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Abstract. A suitable deformation of the Hopf algebra of the creationl @mnihilation
operators for a complex scalar field, initially quantizedMimkowski space—time, induces
the canonical quantization of the same field in a genericig@onal background. The
deformation parameterturns out to be related to the gravitational field. The entemegnt of
the quantum vacuum appears to be robust against interagiiothe environment.

1. Introduction

We shortly report on two main results of some recent wofkg[Jon the quantization of a
scalar field in curved background: i) a suitable deformadifthe Hopf algebra for a complex
scalar operator field, initially quantized in Minkowski sgatime, induces the canonical
guantization of the same field in a generic gravitationalkgemund. The deformation
parametel; thus turns out to be related to the gravitational field. iieTéntanglement of
the quantum vacuum appears to be robust against interagitiothe environment.

Thermal properties of quantum field theory (QFT) in curvedcgs-time can be derived
in this deformed algebra setting. On the other hand, it i$ kvedwn the intimate relationship
between space-times with an event horizon and thermal grepd3,[4#]. In particular, it
has been showr][4] that global thermal equilibrium over th®le space—time implies the
presence of horizons in this space—time. We find that theldwubf the degrees of freedom
implied by the coproduct map of the deformed Hopf algebraguut to be most appropriate
for the description of the modes on both sides of the horiZtwe. entanglement between inner
and outer particles with respect to the event horizon agpedoe rooted in the background
curvature and it is therefore robust against interactiah tie environment.

2. Quantization and deformed Hopf algebra

We consider a complex scalar operator fiéld:), initially quantized in Minkowski space—
time. To study the quantization procedure in curved spaoestwe treat the gravitational
field as a classical background. We start with few notionshendeformation of the Hopf
algebra[[b[J6]. We shall focus on the case of bosons for saityli
The coproduct is a homomorphism which duplicates the algebr A — A ® A. The

operational meaning of the coproduct is that it providegatescription for operating on two
modes. Associated to that, there is tmiblingof the degrees of freedom of the system. Our
finding is that in the presence of a single event horizon sudbubling perfectly describes
the modes on the two sides of the horizBn[]1, 2] (see &so [7]).
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The bosonic Hopf algebra for a single mode (the case of moalesliéd by the
momentum is straightforward), also callédl), is generated by the set of operators
{a,a’, H, N} with commutation relations:

[a,a'| =2H, [N,a]= —a, [N,d'|=a', [H,e]=0, 1)

whereH is a central operator, constant in each representationCakanir operator is given
byC = 2NH —a'a. In h(1) the coproductis defined YO = O®1+100 = O 40)
whereQ stands fow, o', H and N. Theg-deformation ofi(1) is the Hopf algebra, (1):

lag, a q] 2H],, [N,a, = —a, [N, aj]] =al [H,e] =0, (2)
where N, = N, H, = H and[z],= L —%_.

q—dq

C, = N[2H], — ala,. The coproduct stays the same flirand N, while for a, and a]
now it changes. In the fundamental representation, olddigesettingd = 1/2,C = 0, itis
written as

The Casimir operator is given by

Adj=a} @ ¢+ @af =D g7 2T 3)
where self-adjointness requires thatcan only be real or of modulus one. In this
representatior(1) andh,(1) coincide. The differences appear in the coproduct. Note tha
0@, a7 = [a@),al)] = 0, ¢ # o' with o = + . Now the key point is that, by setting

q = q(e) = ¢*), suitable linear combinations of the deformed copodruetraion [B)
(where the momentum label is introduced) giﬂe [1]:

dz(JU) (e) = d;") cosh e(p) + d;; T sinh e(p) ,
ofé_"”(e) = dg’) sinh e(p) + cf( T cosh e(p) , (4)

where d”) = ¥, F(k,p) al” d) = ¥, F(k,p) a\” and {F(k,p)} is a complete
orthonormal set of function§][8}, € Z"~!, as fork = (k;,k),andp = (2, p),p = (2, —p) .

We useq(p) = q(p) . In generalk # p . a,(f) anda,(f) are the two (annihilation) operator
modes of the complex scalar fiefdz) (for each of the sides of the horizon). Egs.[[4) are
recognized to be the Bogolubov transformations obtaindlddémuantization procedure in the
gravitational background in the semiclassical approxiomgfg]. We thus see that use of the
deformed coproducts is equivalent to such a quantizatiocquliure.

The generators of(4) ig(€) = 3, 3, e(p)[d)d5 ” —d© 1S andG(e) = exp g(e)
is a unitary operator at finite volume. The Hilbert—Fock sggHassociated to the Minkowski
space is built by repeated action @)1, dS"”'™) on the vacuum stat®,). The generator
G (e) maps vectors df{ to vectors of another Hilbert spagé.: H — H.. In particular,

0(e)) = G(€)[0n) (5)
where|0(¢)) is the vacuum state of the Hilbert spake annihilated by the new operators
(dgﬂ(e) : cZé_U)(e)). We use the short-hand notation for the Hilbert spaééss{ands for
H @ H), as well as for the states (for instani@g;) stands for|0,;) ® |0,)). The group

underlying this construction iSU(1, 1). By inverting Eq. [b),/0,,) can be expressed as a
SU(1,1) generalized coherent stafé [9] of Cooper-like pairs

0a1) = — exp zz tanh e(p)d (e)ds T (e)| |0(e)) (6)
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where Z = [], cosh’e(p). Moreover, (0(e)[0(e)) = 1,Ve, and (0(€)|0,;) — 0 and
(0(e)|0(€')) — 0asV — oo, Ve, €, e # €, i.e.’H andH. become unitarily inequivalent in
the infinite-volume limit. In this limit labels the se{ H., Ve} of the infinitely many unitarily
inequivalent representations of the canonical commutagtations [6[ 70} 11].

The physical meaning of having two distinct momehtandp for states in the Hilbert
spacesH and ., respectively, is the occurrence of twidferentreference frames: th&/-
frame (Minkowski) and thel/.-frame. To explore the physics in thd.—frame, one has to
construct a diagonal operatéfi, which plays the role of the Hamiltonian in thié,-frame. In
order to do that one has to use the generator of the boosts.orteufinds|[i1]

H. = G(e) MG Z Z o Q[dO ()d) () + dY) (€)d (e)]

= H®(e) — H(e). (7)

Here M, denotes the deformed generator of the boosts.[[Eq. (7) dieesanted Hamiltonian
in the M.-frame, as also suggested by the customary results of QRIrved space-timg]8].

3. Entropy and entanglement

The condensate structure of the vacu@n (6) suggests todeorike thermal properties of the
system. The entropy operatord§”) (e) = S (e) + S (e) with S (¢) given by ¢ = =)

S (e) = — Z[dg’ (e)dpa (¢) Insinh® e(p) — dg’ (e)dg’ T(¢) In cosh? €(p)].(8)
p
S (e) has a similar form (withd, — d,) . The total entropy operator i§, = S™)(e) —

S)(e) and it is invariant under the Bogoliubov transformationisaifarly one may introduce
the free energy a$ [[1B,]12]

1
FH(e) = (0m[HD(e) - 3 SH(E)0u) - 9)
with 8 = T, Stationarity of 7(*)(¢) gives
() _ crh2e(n) —
N = sinh”€(p) = PR (10)

and similarly forj\/é(t)). Eqg. (ID) shows that for vanishirig the deformation parameter

vanishes too. In that limit thermal properties as well asawent horizon are lost, antl/,-
frame — M-frame. Moreover;) 5 is related to the event horizons, and bejhgonstant
in time the M/, space—time is static and stationafy); the gravitational field itself vanishes
ase — 0. The vanishing of the gravitational field occurs either & tW-frame is far from
the gravitational source where space-time is flat, or iféhexists a reference frame locally
flat, i.e. theM-frame is a free—falling reference frame. This clearly ialization of the
equivalence principle, which manifests itself whereffects” are shielded.

We now consider the entanglement. The expansidf,gf in (B) contains terms such as

Ztanhe(p) ( 1169,0) ®10,157) + 10, 1Py \1},—>,6>) +..., (11)
where, we denote bjn{”), m{”)) a state ofn particles andn “antiparticles” in whichever
sector(c). For the genencn“1 term, it is|n{”,0) = [1(7,..., 1) 0), and similarly for

antiparticles. By introducing a well known notatidntor a particle, and for an antiparticle,
the two-particle state if (JL1) can be written as

[T @) + 1) @ [17), (12)
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which is an entangled state of particle and antiparticlmdyn the two sector$+) . The
genericn'™ term in (I1) shares exactly the same property as the twaiclgasgtate, but this
time the? describes &etof n particles, and, a setof n antiparticles. The mechanism of
the entanglement, induced by the g-deformation, takes@aall orders in the expansion,
always by grouping particles and antiparticles into twe s&hus the whole vacuuffi,,) is

an infinite superposition of entangled states (a similaicstire also arises in the temperature-
dependent vacuum of Thermo-Field Dynam|cg [13] (see &)1

sinh?™ ¢(p)
0 \/ Entangled),, , W, = , 13
101) n| & l;Icoshz("”H e(p) (13)
with0 < W, <1 and Z = 1. The probability of having entanglement of two sets

of n particles andh antlpartlcles |5W . At finite volume, being/V,, a decreasing monotonic
function of n, the entanglement is suppressed for laigdt appears then that only a finite
number of entangled terms in the expansion (13) is relevdonetheless this is only true at
finite volume (the quantum mechanics limit), while the iet&img case occurs in the infinite
volume limit, which one has to perform in a QFT setting.

The entanglement is generated 6Ye), where the field modes in one sectar) are
coupled to the modes in the other sedter) via the deformation parametefe). Since the
deformation parameter describes the background gravitatfield (environment), it appears
that the origin of the entanglemeistthe environment, in contrast with the usual quantum
mechanics view, which attributes to the environment the laisthe entanglement. In the
present treatment such an origin for the entanglement midkpste robust. One further
reason for the robustness is that this entanglement igeekil the limit to the infinite volume
once and for alkince then there is no unitary evolution to disentangle #eum: at infinite
volume one cannot "unknot the knots”. Such a non-unitastgnly realized whemll the
terms in the serieg (L3) are summed up, which indeed happéhel — oo limit [£].
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