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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 [1–3] 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 [4] in the causal structure of geodesic
congruences, generalized in [5]. However, proofs of singularity theorems in BH strongly depend on the null
energy condition (see [6–8]). The null energy condition essentially states that the energy-momentum tensor
Tµν of the matter satisfies the following condition

Tµν(x)n
µ(x)nν (x) ≥ 0, (I.1)

for any null vector nµ, satisfying gµν(x)n
µ(x)nν(x) = 0 where gµν is the metric tensor of the spacetime

manifold. However, over the years, violations of the null energy condition (NEC) [6, 9–12] have been found
in several physical situations. Later, it has been proposed that average null energy condition (ANEC)
[13–19] is the minimum requirement for the study of BH and it holds for any spacetime, based on the work
[20]. 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

∫

γ

Tµν l
µlν ≡

∫

γ

Tµν(λ)l
µ(λ)lν(λ)dλ ≥ 0, (I.2)

where lµ is the tangent vector to the null geodesic γ and λ is the affine parameter. Later, it has also been
shown that ANEC can be violated [21–23]. If two points are connected by a null geodesic γ parametrized
by λ, then (I.2) can be expressed as

∫

γ

Tµν l
µlν =

∫

γ

Tµν(x)l
ν(x)dxµ =

∫

γ

Jµ(x)dxµ, (I.3)

where Jµ(x) = Tµν(x)l
ν(x). If there exist closed null geodesics [24, 25], then the same two points must be

connected by two null geodesics, let’s say γ1, γ2, hence,

∫

γ1

Tµν l
µlν −

∫

γ2

Tµν l
µlν =

∫

C

Jµ(x)dxµ =

∫

S

∇[µJν](x)dxµ ∧ dxν , (I.4)

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 (I.2) 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 (I.1) and (I.2) 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 (I.1) or (I.2) are ambiguous yet. Hence, it is important to
classify quantum states of matter which hold NEC (I.1) since it is stronger than ANEC (I.2). 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 nµ,

〈ψ1| T̂µν |ψ1〉nµnν ≥ 0, 〈ψ2| T̂µν |ψ2〉nµnν ≥ 0 6=⇒ (〈ψ1| a∗ + 〈ψ2| b∗)T̂µν(a |ψ1〉+ b |ψ2〉)nµnν ≥ 0, (I.5)

for arbitrary complex numbers a, b where |ψ1〉 and |ψ2〉 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 x 7→ x̂, p 7→ p̂, {x, p} = 1 7→ [x̂, p̂] = i.
Using the operators x̂, p̂, creation operator â† and annihilation operator â can be constructed, satisfying the
algebra [â, â†] = 1. A coherent state |α〉, also known as Glauber state, is an eigenstate of the annihilation
operator â with eigenvalue α ∈ C, defined by â |α〉 = α |α〉. Now, we define the displacement operator

D̂(α) ≡ eαâ†−α∗â = e−
1
2 |α|

2

eαâ
†

e−α∗â, (II.1)

where BCH formula is used in the second equality. The above definition implies D̂†(α) = D̂(−α) = D̂−1(α).
Further, it can be shown that

D̂†(α)âD̂(α) = â+ α, D̂†(α)â†D̂(α) = â† + α∗, (II.2)

and D̂(α + β) = D̂(α)D̂(β)e−iIm(αβ∗). The relation (II.2) essentially implies |α〉 = D̂(α) |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

〈β|α〉 = 〈0| D̂†(β)D̂(α) |0〉 = e−
|α−β|2

2 +iIm(αβ∗). (II.3)

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 = −
∫

√

−g(x)d4x 1

2
gµν(x)∂µφ(x)∂νφ(x). (III.1)

A complete set of mode solutions {fj, f∗
j } 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, g〉 = −i
∫

√

−g(x)d3x[f∗(t, ~x)
←→
∂0 g(t, ~x)], (III.2)

such that

〈fj, fj′〉 = δjj′ , 〈f∗
j , f

∗
j′〉 = −δjj′

〈f∗
j , fj′〉 = 〈fj , f∗

j′〉 = 0.
(III.3)

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

∑

j

[fj(t, ~x)∂
0f∗

j (t, ~x
′)− f∗

j (t, ~x)∂
0fj(t, ~x

′)] = − i
√

−g(x)
δ(3)(~x− ~x′). (III.4)
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The field operator φ̂(x) can be written in terms of the above basis solutions as follows

φ̂(x) =
∑

j

[âjfj(x) + â
†
jf

∗
j (x)]. (III.5)

with the following commutation relations

[âj , âj′ ] = 0 = [â†j , â
†
j′ ], [âj , â

†
j′ ] = δjj′ . (III.6)

The vacuum state |0〉 is defined by

âj |0〉 = 0, ∀j . (III.7)

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

|j1j2 . . . jn〉 = N
∑

σ∈Sn

n
∏

i=1

(â†jσi
)ni |0〉 , (III.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

T̂µν =
∑

i,j

[Tµν(fi, fj)âiâj + Tµν(fi, f∗
j )âiâ

†
j + Tµν(f∗

i , fj)â
†
i âj + Tµν(f∗

i , f
∗
j )â

†
i â

†
j]

=⇒ : T̂µν : =
∑

i,j

[Tµν(fi, fj)âiâj + Tµν(fi, f∗
j )â

†
j âi + Tµν(f∗

i , fj)â
†
i âj + Tµν(f∗

i , f
∗
j )â

†
i â

†
j],

(III.9)

where : : is the normal-ordering operation and Tµν(fi, fj) = ∂µfi∂νfj . Normal-ordering is used to make

〈0| : T̂µν : |0〉 = 0. Further, we obtain the following relation

: T̂µν : nµnν =
∑

i,j

[

N (fi, fj)âiâj +N (fi, f
∗
j )â

†
j âi +N (f∗

i , fj)â
†
i âj +N (f∗

i , f
∗
j )â

†
i â

†
j

]

, (III.10)

where N (fi, fj) = ∂fi∂fj ≡ nµ∂µfin
ν∂νfj.

IV. COHERENT STATES AND NEC

Let us consider a generic coherent state given by

|O〉 = D̂({O}) |0〉 =
∏

i

D̂(Oi) |0〉 , (IV.1)

where D̂(Oi) = eOiâ
†
i−O∗

i âi . Hence, the expectation value of the operator in (III.10) w.r.t the state (IV.1)
is given by

〈O| : T̂µν : nµnν |O〉 =
∑

i,j

[

N (fi, fj)OiOj +N (f∗
i , fj)O∗

iOj +N (fi, f
∗
j )OiO∗

j

+N (f∗
i , f

∗
j )O∗

iO∗
j

]

.

(IV.2)

The above expression can further be simplified in the following way

〈O| : T̂µν : nµnν |O〉 =
∑

i,j

[

Oi(OjN (fi, fj) +N (fi, f
∗
j )O∗

j ) +O∗
i (OjN (f∗

i , fj)

+N (f∗
i , f

∗
j )O∗

j )
]

=
∑

i,j

N (Oifi +O∗
i f

∗
i ,Ojfj +O∗

j f
∗
j ) = 4N (Ō, Ō) ≥ 0, Ō =

∑

i

Re(Oifi).
(IV.3)

The above expression leads to the following theorem.

Theorem 1 The set of all the coherent states {|O〉} of the field operator φ̂ holds NEC.
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Let us now consider two such coherent states given by |O(1)〉 and |O(2)〉, then

〈O(1)| : T̂µν : nµnν |O(2)〉 =
∑

i,j

[

N (fi, fj)O(2)
i O

(2)
j +N (fi, f

∗
j )O(2)

i O
(1)∗
j

+N (f∗
i , fj)O(1)∗

i O(2)
j +N (f∗

i , f
∗
j )O(1)∗

i O(1)∗
j

]

=
∑

i,j

N (fiO(2)
i + f∗

i O(1)∗
i , fjO(2)

j + f∗
jO(1)∗

j ) 〈O(1)|O(2)〉 .

(IV.4)

Using the result in (II.3), we can express

〈O(1)|O(2)〉 = e−
1
2 ||O

(1)−O(2)||2+i∆(O(1),O(2)) ≡
∏

i

[

e−
1
2 |O

(1)
i −O

(2)
i |2+iIm(O

(1)∗
i O

(2)
i )
]

. (IV.5)

Hence, the expression (IV.4) can be expressed as

〈O(1)| : T̂µν : nµnν |O(2)〉 = N (F, F )e−
1
2 ||O

(1)−O(2)||2+i∆(O(1),O(2)), (IV.6)

where F =
∑

i(fiO
(2)
i + f∗

i O(1)∗
i ) is a complex function. The expression (IV.6) has a huge implication

which we discuss now.
In equation (I.5), it is shown that the quantum states which do not violate NEC do not necessarily

form a vector space. Although the theorem 1 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(1)〉 and |O(2)〉 holding NEC condition, we obtain a two-dimensional vector

space which is nothing but the span of |O(1)〉 and |O(2)〉. Let us consider a generic state from this two-
dimensional vector space, denoted by |ψ+〉 = A(|O(1)〉+ eδ1+iδ2 |O(2)〉), then

〈ψ+| : T̂µν : nµnν |ψ+〉 = |A|2
[

4N (Ō1, Ō1) + 4e2δ1N (Ō2, Ō2)

+N (F, F )eδ1−
1
2 ||O

(1)−O(2)||2+i(∆(O(1),O(2))+δ2) +N (F ∗, F ∗)eδ1−
1
2 ||O

(1)−O(2)||2−i(∆(O(1),O(2))+δ2)
]

= 4|A|2
[

N (Ō1, Ō1) + e2δ1N (Ō2, Ō2) +
eδ1

2
Re(N (F, F )ei(∆(O(1) ,O(2))+δ2))e−

1
2 ||O

(1)−O(2)||2
]

.

(IV.7)

Similarly, for the state |ψ−〉 = A(|O(1)〉 − eδ1+iδ2 |O(2)〉),

〈ψ−| : T̂µν : nµnν |ψ−〉 = 4|A|2
[

N (Ō1, Ō1) + e2δ1N (Ō2, Ō2)

− eδ1

2
Re(N (F, F )ei(∆(O(1),O(2))+δ2))e−

1
2 ||O

(1)−O(2)||2
]

.

(IV.8)

The expressions of the expectation values of : T̂µν : nµnν w.r.t the states |ψ±〉 in (IV.7) and (IV.8) lead to
the following theorem.

Theorem 2 Given two coherent states |O(1)〉 and |O(2)〉, the states of the form |ψ±〉 = A(|O(1)〉 ±
eδ1+iδ2 |O(2)〉) hold NEC, provided the following condition is satisfied

N (Ō1, Ō1) + e2δ1N (Ō2, Ō2)±
eδ1

2
Re(N (F, F )ei(∆(O(1),O(2))+δ2))e−

1
2 ||O

(1)−O(2)||2 ≥ 0

=⇒ eδ1
∣

∣

∣
Re[N (F, F )ei(∆(O(1),O(2))+δ2)]

∣

∣

∣
e−

1
2 ||O

(1)−O(2)||2 ≤ 2[N (Ō1, Ō1) + e2δ1N (Ō2, Ō2)].

(IV.9)

Since the function N (F, F ) is a complex function, we can express it as N (F (x), F (x)) = F(x)ei∆̃12(x)

where F(x) is a positive real-valued function. Hence, the inequality in (IV.9) can be expressed as follows

F(x)| cos(∆(O(1),O(2)) + ∆̃12(x) + δ2)|e−
1
2 ||O

(1)−O(2)||2 ≤ 2[e−δ1N (Ō1, Ō1) + eδ1N (Ō2, Ō2)]

= 2(e−δ1F1(x) + eδ1F2(x)).
(IV.10)

where N (Ōi, Ōi) = Fi(x)s are positive real-valued functions. An example of the inequality (IV.9) is
provided in the Appendix. The inequality in (IV.10) leads to the following theorem.
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Theorem 3 If the following condition

e−δ1F1(x) + eδ1F2(x)

F(x) e
1
2 ||O

(1)−O(2)||2 ≥ 1

2
, (IV.11)

holds for all the points in the spacetime, then the states of the form |ψ±〉 definitely hold NEC.

The above condition strongly depends on the states |O1〉 , |O2〉 and the mode solutions of the Klein-Gordon
equation. It is quite clear that the condition (IV.11) is more likely to be satisfied if ||O(1) −O(2)|| ≫ 1 or
|δ1| ≫ 1. It is important to note that the above theorems are still valid even if we consider the mass term
in the action (III.1).
Recall the following definitions

Ō1 =
1

2

∑

i

(O(1)
i fi +O(1)∗

i f∗
i ), Ō2 =

1

2

∑

i

(O(2)
i fi +O(2)∗

i f∗
i ), F =

∑

i

(fiO(2)
i + f∗

i O(1)∗
i ), (IV.12)

and therefore, we can write the following

N (Ō1, Ō2) =
1

4

∑

i,j

[

O(1)
i O

(2)
j ∂fi∂fj +O(1)

i O
(2)∗
j ∂fi∂f

∗
j +O(1)∗

i O(2)
j ∂f∗

i ∂fj +O(1)∗
i O(2)∗

j ∂f∗
i ∂f

∗
j

]

|N (F, F )| = ∂F∂F ∗ =
∑

i,j

[

O(1)
i O

(2)
j ∂fi∂fj +O(1)

i O
(1)∗
j ∂fi∂f

∗
j +O(2)∗

i O(2)
j ∂f∗

i ∂fj +O(2)∗
i O(1)∗

j ∂f∗
i ∂f

∗
j

]

,

(IV.13)

where ∂ ≡ nµ∂µ. Defining O(1,2)
f ≡ ∑i fiO

(1,2)
i and using the above expressions, we obtain the following

inequality

|N (F, F )| − 4N (Ō1, Ō2) =
[

∂O(1)
f ∂O(1)∗

f + ∂O(2)
f ∂O(2)∗

f − ∂O(1)
f ∂O(2)∗

f − ∂O(1)∗
f ∂O(2)

f

]

= ∂(O(1)
f −O

(2)
f )∂(O(1)∗

f −O(2)∗
f ) = |∂(O(1)

f −O
(2)
f )|2 ≥ 0

=⇒ N (Ō1, Ō2)

|N (F, F )| ≤
1

4
.

(IV.14)

From the theorem (2) and theorem (3), it follows that if e−δ1F1(x)+eδ1F2(x)
F(x) e

1
2 ||O

(1)−O(2)||2 < 1
2 , atleast for

a spacetime point x and δ1, and

F(x)| cos(∆(O(1),O(2)) + ∆̃12(x) + δ2)|e−
1
2 ||O

(1)−O(2)||2 > 2[e−δ1N (Ō1, Ō1) + eδ1N (Ō2, Ō2)], (IV.15)

then the states |ψ±〉 violates NEC. Since e−δ1F1(x)+eδ1F2(x)
F(x) e

1
2 ||O

(1)−O(2)||2 < 1
2 , there always exists a relative

phase δ̄2 for which (IV.15) is satisfied. This shows that all the states belong to the linear span of any

two coherent states do not hold NEC. Further, the minimum value of the function e−δ1F1(x)+eδ1F2(x)
F(x) is

2

√
F1(x)F2(x)

F(x) . Therefore, if there exists a δ̄2 for which the following condition

| cos(∆(O(1),O(2)) + ∆̃12(x) + δ2)|e−
1
2 ||O

(1)−O(2)||2 > 4

√

F1(x)F2(x)

F(x) , (IV.16)

is satisfied atleast for a spacetime point x then, NEC is violated. It is important to remember that δ2 ∈ [0, π]
for the states |ψ±〉.
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(i)〉}mi=1. A generic state belongs to the linear span of the coherent states {|O(i)〉}mi=1 can be
expressed as follows

|ψ〉 = A[|O(1)〉+ eδ2+iφ2 |O(2)〉+ eδ3+iφ3 |O(3)〉+ . . .+ eδm+iφm |O(m)〉], (IV.17)

where {δi}mi=2 ∈ R and {φi}mi=2 ∈ [0, 2π). The expectation value of : T̂µν : nµnν w.r.t the state |ψ〉 can be
expressed as follows

〈ψ| : T̂µν :nµnν |ψ〉 = 4|A|2
[

m
∑

i=1

e2δiN (Ōi, Ōi) +
∑

i<j

eδi+δj

2
Re
(

N (Fij , Fij)e
i(∆(O(i),O(j))+φi+φj)

)

e−
1
2 ||O

(i)−O(j)||2
]

Fij(x) =
∑

k

(fk(x)O(j)
k + f∗

k (x)O(i)∗
k ), δ1 = φ1 = 0, ∆(O(i),O(j)) =

∑

k

Im(O(i)∗
k O(j)

k ).

(IV.18)
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Expressing N (Fij(x), Fij(x)) = Fij(x)e
i∆ij(x), the above expression can be re-expressed as follows

〈ψ| : T̂µν(x) : nµnν |ψ〉 = 4|A|2
[

m
∑

i=1

e2δiN (Ōi(x), Ōi(x)) +
∑

i<j

[eδi+δjFij(x)

2
e−

1
2 ||O

(i)−O(j)||2

× cos(∆(O(i),O(j)) + ∆ij(x) + φi + φj)
]

]

.

(IV.19)

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 {|O(i)〉}mi=1, the states of the form |ψ〉
(shown earlier) violate NEC if for any spacetime point x and the sets of parameters {δi}mi=2, {φi}mi=2

∑

i<j

eδi+δjFij(x)

2
cos(∆(O(i),O(j)) + ∆ij(x) + φi + φj)e

− 1
2 ||O

(i)−O(j)||2 < −
m
∑

i=1

e2δiN (Ōi(x), Ōi(x)),

(IV.20)
is satisfied provided

m
∑

i=1

e2δiN (Ōi(x), Ōi(x)) <
∑

i<j

eδi+δjFij(x)

2
e−

1
2 ||O

(i)−O(j)||2 . (IV.21)

If for any value of m, the above condition holds then, we conclude that NEC is violated by the matter.
Theorem 2 and 4 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 2.
Suppose a matter in a generic curved spacetime is given by a density matrix [30, 31] ρ̂ which could be

either a pure or a mixed state. Then we obtain the following relation

〈: T̂µν : nµnν〉 = Tr[ρ̂ : T̂µν(x) : n
µnν ] =

∑

j

〈O(j)| ρ̂ : T̂µν(x) : n
µnν |O(j)〉

=
∑

i,j

〈O(j)| ρ̂ |O(i)〉 〈O(i)| : T̂µν(x) : nµnν |O(j)〉

=
∑

i,j

[

〈O(j)| ρ̂ |O(i)〉N (Fij , Fij)e
− 1

2 ||O
(i)−O(j)||2ei∆(O(i),O(j))

]

,

(IV.22)

where {|O(i)〉} is the set of complete coherent state basis. Defining ρji ≡ 〈O(j)|ρ̂|O(i)〉

〈O(j)|O(i)〉
, the above expression

can further be simplified as follows

〈: T̂µν : nµnν〉 =
∑

i,j

[

ρji N (Fij , Fij)e
−||O(i)−O(j)||2

]

=
∑

i,j

[

Re (ρji N (Fij , Fij)) e
−||O(i)−O(j)||2

]

,
(IV.23)

where we have used the following relation

∆(O(i),O(j)) = −∆(O(j),O(i)). (IV.24)

Theorem 5 A density matrix ρ̂, 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

∑

i,j

[

Re[ρji N (Fij(x), Fij(x))]e
−||O(i)−O(j)||2

]

< 0, (IV.25)

is satisfied.
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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 〈ψ(t)| : T̂µν(t, ~x) : nµ(t, ~x)nν(t, ~x) |ψ(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 |ψ(t0)〉.

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 Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ĥint. In this picture, the operators carry the time dependence through the free
Hamiltonian Ĥ0 whereas the states carry the time dependence through the interaction Hamiltonian Ĥint

in the following way

i
d

dt
|ψ(t)〉I = Ĥint,I |ψ(t)〉I , ÔI(t) = eiĤ0tÔSe

−iĤ0t (V.1)

where ÔS is the operator in the Schrödinger picture and ÔI(t) is the operator in the interaction picture.
Now onwards, we drop the labels I and S.
Let us consider a state |ψ(t1)〉 satisfying 〈ψ(t1)| : T̂µν(t1, ~x) : nµ(t1, ~x)n

ν(t1, ~x) |ψ(t1)〉 ≥ 0. Then, at
time t2 > t1, the quantum state becomes

|ψ(t2)〉 = T
(

e
−i

∫ t2
t1

Ĥint(t)dt
)

|ψ(t1)〉 , (V.2)

where T is the time-ordering operator. Using the above time-evolved state, we obtain the following relation

〈ψ(t2)| : T̂µν(t2, ~x) : nµ(t2, ~x)n
ν(t2, ~x) |ψ(t2)〉

= 〈ψ(t1)| T̄
(

e
i
∫ t2
t1

Ĥint(t)dt
)

: T̂µν(t2, ~x) : T
(

e
−i

∫ t2
t1

Ĥint(t)dt
)

|ψ(t1)〉nµ(t2, ~x)n
ν(t2, ~x)

≡ 〈ψ(t1)| T̃
(

ei
∫ t2
t1

Ĥint(t)dt : T̂µν(t2, ~x) : e
−i

∫ t2
t1

Ĥint(t)dt
)

|ψ(t1)〉nµ(t2, ~x)n
ν(t2, ~x),

(V.3)

where T̄ is the anti time-ordering operator. If Ĥ0(t) is time-independent, then T
(

e−i
∫ t2
t1

Ĥ0(t)dt
)

=

e−iĤ0(t2−t1). For the sake of simplicity, we defined the operation T̃ 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

∫ t2
t1
Ĥint(t)dt =

∫

d4y Ĥint(y) where Ĥ(y) is the Hamiltonian density operator. Hence, we obtain the

following relation

T̃
(

ei
∫ t2
t1

Ĥint(t)dt : T̂µν(t2, ~x) : e
−i

∫ t2
t1

Ĥint(t)dt
)

= T̄
(

ei
∫ t2
t1

Ĥint(t)dt
)

: T̂µν(t2, ~x) : T
(

e−i
∫ t2
t1

Ĥint(t)dt
)

=: T̂µν(t2, ~x) : +i

∫

d4y[Ĥint(y), : T̂µν(t2, ~x) :] + . . . .
(V.4)

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 [Ô1(x), Ô2(y)] = 0 if and only if the spacetime points x 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, ~x) give rise to non-zero commutators in (V.4).
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Analogously, in the case of a system described by a mixed state with the density matrix ρ̂, we obtain
the following relation

〈: T̂µν(t2, ~x) :〉nµ(t2, ~x)n
ν(t2, ~x) = Tr[ρ̂(t2) : T̂µν(t2, ~x) :]n

µ(t2, ~x)n
ν(t2, ~x)

= Tr

[

T
(

e−i
∫ t2
t1

Ĥint(t)dt
)

ρ̂(t1)T̄
(

ei
∫ t2
t1

Ĥint(t)dt
)

: T̂µν(t2, ~x) :

]

nµ(t2, ~x)n
ν(t2, ~x)

= Tr

[

ρ̂(t1)T̃
(

ei
∫ t2
t1

Ĥint(t)dt : T̂µν(t2, ~x) : e
−i

∫ t2
t1

Ĥint(t)dt
)

]

nµ(t2, ~x)n
ν(t2, ~x),

(V.5)

where the cyclicity property of trace operation is used. Hence, the results (V.3) and (V.5) are almost the
same. If we consider the density matrix to be a pure state (ρ̂(t1) = |ψ(t1)〉 〈ψ(t1)|), then the expression in
(V.5) reduces to the expression in (V.3), however, the expression in (V.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 φ3 scalar field theory in a static spacetime

Let us consider a massless scalar field theory in a static curved spacetime with the φ3-interaction. The
corresponding action is given by

S = −
∫ √−g d4x

[1

2
gµν∂µφ∂νφ+ V (φ)

]

, V (φ) =
λ

3!
φ3. (V.6)

The conjugate momentum variable is given by

Π(x) = −
√

−g(x)g0ν∂νφ(x) = −
√

−g(x)∂0φ(x), (V.7)

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

[φ̂(x), Π̂(y)] = iδ(3)(~x − ~y) =⇒ [φ̂(x), ∂0φ̂(y)] = −i δ
(3)(~x− ~y)
√

−g(x)
, x0 = y0. (V.8)

Hence, the Hamiltonian density is given by

H(x) = −
√

−g(x)∂0φ(x)∂0φ(x) +
√

−g(x)
[1

2
gµν(x)∂µφ(x)∂νφ(x) + V (φ(x))

]

=
√

−g(x)
[

− 1

2
∂0φ(x)∂

0φ(x) +
1

2
∂iφ(x)∂

iφ(x) + V (φ(x))
]

.

(V.9)

In a static spacetime, the above expression reduces to the following

H(x) =
√

−g(x)
[ 1

2g(x)g00(x)
Π2(x) +

1

2
∂iφ(x)∂

iφ(x) + V (φ(x))
]

. (V.10)

In this section, we discuss the effect of V (φ) = λ
3!φ

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

φ̂(x) =
∑

i

[âigi(x) + â
†
ig

∗
i (x)], (V.11)

where ✷gi(x) = 0, and the creation and annihilation operators satisfy the algebra [âi, â
†
j ] = δij . As a result

of this expansion, the general commutation bracket is given by

[φ̂(x), φ̂(y)] = ∆
(0)
φ (x, y), [Π̂(x), Π̂(y)] = ∆

(0)
Π (x, y), [φ̂(x), Π̂(y)] = ∆(0)(x, y), (V.12)

where

∆
(0)
φ (x, y) =

∑

i

[gi(x)g
∗
i (y)− g∗i (x)gi(y)] = 2i

∑

i

Im(gi(x)g
∗
i (y))

∆
(0)
Π (x, y) =

√

g(x)g(y)∂0x∂
0
y∆

(0)
φ (x, y), ∆(0)(x, y) = −

√

−g(y)∂0y∆(0)
φ (x, y).

(V.13)
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On the other hand, we also obtain the following relation

∂µ(n
µ(x)nν(x)∂ν φ̂(x)) =

∑

i

[âi∆̄gi(x) + â
†
i ∆̄g∗

i
(x)] =

∑

i

[âi∆̄gi(x) + â
†
i ∆̄

∗
gi
(x)], (V.14)

where

∆̄gi(x) = ∂µ(n
µ(x)nν(x)∂νgi(x)), ∆̄g∗

i
(x) = ∂µ(n

µ(x)nν(x)∂νg
∗
i (x)) = ∆̄∗

gi
(x). (V.15)

Since : T̂µν(x) : n
µ(x)nν(x) =: (∂φ̂(x))2 :, we obtain the following commutation relation

[Ĥint(y), : T̂µν(x) : n
µ(x)nν(x)] = 2

√

−g(y)∆φ(x, y)
δV (φ)

δφ(y)
∂µ(n

µ(x)nν(x)∂ν φ̂(x)). (V.16)

Considering V (φ) = λ
3!φ

3, we obtain the following relation

δV (φ)

δφ
=
λ

2
φ2(y) =

∑

i,j

[

Vij(y)âiâj + Vīj(y)â†i âj + Vij̄(y)âiâ†j + Vīj̄(y)â†i â†j
]

, (V.17)

where

Vij(y) =
λ

2
gi(y)gj(y), Vīj(y) =

λ

2
g∗i (y)gj(y)

Vij̄(y) =
λ

2
gi(y)g

∗
j (y), Vīj̄(y) =

λ

2
g∗i (y)g

∗
j (y).

(V.18)

As a result of the above relations, we can write

nµ(x)nν (x)T̃
(

ei
∫ t2
t1

Ĥint(t)dt : T̂µν(t2, ~x) : e
−i

∫ t2
t1

Ĥint(t)dt
)

=: T̂µν(t2, ~x) : n
µ(x)nν(x)

+2i∂µ(n
µ(x)nν(x)∂ν φ̂(x))

∫

d4y
√

−g(y)
[

∆
(0)
φ (x, y)

δV (φ)

δφ(y)

]

− . . . ,
(V.19)

where Ĥint(t) denotes the interaction Hamiltonian in the interaction picture which in this case is given by
∫
√

−g(x)d3x λ
3!φ

3(x). The integral in the above expression can further be simplified as follows

2i

∫

d4y
√

−g(y)∆(0)
φ (x, y)

δV (φ)

δφ(y)
= i
∑

i,j

[

V̄ij(x)âiâj + V̄īj(x)â†i âj + V̄ij̄(x)âiâ†j + V̄īj̄(x)â†i â†j
]

, (V.20)

where

V̄ij(x) = λ

∫

d4y
√

−g(y)∆(0)
φ (x, y)gi(y)gj(y), V̄īj(x) = λ

∫

d4y
√

−g(y)∆(0)
φ (x, y)g∗i (y)gj(y)

V̄ij̄(x) = λ

∫

d4y
√

−g(y)∆(0)
φ (x, y)gi(y)g

∗
j (y), V̄īj̄(x) = λ

∫

d4y
√

−g(y)∆(0)
φ (x, y)g∗i (y)g

∗
j (y).

(V.21)

Hence, the second term in the equation (V.19) can be expressed as

i
∑

k

[âk∆̄gk(x) + â
†
k∆̄

∗
gk
(x)]

∑

i,j

[

V̄ij(x)âiâj + V̄īj(x)â†i âj + V̄ij̄(x)âiâ†j + V̄īj̄(x)â†i â†j
]

= i
∑

i,j,k

[

∆̄gk(x)
[

V̄ij(x)âiâj âk + V̄īj(x)â†i âj âk + V̄ij̄(x)â†j âiâk + V̄īj̄(x)â†i â†j âk
]

+ ∆̄∗
gk
(x)
[

V̄ij(x)â†k âiâj + V̄īj(x)â
†
i â

†
kâj + V̄ij̄(x)â

†
j â

†
kâi + V̄īj̄(x)â

†
i â

†
j â

†
k

]

]

+i
[

2
∑

i,j

∆̄gi(x)(V̄īj(x)âj + V̄īj̄(x)â†j) +
∑

i,k

V̄īi(x)(âk∆̄gk(x) + ∆̄∗
gk
(x)â†k)

]

.

(V.22)

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 {V̄ij(x), . . . , V̄īj̄(x)} 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 〈ψ(t1)| and |ψ(t1)〉 is negative, and its

magnitude is more than 〈ψ(t1)| : T̂µν(t2, ~x) : nµ(t2, ~x)n
ν(t2, ~x) |ψ(t1)〉, then the 〈ψ(t2)| : T̂µν(t2, ~x) :

nµ(t2, ~x)n
ν(t2, ~x) |ψ(t2)〉 < 0 in the leading order quantum correction. The expressions in (IV.18) and

(V.22) are made out of the solutions of the Klein-Gordon equations. Since the term in the first parenthesis
of (V.22) sandwiched between 〈ψ(t1)| and |ψ(t1)〉 and the expression (IV.18) are cubic and quadratic in

{O(k)
i }mk=1 respectively, hence, considering a state such that {|O(k)

i | → 0}mk=1, we can effectively neglect the
effect of these terms compared to the terms in the second parenthesis of (V.22) sandwiched between 〈ψ(t1)|
and |ψ(t1)〉. On the other hand, there exist spacetimes [33–38] 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 〈ψ(t2)| : T̂µν(t2, ~x) : nµ(t2, ~x)n

ν(t2, ~x) |ψ(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 {O(k)
i }mk=1 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 |ψ〉 mathematically demands

∫

γ

〈Tµν(X(λ))〉lµ(λ)lν(λ)dλ ≥ 0, (VI.1)

where lµ(λ) = dXµ(λ)
dλ

is the tangent vector of the null geodesic γ and 〈Tµν(X(λ))〉 = 〈ψ|Tµν(X(λ)) |ψ〉.
The above expression can also be expressed as follows

∫

γ

〈Tµν(X(λ))〉lµ(λ)lν(λ)dλ =

∫

d4x〈Tµν(x)〉
∫

d4k

(2π)4

∫

γ

eik.(x−X(λ))Ẋµ(λ)Ẋν(λ)dλ

=

∫

d4k

(2π)4
〈Tµν(−k)〉

∫

γ

e−ik.X(λ)Ẋµ(λ)Ẋν(λ)dλ,

(VI.2)

where ‘dot’ represents derivative w.r.t λ. We make progress further by using the following result
∫

γ

e−ik.X(λ)Ẋµ(λ)Ẋν(λ)dλ =

∫

γ

iẊµ(λ)Ẋν(λ)

k.Ẋ(λ)

d

dλ
e−ik.X(λ)

= i
[Ẋ

µ
2 Ẋ

ν
2

k.Ẋ2

e−ik.X2 − Ẋ
µ
1 Ẋ

ν
1

k.Ẋ1

e−ik.X1

]

− i
∫

γ

d

dλ

(

Ẋµ(λ)Ẋν(λ)

k.Ẋ(λ)

)

e−ik.X(λ)dλ,

(VI.3)

where Ẋ(λ1,2) = Ẋ1,2 and X(λ1,2) = X1,2. In the above expression, we obtain a boundary and a bulk
term. Plugging (VI.3) in (VI.2), we obtain the following expression

∫

γ

〈Tµν(X(λ))〉lµ(λ)lν(λ)dλ = i

∫

d4k

(2π)4
〈Tµν(−k)〉

[Ẋ
µ
2 Ẋ

ν
2

k.Ẋ2

e−ik.X2 − Ẋ
µ
1 Ẋ

ν
1

k.Ẋ1

e−ik.X1

]

− i
∫

d4k

(2π)4
〈Tµν(−k)〉

∫

γ

e−ik.X(λ)

(k.Ẋ(λ))2
kρ[2Ẍ

(µ(λ)Ẋν)(λ)Ẋρ − ẌρẊµẊν]dλ.

(VI.4)

Using the geodesic equations, the above expression reduces to
∫

γ

〈Tµν(X(λ))〉lµ(λ)lν(λ)dλ = i

∫

d4k

(2π)4
〈Tµν(−k)〉

[Ẋ
µ
2 Ẋ

ν
2

k.Ẋ2

e−ik.X2 − Ẋ
µ
1 Ẋ

ν
1

k.Ẋ1

e−ik.X1

]

+ i

∫

d4k

(2π)4
〈Tµν(−k)〉

∫

γ

[ e−ik.X(λ)

(k.Ẋ(λ))2
kρ[2Γ

(µ
σ1σ2

(X(λ))Ẋν)(λ)Ẋρ(λ)

− Γρ
σ1σ2

(X(λ))Ẋµ(λ)Ẋν(λ)]Ẋσ1(λ)Ẋσ2 (λ)
]

dλ.

(VI.5)



11

The first term in the above expression is boundary term as it depends on the end-points of the null geodesic
γ and the second term is the bulk terms as it depends on the nature of the null geodesic γ. However, both
the terms depend on the quantum state |ψ〉 through 〈Tµν(−k)〉. Hence, for an arbitrary stress-energy
tensor, ANEC demands

Im

[

∫

d4k

(2π)4
〈Tµν(−k)〉

[Ẋ
µ
2 Ẋ

ν
2

k.Ẋ2

e−ik.X2 − Ẋ
µ
1 Ẋ

ν
1

k.Ẋ1

e−ik.X1

]

]

≤ −Im
[

∫

d4k

(2π)4
〈Tµν(−k)〉

×
∫

γ

e−ik.X(λ)

(k.Ẋ(λ))2
kρ

[

[2Γ(µ
σ1σ2

(X(λ))Ẋν)(λ)Ẋρ(λ)− Γρ
σ1σ2

(X(λ))Ẋµ(λ)Ẋν(λ)]Ẋσ1(λ)Ẋσ2 (λ)
]

dλ

]

.

(VI.6)

On the other hand, since
∫

γ
〈Tµν(X(λ))〉lµ(λ)lν(λ)dλ is a real quantity, we expect the following equality

Re

[

∫

d4k

(2π)4
〈Tµν(−k)〉

[Ẋ
µ
2 Ẋ

ν
2

k.Ẋ2

e−ik.X2 − Ẋ
µ
1 Ẋ

ν
1

k.Ẋ1

e−ik.X1

]

]

= −Re
[

∫

d4k

(2π)4
〈Tµν(−k)〉

×
∫

γ

e−ik.X(λ)

(k.Ẋ(λ))2
kρ

[

[2Γ(µ
σ1σ2

(X(λ))Ẋν)(λ)Ẋρ(λ)− Γρ
σ1σ2

(X(λ))Ẋµ(λ)Ẋν(λ)]Ẋσ1(λ)Ẋσ2 (λ)
]

dλ

]

.

(VI.7)

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

〈Tµν(−k)〉 =
∫

d4q

(2π)4
〈φ(q)φ(−k − q)〉qµ(kν + qν). (VI.8)

Therefore, in this case, we obtain the following relations

∫

d4k

(2π)4
〈Tµν(−k)〉

[Ẋ
µ
2 Ẋ

ν
2

k.Ẋ2

e−ik.X2 − Ẋ
µ
1 Ẋ

ν
1

k.Ẋ1

e−ik.X1

]

=

∫

d4k

(2π)4

∫

d4q

(2π)4
〈φ(q)φ(−k − q)〉

×
[

[

(

(q.Ẋ2)
2

k.Ẋ2

)

e−ik.X2 −
(

(q.Ẋ1)
2

k.Ẋ1

)

e−ik.X1

]

+ [q.Ẋ2e
−ik.X2 − q.Ẋ1e

−ik.X1 ]

]

,

(VI.9)

and
∫

d4k

(2π)4
〈Tµν(−k)〉

∫

γ

e−ik.X(λ)

(k.Ẋ(λ))2
kρ[2Γ

(µ
σ1σ2

(X(λ))Ẋν)(λ)Ẋρ(λ)

− Γρ
σ1σ2

(X(λ))Ẋµ(λ)Ẋν(λ)]Ẋσ1(λ)Ẋσ2(λ)dλ

=

∫

d4k

(2π)4

∫

d4q

(2π)4
〈φ(q)φ(−k − q)〉

∫

γ

e−ik.X(λ)
[

2
q.Ẍ(λ)q.Ẋ(λ)

k.Ẋ(λ)
+ q.Ẍ(λ)

− k.Ẍ(λ)(q.Ẋ(λ))2

[k.Ẋ(λ)]2

]

dλ.

(VI.10)

The results in (VI.5), (VI.6) and (VI.7) 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 γ1 may not satisfy
ANEC for another null geodesic γ2 between the same two boundary points in general. Therefore, a quantum
state does not satisfy (VI.1) 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 (VI.9) and (VI.10)
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 (VI.5) 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 [39–41]). 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 η. The metric in this coordinate is
given by gµν = a2(η)ηµν where ηµν = 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

− 1√−g∂µ(
√−ggµν∂νφ) +m2φ = 0. (IX.1)

The mode solutions of the above equation are given by

f~k(η, ~x) =
ei

~k.~x−i
∫

η W~k
(η′)dη′

a(η)
√

2(2π)3W~k
(η)

, (IX.2)

where W~k
(η) is the solution of the following differential equation

W 2
~k
= ω2

~k
− ä

a
+

3

4

Ẇ 2
~k

W 2
~k

− 1

2

Ẅ~k

W~k

, (IX.3)

ω2
~k
(η) = ~k2 + m2a2(η), and ‘dot’ represents derivative w.r.t the conformal time η. In the leading order

adiabatic approximation [43–45], we can write W~k
(η) = ω~k(η).

Now we consider two states |ψ〉± = A[|O(1)〉 ± eδ1+iδ2 |O(2)〉] where O(1)
~k

is non-zero only for ~k = ~k1

and O(2)
~k

is non-zero only for ~k = ~k2 6= ~k1. Then following the definitions and notations in section IV, we

obtain the following expressions
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Ō(i)(x) =
|O(i)

~ki

|

a(η)
√

2(2π)3ω
(2)
~ki

(η)
cos

(

~ki.~x−
∫ η

ω~ki
(η′)dη′ +∆i

)

, (IX.4)

considering O(1)
~k1

= |O(1)
~k1
|ei∆1 and O(2)

~k2
= |O(2)

~k2
|ei∆2 . We consider a null vector nµ = 1

a(η) (1,
~̃n) such that

~̃n2 = 1. Since the time derivatives are small especially for the higher frequency modes which we can choose,
we obtain the following expression

N (Ō(i), Ō(i)) = (ω~ki
(η)− ~ki.~̃n)2

|O(i)
~ki

|2

2a4(η)(2π)3ω~ki
(η)

sin2
(

~ki.~x−
∫ η

ω~ki
(η′)dη′ +∆i

)

. (IX.5)

Defining ϕi(x) ≡ ~ki.~x−
∫ η

ω~ki
(η′)dη′ +∆i, Ai(~ki, η) ≡

|O
(i)

~ki
|2

ω~ki
(η) , we obtain the following expression

Re[N (F, F )eiδ2 ] = − 1

2a4(η)(2π)3

[

A1(~k, η) cos(2ϕ1(x)− δ2)(ω~k1
(η) − ~k1.~̃n)2

+A2(~k2, η) cos(2ϕ2(x) + δ2)(ω~k2
(η)− ~k2.~̃n)2 − 2

√

A1(~k1, η)A2(~k2, η) cos(ϕ2(x)− ϕ1(x) + δ2)

× (ω~k2
(η)− ~k2.~̃n)(ω~k1

(η) − ~k1.~̃n)
]

.

(IX.6)

Therefore, according to the theorem 2, the sates |ψ〉± satisfy NEC provided the following condition is
satisfied

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

[

A1(~k, η) cos(2ϕ1(x)− δ2)(ω~k1
(η) − ~k1.~̃n)2 +A2(~k2, η) cos(2ϕ2(x) + δ2)(ω~k2

(η)− ~k2.~̃n)2

−2
√

A1(~k1, η)A2(~k2, η) cos(ϕ2(x) − ϕ1(x) + δ2)(ω~k2
(η)− ~k2.~̃n)(ω~k1

(η)− ~k1.~̃n)
]∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

e
− 1

2 [|O
(1)

~k1
|2+|O

(2)

~k2
|2]

≤ 2
[

eδ1(ω~k2
(η)− ~k2.~̃n)2A2(~k2, η) sin

2(ϕ2(x)) + e−δ1(ω~k1
(η)− ~k1.~̃n)2A1(~k1, η) sin

2(ϕ1(x))
]

,

(IX.7)

where we used ||O(1) −O(2)||2 = |O(1)
~k1
|2 + |O(2)

~k2
|2 in this case. For a given spacetime point x, we choose

δ2 = π
2 − ϕ2(x) + ϕ1(x). Then the above inequality becomes

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

A1(~k, η) sin(ϕ1(x) + ϕ2(x))(ω~k1
(η)− ~k1.~̃n)2 −A2(~k2, η) sin(ϕ2(x) + ϕ1(x))(ω~k2

(η)− ~k2.~̃n)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2
[

eδ1(ω~k2
(η)− ~k2.~̃n)2A2(~k2, η) sin

2(ϕ2(x)) + e−δ1(ω~k1
(η) − ~k1.~̃n)2A1(~k1, η) sin

2(ϕ1(x))
]

× e
1
2 [|O

(1)

~k1
|2+|O

(2)

~k2
|2]
.

(IX.8)

In this situation, if we choose δ1 ≫ 1 and |O(2)
~k2
|2 ≪ 1, then the above inequality may not satisfy. As a

result, states |ψ〉± in this condition can violate NEC.
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