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Abstract

We give a simplified proof of the quantum null energy condition (QNEC). Our proof
is based on an explicit formula for the shape derivative of the relative entropy, with
respect to an entangling cut. It allows bypassing the analytic continuation arguments
of a previous proof by Ceyhan and Faulkner and can be used e.g., for defining entropy
current fluctuations.

1 Introduction

The quantum null energy condition (QNEC) states thatll]
21 (T k*k® > Sp, (1)

where the double prime indicates the second shape variation, of an entangling cut, in the
direction k% within an outgoing, non-expanding, affinely parameterized null-surface tangent
and normal to k*. Sgg is the entanglement entropy associated with the cut and some state
of the quantum field theory (QFT), and (Tp;) is the expected stress energy tensoi of the
QFT in that state.

The QNEC can be seen as a semi-classical limit of the quantum focusing conjecture [10],
potentially a fundamental feature of quantum gravity. Among other things, it is the basis
of the generalized second law for dynamical apparent black hole horizons [16], Sec. VII].

In [9], a heuristic argument in favor of the QNEC was given. But it is not straightforward
to obtain a mathematically rigorous proof—nor even statement—of the QNEC, because
both the precise formulation of second shape variation as well as the notion of entanglement
entropy are subtle in QFT.

'We use units such that kg = Ai=c = 1.

’In a curved spacetime, the operator T,; has well-known ambiguities, and it is somewhat unclear how
these are understood in (). However, such ambiguities are not present in Tapk®k® if the null surface is a
(future) bifurcate Killing horizon, where Cwk®k? = 0 for any curvature tensor Cyp [16].
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Ceyhan and Faulkner proposed [11] that “half-sided modular inclusions” [6] 7} 221 [5] [13]
are a natural framework for the QNEC. By this one means an inclusion N' C M of von
Neumann algebras together with a pure state 2 such that the dynamics associated with the
reduction of that state to M, called the “modular flow”, cannot leave A for positive flow
times, see sections [2] [3 for precise definitions.

A manifestation of this structure is given by the set-up illustrated in figure I M is
the algebra of QFT observables associated with the entire exterior region of Schwarzschild
spacetime, A the subalgebra associated with an entangling cut C, of the future horizon,
and € is the Hartle-Hawking state. The modular flow corresponds to the time-translation
symmetry of the Schwarzschild spacetime.

Figure 1: A corresponds to the dark gray region, M to the light- and dark gray regions
combined. The arrows indicate the orbits of the positively directed modular flow of the
Hartle-Hawking state with respect to M.

The structural theorem [22], 5, [13] about half-sided modular inclusions states that there
always exists a positive self-adjoint generator P of “translations” whose unitary Heisenberg
evolution U(a) = eF obeys the relations of an affine group A(1) with the modular flow of (2.
In the above example of Schwarzschild spacetime, U(a) indeed implements affine translations
of the dark gray wedge, sliding it along HT. It is noteworthy that such translations are not
isometries of Schwarzschild spacetime, so the existence of P is non-trivial. Heuristically, P
is an integral over the null-components of the stress tensm@, though one should stress that
the notion of half-sided modular inclusion does not require this object a priori.

A half-sided modular inclusion defines a whole one-parameter family of nested algebras
by M(a) = U(a)MU (a)*. For each a and each state ® in the Hilbert space, one may then
define Araki’s relative entropy [2], 3]

S(a) = S(@[2) m(a) (2)

with respect to M(a). Ceyhan and Faulkner argued [I1] that a mathematically rigorous
reformulation of the QNEC () should be

9%S(a) > 0. 3)

Their formulation nicely avoids the technical problems with () in two ways: arbitrary
shape variations are included because the inequality holds for a half-sided modular inclusion

3Informally, P = Sa+om-or+or- Topk?dS?, see figure [I1



associated with an arbitrary entangling cut. Furthermore, the relative entropy is better
defined mathematically than the entanglement entropy, and formally yields both terms in
(1) at the same time.

More concretely, the connection between (B) and (II) can be seen from the heuristic
formulas

W =e e K, = / (V — )Tk dS® + ..., (4)
V>a

for the reduced density matrix, w,, of € to the dark gray region in figure [l that is defined
by the cut C,. Here, V is an affine parameter on H* such that k*V,V =1, V =a on C,
and such that V' = 0 on the bifurcation surface. The dots indicate additional contributions,
for example, from It and T, as well as a formally infinite constant, all of which arguably
do not depend on a. These disappear when the two derivatives are applied in (B]) using the
heuristic formula S(a) = Tr(pg log p, — walogw,) for the relative entropy in terms of the
reduced density matrix ¢, of ®. A short calculation thereby gives a formula equivalent to
() for an appropriate notion of second shape variation.

A proof of the QNEC, in their formulation, was also given by [11], based on the “ant-
formula” suggested by [2I]. The ant-formula is

—0S(a) =27 in/f(u/CD,Pu/@) (5)

in the formulation by [I1], where u/ runs over unitary operators from the commutant M(a)’
of M(a). The variational nature of this formula immediately giveﬁﬂ 0S(b) > 0S(a) when
b > a, because M(a)’ € M(b). We thereby obtain the QNEC even in cases when only the
first, but not second, derivative of S(a) exists.

While [11] could show without too much difficulty that the right side of (Bl) cannot be
smaller than —9S5(a), the construction of a sequence of unitaries v/, saturating (5] turned
out to be the central technical problem in their proof, requiring complicated techniques of
analytic continuation in two variables and advanced methods from complex analysis.

In the present paper, we will give a substantially simplified argument in this crucial step,
avoiding any such analytic continuations. Like the construction by [I1], we shall choose the
minimizing sequence u’, to be the Connes-cocycle [12] between Q, ® sending the parameter
s — 0o. However, our arguments why this saturates the ant-formula are different from [I1]
and rely on an explicit formula for the derivative of the relative entropy which we derive in
section [k

dS(a) =i (®,[P,log A,]®) , (6)

where A/ is a relative modular operator [2 3] between @, with respect to M(a)’. From
([6)) to the proof of the QNEC is a relatively short step, described in section [B

Equation (@) might be of independent interest because it displays the relative entropy
flux as an expectation value of a suitably defined entropy-current operator. In particular,
one may consider the variance (fluctuations) of the relative entropy flux, see section [l for
further discussion.

“Note that monotonicity of the relative entropy only gives S(b) < S(a) when b > a.



2 Relative modular operators and entropy

Let M be a von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert space H, and 2, ® € H cyclic and separating
vectors for M. The relative Tomita’s operators |2, 3] on H are given by the closures of

SQ@ESQ@;M:x(I)'—)x*Q, reM,

S&@ = Sq.em 1 7D — 2, deM. (7)

By considering the polar decompositions, we get the relative modular operators and conju-
gations:

Sow=Joelgs,  She=JosA0
Recall the formulas
Jow=Joo=Joe, Doe=~00=Jlosb0oelhs- (8)

From the last equality in (8]) we have
Joof(Aae)lge = JE(Ai,lQ)

for every complex Borel function f on (0,00), with f the complex conjugate of f. The
modular operators have the covariance properties:

* ! Ix
Avoud = vAQav", Aygue = uAgeu, 9)

for any unitaries u,v € M,u’,v" € M’. We also use the modular flow, which are the
1-parameter groups of automorphisms of M respectively M’ given by

o (m) = AmAG", (') = Agitm/ A (10)

respectively. Here, and in the rest of the paper, we define Ag := Ag o. The modular flows
may also be expressed with the help of the relative modular operators:

it —it _ At A —it it I A—it At A it
Ag amAg'g = AgmAg", Agom Azl =Agm Ag". (11)

With ¢ = (®,-®), w = (£,-Q) the states on M associated with @, 2, the following formulas
for the Connes-cocycles [12] hold:

us = (Dw: Dp)s = AF 605" = AFAGS; (12)

us respectively u) are unitary operators from M respectively M’ for all s € R. Since
(Dw : Dy)s = (Dy : Dw)¥, we have by (8]

uy = Al oAy = (A gAG™)" = ABAGS = ABAL,. (13)
Set u), = (Dw' : D¢')s, with ¢/ = (®,-®), v’ = (Q,-Q) on M’. Then
u_sul, = NGB A% . (14)

One may also define unitary cocycles associated with the modular conjugations [4, App. CJ,
[11l App. A]:
vo.e = Jh et = JOJhe € M, (15)
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and similarly for M’.

If @ is not cyclic or not separating, then appropriate modifications of the above formulas
involving the so-called support projections s(®) € M, s'(®) € M’ apply, where for instance
s(®) is the orthogonal projection onto the closure of the subspace M'®. For details on such
relations see [3], [4, App. C], [11, App. A].

For a cyclic and separating vector €, Araki’s relative entropy is defined by [2] [3]
S(@[)m = —(@,log Ao,0®). (16)
The first covariance property (@) implies that
SWev'Qm = S(@INr,  S(PvQ)rr = S(RIQ)ar, (17)

for any isometries u,v € M,u/,v" € M’. This implies that S(®|Q)rp = S(¢|w)m ie., the
relative entropy only depends on the functionals p = (@, -®), w = (£2,-Q), the states on M
associated with ®, €, and similarly for the commutant (second formula).

Lemma 2.1. Let M be a von Neumann algebra on the Hilbert space H and ®,Q € H cyclic
and separating vectors. Then there exists my € M such that

(Da0+3) 10 =m,Q (18)
for any A > 0. In addition, the map A — m) is strongly continuous and we have
/000 mamydA =1 (19)
(integral in the weak topology).
Proof. We have
(Boo+ 07 = (M55 + 285197 Aga" = (A5 + 08547 AG)

From the formula

1 [e’¢) eztp
—_— = —dt
eP/2 4+ e—p/2 /—oo emt L gt
we then get
1 /\—z’t ®_ 1 / )\—zt
2v/\ Jr cosh(mt) ~ 2y/\ Jg cosh(mt)

Using the properties of the relative modular flow and the definition of the Connes-cocycle,

(Ago+N) 10 = AY o dt Ay Al o dt Jo.sQ. (20)

we have
A%QJQ@Q = Ag7QJ<I)’QJQQ = A%QwQ = Ag,QwA;éA%QAS;“Q =0l (w)(Dy : Dw) 2,

where w = Jp nJo € M is a unitary and w, ¢ are the states on M associated with 2, ®.
Therefore formula (I8]) holds with

(0 dt (21)

my

1 / A
~ 92v/\ Jg cosh(nt)
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where v; = of (w)(Dy : Dw);.
The strong continuity of A\ — m, follows from (2I) and the Lebesgue dominated conver-
gence theorem.

We now prove the relation ([9). The map t + v;¢/ cosh(nt) is an H-valued L?-function
on R for all ¢ € H. Therefore, since the Fourier transform is an isometry of L?(R,#H), also
—— 2m2.€ is an H-valued L2-function on R. Using that the Fourier transform is an
isometry of L?(R,?H) and making a change of integration variable from A to u = log A\, we
therefore have by (20)), for any pair £, n € H:

oyan— T [ &)y, 7w &n)
/(o,oo) (& mamin) dr = 2 /R cosh?(rt) dt = 2 /[R cosh?(rt) dt = (&) (22)

because v; is unitary. O

Remark 2.2. By the same argument, Lemma 2.l shows that (Ag o+ \)"!M'® C MQ. The
case ® = ) is Tomita’s lemma, used in most proofs of the Tomita-Takesaki main theorem.

Let now T,,,T be (anti)-linear, densely defined, closed operators on the Hilbert space H.
Denote by Pr the orthogonal projection on H & H onto the graph of T'. We write T, —4 T
if Pr, — Pr strongly.

As is known [19], we have

(+TT)7Y T4+ T1T)
Pr = (T(l +T*T)"Y (1 +TT*)! >

therefore T,, —, T implies that (14 7:T,,)~t — (1 + T*T)~! strongly.

Proposition 2.3. Let M be a von Neumann algebra on the Hilbert space H and ®,,,Q,, ®,Q €
H cyclic and separating vectors with ®,, — ® and Q, — Q in norm. Then (Ag, q,+N) " —
(Agpo+ A7 and Jp, q, — Joa strongly for all A > 0.

Proof. It is easily seen that S¢, 0, —¢ Sen thus the proposition follows by the above
considerations by arguments similar to the ones in [14], Sect. 6] for the case ®,, = Q,,. O

3 Half-sided modular inclusions

Let N/ C M be an inclusion of von Neumann algebras on a Hilbert space H such that the
following conditions are satisfied:

1. There exists a unit vector €2 € H which is cyclic and separating for both M and V.
2. Denote by Ag the modular operator for M. Then Agit./\/' A% C N forall t > 0.

Then (N C M,Q) is called a half-sided modular inclusion with respect to Q. Given a
half-sided modular inclusion, one can define the family of unitary operators

Ul —e ™) = AG A - (23)

Wiesbrock’s theorem [22] 5], 13] is the statement that:



Theorem 3.1. Given a half-sided modular inclusion (N° C M,Q) there is a family of
unitary operators U(a),a € R, given by 23)) for a < 1, realizing the situation described by
Borchers’ theorem [6, [1], namely one has:

1. {U(a) | a € R} is a strongly continuous 1-parameter group of unitaries with self-adjoint
generator P, U(a) = e“P P is positive, meaning specP C [0,00).

2. U(a)Q2 = for all a € R.

3. M(a) = U(a)MU(a)* C M for a

> 0 and M(a) C M is a half-sided modular
inclusion relative to Q. In particular, M(b) C

M(a) forb> a.
4. M(1)=N.
5. Q is cyclic and separating for each M(a) and therefore for each M(a)'.

6. AgzitPAg = e2™P for allt € R, on the domain D(P) of P given by Stone’s theorem
(in particular, D(P) is invariant under Ag"™ ), or equivalently Ag"U(a) Al = U(e*™a)
for all t,a € R.

7. U(—a)M'U(—a)* ¢ M’ for a >0 and JqU(a)Jq = U(—a) for all a € R.

By item 3) and the monotonicity of the relative entropy [20], the function a > S(®[2) r(a)
from R — [0, 00| is monotonically decreasing. It is also clear from (34]) that

S(a) == S(@I)m@) = SU(a)"@[U(a)" Dm = S(PalQ)m,  Pa:=Ula)" . (24)

Since a — P, is strongly continuous, it follows that a — (®,,- ®,) is weak-* continuous. By
the lower semi-continuity of the relative entropy [3, Thm. 3.7], therefore

liminf S(a) > S(b). (25)
a—b
Therefore by monotonicity,
lim S(a) = S(b). (26)
a—b+

By analogy, since M(a)’ € M’ is a half-sided modular inclusion for a < 0, we also get,
writing S(a) := S(®|Q) pm(ay
lim S(a) = S(b). (27)
a—b—
These statements can be combined to deduce the continuity of a +— S(a) under certain
conditions. In fact, suppose a,b € R with S(a) < oo, S(b) < co. Then by [T, Lem. 1] or
[15] Prop. 3.2], we have the sum rule

S(a) — S(b) = 8(a) — S(b) + 27 (b — a)(®, PD), (28)

for every vector state ® € D(P). Therefore, if (a,b) is an open interval in which both S, S
are finite, and if ® € D(P), it follows from ([28) and (26), 7)) that S, S are continuous on
(a,b). Since S, S are monotone, their derivatives 0.9,9S exist almost everywhere on (a, b).



4 Formula for 05(a)

For a positive self-adjoint operator A with ker A = {0}, we have the integral formula

log A = [(A+N)T=(A+N)7 ax, (29)
(0,00)

meaning that

(@, log A D) :/(0 )[(1+)\)‘1||<I>\|2—(<I>, (A+2)718)] dA (30)

for all ® € H such that (®,log A®) is well-defined.

This formula will allow us to reduce the considerations about the logarithm of the mod-
ular operator to its resolvent (A + \)~!. In particular, from (I8]), (8], we have

S(@1) = /( (@[04 R+ 9) ax (31)

Thereby, with our previous notation (24]) for S(a), we also have
S(a) — S(b) = / (®, [(A) + 07" — (AL + 071 @) d, (32)
(0,00)
where from now on, we will use shorthands such as
A, = A@,Q;M(a)a AZL = A@,Q;M(a)" (33)
Note that we have
Ay = Ap o m(a) = U(a)Ayay-a,0.mU(a)" = Ul(a)As, o:mU(a)”, (34)
where M = M(a) and &, = U(a)*®; and similarly
AL = Ag o m(ay = Ul(a)Ag, o U(a)" (35)
Lemma 4.1. Let ® € H, P, :=U(a)*®, A > 0,a € R. Then
(@, (AL +X)7'®) = (P, (A, 0+ AN 'Pq) . (36)
Proof. From [3F), we have (A, +X) ™" = U(a)(Ay, g +A)'U(a)*, and this immediately
gives the lemma. 0
Lemma 4.2. The map a (A&)mﬂ + \)~t ds strongly continuous for any A > 0.

Proof. It follows by the continuity ¥ — Ay o in the strong resolvent sense given by
proposition 2.3] d



For A > 0, we now investigate the limit

liminf (b—a)™" (@, [(Ay+X) 7' = (AL, + M) 7] @)
-b_ia -1 / -1 / -1 (37)
= llgllélf (b—a) [(tIDb,( o,0 1N <I>b) — ((I>a, (Ag, 0+ A) (IJG)] ,

where lemma [4.1] is used to prove the equality. We assume throughout that ® € D(P). By
Stone’s theorem D(P) = {V € H | s — limy—0[U(a)¥ — ¥]/aexists}, and for ¥ € D(P), we
have in fact iP¥ = s — lim,—0[U(a)¥ — ¥]/a or equivalently, —iPV¥, = s — limy_, (¥ —
¥,)/(b— a) in our notation W, = U(a)"V¥. Therefore, since a — (A, o + A) 7L is strongly
continuous and uniformly bounded by lemma [£.2] it is easily seen from the second line in

B7) that
lim inf (b — a)' (2, [(AL+ A7 = (AL + M) @)

38
=1 (P(I)aa Ra(/\)q>a) —1 (Ra(/\)q>aa P(I)a) + h%n inf (b - a)_l ((I)ay [Rb(A) - Ra(/\)] (I)a) ’ ( )
—a
where we use
Ra(\) := (A, 0+ A) 7 (39)
for the resolvent. Relation (B8] allows us to prove the following lemma.
Lemma 4.3. Let ® € D(P)ND(logAl). Then
lim inf 2@ = 5®) > —i (D, [P,log A,]®) . (40)
b—a+ —a

Remark 4.4. By the same proof, if ® € D(P)ND(log A,), then an analogous formula holds

also for 9S(a): B B
lim inf 2% = 5(@) > i (®,[P,log Ag)®). (41)
b—a— b—a

Proof. By lemma 1] (38)), (1), and ® € D(log Al), we have

lim inf M

b—a+ —a

dA.

(42)
We should therefore show that the integral in (42]) is non-negative. Using the following
elementary algebraic property of the resolvent,

Ry(A) = Ra(N) = Ry(N) [N, o — A, o] Ra(A) = Ra(N) [AG, o — A, o] Rp(V),  (43)

> —i (@, [P,log Ay]®) + liminf (2o () = Ra(N)] o)
¢ (0,00) b—a+ —a

twice, we have for A > 0,

(@a, [Rp(A) — Ra(N)] Pa)

= (@ Ra0) [N N 0] Ra)®,) + "
(Pa, Ra(N) [A, 0 — A, o] Rs(N) [Ap, 0 — A, q] Ra(N)Pa)

> ((I)aaRa(/\) [ iI)a,Q A<I>b Q] Ra(/\)<1>a) :



We therefore have

fim w > — i (@,[P,log AL)®) +
(@a RaV) [, 0 — Al o] RalV)20) (45)
/ lim inf dA.
(0,00) b—a+ b—a
Let m) € M’ be given by Lemma 211 so that
mh\Q =R, (\)®,, A>0.
We have
o (@Q,RQ(A) [A&,a,g - Agpb,g] Ra(A)cba)
/ lim inf dA
(0,00) b—a+ b—a
o (mhe A, g - A, o) mie)
= / lim inf dA
(0,00) b—a+ b—a (46)
/*(I)a 2 _ ) 2
_ / lim inf My Pal| [[mx Py d\
(0,00) b—a+ b—a
_ / i (PO mh i ®,) + i (mhmly B, PB,) | dA.
(0,00)

In the last step, we used ®, € D(P) and Stone’s theorem. The last integral is zero because
of (22 and because P is Hermitian, so the proof of the lemma is completed. 0

We can upgrade lemma [£.3] using the sum rule (28], to get a formula for 0S(a), if we know

that this derivative exists. More precisely, we have:

Proposition 4.5. Suppose that the derivative 0S(a) exists and that ® € D(P)ND(log Al)N

D(log A,), so, in particular, S(a),S(a), (P, PP) < co. Then
95(a) =i (®,[P,log A,]®) , (47)
and the analogous formula also holds for 8S(a),
0S(a) =i (®,[P,log A,]®) . (48)
Proof. The sum rule (28), lemma F3] and its analogous version for S in remark £.4] imply
21(®, P®) = —0S(a) + 05(a) > —i (@, [P,log AL]®) + i (P, [P,log Ag]®).  (49)

We apply (I4) to ® and differentiate with respect to s at s = 0, using Stone’s theorem and
the fact that ® € D(log A!) ND(log A,). It follows on the one hand that Js(u_su,®)|s=¢ =
—i(log Ag)® + i(log A,)®, and on the other hand that Os(u_su,®)|s=0 = —i(log Aq.q)®.
Therefore, ® € D(log Agq.q), and we have

—log Al ® + log A, ® = log Aq.,P. (50)
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Since ® € D(P), therefore,
—i (@, [P,log AL]®) + i (P, [P,log Ag]®) = i (P, [P,log Aqq]P) . (51)

The expression on the right may be evaluated noting that by item 6) of Wiesbrock’s
theorem [B.1] applied to the half-sided modular inclusion M(a) C M(a + 1), we have
(P, Aé,’éPAg;a@) = 2™ (®, PP), and noting that ® € D(log Aq.,). Therefore, Stone’s the-
orem rﬁay be used when taking a derivative with respect to t at 0, which gives 27 (®, P®).
Relation (49]) thereby becomes

21(®, P®) = —05(a)+05(a) > —i (D, [P, log AL]®)+i (P, [P,log A]®) = 2m (P, PP). (52)

The inequality in (52]) that stems from the application of the inequalities of lemma (3]
and the following remark [.4] (where lim inf may be replaced by lim by our assumption) to
—98(a) and 9S(a) must therefore be an equality. The same must therefore be true for the
inequalities of lemma [4.3] and the following remark 4.4l This proves the proposition. ]

5 Proof of the QNEC

We now show that, barring a further technical assumption, either one of the formulas (47
or ([@8) of the proposition implies the QNEC fairly straightforwardly. In fact, we shall
prove the “ant-formula” [21) [IT] expressed by the following theorem. As we have already
discussed in the introduction, the QNEC is an immediate corollary of the ant-formula.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that for some a € R, dS(a) or 0S(a) exists, ® € D(logA,) N
D(log AL), and that either us® € D(P) or u_,® € D(P) for s € (—o0,5s) and some g,
where us = (Dw : Dg)g are the Connes-cocycles associated with M(a) and ®, ), and likewise
ul, = (Dw': D¢')s for M(a)'. Then we have

0S(a) =27 inf (u®, Pud), 53
(@)= 2% inf(ud, Pud) (53)
in the first case, while
—0S(a) =27 inf (u'®, Pu'®) (54)
u'eM(a)’

in the second case. The infima are over isometries u,u’ in the respective commutant algebras,
and as before, we use the definitions S(a) = S(®[Q) pa) and S(a) = S(PI2) pq(ay -

Remark 5.2. The assumptions of our theorem, ® € D(log A,) N D(log Al), us® € D(P) or
u'_,® € D(P), are stronger than those by [11], who only ask that (®, P®), S(a), S(a) < co.
It is unclear to us whether the explicit formulas of proposition would apply under their
assumptions. Our view is that the precise regularity assumptions are more a question of
taste, since for example, for physical reasons, one would at any rate like to have, e.g., a
finite variance of P in the state ®, i.e., ® € D(P), etc. A wide class of “smooth” states

satisfying our assumptions is described in proposition [A.2l
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Proof. We assume for definiteness that us® € D(P) for s € (—o0, sg) and prove (53). The
other case is treated in a completely analogous manner, suitably exchanging M(a) with
M(a) and S with S. First, the sum rule (28)) and the monotonicity of the relative entropy

imply

21 (®, P®) = 3S(a) — 0S(a) > 0S(a). (55)
But then, the invariance (I7) of the relative entropy also implies
2r inf (u®, Pu®) > dS(a). (56)
ueM/(a)

(To be precise, we first know that this is the case for the right derivative d%; but since
we assume that 0S(a) exists, this makes no difference.) Thus, we must display a sequence
up, € M(a) of isometries such that equality is attained in this bound as n — co. Following
[11], we shall show that u, := ug, for a sequence s,, = —oo does the job. We will see that
this follows straightforwardly from (48)) in proposition

For ease of notation, we shall put a = 0 from now on. This is no loss of generality since
(M(a) € M(a+1),9Q) is a half-sided modular inclusion with the same P. Proposition
may be applied to us;®, because us® € D(P) by assumption and because of the following
lemma:

Lemma 5.3. We have us® € D(log Ay,0.0) ND(log A, 5 o) under the assumptions of the

theorem (B.1).

Proof. a) By covariance () of the relative modular operator,
1, .. 1 .
;(Agscb,ﬂ —Dus® = us;(Ag,ﬂ - 1), (57)

so the limit ¢ — 0 exists in the strong sense since we assume that ® € D(log Ag o). Conse-
quently, us® € D(log A, 0 0) by Stone’s theorem.

b) Again by the covariance of the modular operator, the formula Aﬁb’g = Aé}q) and the
first form of us in (G3),

LAy~ D = (A DARL® = ALET (Al — 1), (58)
so the limit ¢ — 0 exists in the strong sense since we are assuming that ® € D(log A&,’Q).
Consequently, u;® € D(log AZL5¢7Q) by Stone’s theorem.
Now, applying (48] in proposition and (B0) to us®, we have
0 < 27 (us®, Pus®) — 9S(P|Q) = (us®, {27 P — i [P,log Ay, 0.0] tusP) . (59)
Lemma 5.4. Under the assumptions of the theorem (B5.1l), we have
(us®, {27 P — i [P,log Ay e 0] us®) = €™ (®,{27P — i [P,log Ag o]} @) > 0. (60)
End of proof of theorem [5.3l Taking s — —oo in (B9) and using (60) gives
0= lim 27(us®, Pus®) — 9S(®|Q). (61)

S§——00

This equation shows that the infimum in (56]) is achieved by the sequence u,, = us, provided
that s, — —oo, and that it precisely saturates (56]). O
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We remark that combining [48 and lemma [5.4] we obtain one of the key technical results
by [11I, Lem. 2].

Proof of Lemma [5.4. At first, for simplicity, we assume that ® is cyclic and separating
for M. We study the family of bounded operators depending on t,a € R, defined by

g(t,a) = U(a)Ag U (—ae ™) Ag o, (62)

and considered also by [11I] and by [13] for & = Q. Each g(¢,a) is a unitary which, as we
shall now show, commutes with any m’ € M’ as long as a > 0, hence g(t,a) € M by
the double commutant theorem. To see this, we note that A%Qm’ A;% = Alm/ Aéit by
(1), (). Furthermore, for any b > 0, we have U(—b)M'U(b) C M’ by the properties of
half-sided modular inclusions. The statement [m/, g(t,a)] = 0 for a > 0 then follows from
the commutation relations between U(b), A% for half-sided modular inclusions.

Now, let g4(t, a) be defined as g(t, a), but replacing ® by us®P, so gs(t, a) is still a unitary
of M for a > 0. Using the first of the equivalent forms

us = Agels" = AGAg, (63)

together with A;isq) = ®, and
Ao39s(t ) A 6 = Ag"gs(t, a)AG (64)

since gs(t,a) € M, we arrive at
(us®, gs(t,a)us®) = (P, Agzisgs(t,a)A’é(I)). (65)
We next use Af;fsq)’ﬂ = usA%Qu;‘ from covariance and then, using the second form in (63)),
Affscb,ﬂ = ASA%,QA5i5~ (66)

Applying this relation to gs(¢, a) and using the commutation relations for half-sided modular
inclusions gives

A 05(t: ) AG = AU (a)AGAG AU (—ae ™) AGAg o

. . 67
= U(aezm)A;ff)U(—ae_%(t_S))Agﬂ. (67)

Inserting this relation into (G5]) gives

(us@,U(a) A, U (—ae > ™)AL 5 qu @) = (8, U(ae®™) AU (—ae ") AY @),
(68)
Now, the relation
Pu A 0@ = ™ Af Pug_,®, (69)

which is obtained using the second form in (63]) and the commutation relations for half-sided
modular inclusions, shows that Affsgﬂus@ = uSAfI’;’QCP is in the domain of P for all real
s € (—o0,s0) and sufficiently small |t| as us® is for all s € (—o0,sg). Consequently, by
Stone’s theorem, we may take the right derivative of both sides of (68]) with respect to a at
a = 0, to obtain

(us®, {iP —ie > ™A GPAL 5 o}us®) = 775(®, {iP —ie ™ AG,PAE o}®).  (70)
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Finally, as us® is in the domain of log A, ¢ o for all s € (—o0, 59), we may take the derivative
with respect to ¢t at t = 0 of both sides of the equation by Stone’s theorem. This gives the
statement of the lemma.

If & is not cyclic or not separating, then straightforward modifications of the above
formulas involving the so-called support projections s(®) € M, s'(®) € M’ must be made
when dealing with relative modular operators, conjugations, and flows. For details on such
relations see e.g., [T, App. A]. These modifications do not change the argument significantly
and are therefore not laid out in detail here. O

Our proof of theorem [5.1] yields the following corollary:

Corollary 5.5. Under the assumptions of theorem [51), the infimum in (B3)) is attained by
the sequence of Connes-cycles u,, and that in (54) by the sequence of Connes-cycles u’_ ,
where s, — —00.

Remark 5.6. The flowed states us® respectively u’ @ have an interesting holographic in-
terpretation [g].

6 Outlook

Our proof of the QNEC was mainly based on the expressions for S(a) and dS(a), the
relative-entropy-currents between ® and ) with respect to M(a) respectively M(a)’, given
in proposition

We may write these expressions as expectation values, e.g., 95(a) = (®, X (a)®), where
Yo(a) = i[P,log A, —log Ay ,]. (71)

This operator is defined as a quadratic form on the domain D in proposition As such, it
has a vanishing commutator with any sufficiently smooth element m’ € M(a)’, e.g., elements
of the form (74)), which leave D invariant. So in this sense, Y.¢(a) is affiliated with M(a),
although due to its unbounded nature, it is not an element of M(a) in general.

In view of 0S(a) = (®,Xe(a)®), we may perhaps think of Xg as a relative-entropy-
current operator. Adopting this interpretation, one may think of

Var[0S] = (&, 53®) — (&, Bed)? (72)

as the variance of the relative-entropy-current, or simply the variance of the QNEC. Of
course, since Yg(a) is only a quadratic form, this quantity may be infinite even if ® € D,
although it is probably finite for the smooth vectors defined in proposition

Leaving this technical issue aside, our interpretation is supported by the fact that, for
sufficiently smooth isometries v’ € M(a)’, one has ¥,/p(a) = u/Xg(a)u™, so this variance
only depends on ¢ = (®, . @) viewed as a state on M (a), and not on the particular vector
representative. We think that it would be worth further investigating this variance in the
context of quantum gravity.

In view of frequent applications in the context of the replica method, it would also be
worth investigating the validity of the QNEC for the Rényi entropies of index n € N, see
[17] for a heuristic proof in the case of free QFTs.
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A Smooth vectors

Proposition A.1. The vectors
P = / A f () AY U (a)mbQ dadt (73)
R2

where mf, € M(=1), f € C°((—1,1)), A > 0, have the following properties:

1. They generate a dense subspace of H.

2. There are m € M,m' € M’ such that ® = mQ = m/Q.

3. de D(A(lb/’?l) N D(Ag’g) ND(P") for any r > 0.

4. ® € D(|log Agpal") N D(|log A ol") for any r > 0.
Proof. 1) Density follows from the fact that M(—1)'Q is dense together with standard
arguments considering a sequence e=t/An fn(a) that converges suitably to the delta distri-
bution §(t)d(a).

2) Shifting the integration contour, ® has the alternative representations ® = mQ = m’Q

where

m = - e_(t_i/4)2/)‘f(a)AgU(—a)moU(a)Aéit dadt, (74)

m = / A § () AU (@)U (—a) Ag dadt, (75)
]R2

where my = Jom{Jo € M(1).

3) By 2), in particular ® € D(Aclb/ ?2) N D(Agg ). Furthermore, using the representation
([74)), the relations for half-sided modular inclusions, and performing an integration by parts,
we find that

—iP, ] (m) = /R NG fa) AU (~a)moU (@) Ag" dadt € M (76)

(r > 0 integer), hence by PQ = 0, we get & = mSQ € D(P") for any r > 0.

4) Since obviously we have ® € D(A;’l#)ﬂD(AgSl)/ 2) in view of (g]), the spectral calculus

and 3) give the claim. O
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Let hg = h{y € M(1) and consider h defined as in (74]), so obviously h = h*. Consider
now the vector ¥ := Q" defined by the strongly convergent Araki perturbation series [I],

00 1/2 s1 Sn—1

n=0

Then ¥ € Pg, the natural cone [18, Lem. 12.4]. Let w = (9, .Q),¢ = (¥, .¥) be the
corresponding functionals on M, and us; = (Dw : D), the Connes-cocycle. Then we have

up = T exp [z /O t h(s)ds] , (78)

where “T exp” denotes the “time-ordered exponential” obtained by ordering the integration
parameters as in ({7), and h(s) := 0§, (h) = AGhAG".

Proposition A.2. Let h = h* € M be defined as in ([d) with m — h,mg — hg, for some
ho = hi € M(1), and define W := Q" € H [see (TT)]. Then:

1. us,s € R has an analytic continuation to an entire function C 2 z — u, € M.
usV € D(P") for any r >0, s € R.

¥ e D(AYG) N DAY

¥ € D(log" Ay o) ND(log" Ay, o) for any r > 0.

There exist m,n € M,m/,n’ € M’ such that ¥ = mQ = m/Q, Q =n¥ =n'V.

Let ¢(,) = (\1’7 . \P)7W(,) — (Q, . Q) as functionals on M’ Tespectively MI. Then theTe
exits ¢ > 0 such that cp) < W) < 1y,

S v L e

Proof. 1) First we define an analytic continuation h(z) of h(s) = ABRAL™ by
h(z) := / e~ == £ (a) ABU (—a)hoU () Ag™ dadt (79)
R2

which is obviously still in M for all z € C, and by (74)) reduces to h(s) for s € R. Pulling
the operator norm inside the integral, we can estimate

1h(2)]] < VX |[ho|[ || flloo €322 7/2A, (80)
By (78]), the desired analytic continuation of us is given by

ws = Texp [z /0 ) h(w)dw} , (81)

where the integration contour is e.g., a straight path from 0 to Rz followed by a straight
path from to z. In fact, the series (8I) defining u, converges absolutely in operator norm.
A concrete bound is given by

fus] = [T exp ( i h(w)dw) e

z

<

Sz|" S2(Sz— "
A (VX ol €22(51/22) (52)

n!

M

/N

exp (|921VTX [l | £lloe €257 < oo,
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We have u, € M because [u,, m'] = 0 for Iz = 0, and this remains zero for arbitrary z, since
u, is an analytic function taking values in B(H). Thus, u, € M by the double commutant
theorem.

2) Since ¥ is in the natural cone, we have [4, App. C] JS/MI, = Jo = Jy, and the formula

uyl = A@A’é‘fﬂ gives

U=y} o1 = T exp

—i/

1/2
/ h(—z‘s)ds] Q, (83)
0

where T is the anti-time ordered product corresponding to the reverse ordering of the inte-
gration parameters compared to T. By Duhamel’s formula,
1/2
/ h(—isg)dss | ds.
S

(84)
The commutator in the middle expression may be expressed in a similar way as (76) via

([@9)), leading to

—iPoul,) = /0 " e [ /O ) h(—isl)dsl} (—iP, h(—is)] T exp

[—iP, h(—is)] = /R 2 2 (i) —(His=i /X g () ARU (—a)moU (a) A5 dadt — (85)

giving the bound
I[P, h(=is)]| < VX ol [0 [loo ¥ /2 (86)

for s > 0. Applying this bound in an estimation similar to (82]) yields
I[P, uZ] oIl < er VAol [19f]|cce®/ exp <61\F\|holl ||f||ooec2/A) < 00, (87)

for some constants c1,co > 0. In view of ¥ = u:il/2Q and PQY = 0, we get ¥ € D(P). A
completely analogous estimation yields the same bound for [|[P, us]|| for s € R, and thereby
also us¥ = ugu /2Q € D(P). By analyzing in the same way repeated commutators of us

and uj/z with P one obtains us¥ = ugu /29 € D(P"), where the bound on the norm
| P us¥|| now depends on || f||o for 0 < j <.
3) We have, since W is in the natural cone and w; s, uj /o are in M,

A1/2\If A1/2 1

L= JouTl U, AYw = ASPAYPY = a0, (39)

/2
which gives the statement.

4) Same as 4) of proposition EEﬂ

5) We have ¥ = m$Q) with u_ /2 € M. Since Jo® = @, JoQ) = Q, we also have ¥ = m/()
where m’ = JomJqo € M'. Likewise, Q = nW¥, where n = Texp [— 01/2 h(—is)ds] e M,
and Q = n/¥, where n' = JonJg € M.

6) Follows from 5) by standard results on von Neumann algebras. 0
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