arXiv:2109.05321v1 [gr-gc] 5 Sep 2021

Classification of quantum states based on the null energy condition
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Violation of the null energy condition plays an important role both in the general theory of
relativity and quantum field theory in curved spacetimes. Over the years, it has been shown that
the violation of the null energy condition leads to instability and violation of causality. In quantum
field theory, violation of the energy condition also depends on the quantum states apart from the
geometry of curved spacetime. Hence, the quantum effects play an important role in the violation
of the null energy condition. We show that the set of all the coherent states does not violate the null
energy condition. Further, we also show that under certain conditions, the null energy condition is
violated either by a pure state or a mixed state. Furthermore, the dynamical violation of the null
energy condition by the quantum states is also discussed here.

I. INTRODUCTION

The singularity theorems ﬂﬁ] are some of the important aspects of general relativity. These have
profound consequences in black hole mechanics, also known as black hole thermodynamics (BH). The
singularity theorems are proved using the earlier work of Raychaudhuri M] in the causal structure of geodesic
congruences, generalized in ﬂﬂ] However, proofs of singularity theorems in BH strongly depend on the null
energy condition (see [6-18]). The null energy condition essentially states that the energy-momentum tensor
T, of the matter satisfies the following condition

Ty (x)nt (x)n” (x) > 0, (L.1)

for any null vector n#, satisfying g, (x)n(z)n”(z) = 0 where g, is the metric tensor of the spacetime

manifold. However, over the years, violations of the null energy condition (NEC) [d, [9-12] have been found

in several physical situations. Later, it has been proposed that average null energy condition (ANEC)

| is the minimum requirement for the study of BH and it holds for any spacetime, based on the work

]. The average null energy condition states that the integral of projection of the matter stress-energy
onto the tangent vector of a null geodesic cannot be negative

/ Tl = / T, ()M (N > 0, (1.2)

where [* is the tangent vector to the null geodesic v and )\ is the affine parameter. Later, it has also been
shown that ANEC can be violated 23]. If two points are connected by a null geodesic v parametrized
by A, then ([2]) can be expressed as

L Ty lMY = L Ty ()17 (z)da’* = L Tu(@)da™, (L.3)

where J,,(z) = T, ()1 (z). If there exist closed null geodesics [24, [25], then the same two points must be
connected by two null geodesics, let’s say 1,2, hence,

/ Tm,l“l”—/ Twl“l”:/jﬂ(x)d:c“ :/V[Hju](:c)d:c“/\dz”, (I.4)
Y1 V2 C S

where the boundary of the surface S is given by the closed null geodesic C. In general, the flux-integral in
r.h.s is non-zero. However, if it is positive definite or negative-definite, then there may exist null geodesics
for which (L2)) is violated which follows from the above equation.

In quantum field theory in curved spacetime (QFTCS), the stress-energy tensor of a matter is given by
a hermitian operator, constructed out of field operators. Hence, both the conditions (L)) and (L2)) depend
strongly on the quantum states of matter in the curved spacetime. Unfortunately, under what conditions,
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the quantum states of matter satisfy either of (LI)) or ([2]) are ambiguous yet. Hence, it is important to
classify quantum states of matter which hold NEC ([)) since it is stronger than ANEC (L2). However,
it is quite clear that in general the collection of all the quantum states of matter, satisfying NEC do not
form a vector space since given a null vector n*,

(1] Ty [91) 0¥ >0, (| Ty [th2) ¥ > 0 = (1] a® + (2] %) T (a 1) +b[v2))nn” > 0, (15)

for arbitrary complex numbers a, b where |¢1) and |¢)2) are two quantum states satisfying NEC.

The aim of the present article is to classify a collection of quantum states of the matter in a generic
curved spacetime, satisfying NEC. For the sake of mathematical simplicity, we use a non-interacting real
scalar field theory. In order to classify these quantum states, we use coherent state descriptions since we
follow the canonical approach to QFTCS [26-28]. We also briefly discuss the classification of quantum
states based on ANEC.

II. INTRODUCTION TO THE COHERENT STATES

In this section, we briefly review the properties of coherent states as the preliminary material for our later
studies. In quantum mechanics, the phase space observables in classical mechanics are mapped to linear
hermitian operators defined over the Hilbert space through the map « — &, p — p, {z,p} =1+ [Z,p] = i.
Using the operators &, p, creation operator &' and annihilation operator G can be constructed, satisfying the
algebra [a,a'] = 1. A coherent state |a), also known as Glauber state, is an eigenstate of the annihilation
operator a with eigenvalue o € C, defined by a |a) = a|a). Now, we define the displacement operator

. IR R S
D(a) = e —070 = gm3lal gadl g—a%a (IL.1)

where BCH formula is used in the second equality. The above definition implies DT (o) = D(—a) = D~ («).
Further, it can be shown that

Df(a)aD(a) = i + a, D (@)alD(a) = af + o, (11.2)

and D(a + ) = D(a)D(B)e~"m(@F") . The relation ([[L2) essentially implies |o) = D(a)|0), where |0) is
the state, annihilated by the annihilation operator. Therefore, the coherent states can be obtained through
the action of the displacement operator on the state |0) (see [29] for more details). As a result, the inner
product between two coherent states can be obtained

(Blay = (0] D (B)D(a) [0) = ¢~ 7" +ilm(as") (I13)

III. SCALAR FIELD THEORY IN A GENERIC CURVED SPACETIME

The action for a minimally coupled real massless scalar field theory in a generic curved spacetime is
given by

S=- [ V=@t 59" @)0,0(2)0,0(2) (1L.1)

A complete set of mode solutions {f;, f*} of the Klein-Gordon equation can be obtained through the
extremization of the above action, with {j} being a set of discrete or continuous labels distinguishing the
independent solutions. These modes are normalized [26] w.r.t the following inner product

(f,9) = —"/ Vgl (1) P g (1.7, (IIL.2)
such that
<fj7fj’> = 5]']”? <f;7f;/> = *5jj/
5 i) = i I =0

The above inner product is well-defined since it is time-independent which can be easily checked. The
corresponding completeness relation can be written as follows

(I11.3)

()0 fr (8,3 — f1(t,2)0° f5(t, & L @) 111.4
zj:[f()fg()fj()f( )] \/T(:c)( ) (IL.4)



The field operator qg(z) can be written in terms of the above basis solutions as follows

o) = Y lagf(@) + L f @), (IIL5)

J
with the following commutation relations
[, a;] = 0= [al,al), [a;,al,) = 65 (I1L.6)
The vacuum state |0) is defined by
a0y =0, Vj . (I11.7)

The multi-particle states can be obtained by applying the products of creation operators {&;} on the
vacuum state with a suitable normalization constant

l71j2 - - NZHd )"0

o€S, i=1

: (111.8)

where N is a normalization factor. In terms of the creation and annihilation operators, the stress-energy
tensor operator can be expressed as follows

Tuu:Z[ ,LLU(fl?fj)alaj +7:Ll/(f17f )dd (fzvfj)a a] #V(fzvf )d a‘]

4,7

= Ty o= Y [T (fis £)aitg + Tow (fir [)adas + T (f f)ada + To (7 f7)alal],

4,J

(I11.9)

where : : is the normal-ordering operation and 7, (fi, f;) = 0.fi0, f;. Normal-ordering is used to make

(0] : T, = |0) = 0. Further, we obtain the following relation
Ty 0 =) [ (fir F)asty + N (fir f)aka + N (f7, fyala; + N(fF f)ala } (ITL.10)
2%

where N(f;, f;) = 0fi0f; = n*0, fin” 0, f;.

IV. COHERENT STATES AND NEC

Let us consider a generic coherent state given by

0) =D({O}) |0) = HD (IV.1)

where D(O;) = ¢0ia1=07a: Hence, the expectation value of the operator in (TIQ) w.r.t the state (V1))
is given by

(O] : T 0¥ [0) = 3 [N(fi, £)0:0; + N(f5, £)010; + N (fi, 1) 0,07
i (IV.2)
+ N7 D005 ).

The above expression can further be simplified in the following way

(O] Ty : 0¥ 10) = 3 [OUON (fis ) + N (i F)05) + OF(ON (7., £7)

0,J
o B (IV.3)
N OD] = SoN(Oufi + OF £, 036, + 05 7) = 4N(0,0) 2.0, O = Y Re(Oi ).

4,

The above expression leads to the following theorem.

Theorem 1 The set of all the coherent states {|O)} of the field operator ¢ holds NEC.



Let us now consider two such coherent states given by [O)) and |O®)), then

OO+ Dy 2w |0P) = 3 [N (i £)0P O + N (. £) 0051
2

FN(fE O 0P L N (s, f0 oMW" (IV.4)
= S NHOP + [0, ;0P + frof") (0W]0®)

4,J
Using the result in ([L3]), we can express
(OM OB — (~HIOW -0 |F+ia©E,0) H {e—%\051)—052)|2+i1m(051)*052))}. (IV.5)
Hence, the expression ([V.4) can be expressed as
(OW]: Ty i 0P = N(F, F)e~ 100 0P F+ia 00,08 (IV.6)

where F' = . ( inl@) + fi*Ogl)*) is a complex function. The expression ([V.6]) has a huge implication
which we discuss now.

In equation (L), it is shown that the quantum states which do not violate NEC do not necessarily
form a vector space. Although the theorem [l shows that the set of coherent states satisfy NEC, however,
(IV.6)) shows that all the combinations of coherent states do not satisfy NEC, as expected. In the next
few theorems, we discuss a few possible combinations of coherent states with some constraints that satisfy
NEC. This helps in constructing a subset of Hilbert space containing quantum states that satisfy NEC,
therefore, the following theorems play an important role in classifying quantum states satisfying NEC.

Given two coherent states |O™)) and |O®)) holding NEC condition, we obtain a two-dimensional vector
space which is nothing but the span of |[OM)) and |©®). Let us consider a generic state from this two-
dimensional vector space, denoted by |¢4) = A(JOWM) 4 1792 |O(2))) then

(| T s 00 [ihy) = | A [AN (01, O1) + 4€* N (O3, O5)
N (F, F)ehr =210 -0P|P+i( A0 ,0%)+5) +N(F*,F*)eslf%\\O“Lo@)||27i<A<o<1>,o<2>>+62>} (IV.7)

el

_ _ 1 . 1 2 1 1 2) (12
= AP [N(01,00) + ¥ N(0,02) + GRe(N (B, F)e! 3O 00311001
Similarly, for the state |p_) = A(|OM)) — ed1+i02 |O2))),

(| Ty s nFn? [_) = 4| A2 |N(O1,01) + e*' N (Og, D)
01 (IV8)

CRe(WN(F, F)ei(A0",0®)+2))—3[00-0@| 2

2

The expressions of the expectation values of : T}, : n#n” w.r.t the states [¢1) in (IV.7) and ([V.8) lead to
the following theorem.

Theorem 2 Given two coherent states |O)) and |O®)), the states of the form |pi) = A(OW) +
11192 |0 hold NEC, provided the following condition is satisfied

_ _ _ _ 61 . 1 2 1 2)(12
N(O1,01) + N (O3, 02) S Re(N (F, F)e (000~ 100 =01 > g (1V.9)
IV.9

— &% | RN (F, F)el(A(0D.0D)+02))| =310V =0PN < oA/ Oy) + X N (D, D).

Since the function N'(F, F) is a complex function, we can express it as N(F(z), F(z)) = f(:u)eiAl?(””)
where F(x) is a positive real-valued function. Hence, the inequality in ([V.9) can be expressed as follows
F ()] cos(A(OM,09) + Ay (x) + 52)|€7§”O(1)70(2)H2 < 2[e”"N(Oy, 01) + €' N (O3, 0y)]

_ 2(6761‘/_'.1(:6) + 661]:2(1')), (IV10)

where N(O;,0;) = Fi(x)s are positive real-valued functions. An example of the inequality ([V.9) is
provided in the Appendix. The inequality in (IV.10) leads to the following theorem.



Theorem 3 If the following condition

6751]:1 (:C) + 651]:2(£C) 111 (1) (2)])2 1
O =0|)7 5 Iv.11
F@) ‘ S e

holds for all the points in the spacetime, then the states of the form |1y) definitely hold NEC.

The above condition strongly depends on the states |O;) , |O3) and the mode solutions of the Klein-Gordon
equation. It is quite clear that the condition ([V.11)) is more likely to be satisfied if [|[O®) — O®)|| > 1 or
|01] > 1. It is important to note that the above theorems are still valid even if we consider the mass term

in the action (IILIJ).

Recall the following definitions

~ 1

_ W oWr ey m _ L @) ¢ (@)% px _ N2 | px (D)
01*52(01' fi+ O f), 02*22(01' fi+ O f), F*Z(fzoi +/7077), (1V.12)

and therefore, we can write the following
—~ ~ 1 * ® * * * * * *
N(01,0) = Z [o§1>0§.2>afiafj +oMoParaf o 0P afraf + oV 0P afr0 fj}
]
N(E,F)| = 0FOF* =Y [0§1>0§2>a fiof; + 0o o o oPafraf + 0P 0V afe fﬂ ,

.3

(IV.13)

where 0 = ntd,. Defining (’);1’2) => inz(l’Q) and using the above expressions, we obtain the following
inequality

5. 0) — [90V90W* 4 90D 902" _ oW a0@* _ g0 5o
W(F, F)| = 4N (01, 0) = [00{V90("" + 9090 — 90{P 90" — 00( 00|
(07 = 090" — 0F) = 19(0F) - 0P = 0 (IV.14)

. N(01,0,)
W(F, F)

-3 s
From the theorem (2)) and theorem (3)), it follows that if < lfl(;)(;f 1Fa(@) oM -0@)2 1, atleast for
a spacetime point x and ¢1, and

F ()] cos(A(OD, 0®)) 4 Ay(z) + 85)[e~ 21OV =OPN S 92[e=0 N (O, 01) + 2N (Da, D5)],  (IV.15)

—d 5
then the states |¢)1) violates NEC. Since < 1}—1(;)(25 1 Fa(@) 30 —0® )2 1, there always exists a relative

phase &2 for which ([V.15)) is satisfied. This shows that all the states belong to the linear span of any
e %L Fi(x)+e%1 Fa(x)

two coherent states do not hold NEC. Further, the minimum value of the function @) is
27”}—1;(2];2@). Therefore, if there exists a 5 for which the following condition
~ 1 Fi(x)F:
| cos(A(OD, 0@) + Ary(w) + 8y)|e~ 210V =017 5 4%, (IV.16)
x

is satisfied atleast for a spacetime point 2 then, NEC is violated. It is important to remember that d2 € [0, 7]
for the states |ty ).

The above-mentioned approach can be generalized to a m-dimensional subspace of the Hilbert space of
matter quantum states. In order to see this, let us consider a collection of m linear independent coherent
states {|O®W)}™ . A generic state belongs to the linear span of the coherent states {|O®)}™, can be
expressed as follows

[ih) = A[|OW) + 22Fi¢2 | Oy 4 datids | OBy | 4 dmFidm | M)y (IV.17)

where {8;}7, € R and {¢;}7, € [0,27). The expectation value of : T}, : n*n” w.r.t the state [¢)) can be
expressed as follows

N m _ _ 61+6] . i " i . 2
W1 s T i ) = ALAR[ D2 N (01, 0) + Y “—Re (N (B, Fyy)e! (A0 00 recken) =hliot -0
=1 1<j

Fyj(z) = Y (fu(@)0P + fi(2)077), 61 = ¢1 =0, A(OD,00)) =3 1m0 0.
’ ’ (IV.18)



Expressing NV (Fj; (), F;j(2)) = Fij(z)e*i(®) | the above expression can be re-expressed as follows

m 0i+0; . 1 i 32
(W1 @) i 1) = 4JAR | 32 A (Os(2). Ou(w) + 3 [t =410 -0

i=1 i<j

(IV.19)
x cos(A(OWD, 00 4 Aij(z) + ¢i + ¢j)}

The above expression leads to the following theorem, a generalized version of the theorem (2)).

Theorem 4 Given a collection of linear independent coherent states {|OW)}™ | the states of the form |¢))
(shown earlier) violate NEC' if for any spacetime point x and the sets of parameters {0;}1" o, {¢i }1

0;+0; .. ) ) i i 2 U _ _
ef}}](a)) cos(A(OW 09 1 Ayji(x) + di + ¢j>€_§HO( SO < Z e N(04(x), Oi(x)),
i<j i=1
(IV.20)
is satisfied provided
_ A A 6Z+6] 17 1 k3 J 2
> N (Oi(a), Osa)) < 3 g A o0 (1v.21)

i=1 i<j

If for any value of m, the above condition holds then, we conclude that NEC is violated by the matter.
Theorem P2l and M give the condition in terms of a mathematical inequality under which a linear combination
of coherent states of the form given in (IV.17) violates NEC. On the other hand, the theorem [3 directly
follows from the theorem

Suppose a matter in a generic curved spacetime is given by a density matrix [30, 31] p which could be
either a pure or a mixed state. Then we obtain the following relation

(: Ty = 0¥y = Trlp 2 Ty () - nP0¥] = Z (OD| p: Ty () : nFn? |OW)
J

- Z D] 510DY (0D T} (2) : n#n” |OWD) (IV.22)

:Z[«o%w% (Fij, Fiy)e™ IO =01 a0
2%

— (09]p|00)

where {|O®)} is the set of complete coherent state basis. Defining p;; = oM the above expression

can further be simplified as follows

t T“”:”“”V>:Z[pﬁ N(Fyj, Fi)e 10 = Omnz}

. . Iv.23
_ Z |: p]l EJ,F )) G_HO(I)_O(J)HZ}’ ( )

where we have used the following relation
AOD 00y = —A(0D, 00), (IV.24)

Theorem 5 A density matriz p, describing the state of matter in a generic curved spacetime would violate
NEC if and only if there exists a spacetime point x such that the following condition

> |Belps N(Fy (@), By @) 19 =07IF] <o, (1V.25)

is satisfied.



V. DYNAMICAL VIOLATION OF NEC

Earlier, we discussed that there exist certain combinations of coherent states satisfying NEC. However,
it is not quite clear under what circumstances the time-evolution of a NEC satisfying quantum state also
satisfies NEC. The result of this section is important in order to find out the existence of spacetime singu-
larity from the Raychaudhuri equation which becomes an evolution equation when the affine parameter is
chosen to be the coordinate time. Moreover, in quantum theory, the nature of a solution of the Raychaud-
huri equation depends on the many-body matter quantum state, and in particular, it depends on the null
energy condition of that state, expressed by the quantity ((t)| : Ty (¢, &) : n*(t, Z)n” (t, Z) [1(t)) in the
interaction picture. In this section, it is shown that the time-evolution can indeed map a NEC satisfying
quantum state outside the set of NEC satisfying quantum states. The possibility of this kind of violation
of NEC depends on the Hamiltonian of the system, the underlying curved spacetime, and the quantum
state at the initial time [¢(¢o)).

A. Mathematical formulation

In this section, we address whether a quantum state of matter can violate NEC dynamically or not i.e.
can the time evolution of a quantum state of matter satisfying NEC, generate a state that violates NEC.
In order to compute the time evolution of quantum states and observables in an interacting QFT, the
interaction picture is often used. In order to define the interaction picture, the Hamiltonian is divided
into two parts H = Hy + Hint. In this picture, the operators carry the time dependence through the free
Hamiltonian Hy whereas the states carry the time dependence through the interaction Hamiltonian Hjyg
in the following way

d 3 A iHot A —il
5 6(0) ;= Hiuea [90)1, Or(t) = e/t Oge ot (v.1)
where Qg is the operator in the Schrédinger picture and @I(t) is the operator in the interaction picture.
Now onwards, we drop the labels I and S. .
Let us consider a state |¢(t1)) satisfying (¥(t1)] : Ty (t1,Z) @ n#(t1, £)n” (t1, £) |¥(t1)) > 0. Then, at
time t9 > t1, the quantum state becomes

. rto fy
[b(ta)) = T (e Hme ) fyay)), (V-2)
where 7 is the time-ordering operator. Using the above time-evolved state, we obtain the following relation

(W (t2)| : Ty (b2, @) = 0¥ (ba, D" (ta, &) [(t2))
= ((t)| T (&1 e ® f“) Dy, ) 5 T (705 P8 j10) i (12, B (12,7) (v.3)

= (00)| T (e T O 7 (1, 7) - €7 o O s 11 b (1, B (1, 7).

— ~ .t 3
where T is the anti time-ordering operator. If Hy(t) is time-independent, then 7'(e_zft12 HO(t)dt) =

—iHo(ta—t1

e ). For the sake of simplicity, we defined the operation T in the last line of the equation (V.3)).

Further, the exponent in time-evolution operator can be expressed in terms of the Hamiltonian density
;2 Hin(t)dt = [ dy ’Hmt( ) where H(y) is the Hamiltonian density operator. Hence, we obtain the

following relation

T( ftl e (D)t Tw(tg,f) . thl int t)dt) _ T( ftl int t)dt) : Tw(tg,f) : T( 71‘[;1 int t)dt)

A A A (V.4)
T (0, 7) +¢/d4y[ﬂim(y), T (b2, 7))+ . ..

The above relation shows that the violation of NEC by a quantum state under time evolution depends on
the commutator of the second term of the above equation in the leading order. The above commutator
takes into account the effect of curved spacetime, as the Hamiltonian density and the energy-momentum
tensor both depend on the metric explicitly for a minimally coupled field theory. From the micro-causality
condition, it follows that [O1(z), O2(y)] = 0 if and only if the spacetime points = and y are spacelike
separated. As a consequence of this relation, only the operators located within the past light-cone of the
spacetime point (t2,F) give rise to non-zero commutators in (V.4)).



Analogously, in the case of a system described by a mixed state with the density matrix p, we obtain
the following relation

(: Ty (ta, ) Y0t (ta, D)0 (ta, T) = Tr[p(t2) : Ty (ta, T) :Jn# (ta, T)0" (ta, T)

:ﬂk(’ﬁ'Wwﬁmﬁ(ﬁlmmﬂﬁﬂgﬂww@@ﬂ@j) v5)

=Tr [ﬁ(tl)% ( f"l ‘““(t)dt THV(tQ, f) Zf"l "“(t)dt) ] n”(tg, f)n”(tg, f),

where the cyclicity property of trace operation is used. Hence, the results (V.3)) and (.5)) are almost the
same. If we consider the density matrix to be a pure state (p(t1) = |¢(t1)) (¥2(¢1)]), then the expression in
() reduces to the expression in (V.3]), however, the expression in (5] is also valid for a mixed state.
Therefore, the expression in (V.5)) is much more general than the expression in (V.3)) in describing the null
energy condition of a time-evolved quantum state.

B. Massless ¢° scalar field theory in a static spacetime

Let us consider a massless scalar field theory in a static curved spacetime with the ¢3-interaction. The
corresponding action is given by

A
= [ VEg a3 o000 +V(0)]. V(o) = 56 (V.0
The conjugate momentum variable is given by

(z) = =/ =g(2)g" 0 () = —/—g(2)0"¢(x) (V.7)

and the only non-zero equal-time commutation bracket is

N N . . Gz —q
9(). Ti(y)] = 69 — §) = [3(2), ()] = —% 0=y (V8)

Hence, the Hamiltonian density is given by

H(r) =~/ gD 6()o0d(x) + v/ ~90) [ 59" (2)3,0(@)0,6(x) + V(5(x)

1 1 ' (V.9)
= V=9@)[ ~ 5000(@)0°¢(x) + $0,6@)0"6(x) + V(6())].
In a static spacetime, the above expression reduces to the following
1 1 .
H(@) = V=900 |5 oy ) + 50000 0(a) +V (9(a)] (V.10)

In this section, we discuss the effect of V(¢) = %¢3 interaction through the perturbative technique on the
violation of NEC by quantum states under time evolution. In order to apply the perturbative technique,
we follow the interaction picture of quantum field theory |32]. Hence, the field operator can be expanded
on a basis consists of mode solutions of free d’Alembert’s equation in the following manner

o) = D laigi(x) + ag7 (@) (V1)

where Og;(x) = 0, and the creation and annihilation operators satisfy the algebra [a;, dT-] = 0;;. As aresult
of this expansion, the general commutation bracket is given by

[6(2),6(y)] = AY (2,y), [(x),11(y)] = AY (2,9), [6(z), (y)] = A (z,y), (V.12)

where

A (x, y>:2[gz-< )95 (v) — g} (= fmZIm 9:(x)97 (v))
(O) \/78080 (0) A(O 1, y \/—80 (0) :C y

(V.13)



On the other hand, we also obtain the following relation

Oy (n* (x)n” ()0, 6(x)) = Z[diﬁgi () + af Ag: ()] = Z[diﬁgi () + afAj ()], (V.14)
where
Ag,(x) = Ou(n* (x)n” (2)y gi(x)), Dg: (x) = u(nt (z)n" (2)dyg; (x)) = Ay, (z). (V.15)

Since : T}, (x) : n#(x)n” (z) =: (0¢(x))? :, we obtain the following commutation relation

Hint (1), : T () - nH (2 )] =2v—g(y)Ay(x ‘?;((j))a#(n#(x)nV(z)ayé(x)). (V.16)

Considering V(¢) = %d)g’, we obtain the following relation

SV(e) A . i
W 200 = X [atwasty + vialas + vy + vkl (van)
0.
where
A *
Vij(y) = 59:(w)9; (), Vi;(y) = 59: ()9 (y)
2 : (V.18)
Viz(y) = 59i(w)g; (v): Vi (y) = 597 (v)g; (v).
As a result of the above relations, we can write
n”(m)n”(m)T( i Hie ()t T (t2,7) - e —i i ‘“‘(t)dt) =: Ty (ta, ) : 0P (x)n” (z)
(V.19)

+2i0,,(n* (x)n” ()9, ¢ /d4y\/—[ (O) (?;((j))} cee

where Hmt ) denotes the interaction Hamiltonian in the interaction picture which in this case is given by
J /=g d3 . The integral in the above expression can further be simplified as follows

/d4y /Zg() A (x 5‘;_((5)) > [f}ij(x)aidj+17;j(:c)ajdj+17ﬁ(:c)aia}+ Vig(z)alat|,  (V.20)

where

Vij /d4y\/ A (@, 9)9:(1)g; (v), Vi /d4y\/ A( (z,9)9; ()9, (y)

(V.21)
Vi;(x) /d4y\/ DAL (@,9)9:(v)g5 (), Vi5(x) /d4y\/ DAL (@, )95 ()9 (v).
Hence, the second term in the equation (V.I9) can be expressed as
i3 [, (@) + al Ay, (@) Y [Vig(@)aray + Viy(@)ala; + Vi(@)asa] + Vi (x)alal]
,J
=i A, (@) [v” (@)asdyan + Vij(2)al asay + Vi (@)alaay, + Vi (0)a] ajak}
ok (V.22)

41230 Ay, (2)(Vyy(@)a; + Vig(@)al) + Y Viala) @y, (@) + Ay, (@)af)].
i, ik
The above equation clearly shows that the coherent states or eigenstates of the annihilation operators will

not remain the eigenstates of the annihilation operators under time evolution. Further, the interaction term
can in principle lead to the violation of NEC by the quantum states under time evolution, which is argued
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below. This also shows that the violation of NEC depends on the functions {V;;(z),...,Vs;(z)} consist of
mode solutions, hence, they are directly connected to the geometry. Further, this violation also depends
on the properties of the quantum states since it depends on the action of the creation and annihilation
operators on the quantum states.

The terms in the equation (V.22) affect the NEC condition of the time-evolved states significantly
in the leading order. If this expression sandwiched between (¥(t1)| and [¢(t1)) is negative, and its
magnitude is more than ((t1)| = Ty (ta, ©) = n#(t2, Z)n” (t2, T) [¢(t1)), then the (W(ta)| : Ty (ta, T) :
nt(te, T)n” (t2, T) |1 (t2)) < 0 in the leading order quantum correction. The expressions in ([V.I8) and

are made out of the solutions of the Klein-Gordon equations. Since the term in the first parenthesis

of (V.22)) sandwiched between (1(#1)| and |1 (¢1)) and the expression ([V.I8) are cubic and quadratic in

{ng)}};l:l respectively, hence, considering a state such that {|(91(k)| — 0}, we can effectively neglect the

effect of these terms compared to the terms in the second parenthesis of (V.22) sandwiched between (¢)(t1)]
and |9(t1)). On the other hand, there exist spacetimes [33H38] in which the mode solutions of the Klein-
Gordon equation are oscillating in nature. As a result, we can always find a spacetime point in this class
of spacetimes at which (¢ (t2)| : Ty (t2, Z) : n#(t2, Z)n” (t2, T) [th(t2)) becomes negative in the leading order
quantum correction due to the oscillating nature of the terms in the second parenthesis (V.22)). Moreover,
as {ng)}}c":l are the state-dependent free parameters, it is possible to choose such parameters or in other
words, construct a quantum state suitably which can violate NEC after time evolution. This clearly shows
that the time-evolution can map a NEC satisfying quantum state to a NEC violating quantum state.

VI. AVERAGE NULL ENERGY CONDITION

In this section, we show the dependence of ANEC on the geometry of spacetime and the quantum states
of matter. In order to show that, we rewrite the mathematical inequality of ANEC in a different manner.
As shown earlier, the ANEC w.r.t a quantum state |1)) mathematically demands

[ @ oo iz =o. (VL1)

where I#()\) = % is the tangent vector of the null geodesic v and (T}, (X (N))) = (¥| Ty (X (N)) |9).
The above expression can also be expressed as follows

d*k ; . .
[ @ = [ datu@) [ g5 [ e Xz
R (2m)*
2k (VL.2)
= | o5 (T (—k TR XD XA X ()
| Gy i | ¢ (VX (VA
where ‘dot’ represents derivative w.r.t \. We make progress further by using the following result
/e—ik.X(/\)Xu()\)Xu()\)d)\:/iX“()\.)X’/()\)ie—ik.X(/\)
. ;T RX() A i)

_ {Xg)'.(éjeﬂ'k.)@ _ X{?qeﬂ'k.xl} —z’/ d X”(/\?XV()\) o~k X(N) )
k. X, k. X1 5 dA E.X(\) ’

where X()\l,g) = Xl,g and X (A12) = X; 2. In the above expression, we obtain a boundary and a bulk
term. Plugging (VL3) in (VL2)), we obtain the following expression

. o vy
[ BN dr =i [ 55 T () [ e e - S o]
y (27T) k. X5 k. X4 V14
a4k e—ik-X(\) .. . . . (VI4)
~i [ Tl [ Tk 2R ()X — X
(2) y (B.X(X))?
Using the geodesic equations, the above expression reduces to
d'k X4Xy Xpxy o,
T (XN (N)A = i | = (T (—k)) | S22 ek Xe . 2L =ik Xa
[t ceomr i o =i [ o - 5L =
d*k efik.X(/\) . . VL5
+i —T,,fk/.ikm“(ggX)\X”))\XP)\ (VL5)
/(Wx w0 | [yl e (XD X 00X

Ty (XXX (X7 () X7 (1) | dA.

g102
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The first term in the above expression is boundary term as it depends on the end-points of the null geodesic
~ and the second term is the bulk terms as it depends on the nature of the null geodesic v. However, both
the terms depend on the quantum state [¢) through (7),,(—k)). Hence, for an arbitrary stress-energy
tensor, ANEC demands

ﬂ — %eﬂ'kv& _ Xfo e~k X1 —m d4_k B
| oy N[5 S H <-1 [ | G T ()

Im

(VL6)

—ik.X(N)
T (n < G _TP < a2 o1 o2
) / X (20, (X)X N)XP(A) = T, (X)X )X (IX™ ()X (3) | dr

On the other hand, since f,y(TW(X()\))>Z“()\)Z”()\)CZ)\ is a real quantity, we expect the following equality

/ %a}w(—kz»

e~ k. X(N) u . o p o - . o o org
mekp{[2r<gla2(X(A))X JNXPN) = T2, (X)) XH(N)XY(N]X7 (D)X (A)}dA

Re

d'k XEXy XXy
/ < L (—k)>{ 2 2e—zk.X2 i Nt | e_lk'X1:| — _Re

— (T, - -
(27T)4 k.Xo k. X1

(VL7)

For an interacting scalar field theory given by (V.6)), we only need the following contribution

(Bl ) = [ L to(a)o— — ) + ). (VL8)

Therefore, in this case, we obtain the following relations

d'k XEXY s XUXY _ix, d'k [ d
/W@W(—k»{ e e X e " }Z/W/#@(Q)Qﬁ(—k—q»

(Q-X2)2 —ik.X> (‘Z-Xl)2 —ik. X, - —ik.Xo - —ik. X1
G S e G e |

and

d*k e~ k- X (X) u ) =
[ e ) [ S T, KXY

= T7,, 5, (X())X* ()XY (VX7 (X)X 72 (A)d

0102

_ [ d'% [ d'q Cxon e XNeX () (VL10)
B / (2m)4 / (2m)4 (d(q)o(—k — Q)>A€ kX3 [QTO\) +¢.X(\)

B k;.)'é(A)(q.)'((A))?}dA
[k X (N)]?

The results in (VL3), (VL) and (VL7) classify ANEC satisfying quantum states for a given null geodesic
since the expressions in these equations depend on the chosen null geodesic and the quantum state through
the expectation value of the stress-energy tensor. This also shows apparently that if the null geodesic
between two points in spacetime is not unique (existence and uniqueness of a solution of the geodesic
equation are valid locally), then the quantum states satisfying ANEC for a null geodesic v, may not satisfy
ANEC for another null geodesic 2 between the same two boundary points in general. Therefore, a quantum
state does not satisfy (VL)) in general for all the null curves. As a result, one can classify the quantum
states satisfying ANEC for a given null geodesic in that case. Moreover, the equations (VL9) and (VLIQ)
suggest that for an interacting scalar field theory with polynomial interaction, the state dependence of
ANEC comes only from the two-point function of the scalar field w.r.t a quantum state and this two-point
function also depends on the nature of the interaction. We also want to highlight that for non-unique null
geodesics, the dependence of null geodesics in (VL3]) comes from the projection of momentum modes along
the tangent vector of null geodesics and its derivative w.r.t the affine parameter.

VII. DISCUSSION

Violation of NEC by quantum states of matter in curved spacetimes put a restriction on the possible
quantum states of matter which lead to the stable configuration (see [39-H41]). It is also shown in [39]
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that even if a violation of NEC occurs in stable quantum matter, it leads to modes with superluminal
propagation. This violates causality. Further, dynamical violation of NEC is another important aspect in
cosmological models, discussed in [42].

Here, we discuss the violation of NEC by the quantum states of matter in a generic curved spacetime
using the coherent states of field operators. Further, certain criteria are also discussed by providing some
important theorems under which a quantum matter state can hold NEC. These lead to the classification
of NEC violating quantum states of matter. This classification helps in avoiding NEC violating quantum
states which lead to violation of causality and instabilities. Furthermore, we also show the classification
of quantum states based on ANEC. In order to do that, we rewrite ANEC inequality differently in which
geometrical and state dependences are shown explicitly.
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IX. APPENDIX

We consider the FRW spacetime in the conformal time coordinate 7. The metric in this coordinate is
given by g, = a®(n)nu. where n,, = diag(—1,1,1,1). The massive Klein-Gordon equation corresponding
to a free scalar field theory, minimally coupled to this spacetime is given by

- f—g@wf_ggwam) +m?¢ = 0. (IX.1)

The mode solutions of the above equation are given by

eiE.i—i [T Wi (n)dy'

fr(n, @) = ; (IX.2)
’ a(n)\/2(2m)> Wi (n)
where W7 (n) is the solution of the following differential equation
.. i72 5
2 W
W2=w?- 2 S E (IX.3)

o AW ey

w2(n) = k2 + m2a2(n), and “dot’ represents derivative w.r.t the conformal time 7. In the leading order
adiabatic approximation [43-45], we can write W;(n) = wi(n).

Now we consider two states [¢), = A[|OW) £ 21 +92 |02))] where (’)](;1) is non-zero only for k = k

and (9](;) is non-zero only for k = ky # k1. Then following the definitions and notations in section [V we
obtain the following expressions
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» 0%
OV (z) = i

= cos ( ki@ — nwgi(n’)dn'—i-Ai , (IX.4)
a(n)\/2(2m)%wl (n) ( / )

considering (9](21) = |(9](21)|eiAl and (9](;) = |(9](;2)|em2. We consider a null vector n# = ﬁ(l, 7) such that
1 1 2 2

n? = 1. Since the time derivatives are small especially for the higher frequency modes which we can choose,
we obtain the following expression

o B 092 B "
(i) (2) _ R .. 2\2 ki s 2 - . / / )
N(OW,0%) = (wg () — ki-n) 20 () (2 ooy, (1) sin <k1.x / wi (n)dn' + Az> : (IX.5)

- - [k
Defining ¢;(z) = k;.@ — ["wi (n)dn' + A;, Ai(ki,n) = w»k—l{n)’ we obtain the following expression
: :,

Re[N(F, F)ei62] _ 7; [Al (E, 1) cos(2¢1 (x) — 52)(‘”121 (n) — E1.

2T () (27 )

Sy

Ay (R, ) cos(2i0 (@) + 02) (wi, (1) — Fat)? = 24 Ay (Br, ) Aa (o, m) coslpa (@) — 1 () +82) (X0)

)
x (wp, () — Fo.fi) (wg. (n) — Eﬁ)} .

Therefore, according to the theorem [, the sates |1)), satisfy NEC provided the following condition is
satisfied

Ay (k,m) cos(2p1 () — 82)(wy, () — k1.7)* + Aa(Ka,n) cos(2p2() + 82) (wy, (1) — Ka.12)?

- -

*2\//11(’517 1) As(k2, 1) cos(ipa(x) — @1 () + 02) (wy, (1) — ka.71) (wi, (7) — ka.70)

I

_1 (1))2 (2) 2
He 100 P+02)2)

<2 {651 (wi, () — Ka.72)? Ag (K2, ) sin® (2 (x)) + e~ (wp, () — kr.70)? A (K1, m) Sinz(sm(fc))] :
(IX.7)

where we used |0 — 0?)|2 = |(9](51)|2 + |(’)I(;2)|2 in this case. For a given spacetime point x, we choose
1 2

02 = § — pa(x) + p1(x). Then the above inequality becomes

Ar(F,m) sin(p1 () + g2 (@) (wg, () — F1.7)? — Ao(Fa, ) sin(a(a) + 01(«)) wp, (1) — Fa.i)

< [ (g, (n) — Fo ) An(Fp, m)sin? (pa()) + ¢~ g, () — Fu AP s Fumysin® ()] (59

1j0W)2+j0P)2
o AIOL) PO

In this situation, if we choose §; > 1 and |(9](22)|2 < 1, then the above inequality may not satisfy. As a
2

result, states [¢) . in this condition can violate NEC.
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