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Abstract: We numerically investigate the Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy in Quantum
Field Theory, focusing on a free massive scalar field in 1 + 1-dimensional Minkowski space-
time. Using Tomita-Takesaki modular theory, we analyze the relative entropy between a
coherent state and the vacuum state, with several types of test functions localized in the
right Rindler wedge. Our results confirm that relative entropy decreases with increasing
mass and grows with the size of the spacetime region, aligning with theoretical expectations.
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1 Introduction

The evaluation of entanglement entropy in relativistic Quantum Field Theory (QFT) presents
a profound challenge, engaging a variety of technically demanding methods [1]. Central to
the discussion of quantum information measures in Quantum Mechanics (QM) and QFT
is the von Neumann entropy, which quantifies the uncertainty or information content of a
quantum state. For a given density matrix ρ that describes the state of the system, the von
Neumann entropy is defined as

SvN(ρ) = −Tr(ρ log ρ), (1.1)

which generalizes the classical statistical definition in terms of probability distributions.
This concept finds a natural implementation in the study of pure bipartite systems, where
the entanglement entropy SE of a subsystem is derived from the von Neumann entropy of
its reduced density matrix. This reduced density matrix is obtained by tracing out the
degrees of freedom of the complementary subsystem. If the entire system is described by
a product state, the reduced density matrices will be pure, resulting in a vanishing von
Neumann entropy. Conversely, if the subsystems are entangled, the von Neumann entropy
will be non-zero, making it an useful measure of entanglement.
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In QFT, the entanglement entropy emerges as a pivotal measure, reflecting the degree
of quantum entanglement between different spatial regions, see [2–4] for early works and
[5–8] for recent accounts. However, it is inherently plagued by ultraviolet (UV) divergences
due to the infinite number of degrees of freedom near the boundary of the regions. In a
QFT in (d + 1)−dimensions with a UV cutoff ϵ, the entanglement entropy of a region V

typically displays a structure composed of power-law and logarithmic divergent terms of
the form [5, 9]

SE(V ) = S0(V ) + gd−1[∂V ]ϵ
−(d−1)

+⋯ + g1[∂V ]ϵ
−1
+ g0[∂V ] ln ϵ +O(ϵ). (1.2)

Here, S0(V ) represents the finite part of the entanglement entropy, gi are local functionals of
the boundary ∂V and may depend on the specifics of the field theory. They are proportional
to the (i − 1)-th power of a characteristic length scale of V . The term with the highest
power of ϵ is associated with gd−1, which has the dimension of [length]d−1, corresponding
to an area law. The terms containing gi for i > 0 are not universal, as they depend on
the chosen regularization scheme. However, the logarithmic divergence coefficient, g0, is
considered universal and independent of the cutoff. These divergences arise from the short-
distance correlations near the entangling surface once we trace out the degrees of freedom
outside the region V and are generally state-independent (however, see [9]). See also [10],
which discusses the UV divergences of the entanglement entropy in the context of the
asymptotically safe quantum theory of gravity.

A related concept is the relative entropy. In QM, the relative entropy between two
density matrices ρ and σ is defined as

S(ρ∣σ) = Tr(ρ log ρ − ρ logσ), (1.3)

which is non-negative and zero if and only if ρ = σ. The relative entropy measures the
distinguishability between two states. Operationally, if we have a state σ and make N

measurements to check how closely the outcomes align with the expectations of another
state ρ (interpreted as a theoretical model), the probability p of obtaining similar results
decays exponentially with N if the states differ, following p ∼ exp(−NS(ρ∣σ)) [5, 11]. Recent
studies of relative entropy in QFT can be found in [12–16], while Refs. [17, 18] explore the
derivation of thermodynamics and [19–22] discuss the role of relative entropy in the context
of the gauge-gravity duality. Note that, being essentially a difference between entropies,
the UV divergence of entropies in QFT cancels in the relative entropy expression.

Using the Tomita-Takesaki modular theory [23, 24], one can construct the Araki-
Uhlmann relative entropy [25–27], a particularly useful generalization of the relative entropy
to von Neumann algebras that uses powerful tools such as the Haag-Kastler formulation of
QFT and the Bisognano-Wichmann theorems for wedge regions, see [28] for a general ac-
count. It is defined between two states ∣Ψ⟩ and ∣Φ⟩ associated with a von Neumann algebra
M and is given by

S(Ψ∣Φ) = − ⟨Ψ∣ log∆Ψ∣Φ ∣Ψ⟩ , (1.4)

where ∆Ψ∣Φ is the relative modular operator. The Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy serves
as a finite, state-independent measure, and it has been applied effectively in understanding
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the properties of entanglement in various QFT setups [7, 13, 18, 29–39]. Interestingly, in
QM, depending on the type of von Neumann algebra, the Araki-Uhlmann formula reduces
to Eq. (1.3) in terms of density matrices, see, for instance, [36] and Sec. IV of [28].

In this work, we focus on the Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy between a coherent state
and the vacuum state of a massive scalar field in 1+1 Minkowski spacetime. Using modular
theory and the Tomita-Takesaki framework, we devise a numerical setup to investigate the
positivity of this entropy and its behavior with respect to parameters such as mass and the
size of spacetime regions.

Several explicit types of test functions, needed to properly define the localization region
of the coherent state, will be employed, aiming at deepening our understanding of the
robustness and versatility of relative entropy in capturing entanglement properties.

The paper is structured as follows: Sec. 2 reviews the basic concepts of Araki-Uhlmann
relative entropy. Sec. 3 details the construction of the test function. Sec. 4 focuses on the
numerical setup and presents the results. Sec. 5 concludes the paper. Appendix A provides
a brief summary of some key notions of canonical quantization of the massive scalar field
needed for readability.

2 Generalities on the Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy

In this section, we review the main properties of the Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy [26, 28]
in QFT. The first step is to consider a von Neumann algebra M equipped with two cyclic
and separating states: ∣Ψ⟩ , ∣Ω⟩. Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy is thus defined by

S(Ψ∣Ω) = − ⟨Ψ∣ log∆Ψ∣Ω ∣Ψ⟩ . (2.1)

As stated in the Introduction, here ∆ψ∣Ω is the relative Tomita-Takesaki modular operator
[23, 24, 28] and is obtained by means of the relative anti-linear operator sΨ∣Ω, whose action
is defined by the closure of the map

sΨ∣Ω a ∣Ψ⟩ = a†
∣Ω⟩ , ∀a ∈M . (2.2)

The polar decomposition of sΨ∣Ω gives thus ∆Ψ∣Ω, namely

sΨ∣Ω = JΨ∣Ω ∆
1/2
Ψ∣Ω

, (2.3)

with JΨ∣Ω being the anti-unitary relative modular conjugation. The operator ∆Ψ∣Ω is self-
adjoint and positive definite.

Following [40], an operational way of facing expression (2.1) can be achieved through
the spectral decomposition of ∆Ψ∣Ω, yielding

S(Ψ∣Ω) = i
d

ds
⟨Ψ∣ ∆is

Ψ∣Ω ∣Ψ⟩ ∣
s=0

, (2.4)

where the unitary operator

∆is
Ψ∣Ω = e

is log∆Ψ∣Ω , s ∈ R , (2.5)
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is known as the modular flow [24, 28].
To proceed, one has to specify the states (∣Ψ⟩ , ∣Ω⟩). As already mentioned, the state

∣Ψ⟩ is taken to be a coherent state localized in the right wedge WR = { x = (t, x) , x ≥ ∣t∣ },
while ∣Ω⟩ denotes the vacuum state. Coherent states are obtained by acting with the Weyl
operators on the vacuum state, namely

∣Ψ⟩ = Af ∣Ω⟩ = e
iφ(f)
∣Ω⟩ , (2.6)

where φ(f) is the smeared scalar field (see Appendix (A)) and f(x) is a smooth test function
whose compact support is localized in WR. The explicit form of f(x) will be discussed in
detail in Sec. 3. The Weyl operators are unitary operators fulfilling the following properties:

AfAg = e−
i
2
∆PJ(f,g) A(f+g) ,

A
†
fAf = 1 , AfA

†
f = 1 , A

†
f = A−f , (2.7)

and
⟨Ω∣ Af ∣Ω⟩ = e

−
1
2
∣∣f ∣∣2 , (2.8)

where ∣∣f ∣∣2 stands for the norm induced by the Lorentz invariant inner product

⟨f ∣g⟩ = ∫
dk

2π

1

2ωk
f∗(ωk, k)g(ωk, k) =

i

2
∆PJ(f, g) +H(f, g) . (2.9)

Here, f(ωk, k) is the Fourier transform of f(t, x) and ∆PJ(f, g), H(f, g) are the smeared
Pauli-Jordan and Hadamard distributions, given in Eqs. (A.5) and (A.6).

A useful aspect of examining the Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy between a coherent
state and the vacuum state lies in the notable relation [31, 41]

∆is
Ψ∣Ω =∆

is
Ω , (2.10)

where ∆is
Ω is the flow of the Tomita-Takesaki modular operator for the vacuum state ∣Ω⟩

[24, 28] such that

sΩ a∣Ω⟩ = a†
∣Ω⟩ , ∀a ∈M ,

sΩ = JΩ∆
1/2
Ω . (2.11)

In particular, from the Bisognano-Wichmann results [42], the action of the modular flow
∆is

Ω on the Weyl operators is known, being given by

∆is
Ω Af ∆

−is
Ω = eiφ(δ

isf) , δisf(x) = f(Λ−sx) , (2.12)

where Λs stands for a Lorentz boost:

Λs ∶

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

x′ = cosh(2πs) x − sinh(2πs) t,

t′ = cosh(2πs) t − sinh(2πs) x.
(2.13)

The above equations enable us to evaluate the Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy. In fact,

⟨Ψ∣∆is
ψ∣Ω ∣Ψ⟩ = ⟨Ω∣ A−f∆

is
ΩAf ∣Ω⟩ = ⟨Ω∣ A−f∆

is
ΩAf∆

−is
Ω ∣Ω⟩ = ⟨Ω∣ A−fA(δisf) ∣Ω⟩

= e
i
2
∆PJ(f,δ

isf) e−
1
2
∣∣f−δisf ∣∣2 , (2.14)
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where we explored the invariance of the vacuum state ∣Ω⟩ under ∆Ω. Therefore, taking the
derivative with respect to s and setting it to zero, one gets [31, 40, 41]

S(Ψ∣Ω) = −
1

2
∆PJ(f, f

′

s∣s=0) , (2.15)

where f ′s∣s=0 stands for

f ′s∣s=0 =
d

ds
f(Λ−sx)∣

s=0
. (2.16)

Expression (2.15) will be the starting point of our numerical analysis.

3 Definition and localization of the test function

Let us now discuss the construction of the test function f(t, x). Since it has to be a smooth
function with compact support, we shall consider the following profile:

f(t, x) = η

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

e−
1

x2−t2 e
−

1
α2−(x2−t2) e−x

2

, α ≥ x ≥ ∣t∣,

0, elsewhere,
(3.1)

where η is a normalization factor and α is a positive parameter. The behavior of f(t, x) is
depicted in Fig. (1).

It is evident that f(t, x) is properly localized in the right wedge, vanishing entirely in
the left wedge, as required. Clearly, the factor e−

1
x2−t2 plays a crucial role in restricting the

support of f(t, x) to the intended region. In addition, we have introduced the parameter

α, which appears in the term e
−

1
α2−(x2−t2) . This parameter has the meaning of a slicing

parameter: as α increases, the size of the support of f(t, x) increases. Therefore, α provides
a means to verify a key property of the Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy, given by [28]

S(Ψ∣Ω)(U) ≥ S(Ψ∣Ω)(Ũ) , (3.2)

where (U, Ũ) stand for two spacetime regions, with Ũ contained within U . When expressed
in terms of the parameter α, Eq. (3.2) takes the form

S(Ψ∣Ω)(α) ≥ S(Ψ∣Ω)(α̃) , α ≥ α̃ . (3.3)

Finally, it should be noted that, according to Eq. (2.12), the test function f(t, x) must
depend on the boost parameter when acted upon by Λ−s. This feature is accounted for by
the term e−x

2
which is not preserved under Λ−s. Performing thus the boost transformation

(2.13), the final form of the test function reads

f(t, x, s) = η

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

e−
1

x2−t2 e
−

1
α2−(x2−t2) e−(cosh(2πs) x+sinh(2πs) t)

2

, α ≥ x ≥ ∣t∣,

0, elsewhere.
(3.4)
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Figure 1. Plot of the test function f(t, x) for η = 1 and α = 4.

4 Numerical setup and results

We start this section by providing some details about the numerical setup we have de-
signed. According to expression (2.15), the basic integral to be evaluated is ∆PJ(f, f

′

s∣s=0).
Because deriving a closed analytical expression for the Fourier transform of the test func-
tion (3.4) is challenging, the integral has been directly evaluated in configuration space (see
Eq. (A.5)). The numerical integration has been performed with Mathematica by using the
QuasiMontecarlo method with precision set by MaxPoints = 108.

Since the scalar field is massive, the Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy shows a depen-
dence on the mass parameter m and on the slicing parameter α. The first result addresses
how the relative entropy varies with the parameter m, as shown in the left panel of Fig. (2).

One can see that the entropy decreases as the mass parameter increases. This behavior
is expected: as the mass grows, more degrees of freedom become heavy and effectively
frozen, leading to a reduction in entropy.

The second result concerns the dependence on the slicing parameter α, as shown in the
right panel of Fig. (2). The entropy increases with the growth of the slicing parameter α,
in full agreement with Eq. (3.3). Initially, the increase is slow, but then it accelerates.

In Fig. (3), a three-dimensional plot of the Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy as a function
of the parameters (α,m) is shown. Notably, the positivity of the entropy can be observed.

Finally, we note that the parameter η does not significantly influence the behavior
of the Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy. It only determines the overall magnitude of the
relative entropy, without affecting its dependence on m and α.

4.1 Analysis with different test functions

One could question whether altering the test function would lead to changes in the behavior
of the relative entropy. To address this, we can explore the use of different test functions.
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Figure 2. We show the behavior of the Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy as a function of the mass
parameter m for α = 6 (left panel) and as a function of the slicing parameter α for m = 1 (right
panel) for the test function f(t, x), Eq. (3.1). For both plots we set s = 0 and η = 4.

Figure 3. Three-dimensional plot of the Araki-Uhlmann entropy as a function of the slicing
parameter α and of the mass m, for η = 4.

4.1.1 Second alternative: disk-supported test function

For this purpose, we choose a second test function f2(t, x) which is supported in the disk
of radius a and centered at the point (b,0),

(x − b)2 + t2 ≤ a2 , (4.1)

where the parameters (a, b) are chosen so that the disk lies within the right Rindler wedge.
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Figure 4. We show the bahavior of the Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy as a function of the mass
parameter m for a = 2 and b = 200 (left panel) and as a function of the radius a for m = 0.1 and
b = 200 (right panel) for the test function f2(t, x), Eq. (4.2). For both plots we set s to zero.

For the profile of the test function f2, we choose

f2(t, x) =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

e−
1

x2−t2 e
−

1
a2−(x−b)2−t2 e−(x−b)

2

, (x − b)2 + t2 ≤ a2,

0, elsewhere.
(4.2)

The behavior of the relative entropy as a function of the mass m and the radius a of the
disk is shown in Fig. (4).

The behavior of the Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy for a test function supported in
a disk follows a pattern similar to the case where the test function is localized in the
right Rindler wedge. The relative entropy decreases as m increases, which aligns with
expectations since larger masses suppress quantum fluctuations, reducing entanglement
contributions. In contrast, the relative entropy increases with the radius a of the disk, as a
larger spatial region captures more quantum correlations, leading to greater entropy. This
trend mirrors the behavior observed in the Rindler wedge case, where the entropy grows as
the support of the test function expands.

We emphasize that the parameter b (the center of the disk) cannot be chosen smaller
than the radius a. Such a choice would position the test function, particularly its deriva-
tive, too close to the Rindler horizon, where the Pauli-Jordan function exhibits significant
oscillations, resulting in excessive instability.

4.1.2 Third alternative: smooth diamond-supported test function

For the third type of test function, we introduce a smooth variant of the test function
supported within the causal diamond ∣d + r − x∣ + ∣t∣ ≤ r, where d denotes the center of the
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Figure 5. Plot of the Araki-Uhlmann relative entropy as a function of the mass parameter m

for r = 2, d = 5 and η = 1 (left panel) and as a function of the parameter r for d = 50, m = 0.1 and
η = 10−2 (right panel) for the test function f3(t, x), Eq. (4.4). For both plots we set s to zero.

diamond, r is a parameter that controls its size and x ∈ [d, d+ 2r]. To achieve smoothness,
we define the auxiliary variable

λ(ϵ) =
√
(d + r − x)2 + ϵ2 +

√
t2 + ϵ2, (4.3)

where the smoothness is governed by the parameter ϵ. From a numerical perspective, we
choose ϵ = 10−3. The shape of the third test function is then given by

f3(t, x) = η

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

exp[−
1

(
√
r2 + ϵ2 + ϵ)2 − λ(ϵ)2

] , λ(ϵ) ≤
√
r2 + ϵ2 + ϵ,

0, elsewhere.

(4.4)

Here, η serves as a normalization factor. Fig. (5) shows the behavior of the Araki-Uhlmann
relative entropy for the test function f3(t, x) with respect to its parameters. As shown in
both panels, this test function exhibits similar qualitative behavior to the previous cases:
decreasing with mass and increasing with the size parameter r, with the latter showing an
initially gradual rise that becomes more pronounced at larger values.

4.1.3 Fourth alternative: vertical strip-supported test function

Finally, we introduce a fourth type of test function, which is supported in a vertical strip
within the right Rindler wedge. It is defined as

f4(t, x) =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

e−
1

x2−t2 e
−

1
((x2−t2)−β2)((β+d)2−(x2−t2)) e−(x−b)

2

e−t
2

, (β + d)2 ≥ x2 − t2 ≥ β2 , x ≥ ∣t∣ ,

0, elsewhere.

(4.5)
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Here, β serves as the localization parameter, while d controls the slicing. Increasing d

expands the region where f4(t, x) remains nonzero. The dependence of the relative entropy
on the mass parameter follows the same trend observed previously. Regarding its behavior
with respect to the slicing parameter, it is illustrated in Fig. (6).

Figure 6. Behavior of the relative entropy with respect to the slicing parameter d, for m = 0.1,
β = 0.5 for the test function f4(t, x), Eq. (4.5).

Overall, the relative entropy follows a universal pattern: it decreases with mass due to
the suppression of fluctuations and increases with region size as more correlations are in-
cluded. Altogether, the analysis of all test functions considered reinforce the general trends
of the relative entropy’s dependence on mass and spatial extent, showing that different test
function profiles do not alter these fundamental properties.

5 Conclusion

This work presented a detailed numerical investigation of the Araki-Uhlmann relative en-
tropy in QFT, specifically focusing on the relative entropy between a coherent state and
the vacuum state for a free massive scalar field in 1 + 1 Minkowski spacetime. The study
employed a numerical setup based on Tomita-Takesaki modular theory and explicit test
functions profiles, and has revealed a universal behavior governing the Araki-Uhlmann rel-
ative entropy dependence on key parameters.

Across all test function profiles studied — including those supported in the right Rindler
wedge, a disk, a smooth diamond, and a vertical strip — the relative entropy consistently
decreases as the mass parameter m increases. This trend aligns with physical intuition,
as larger masses suppress quantum fluctuations, leading to a reduction in entanglement
contributions. Conversely, the relative entropy exhibits a monotonic increase as the spatial
extent of the test function’s support grows, whether characterized by the slicing parameter
α, the radius a, or analogous measures in other cases. This behavior confirms the expected
result that larger regions capture more entanglement, reinforcing the positivity of the rela-
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tive entropy and the interpretation of it as a robust measure of quantum distinguishability
and entanglement in QFT.

Importantly, while the specific numerical values depend on the precise choice of the
test function, the overarching trends remain unchanged, demonstrating the universality of
these entropy properties.

Looking ahead, this framework opens exciting avenues for future research. One particu-
larly intriguing direction involves using test functions localized in diamond-shaped regions,
as employed in recent investigations of the Bell-CHSH and Mermin inequalities [43, 44],
to enable investigations into the entanglement properties of multi-coherent-state configu-
rations, as discussed in [31]. In particular, an explicit exploration involves constructing a
chain of coherent states distributed across diamond-shaped regions within the right and left
wedges. This investigation appears feasible with an appropriate adaptation of the current
numerical setup and is currently underway.

The results of this work not only deepen our understanding of the Araki-Uhlmann
relative entropy in the context of QFT theory, but also pave the way for future explo-
rations into the rich interplay between quantum information and relativistic systems. This
numerical approach serves as a foundational tool for further investigations, with poten-
tial applications in diverse areas, including holography, thermodynamics, and the study of
entanglement structure in curved spacetime geometries and in interacting field theories.
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A The massive real scalar field in 1 + 1 Minkowski spacetime

In this appendix, we summarize some of the key aspects of the canonical quantization of a
massive real scalar field in 1 + 1-dimensional Minkowski spacetime.

A.1 Field expansion and commutation relations

The massive scalar field φ(x) can be expressed in terms of plane waves as:

φ(x) = ∫
dk

2π

1

2ωk
(e−ikµx

µ

ak + e
ikµxµa†

k) , (A.1)

where ωk = k
0 =
√
k2 +m2 is the relativistic energy dispersion relation. The field operators

satisfy the canonical commutation relations:

[ak, a
†
q] = 2π 2ωk δ(k − q), (A.2)

[ak, aq] = [a
†
k, a

†
q] = 0.
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Since quantum fields are operator-valued distributions [45], they must be smeared with test
functions to produce well-defined operators in Hilbert space. This is done by defining the
smeared field operator as:

φ(h) = ∫ d2x φ(x)h(x) , (A.3)

where h(x) is a real smooth test function with compact support.

A.2 Inner product and two-point functions

With the smeared fields, the Lorentz-invariant inner product between two test functions
f(x) and g(x) in the vacuum state is introduced by means of the two-point smeared
Wightman function

⟨f ∣g⟩ = ⟨0∣φ(f)φ(g)∣0⟩ =
i

2
∆PJ(f, g) +H(f, g) , (A.4)

where ∆PJ(f, g) and H(f, g) are the smeared versions of the Pauli-Jordan and Hadamard
distributions, respectively. These are defined as:

∆PJ(f, g) = ∫ d2xd2yf(x)∆PJ(x − y)g(y) ,

H(f, g) = ∫ d2xd2yf(x)H(x − y)g(y) . (A.5)

The Pauli-Jordan function ∆PJ(x − y) and the Hadamard function H(x − y) take the
explicit forms:

∆PJ(t, x) = −
1

2
sign(t) θ (λ(t, x)) J0 (m

√
λ(t, x)) ,

H(t, x) = −
1

2
θ (λ(t, x)) Y0 (m

√
λ(t, x)) +

1

π
θ (−λ(t, x)) K0 (m

√
−λ(t, x)) , (A.6)

where
λ(t, x) = t2 − x2 , (A.7)

and (J0, Y0,K0) are Bessel functions, while m is the mass parameter.

A.3 Physical interpretation and causality

Both the Hadamard and Pauli-Jordan distributions are Lorentz-invariant. In particular,
the Pauli-Jordan distribution, ∆PJ(x), plays a fundamental role in encoding relativistic
causality, as it vanishes outside the light cone. Additionally, ∆PJ(x) and the Hadamard
distribution, H(x), exhibit distinct symmetry properties: ∆PJ(x) is antisymmetric under
the transformation x → −x, while H(x) remains symmetric. When expressed in terms of
smeared fields, the commutator of the field operators is given by

[φ(f), φ(g)] = i∆PJ(f, g).

This ensures that causality is preserved, as two field operators commute whenever the
supports of f(x) and g(x) are spacelike separated:

[ϕ(f), ϕ(g)] = 0.

– 12 –
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