V = X−iT̂ϕ(t, r,Ω)XiT̂ . (4.37)

Untwirling the remaining part of the algebra is trivial since it just undoes the conjugation by

V in (4.31).

So the full untwirled algebra can be written as

BR
full = span{X−iT̂aXiT̂ eiQ̂s, a ∈ AQFT, s ∈ R}. (4.38)

This also has the form of a crossed product.

In the analysis above, we have kept X arbitrary. If we choose X = ∆−1, the crossed

product above becomes the modular crossed product. Then the answers for the algebras BR
full

and BR
full match precisely with the algebras for the time band and its complement identified

in [12]. Equation (4.38) should be compared with Equation 5.3 in [12] and Equation (4.36)

should be compared with Equation 5.2 there with the identifications Q̂→ q̂ and T̂ → −p̂.

Unitarily equivalent quantities. While the algebras BR
full and BR

full are unitarily equiva-

lent to the algebra AR
full and AR

full respectively, the correlators of elements of the algebra are

altered in general states. However, in the state |Θ⟩ the correlators of twirled operators are

the same as correlators of untwirled operators. This is because

V |Θ⟩ = V †|Θ⟩ = |Θ⟩, (4.39)

using the identities

∆|Θ⟩ = |Θ⟩; T̂ |Θ⟩ = 0. (4.40)

Moreover, in the section below we will compute traces and entropies. These quantities

are unchanged by the twirling operation that relates the two representations of the algebras.
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5 Traces and entropies

In this section, we will construct a trace on the algebras described above. This trace will take

on a continuous set of a values in the limit described above, which shows that in this limit

these algebras are of type II. The formulas that we describe in this section are very similar

to the formulas provided in [10–12, 42]. Our objective here is to translate the formulas that

appear in those works to our setting. Furthermore, we would like to show that the traces and

entropies that have appeared in the discussion of gravitational subalgebras in the literature

are only sensitive to the structure of the effective Hilbert space presented above. As such,

they are insensitive to the UV properties of the theory or the microscopic density of states

about the observer.

To be clear: the entropy in the effective Hilbert space is already an interesting quantity.

It is equivalent to a framework where we study quantum field theory in curved spacetime and

include the leading-order gravitational back-reaction classically. As such, this entropy has

been used, for example, to prove a generalized second law for black holes [44, 74, 75], and to

provide a novel regulator for entropy differences in quantum field theory [76].

5.1 Traces, modular operators and density matrices for quantum-mechanical

subsystems

We start by briefly reminding the reader of some properties of traces and density matrices in

the case of ordinary quantum mechanical subalgebras that, in the language of von Neumann

algebras, are called type I algebras. Say that we have a quantum system in a state |Ω⟩, and
we are interested in a subalgebra of observables that we denote by A.

Then the analogue of the little Hilbert space that we have discussed above is the space

Heff = span{A|Ω⟩}, A ∈ A. (5.1)

We can choose an orthogonal basis of elements for this little Hilbert space so that

⟨Ω|AiA
†
j |Ω⟩ = δij , (5.2)

and also define a trace via

Tr(Ak) =
∑
i

⟨Ω|AiAkA
†
i |Ω⟩. (5.3)

This trace is really a trace in the little Hilbert space. Thus, for instance, it does not know

about the dimension of the larger space within which this system might be embedded.

The density matrix is defined as the element ρ ∈ A with the property that

Tr(ρAi) = ⟨Ω|Ai|Ω⟩, ∀Ai. (5.4)

The density matrix is a positive operator since for any other positive operator, including any

projector P , we have

Tr(ρP ) = ⟨Ω|P |Ω⟩ ≥ 0. (5.5)
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We assume that the density matrix for the state |Ω⟩ has no zero eigenvalues. Then the

state

|Ω̂⟩ = ρ−
1
2 |Ω⟩, (5.6)

is well-defined. We now see that the expectation values of operators in this special state, |Ω̂⟩
simply correspond to the trace since

⟨Ω|ρ− 1
2aρ−

1
2 |Ω⟩ = Tr(ρρ

−1
2 aρ−

1
2 ) = Tr(a). (5.7)

The state |Ω̂⟩ is called a tracial state for the algebra.

Consider a state that can be obtained by exciting the tracial state with an element of the

algebra,

|b⟩ = b|Ω̂⟩. (5.8)

The density matrix for this state can be seen to be simply

ρb = bb†. (5.9)

This is clear because, for any a,

⟨b|a|b⟩ = ⟨Ω̂|b†ab|Ω̂⟩ = Tr(b†ab) = Tr(bb†a). (5.10)

The modular operator is defined, just as above, as the operator with the property that

⟨Ω|a∆Ωb|Ω⟩ = ⟨Ω|ba|Ω⟩. (5.11)

The modular operator itself is not an element of A. Instead, we can write

∆Ω = ρ(ρ′)−1. (5.12)

Here ρ′ is the density matrix for the commutant of A that can be shown to have the same

eigenvalues as ρ.

Even in the case of type I algebras, only some operators have a good trace. For instance,

in the case of a simple harmonic oscillator, the position operator x does not have a good

trace; on the other hand, the projector on the vacuum state has a trace that is simply 1.

Subalgebras that correspond to finite regions in quantum field theory are generically of

type III and, for such algebras, there is no good notion of a trace at all. One of the reasons for

the recent interest in gravitational subalgebras is that type II algebras do allow for a trace,

although the trace is not unique and has a rescaling ambiguity. This trace can be used to

define an entropy for states up to a constant related to this rescaling ambiguity.

5.2 Trace for the algebra

In this subsection, we will define a trace for the algebras BR
full and AR

full. Our strategy is simple.

We will identify the modular operator for the state |Θ⟩ and factorize it into an element of
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the algebra and the commutant to obtain a density matrix. The formulas above then yield a

tracial state.

Before proceeding, we need to fix the ambiguity in the algebras that we have constructed.

We fix the automorphism to be

X = ∆−1. (5.13)

As we explain in section 6, this is effectively the only choice of X that leads to a well-defined

trace for the dressed algebra. For notational convenience we also write

∆ = e−h. (5.14)

We claim that this operator is also the modular operator for the full algebra BR
full in the

state |Θ⟩
∆Θ = ∆. (5.15)

The defining property of the extended modular operator is that it reverse the order of oper-

ators in a correlation function, meaning that for generic elements ei(Q̂+h)sa and bei(Q̂+h)t in

BR
full, the modular operator ∆Θ satisfies

⟨Θ|bei(Q̂+h)t∆Θe
i(Q̂+h)sa|Θ⟩ = ⟨Θ|ei(Q̂+h)sabei(Q̂+h)t|Θ⟩. (5.16)

With a little algebra we see that

⟨Θ|ei(Q̂+h)sabei(Q̂+h)t|Θ⟩ = δ(s+ t)⟨Ψ|ab|Ψ⟩. (5.17)

Substituting (5.15) on the left hand side we see

⟨Θ|bei(Q̂+h)t∆ei(Q̂+h)sa|Θ⟩ = ⟨tT̂ ,1|b−t∆as| − sT̂ ,1⟩
= δ(s+ t)⟨Ψ|asbs|Ψ⟩ = δ(s+ t)⟨Ψ|ab|Ψ⟩,

(5.18)

which equals (5.17). This proves (5.15).

But the full modular operator clearly factorizes as

∆Θ = e−(Q̂+h)eQ̂, (5.19)

corresponding to an element of the algebra which we identify as the density matrix, and an

element of the commutant that we identify as the inverse. The factorization (5.19) is not

unique since it is possible to multiply both the density matrices — for the algebra and the

commutant — by any c-number to obtain the same modular operator.

The relation (5.12) allows us to define the tracial state

|1̂⟩ = e
Q̂
2 |Θ⟩. (5.20)

The ambiguity in the density matrix corresponds to a rescaling ambiguity in the tracial state.
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We can now define a trace for elements of the algebra BR
full by taking the expectation

value in |1̂⟩. Operators of the form af̃(h+ Q̂) form a basis for BR
full, and for these operators

the trace simplifies.

Tr(af̃(h+ Q̂)) = ⟨1̂|af̃(h+ Q̂)|1̂⟩ = ⟨Ψ|a|Ψ⟩
∫
dq eqf̃(q). (5.21)

This trace is ambiguous up to a multiplicative factor due to the ambiguity in ρ mentioned

earlier.

The convergence of the integral over q requires the Fourier transform of f̃(q) defined by

the relation

f̃(q) =

∫
ds f(s)e−iqs; f(s) =

∫
dq

2π
f̃(q)eiqs, (5.22)

to be analytic in the strip Im(s) ∈ (−1, 0). We then have,∫
dq eqf̃(q) = f(−i). (5.23)

The trace can be shown to be cyclic. We find,

Tr(af̃(h+ Q̂)bg̃(h+ Q̂)) =

∫
dsdtf(s)g(t)⟨Θ|eQ̂ae−i(h+Q̂)sbe−i(h+Q̂)t|Θ⟩

=

∫
ds⟨Ψ|ab−s|Ψ⟩f(s)g(−i− s).

(5.24)

On the other hand, with the other ordering for the two operators,

Tr(bg̃(h+ Q̂)af̃(h+ Q̂)) =

∫
dsdtf(s)g(t)⟨Θ|eQ̂be−i(h+Q̂)tae−i(h+Q̂)s|Θ⟩

=

∫
dt⟨Ψ|ba−t|Ψ⟩f(−i− t)g(t).

(5.25)

The two expressions look different but we can shift the contour of the t integral in the complex

plane until t = −i − s where s is real. We also have from the KMS condition for modular

flow and the relation h|Ψ⟩ = 0 that

⟨Ψ|bas+i|Ψ⟩ = ⟨Ψ|ab−s|Ψ⟩, (5.26)

These two substitutions convert the final expression in (5.25) into the final expression in

(5.24).

Trace for AR
full. A trace on an algebra is just a linear functional that is cyclic. The trace

for the algebra BR
full immediately leads to a trace for the algebra AR

full. Denoting the latter

trace by T̃r, we set

T̃r(V af(h+ Q̂)V †) ≡ Tr(af(h+ Q̂)). (5.27)

This trace is clearly cyclic by virtue of the property of cyclicity that we proved for the trace

on BR
full.
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5.3 Density matrices for normalizable states

In the previous subsection, we identified the density matrix for the state |Θ⟩. But this state
is not normalizable. Using the formula (5.9), we can find density matrices for normalizable

states.

For instance, we have often referred to the state |f,1⟩ that can be written as

|f,1⟩ = f̃(Q̂+ h)e−
Q̂+h

2 |1̂⟩. (5.28)

This immediately yields a density matrix for the BR
full algebra

ρf,1 = |f̃(h+ Q̂)|2e−(Q̂+h). (5.29)

A more-general state is of the form

|g, c⟩ = cg̃(Q̂+ h)e−
Q̂+h

2 |1̂⟩, (5.30)

and therefore its density matrix is

ρg,c = c|g̃(h+ Q̂)|2e−(Q̂+h)c†. (5.31)

It is clear that this method can be generalized to the case where we consider a linear

combination of states above, including those that display entanglement between the Alight

and L2(R) sectors of the Hilbert space.

Density matrices for the algebra AR
full are related to those of BR

full by unitary conjugation.

ρ
AR

full
f,1 = V ρf,1V

†; ρ
AR

full
g,c = V ρg,cV

†. (5.32)

5.4 Entropies

Finally, we can use the formula for the trace and expressions for density matrices to obtain

entropies. Since entropies are unaffected by unitary conjugation it does not matter whether

we use the density matrix for the algebra BR
full or AR

full.

For instance, the entropy for |f,1⟩ is simply

Sf,1 = −Tr(ρf,1 log ρf,1) = −
∫
dQ |f̃(Q)|2 log(|f̃(Q)|2e−Q). (5.33)

We would like to make two important points. First, as our discussion should make clear,

this entropy should not be confused with the entropy of the state in the full UV-complete

Hilbert space. It is an effective entropy relevant for effective Hilbert space that we have

constructed. It is insensitive to the density of states about the observer in the full quantum-

gravity theory.

Second, due to the ambiguity in defining the density matrix, this entropy is also ambigu-

ous and can always be shifted by a constant. Therefore the absolute value of (5.33) is not

very meaningful. However, once we have fixed the value of (5.33), it makes sense to study the
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entropy of other states and compare their difference. This can be done using the expressions

for the density matrix of arbitrary states derived in section 5.3.

Under further assumptions on the state of the bulk system, these entropy differences

can sometimes be related to area differences. We refer the reader to [11, 12, 42] for further

discussion.

6 Equivalence of trace and modular crossed product

In the above construction, there was freedom in the definition of the algebras AR
full and

BR
full to choose the automorphism X with which to twirl the elements of Alight. Different

choices of this automorphism lead to different algebras, each of which is a crossed product

of the original undeformed type III1 subalgebra by the automorphism generated by X. As

originally derived by Takesaki [47] and explained in a number of recent works on gravitational

algebras [10–12, 42–44], if X is chosen to generate a modular automorphism, the resulting

algebra is type II∞. This observation leads to a well-defined renormalized trace for the

dressed algebra, and with it a good notion of density matrix and entropy.

In this section, we point out that the modular automorphism is unique in this regard: it

is the only automorphism of a type III1 factor that yields an algebra with a trace upon con-

structing the crossed product (this result is somewhat complementary to the recent work [77]

which determines when a crossed product by a group containing the modular automorphism

results in a semifinite von Neumann algebra). Hence, one way to fix the choice in the operator

X in the construction above is to demand that the resulting algebra possesses a trace. This

then uniquely fixes X up to inner automorphisms generated by unitaries in the undeformed

subalgebra. These perturbations by inner automorphisms do not affect the overall type of

the resulting crossed product [47] [48, Theorem X.1.7]. Modular automorphisms are charac-

terized by the existence of a state (or, more generally, a weight) for which the automorphism

satisfies a KMS condition [48, Section VIII.1]. Hence, the KMS condition for the undeformed

subalgebra is in a sense dual to the tracial property of the dressed algebra.

To be precise, we will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let A be a type III1 factor, and let Â = R⋉αA be the crossed product of A by a

one-parameter group of automorphisms αs. If Â is a semifinite factor (i.e. a factor possessing

a faithful, semifinite, normal trace), then αs must generate the modular automorphism of a

weight on A.

This theorem more or less follows from the general structure theorem for type III alge-

bras and Takesaki duality [47] [48, Theorem XII.1.1, Theorem X.2.3]. We will give a direct

argument for it below that also relates the weight for which αt is the modular flow to the

trace defined on Â.

In this paper, we are interested in the case A = Alight. However, since the theorem is

more general and applies to any III1 factor, we denote this algebra simply by A.
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The idea of the proof is to make use of the time operator T̂ which arises in the construction

of the dressed algebra. The time operator appears as the conjugate to the Q̂ operator in the

crossed product description derived above, and hence it can be characterized abstractly as

the generator of the dual automorphism α̂s that is guaranteed to exist for a crossed product

algebra. Using this, we can construct a second crossed product algebra A1 = R⋉α̂ Â which,

by Takesaki duality, is isomorphic to B(L2(R))⊗A. We exhibit this isomorphism explicitly,

and then show that there is a natural weight defined on A1 dual to the trace on Â whose

modular flow maps the A subalgebra into itself. This relies on the observation that the time

operator generates an automorphism of Â that rescales the trace, which we show separately.

We additionally derive that this modular flow agrees with the original automorphism α on

A, and further show that it arises directly from a weight defined only on A. This then

demonstrates the claim that α is the generator of a modular automorphism on A.

We start with the representation of the Â algebra acting on the tensor product Hilbert

space L2(R)⊗HA, generated by the operators

Â =
〈
eiT̂ hae−iT̂ h, Q̂

〉
, (6.1)

where Q̂ and T̂ are the conjugate position and momentum operators acting on L2(R), and
a is an arbitrary operator from A. The automorphism α is generated by h, and acts as

αt(a) = eithae−ith. Since conjugation by eisT̂ shifts Q̂ and leaves the operators eiT̂ hae−iT̂ h

invariant, it is clear it generates an automorphism of Â. Because T̂ is conjugate to Q̂,

[T̂ , Q̂] = i, it serves as the generator of the dual automorphism to αt, and hence we denote

this automorphism as α̂s(â) = eisT̂ âe−isT̂ for â ∈ Â.

By assumption, Â is a semifinite factor, and hence possesses a trace Tr, unique up to

an over all rescaling.3 Since α̂s generates an automorphism of Â, the combined functional

Tr ◦ α̂s(·) ≡ Tr(αs(·)) is also a trace, since

Tr
(
α̂s(âb̂)

)
= Tr

(
α̂s(â)α̂s(b̂)

)
= Tr

(
α̂s(b̂)α̂s(â)

)
= Tr

(
α̂s(b̂â)

)
. (6.2)

By uniqueness of the trace, it must be that Tr ◦ α̂s = ef(s)Tr, for some function f(s). Fur-

thermore, since α̂s is a one-parameter group of automorphisms satisfying α̂s+t = α̂s ◦ α̂t,

we straightforwardly derive that f(s + t) = f(s) + f(t). Along with the requirement that

f(0) = 0, this uniquely fixes f(s) = cs for some constant c. The case c = 0 is not possible

since then α̂s would preserve the trace, and, as discussed below, this leads to the conclusion

that the original algebra A possesses a trace, violating the assumption that A is type III.

Hence we will assume c is nonzero, and by possibly rescaling the generator T̂ we can normalize

the automorphism so that c = 1. Hence, α̂s rescales the trace according to

Tr ◦ α̂s = esTr. (6.3)

3The technical statement is that if a factor admits a faithful, semifinite, normal trace, the trace is unique

up to rescaling [78, Corollary V.2.32].
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We can realize the trace on Â as the expectation value in an unnormalized state |1̂⟩,

Tr(â) = ⟨1̂|â|1̂⟩. (6.4)

This state is unnormalized since ⟨1̂|1̂⟩ = Tr(1), and the identity must have infinite trace

due to the existence of the trace scaling automorphism: Tr(1) = Tr(αs(1)) = esTr(1), and

this is only consistent if Tr(1) = ∞. The relations (6.3) and (6.4) imply that T̂ acts on

|1̂⟩ as e−isT̂ |1̂⟩ = e
s
2 |1̂⟩. This suggests that |1̂⟩ should take the form |eQ

2 ,1⟩, where |1⟩ is

a (possibly unnormalized) state in HA that defines a weight for the operators a ∈ A, and

|eQ
2 ⟩ is a unnormalized wavefunction associated with L2(R) in the Q̂ basis. We would like to

identify the state |1⟩ in an unambiguous way, and further show that h generates the modular

flow of |1⟩ as a weight on A.

To do this, we construct a second crossed product with respect to the α̂s automorphism

on Â. This is done by extending the Hilbert space with an additional factor of L2(R), and
introducing position and momentum operators ŷ, k̂ acting on this Hilbert space satisfying

[ŷ, k̂] = i. The crossed product A1 := R⋉α̂ Â is then generated by the operators,4

A1 =
〈
eiT̂ hae−iT̂ h, Q̂− k̂, ŷ

〉
, (6.5)

acting on the Hilbert space H1 = L2(Ry)⊗ L2(RQ)⊗HA. There is a natural weight defined

on the algebra A1 arising as the dual weight of Tr on the Â subalgebra; its unnormalized

vector representative |Ω1⟩ is given by

|Ω1⟩ = |0k⟩ ⊗ |1̂⟩, (6.6)

where |0k⟩ is the delta-function normalized zero momentum eigenstate in L2(Ry). We would

like to compute the modular operator for this weight. This can be done by determining how

the Tomita operator5 S1 acts on operators of the form a1 = eik̂T̂ âe−iT̂ k̂eiuŷ. Acting on |Ω1⟩,
this gives

a1|Ω1⟩ = eik̂T̂ âe−ik̂T̂ eiuŷ|0k, 1̂⟩ = eik̂T̂ âe−ik̂T̂ |uk, 1̂⟩ = eik̂T̂ âe
k̂
2 |uk, 1̂⟩, (6.7)

while a†1 gives

a†1|Ω1⟩ = e−iuŷeik̂T̂ â†e−ik̂T̂ |0k, 1̂⟩ = e−iuŷeik̂T̂ Ĵ â|0k, 1̂⟩ = Ĵ â|uk, 1̂⟩, (6.8)

4Equivalently, these are all operators of the form eik̂T̂ âe−ik̂T̂ with â ∈ Â, along with functions of ŷ.

These operators are equivalent to those displayed in (6.5) because T̂ commutes with all operators of the form

eiT̂hae−iT̂h, a ∈ A.
5Recall that the Tomita operator is an antilinear operator associated with a cyclic-separating vector |Φ⟩

defined by the relation SΦa|Φ⟩ = a†|Φ⟩ for all operators a in a von Neumann algebra A. Its polar decomposition

gives SΦ = JΦ∆
1
2
Φ , where JΦ is the antiunitary modular conjugation, and ∆Φ = S†

ΦSΦ is the modular operator.

See [5] for a more thorough introduction to Tomita-Takesaki theory.
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where in the second equality we made use of the fact that |1̂⟩ is tracial, so ∆
1̂
= 1 and

S
1̂
= J

1̂
. Since the Tomita operator for A1 satisfies S1a1|Ω1⟩ = a†1|Ω1⟩, these equations

determine S1 and the modular operator ∆1 to be

S1 = Ĵe−ik̂T̂ e−
k̂
2 , ∆1 = S†

1S1 = e−k̂. (6.9)

This shows that k̂ is the generator of modular flow for the weight associated with |Ω1⟩.6
We then want to determine how this modular flow restricts to the algebra A in the tensor

product decomposition A1 ≡ B(L2(R) ⊗ A. To exhibit this isomorphism, we rewrite the

operators generating A1 as

A1 =
〈
ei(T̂+ŷ)hae−i(T̂+ŷ)h, Q̂− k̂, ŷ

〉
. (6.10)

Since T̂ + ŷ commutes with both Q̂− k̂ and ŷ, the operators ei(T̂+ŷ)hae−i(T̂+ŷ)h generate an

algebra Ã isomorphic to A and commute with the algebra generated by Q̂− k̂ and ŷ. Since

these latter two operators satisfy a canonical commutation relation [Q̂− k̂, ŷ] = i, the algebra

they generate is isomorphic to the type I∞ algebra B(L2(R)). Modular flow with respect to

k̂ then acts on an operator in Ã as

eisk̂ei(T̂+ŷ)hae−i(T̂+ŷ)he−isk̂ = eishei(T̂+ŷ)hae−i(T̂+ŷ)he−ish, (6.11)

showing that it not only preserves the algebra Ã, but also generates the same transformation

as h acting on the original algebra. This is nearly enough to conclude that h generates a

modular automorphism of a weight on A; we need only exhibit the weight.

Intuitively, the vector |Ω1⟩ should have the form

|Ω1⟩ = |0k, e
Q
2 ,1⟩, (6.12)

where |1⟩ is the vector representation of the weight on A that we are interested in. However,

we cannot restrict |Ω1⟩ to A directly since it is not semifinite on this subalgebra; it picks up

the divergent norm of the state |χ⟩ = |0k, e
Q
2 ⟩ whenever it is evaluated on operators in A.

Hence, to obtain the state |1⟩, we would like to divide out by this divergent norm.

The formal argument for how to do this is to construct an operator-valued weight7 T

from A1 to the relative commutant subalgebra Ãc = Ã′ ∧ A1 =
〈
Q̂− k̂, ŷ

〉
, and show that

the weight ω1 = ⟨Ω1| · |Ω1⟩ satisfies ω1 = ωχ ◦T , where ωχ is a weight on Ãc. This weight can

be explicitly identified; it is simply given by ωχ = ⟨0k, e
Q
2 | · |0k, e

Q
2 ⟩ = ⟨χ| · |χ⟩. To check that

6Alternatively, we can derive this expression for the modular operator by invoking Takesaki’s dual weight

theorem [48, Theorem X.1.17], which states that modular flow of the dual weight reproduces modular flow

of |1̂⟩ on the Â subalgebra, which is trivial since |1̂⟩ is tracial, and acts on the operators e−iuŷ according to

∆is
1 e−iuŷ∆−is

1 = (D(Tr ◦ α̂u) : DTr)se
−iuŷ, where (D(Tr ◦ α̂u) : DTr)s = eius is the Connes cocycle derivative

between the two weights Tr ◦ α̂u and Tr [79] [48, Section VIII.3].
7Operator-valued weights capture the idea of tracing out part of the algebra to arrive at operators in a

subalgebra. Formally, it is defined as a map from a dense subalgebra of A1 to Ãc satisfying the bimodule

property: T (bac) = bT (a)c whenever b, c ∈ Ãc. See [48, Section IX.4]
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this is correct, we can compute the Tomita operator Sχ for this: taking a generic operator

c = e−iu(Q̂−k̂)eivŷ in Ãc, we have

c|χ⟩ = e−iu(Q̂−k̂)e
Q̂
2 |vk, 0T̂ ⟩ = e

Q̂
2 eiuv|vk, uT̂ ⟩ = e

Q̂
2 eiT̂ k̂|vk, uT̂ ⟩ = e

k̂
2 eiT̂ k̂e

Q̂
2 |vk, up⟩ (6.13)

c†|χ⟩ = e−ivŷe
Q̂
2 |0k,−uT̂ ⟩ = e

Q̂
2 | − vk,−uT̂ ⟩ = Je

Q̂
2 |vk, uT̂ ⟩, (6.14)

where J is the antiunitary time-reversal operator that acts as J |uT̂ , vk⟩ = | − uT̂ ,−vk⟩. Since
the Tomita operator acts as Sχc|χ⟩ = c†|χ⟩, these relations determine it and the modular

operator to be

Sχ = Je−iT̂ k̂e−
k̂
2 ∆χ = S†

χSχ = e−k̂. (6.15)

This modular operator agrees with ∆1 from (6.9), and hence generates the same flow on Ãc.

This is precisely the condition needed to apply Haagerup’s theorem [80] [48, Theorem IX.4.18]

for the existence of an operator-valued weight T from A1 to Ãc satisfying

ω1 = ωχ ◦ T. (6.16)

Since Ãc is a factor, the restriction of T to Ã will map each operator to something

proportional to the identity; hence, T defines a weight on Ã. The modular flow of this weight

agrees with that of |Ω1⟩, and hence corresponds to the flow generated by h. We see then that

the operator-valued weight T corresponds to the idea of dividing out by the divergent norm

of the state |χ⟩. This is precisely the weight on A we were seeking, and hence have shown

that h is the generator of a modular flow. This concludes the argument that the only crossed

product of a type III1 factor that results in an algebra with a trace is the crossed product by

a modular flow.

Finally, to complete the argument, we need to rule out the case where the dual auto-

morphism α̂s preserves the trace on Â. In this case, the generator of the dual automorphism

e−isT̂ preserves the unnormalized tracial weight |1̂⟩. Hence, we can follow the same steps as

before in constructing the second crossed product algebra A1 as in (6.5) and the dual weight

|Ω1⟩ as in (6.6); however, when computing the Tomita operator, no factor of e−
k̂
2 appears in

equation (6.7). Instead, we simply find

S1 = Ĵe−ik̂T̂ , ∆1 = 1. (6.17)

We see that the modular operator is trivial, meaning that the weight |Ω1⟩ defines a trace on

the algebra A1. By Takesaki duality, A1 = B(L2(R)) ⊗ A, and since B(L2(R)) is type I∞,

we see that A cannot be type III: tensoring a type III factor with a type I∞ factor results

in an isomorphic algebra, but A1 cannot be type III since we have shown A1 possesses a

trace. Hence, we see that the assumption that the dual automorphism α̂s is trace-preserving

is inconsistent with A being type III; thus, it must be that α̂s does not preserve the trace.
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7 Higher orders in perturbation theory and nonperturbative effects

It is commonly believed that the construction of the type II algebra presented above can be

extended to all orders in perturbation theory. A weaker assertion is that even if the structure

of the algebra is hard to parse, it should be possible to systematically understand the higher-

order corrections to the entropy of a state. In this section we would like to clearly lay out some

technical challenges that must be surmounted to extend this construction to higher orders

in perturbation theory. To be clear: we do not see any of these challenges as insuperable

obstacles and the discussion below does not invalidate the idea that clever technical advances

will help in systematically understanding all higher-order perturbative effects.

Many of the issues below relate to the emergence of an effective time operator in our

setup. This requires the factorization of the limiting Hilbert space displayed in (3.44) and

also other properties of the algebra. Naively, this structure does not appear to persist beyond

lowest orders in perturbation theory.

For previous ideas on going beyond the leading large N limit, see [81,82].

Loss of separation between Hamiltonian and light operators. The construction

presented in section 3 started with a set of light operators, Alight, which explicitly excluded

the Hamiltonian. However, beyond leading order in perturbation theory, there is no clear

separation between light operators and the Hamiltonian.

From the bulk perspective, the Hamiltonian is the integral of a component of the asymp-

totic metric. Therefore, separating the Hamiltonian from other operators requires us to

separate the metric from other degrees of freedom. But the metric couples universally to

matter in a gravitational theory. So, the interaction of matter fields can always produce a

metric fluctuation.

This issue can be seen clearly in the dual CFT. Consider two light operators at positions

x and 0 on the boundary in projective coordinates. Then we have the following term in the

OPE expansion on the boundary

O(x)O(0) = . . .+
1

c|x|2∆−d

xµxν

|x|2 Tµν(0) + . . . , (7.1)

where c is a constant proportional to the central charge. Integrating the stress tensor over a

boundary Cauchy slice produces the Hamiltonian and so the product of two light operators

already implicitly contains the Hamiltonian at higher orders in perturbation theory.

This problem can also be understood through simple physical reasoning. In section 3,

we introduced the operator Q̂ that played a key role in our construction. This operator can

be thought of as a coarse-grained version of the boundary Hamiltonian that is sensitive to

the energy of the background observer but insensitive to low-energy excitations on top of the

observer’s state. At leading order in perturbation theory, this is acceptable since the two

energies are parametrically separated. But this separation is nontrivial at subleading order.
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Overlaps at long times. Relatedly, the direct product structure of the effective Hilbert

space relied on the observation that the time-translated little Hilbert spaces rapidly become

orthogonal.

⟨ψ|e−iHta|ψ⟩ ≪ 1, if t≫ 1

δE
, (7.2)

when a is a light operator separate from the Hamiltonian. But this is not true if a itself can

contain powers of the Hamiltonian. For instance,

⟨ψ|e
−iHt

H
|ψ⟩ = ⟨ψ|

(
−i

∫ t

0
ds e−iHs +

1

H

)
|ψ⟩ = O

(
1

δE

)
, (7.3)

which is nontrivial when we go beyond leading order in perturbation theory. The estimate is

made by noting that ⟨ψ|e−iHs|ψ⟩ is close to 1 for s ∈ (0, 1
δE ). The nontrivial overlap above is

present even if t is large.

Interactions between light operators and the observer. The direct product structure

relied on our demonstration that the space (3.11) was dense in the space (3.22) i.e. the set

of states produced by first acting with time translation and then acting with a polynomial of

simple operators was effectively the same as the set of states produced by performing these

operations in the reverse order. This required us to make some assumptions about the matrix

elements of the set of simple operators in the observer state. Physically, these assumptions

were justified by assuming that the observer’s energy interacts only weakly with the insertion

of other probes. However, this might not be true once we include gravitational corrections at

next nontrivial order in perturbation theory.

Discreteness of time. We expect the observer’s clock to be accurate up to time intervals

of size O
(

1
δE

)
. Mathematically, this is related to the issue that

⟨ψ|e−iHt|ψ⟩ ≈ 1, if t≪ 1

δE
. (7.4)

Therefore the little Hilbert space at a given time cannot be meaningfully separated from the

little Hilbert space at a neighbouring time separated by an interval less than O
(

1
δE

)
.

At leading order in perturbation theory, this issue can be neglected. The limit taken

in section 3.8 drops effects of size O
(

1
δE

)
, which allows us to imagine that the observer’s

time is continuous. But at higher orders in perturbation theory we cannot drop these effects.

Therefore, it is not clear how to extend the notion of a time operator at higher orders in

perturbation theory.

Edge effects. They key problem in defining an algebra for the time band and its commutant

is to find operators that have a specified commutator with the Hamiltonian. In this paper,

we defined such operators by exploiting the direct product structure of the effective Hilbert

space and introducing a time operator and its conjugate. Even if this structure is lost, one

might hope to use the following robust construction to define a commutant.
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Let us add the Hamiltonian and cutoff polynomials that involve the Hamiltonian to the

set Alight and call this new set A′
light. We expect that as long as dim(A′

light) ≪ eS , the state

|ψ⟩ will remain separating in that

a′|ψ⟩ ≠ 0 ∀a′ ∈ A′
light. (7.5)

This property allows us to define a commutant for A′
light. For instance, say that we seek

an operator that commutes with all elements of A′
light and maps |ψ⟩ to some specified state

|ψa⟩. Then we can simply define such an operator by its action on the Hilbert space through

ãb′|ψ⟩ = b′|ψa⟩. (7.6)

for any b′ ∈ A′
light. This provides a consistent set of linear equations for the operator ã by

virtue of (7.5). Moreover, these relations completely specify the ã within the effective Hilbert

space, since they specify its action on all elements of this space.

This is reminiscent of the mirror operator construction of [36,37]. It is not as elegant as

simply twirling the original operator with a unitary that involves a time operator. But the

virtue of this construction is that it remains valid even if the definition of the time operator

suffers from the subtleties discussed above.

But A′
light is not an algebra because the cutoffs that we place on the set prevent it from

being closed under products. In particular if a, b ∈ A′
light, we might still have ab /∈ A′

light. We

cannot simply get rid of the cutoff since we might then lose (7.5). Therefore the equations

above only make sense provided we ignore edge effects.

In this paper, and in all the extant literature so far, such edge effects have been ignored.

It is clearly justified to do so at leading order in perturbation theory. It is not clear whether

these edge effects can be neglected at all orders in perturbation theory.

Moreover, a careful treatment of edge effects should also make physical sense. For in-

stance, it is technically convenient to work with polynomials of light operators where a cutoff

can be placed on the order of the polynomial. However, physical measurements might be

more easily described in terms of projective measurements. So it is necessary to understand

how one should carefully restrict the set of observables at finite N and then take a limit as

N → ∞ so that the results obtained are valid to all orders in the 1
N expansion.

7.1 Nonperturbative effects

Nonperturbatively, it is clear that the algebra of the time band is the full algebra of the

theory. This follows from AdS/CFT since any Cauchy slice of the boundary contains all

operators. However, this property is not mysterious even from the point of view of the bulk

gravitational theory. We quickly review, following [20], how this result follows from a few

reasonable physical assumptions about the UV-complete theory without invoking AdS/CFT.

First, we assume that it makes sense to discuss the asymptotic algebra of observables in

the UV-complete theory i.e. it is possible to define good asymptotic observables by extrap-

olating bulk observables using (2.2). This reflects the point of view that, even in a theory
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of quantum gravity, it makes sense to fix asymptotic boundary conditions and assume that

asymptotically we have an AdS spacetime. We define the algebra of the time band via smeared

boundary operators

A = span{O(f1), O(f1)O(f2), . . . , O(f1)O(f2) . . . O(fn) . . .}, (7.7)

where fi have support in the time band B. Since we are now interested in the fine-grained

algebra, we place no restriction on n and we do not remove the Hamiltonian from the list of

operators that enter A.

Second, we assume that the energy is bounded below and that the vacuum is unique. This

is a reasonable assumption about any sensible UV-completion, since the low-energy theory

in AdS is clearly gapped. One may now consider the Hilbert space formed by acting with all

boundary operators on this vacuum that we denote by |Ω⟩.

H = span{O(g1), O(g1)O(g2), . . . , O(g1)O(g2) . . . O(gn) . . .}|Ω⟩. (7.8)

In defining this Hilbert space, not only do we not place a cutoff on n, we allow the functions

gi to have support on the entire boundary and not just on the time band. Consequently, it

is clear that this Hilbert space constitutes a superselection sector since time evolution only

takes a smearing function to another valid smearing function.

Now the positivity of energy implies that if we consider the space

H′ = A|Ω⟩, (7.9)

then H′ is dense in H. (See the Appendix of [20] for a proof.) This means that given any

state |n⟩ ∈ H we can find Xn ∈ A so that

Xn|Ω⟩ .= |n⟩, (7.10)

where
.
= means that equality holds to any desired precision.

So far we have not invoked gravitational physics in the bulk, which we now do. In a

theory of gravity the Hamiltonian itself is an element of the algebra of the time band. This

is a manifestation of the bulk Gauss law. Although this is a property of the UV theory,

one needs to assume that even in the full UV-complete theory at least the projector on the

vacuum remains an element of A.8

P0 = |Ω⟩⟨Ω| ∈ A. (7.11)

By the Born rule, P0 simply tells us the probability that a measurement of the energy will

yield the vacuum energy. Therefore, it makes sense from a physical perspective, it makes

sense to include this operator in any complete description of observables. From an algebraic

perspective, P0 is a minimal projection, and hence including it in our algebra implies that the

8In fact, it is sufficient if the projector onto any state with strictly finite energy be an element of A.

– 40 –



algebra is type I, which is consistent with the expectation that the nonperturbative global

quantum gravity algebras are type I.

We now find that any operator in the Hilbert space |n⟩⟨m| can be represented as

|n⟩⟨m| .= XnP0X
†
m. (7.12)

This result is the precise statement of holography of information in an asymptotically

AdS spacetime. It tells us that all observables in the bulk have a holographic description and

therefore all bulk information is available at the boundary. However, it does not give us a

dynamical boundary dual for the bulk theory.

Therefore, at the nonperturbative level, rather robust properties of the bulk gravitational

theory tell us that the algebra of the time band has no commutant. Nonperturbatively, it only

makes sense to study subalgebras associated with subregions of the boundary. For instance,

if we consider a spatially bounded subregion of the boundary then the P0 is not an element

of its algebra. So the argument above breaks down and this algebra has a commutant even

nonperturbatively.

8 Discussion

In this paper we framed and resolved a puzzle related to the algebra of a boundary time

band in a gravitational theory in asymptotically anti-de Sitter space. This algebra can be

associated with the algebra of an annular region in the bulk that is the complement of a bulk

causal diamond. Bulk gravitational algebras of this form have been studied previously [12].

At first sight, they appear to suffer from an inconsistency: in a theory of gravity, the ADM

Hamiltonian is an observable in the boundary time band, and its action can move an element

from inside the time band to outside. This puzzle does not require us to postulate the

existence of a holographic dual but is implicit in the properties of gravity as has been discussed

extensively in the recent literature on holography of information [20].

The key physical observation that helps to resolve this puzzle is that the holographic

properties of gravity are important in some regimes but can be obscured in others. They are

important when we study nonperturbative questions, such as those related to information loss

in black-hole evaporation [23, 25], and they are also important when we study perturbative

excitations about the AdS vacuum [22, 45, 46]. On the other hand, if we study perturbative

excitations about a heavy background state and coarse grain the boundary algebra, the holo-

graphic properties of gravity can be neglected [40,41]. In this respect, holography in gravity

is somewhat like unitarity in ordinary quantum field theories: unitarity is important for non-

perturbative questions, and it can also be verified explicitly in perturbation theory. But in

the presence of a heavy background, when we coarse-grain the set of observables, physics is

effectively dissipative.

The heavy background state we study is like the observer that has appeared previously

in the literature [11]. Our approach is somewhat novel since we do not introduce the observer

through an external particle, or by postulating auxiliary decoupled degrees of freedom [49–
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51,57]. Instead we study a state within the theory (as was also done in a cosmological context

in [55]) and examine the conditions that must be placed on such a state for it to serve as a

good observer.

If the observer’s state has a sufficiently large spread in energies, then time-translated

versions of this state are almost orthogonal to the original state. This is the key property

that allows us to define a time operator, T̂ . The conjugate to this time operator, Q̂ can be

thought of a coarse-grained Hamiltonian that is sensitive to the energy of the observer but

not to the energy of low-energy excitations about the observer.

By deforming light boundary operators with an appropriate unitary operator built from

H, Q̂, T̂ and the generator of an automorphism X, we obtained a new set of operators for

which the action of the Hamiltonian acts as an automorphism. This allowed us to define a

closed algebra for the time band and also allowed us to obtain a nontrivial commutant.

Our construction allows us to choose the automorphism that is generated on deformed

operators by the boundary Hamiltonian. When we choose this automorphism to be the

modular automorphism, we find that our algebras are unitarily equivalent to those identified

in [12].

We justified our choice of dressing by demanding the resulting algebra possesses a trace,

and showed that this uniquely determines the dressing so that time translation acts as a

modular automorphism on the algebra. It would be preferable to have a more concrete

criterion for selecting this dressing, which is a question we leave to future work.

Our analysis establishes a link between the gravitational crossed product that has been

studied extensively in the recent literature and older constructions of relational observables

where the presence of a heavy background was used to alter the commutator of light operators

with the boundary Hamiltonian [38–41]. With a little translation of notation, the formulas

in one set of papers morph into those of the other set!

We defined a trace and an entropy on the gravitationally improved algebra for the time

band. The entropy is independent of the characteristics of the observer. More generally, this

clarifies that the entropy that has been studied in the context of the gravitational crossed

product should be viewed as an effective entropy defined within a little Hilbert space of small

excitations about the observer. It should not be conflated with a UV-complete entropy since

it is insensitive to the true density of states about the observer in the full theory.

It is commonly believed that it should be possible to extend the definitions of the gravi-

tational entropy to all orders in perturbation theory in the gravitational coupling. A careful

consideration shows that such an extension must surmount various challenges that we have

outlined in section 7. These challenges are interesting but not appear insuperable.

8.1 Irregular regions

Our paper focused on the algebra of a time band, but there are obvious generalizations of

these techniques. For instance, these techniques can be used to define the algebra of an

irregularly shaped region in the bulk or the boundary that contains a complete boundary

Cauchy slice. In the presence of gravity, the Hamiltonian is one of the observables in this
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region. The remarks that were applicable to the time band are also applicable to this case:

nonperturbatively this algebra comprises all operators in the theory; for simple perturbative

excitations about the vacuum, observables in this region suffice to completely fix the state

i.e. no information can be hidden from this region.

But in the presence of a background state with the right properties, we can generalize

the constructions of sections 3 and 4. We replace polynomials in the boundary operators

that appear in (3.7) with the set of polynomials in the lowest-order HKLL operators in the

irregular region. The definition of the time operator in (3.28) and (3.53) is expected to remain

unchanged. Deforming each element of the algebra using (4.4) and adding the Hamiltonian

should yield the gravitationally corrected algebra corresponding to the region.

The commutant of the algebra of such an irregular region comprising a boundary Cauchy

slice yields the gravitationally corrected algebra of a bulk causal diamond with an irregular

boundary.

The remarks above are applicable at leading order in perturbation theory. At subleading

order, it is necessary to contend with the challenges outlined in section 7. For an irregular

bulk region, there might be additional ambiguities in specifying the algebra.

8.2 Orthogonal problems

The techniques used in this paper are widely applicable but, to avoid confusion, we caution

the reader that they are not applicable to some problems in the literature. Indeed, the early

discussions of the gravitational crossed product [10] did not manifest the puzzle discussed

in this paper. Those discussions focused on the eternal black hole that has two asymptotic

boundaries and studied gravitational corrections to the algebra of one asymptotic boundary.

However, the Hamiltonian is an automorphism for such an algebra. Therefore the crossed

product emerged without the need of first deforming the nongravitational algebra.

Second, the discussion here is distinct from the question of the consistency of “islands”

in theories with long-range gravity [83]. Islands have commonly been studied in theories

where a gravitational theory is coupled to a nongravitational bath and used to obtain a Page

curve. (See [84] and references there.) This bath is not merely a technical tool; it is crucial

for defining a factorized Hilbert space and the Page curve that is studied in these setups

describes the transfer of information from one part of the bath to another. Relatedly, the

gravitational theory in the presence of a bath is massive [85].

It has been argued [23, 25] that in a theory where gravity is everywhere dynamical,

observables outside the black hole always have access to information within the black hole by

virtue of the holographic properties that are implicit in gravity. Consequently, while one can

obtain a Page curve using various tricks even in these setups, it is not clear whether these

curves meaningfully describe information emerging from the black hole.

One might hope to use the techniques of this paper to circumvent this obstacle. By

deforming the operators in the black-hole interior and exterior according to the construction

in section 4, one might hope to define commuting algebras for the two regions. One might
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further hope that the entropy for the exterior algebra, as defined in section 5, would follow a

Page curve.

Such a hope is misguided. The Page curve for black-hole evaporation crucially relies on

exponentially suppressed effects of size O
(
e−S

)
. Our construction in section 4 is a coarse-

grained construction that breaks down completely at the nonperturbative level. Moreover, the

Page time scales with a power of N which takes us well beyond the regime of this construction.

It is a conceptual error to apply coarse-grained intuition about local algebras of observ-

ables to fine-grained questions about black-hole evaporation. Conflating intuition from these

distinct regimes is an invitation for paradox.

We also emphasize that the considerations of this paper do not apply when we study

gravitational corrections to the algebra of a nontrivial entanglement wedge that is dual to a

subregion on the boundary. The Hamiltonian is never an observable in a nontrivial entan-

glement wedge and so both bulk and boundary arguments suggest that this algebra is closed

even in the presence of gravity without the need for deforming operators. In this case, even

nonperturbatively, the algebra is expected to be type III1 since it is the algebra of a subregion

in the boundary quantum field theory.

An analogue of the dressing that appears here was also studied in the context of semi-

infinite time-band algebras in two-sided black holes in [44, 74]. In [44], it was noted that the

modular dressing causes the algebra of operators in a wedge to the right of the bifurcation

surface to fail to commute with the left ADM Hamiltonian. This complicates the interpreta-

tion of these operators as an algebra associated with the right boundary. It would be helpful

to understand whether the ideas presented in the current paper are related and can shed any

light on this issue.
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Appendix

A Crossed product and mirror operators in the eternal black hole

In this appendix, we explain how the construction of mirror operators in the interior of an

eternal black hole in [38,39] can be framed in the language of a crossed product. The discussion
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Figure 2. An eternal black hole. We seek bulk operators that correctly describe the experience of a

right-infalling observer in the right exterior (marked R) and the interior (marked I).

in this Appendix should not be conflated with the discussion of [10]. The observation in [10]

was that adding the Hamiltonian to the algebra of a single boundary in the thermofield

doubled state led to a crossed product algebra. Here, we wish to explain how the crossed

product enters in the careful construction of interior operators, which is a different problem.

This construction of [38, 39] was originally used to demonstrate that state-dependence

was necessary even in the context of the eternal black hole. The starting observation is as

follows. Let |Ψtfd⟩ be the thermofield doubled state. Then we consider the time-shifted state

|ΨT⟩ = e−i(HL+HR)T/2|Ψtfd⟩ = e−iHRT |Ψtfd⟩. (A.1)

This time shift is simply a large diffeomorphism acting on the geometry. Therefore it must

take a smooth geometry to a smooth geometry and we do not expect it to create a “firewall”

or another singularity at the horizon. From the point of view of intrinsic features of the

geometry, the states |ΨT⟩ are on the same footing as |Ψtfd⟩; the difference between these

states is only in how time on the boundary is matched to time in the bulk.

The objective of [38, 39] was to construct interior operators appropriate for an infalling

observer who starts at the right boundary that can be used in the state |ΨT⟩ for any T and

not just in the original state. In particular, these operators should correctly predict that all

such time-shifted states have smooth horizons.

A naive HKLL construction [16] yields operators that are of the form

ϕ(t, r,Ω) =

{
ϕR(t, r,Ω) + ϕL(t, r,Ω) if (t, r,Ω) in interior

ϕR(t, r,Ω) if (t, r,Ω) in right exterior
. (A.2)

The two regions of interest are marked in Figure 2. Our notation is slightly schematic: the

operators ϕR(t, r,Ω) and ϕL(t, r,Ω) are obtained by performing an integral transform on
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operators from the right CFT and the left CFT respectively. The Schwarzschild coordinates

(t, r,Ω) are not smooth everywhere and must be assigned to the different regions in patches.

We focus on the right exterior and the future interior geometry since these are the regions

accessible to an infalling observer who jumps in from the right boundary.

The integral transforms between boundary and bulk operators are chosen so that the ϕR

moves forward in time both inside and outside the horizon under the right Hamiltonian and

commutes with the left Hamiltonian

eiHRsϕR(t, r,Ω)e−iHRs = ϕR(t+ s, r,Ω); eiHLsϕR(t, r,Ω)e−iHLs = ϕR(t, r,Ω). (A.3)

On the other hand, the ϕL operator moves backward in time under the left Hamiltonian and

commutes with the right Hamiltonian.

eiHRsϕL(t, r,Ω)e−iHRs = ϕL(t, r,Ω); eiHLsϕL(t, r,Ω)e−iHLs = ϕL(t− s, r,Ω). (A.4)

However, (A.2) has a subtle error. This can be seen by studying the correlator

C12 = ⟨ΨT|ϕ(t1, r1,Ω1)ϕ(t2, r2,Ω2)|ΨT⟩, (A.5)

where the point 1 is in the right exterior just outside the horizon and the point 2 is in the

interior just inside the horizon. When the points are very close, we expect C12 ∝ 1
sk

where

s is the geodesic distance between the two points and k depends on the dimension of the

operators in the correlator. The short-distance behaviour of this correlator is a diagnostic

of whether the geometry is smooth at the horizon. So we expect it to be independent of T

since the intrinsic features of the geometry are unaffected by a large diffeomorphism. Since

the two operators transform differently under the time translation that appears in (A.1), we

see that this correlator depends on T and does not have the right short-distance singularity

in the time-shifted states.

To correct this, we need operators that transform according to

eiHRsϕ̂(t, r,Ω)e−iHRs = ϕ̂(t+ s, r,Ω)

eiHLsϕ̂(t, r,Ω)e−iHLs = ϕ̂(t, r,Ω),
(A.6)

both inside and outside the horizon. The operators transform under the right Hamiltonian but

not the left Hamiltonian because they are dressed to the right boundary. Further discussion

can be found in [38,39].

Such operators were constructed in [38] and then discussed further in [39]. The con-

struction of that paper, at leading order in O
(
1
N

)
can be written using our new notation as

follows. The state |Ψtfd⟩ plays the role of the state |ψ⟩. It automatically obeys the conditions

that were imposed on this state. These include

E = ⟨Ψtfd|HR|Ψtfd⟩ ≫ 1; and
δE

E
≪ 1, (A.7)

with

(δE)2 = ⟨Ψtfd|H2
R|Ψtfd⟩ − ⟨Ψtfd|HR|Ψtfd⟩2 ≫ 1. (A.8)
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Unlike the observer considered in the paper, here we have E ≫ N . But, as explained above,

this poses no obstacle to our construction. The condition (3.15) is also obeyed since the

thermofield state is thermal.

We proceed as above and introduce a T̂ operator that measures the time on the time-

shifted states. This T̂ operator is shifted forward by both the left and the right Hamiltonian

eiHRsT̂ e−iHRs = eiHLsT̂ e−iHLs = T̂ + s. (A.9)

Then we switch the commutator of the left operators in the interior by twirling them

with an appropriate unitary

ϕ̂(t, r,Ω) =

{
ϕR(t, r,Ω) + ei(HR−HL)T̂ϕL(t, r,Ω)e−i(HR−HL)T̂ if (t, r,Ω) in interior

ϕR(t, r,Ω) if (t, r,Ω) in right exterior
.

(A.10)

The operators (A.10) improve (A.2) and provide the correct description of operators in the

interior of the eternal black hole. It is not hard to check that the relations (A.6) are satisfied

using the commutators (A.3), (A.4) and (A.9).

By expanding the unitaries used to twirl the operator in terms of projectors onto the time-

shifted little Hilbert spaces, we see that this precisely matches the construction of [38,39] at

leading order in O
(
1
N

)
.

The twirled left operators that appear above are what are called “mirror operators” in

the literature on bulk reconstruction. We see that the mirror operators belong to a crossed

product algebra. This is a modular crossed product sinceHR−HL is the modular Hamiltonian

in the state. It is amusing to note that the crossed product had appeared secretly in this old

construction.

In conclusion, we should mention that the discussion of [38,39] went beyond the leading

order approximation. Those papers discussed the exponentially small terms in the overlap

between ⟨ΨT|Ψtfd⟩ (which was later related to the spectral form factor in [86] ). These overlaps

were estimated and it was argued that if one seeks operators that are valid for an exponentially

large range of T then such operators must be state dependent. In this Appendix, consistent

with the spirit of the main text of this paper, we have not concerned ourselves with these

nonperturbative effects.
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