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Abstract

We prove that semiclassical gravity in conformally static, globally hyperbolic spacetimes with a massless, confor-

mally coupled Klein-Gordon field is well posed, when viewed as a coupled theory for the dynamical conformal factor

of the metric and the Klein-Gordon theory. Namely, it admits unique and stable solutions whenever constrained

fourth-order initial data for the conformal factor and suitably defined Hadamard initial data for the Klein-Gordon

state are provided on a spacelike Cauchy surface. As no spacetime symmetries are imposed on the conformal fac-

tor, the present result implies that, provided constrained initial data exists, there also exist exact solutions to the

semiclassical gravity equations beyond the isotropic, homogeneous or static cases.

1 Introduction

The semiclassical gravity equations describe the interacting dynamics between the gravitational field and quantum
matter fields. The quantum fields, which propagate in spacetime, gravitate via the expectation value of their stress-
energy tensor, ω(Tab), which sources the semiclassical Einstein field equations that describe the dynamics of the metric
tensor of spacetime, gab. Namely, we have

Gab + Λgab = 8πGNω(Tab), (1.1)

together with the matter fields equations of motion.
Semiclassical gravity is believed to be relevant as the semiclassical regime of quantum gravity, sufficiently far away

from Planck scale, in settings in which both quantum and gravitational effects cannot be neglected, such as cosmology
or in black-hole physics. For example, the early stages of black-hole evaporation are believed to be correctly described
by semiclassical gravity [1, 2]. Many aspects of semiclassical gravity are discussed in [3], where the reader can also
find a number of references on the subject.

Having said so, the semiclassical gravity equations are complicated and a full mathematical understanding of the
theory is lacking. It is currently unknown whether theorems of existence, uniqueness or stability of solutions hold for
full semiclassical gravity, even in the cases in which only a free field, such as the Klein-Gordon scalar, appears in the
matter sector. The central motivation for this article is advancing our understanding of the mathematical properties
of the theory in globally hyperbolic spacetimes in the case in which a massless, conformally coupled Klein-Gordon
field appears in the quantum matter sector.

We should mention that steady progress in characterising exact semiclassical gravity solutions has been made since
the second half of the last century, especially in cosmological situations. Combinations of numerical and analytic
techniques have been used to study cosmological spacetimes in [4, 5, 6, 7, 8] and for the particular case of de Sitter
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spacetime in [9]. On the front of exact solutions, results on the existence, uniqueness and stability of solutions in
cosmology have been obtained in [10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15]. Semiclassical gravity in static spacetimes has been studied
in [16, 17].

From a perturbation theory viewpoint, the principle of perturbative agreement for physical solutions in higher-
order theories, introduced by Simon in [18], has been applied to semiclassical gravity in [19] and further advocated in
[20]. [21] studies the existence and uniqueness of solutions from a perturbative point of view as a perturbative initial
value problem in a semiclassical scalars toy model inspired by semiclassical gravity. To leading order, the perturbative
semiclassical gravity approach corresponds to what is known in the literature as semiclassical backreaction. Interesting
and recent applications in the backreaction setting related to strong cosmic censorship appear in [22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27].
A version of the classical singularity theorems of Hawking and Penrose in semiclassical gravity has been studied very
recently in [28].

In this paper we show that there exist solutions to semiclassical gravity beyond the isotropic, homogeneous or
static cases. In particular, we show that in the case of a conformally covariant Klein-Gordon field there exist local
space- and time-dependent solutions to the theory consisting of a conformally static spacetime with the conformal
Klein-Gordon field in a Hadamard state. This result appears in theorem 7.

The main point is that the theory can be seen as one for the dynamical conformal factor of a conformally-static
metric, given appropriate constrained initial data for the conformal factor on a spacelike Cauchy surface. The evolution
in a neighbourhood of the Cauchy surface is then shown to be unique and stable in the sense that a small perturbation
of data yields a small perturbation for the solution. A key element is that in conformally static spacetimes it is
possible to have a bona fide notion of Hadamard initial data using some of the results in [17] for static spacetimes,
which allows to prescribe in principle reasonable initial data for semiclassical gravity in this context – a task that is
highly non-trivial in general.

The organisation of the paper is the following. In sec. 2 we briefly introduce the theory of semiclassical gravity,
which also serves the purpose of fixing our notation, including a discussion on the initial data and constraints of the
theory. In preparation for the methods required in the proof of theorem 7, sec. 3 contains a number of results for
conformally related (quantum and classical) field theories. In particular, it is shown that given a Hadamard state for a
Klein-Gordon field in a fixed spacetime, a conformal state defined in a conformally related spacetime is Hadamard for
the conformally related Klein-Gordon theory. Thus, knowing the Hadamard singular structure in one of the theories
allows one to know the singular structure in the other. Sec. 4 contains the main result of the article announced above.
Final remarks and some perspectives appear in sec. 5.

2 Semiclassical gravity preliminaries

Here we consider for the matter sector of semiclassical gravity a Klein-Gordon field. The Klein-Gordon algebra in
the curved spacetime (M, gab), A (M), is the unital ⋆-algebra generated by smeared fields of the form Φ(f), where
f ∈ C∞

0 (M), which satisfy the following relations: (i) Linearity: f 7→ Φ(f) is linear. (ii) Hermiticity: Φ(f)⋆ = Φ(f).
(iii) Field equation: Φ((� −m2 − ξR)f) = 0, where m2 ≥ 0 is the mass parameter and ξ ∈ R the curvature coupling
of the field. (iv) Commutation relations [Φ(f),Φ(g)] = −i(f,Eg)11, where g ∈ C∞

0 (M), E is the causal propagator of
(�−m2 − ξR), the pairing is in L2(M, dvolg) and 11 is the algebra unit element.

States for the Klein-Gordon field are linear maps ω : A (M) → C that are positive and normalised, i.e., for
a ∈ A (M), ω(aa⋆) ≥ 0 and ω(11) = 1. For free theories, the expectation value of the stress-energy tensor can be
defined for Hadamard states. These are states for which the integral kernel of the Wightman two-point function,
ω(Φ(f)Φ(g)), which we denote by G+, takes the following form in a convex normal neighbourhood,

G+(x, x′) := ω(Φ(x)Φ(x′)) = Hℓ(x, x
′) + wℓ(x, x

′), (2.1a)

Hℓ(x, x
′) :=

1

2(2π)2

(

∆1/2(x, x′)

σǫ(x, x′)
+ v(x, x′) ln

(

σǫ(x, x
′)

ℓ2

))

(2.1b)

Here Hℓ is known as the Hadamard bi-distribution, σ(x, x′) is half of the squared geodesic distance between the
spacetime points x and x′ and σǫ(x, x

′) := σ(x, x′) + iǫ(t(x)− t(x′)) + 1
2ǫ

2 is its regularised version with t an arbitrary
time function, ∆ is the van Vleck-Morette determinant, v and w are smooth and symmetric coefficients and ℓ ∈ R is
an arbitrary length scale. The coefficient v admits an asymptotic covariant Taylor series of the form

v(x, x′) =
∞
∑

n=0

vn(x, x
′)σn(x, x′), (2.2)
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where the coefficients vn obey the so-called Hadamard recursion relations. Note that whenever G+ has Hadamard
form its singular structure is fully characterised by Hℓ. In particular, Hℓ contains distributional singularities whenever
the spacetime points in its argument are connected by a null curve.

We henceforth consider the arbitrary length-scale ℓ to be fixed, and define the expectation value of the renormalised
stress-energy tensor in the Hadamard state ω as

ω(Tab) := lim
x′→x

(

Tabwℓ(x, x
′) +

1

(2π)2
gabv1(x, x

′)
)

+ α1gab + α2Gab + α3Iab + α4Jab, (2.3a)

Tab := (1− 2ξ)gb
b′∇a∇b′ +

(

2ξ − 1

2

)

gabg
cd′∇c∇d′ − 1

2
gabm

2 + 2ξ
[

− ga
a′

gb
b′∇a′∇b′ + gabg

cd∇c∇d +
1

2
Gab

]

,

(2.3b)

Iab := R;ab −
1

2
gab�R−�Rab +

1

2
gabR

cdRcd − 2RcdRcdab, (2.3c)

Jab := 2R;ab − 2gab�R+
1

2
gabR

2 − 2RRab, (2.3d)

where v1 is the n = 1 Hadamard coefficient in the asymptotic series of v, cf. eq. (2.2), ga
b′(x, x′) is the parallel-

transport propagator between the points x and x′, and αi, i = 1, . . . , 4, are arbitrary real constants that appear as
renormalisation ambiguities.

We shall use extensively Synge’s coincidence limit notation, whereby [A](x) := limx′→x A(x, x
′). Assuming that

the state ω is quasi-free, and using eq. (2.3), the semiclassical gravity equations with a Klein-Gordon field read as

Gab + Λgab = 8πGN[Tabwℓ] +
2GN

π
gab[v1]− αIab + βJab, (2.4a)

(�x −m2 − ξR(x))G+(x, x′) = (�x′ −m2 − ξR(x′))G+(x, x′) = 0, (2.4b)

where the cosmological constant, Λ, and Newton’s constant, GN, together with α and β are redefinitions of the
constants αi, (i = 1, . . . , 4) in eq. (2.3a) and of some “bare” cosmological and Newton’s constants, and where

[v1] =
1

8
m4 +

1

4

(

ξ − 1

6

)

m2R− 1

24

(

ξ − 1

5

)

�R+
1

8

(

ξ − 1

6

)2

R2 − 1

720
RabR

ab +
1

720
RabcdR

abcd. (2.5)

2.1 The initial data of semiclassical gravity

The problem defined by eq. (2.4a) is of fourth order in the spacetime metric. Therefore, the statement of the Cauchy
problem for the system (2.4) should have as data on the initial surface C for the spacetime metric

gab(x)|C = g
(0)
ab (x), ġab(x)|C = g

(1)
ab (x), g̈ab(x)|C = g

(2)
ab (x),

...
g ab(x)|C = g

(3)
ab (x) (2.6a)

where Ȧ := ∂tA for some time function t and x ∈ C. The initial data for the state consists of the correlations of the
3-fields, ϕ, and 3-momenta, π, on C satisfying the canonical commutation relations on C,

G+(x, x′)|C = ω(ϕ(x)ϕ(x′)) = G+
ϕϕ(x, x

′), ∇nG
+(x, x′)|C = ω(π(x)ϕ(x′)) = G+

πϕ(x, x
′),

∇n′G+(x, x′)|C = ω(ϕ(x)π(x′)) = G+
ϕπ(x, x

′), ∇n∇n′G+(x, x′)|C = ω(π(x)π(x′)) = G+
ππ(x, x

′). (2.6b)

The initial data (2.6b) should also satisfy the positivity condition, such that the solution G+ satisfy

ω(Φ(f)Φ(f)) =

∫

M×M

dvol(x)dvol(x′)G+(x, x′)f(x)f(x′) ≥ 0, (2.7)

which imposes on initial data that, given u, v ∈ C∞
0 (C), it holds that

∫

C×C

dvolC(x)dvolC(x
′)
[

G+
ϕϕ(x, x

′)v(x)v(x′)−G+
πϕ(x, x

′)u(x)v(x′)−G+
ϕπ(x, x

′)v(x)u(x′) +G+
ππ(x, x

′)u(x)u(x′)
]

≥ 0.

(2.8)

For quasi-free states eq. (2.8) fully characterises the positivity condition in globally hyperbolic spacetimes.
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Proposition 1. Let (M, gab) be a globally-hyperbolic spacetime, C ⊂M a Cauchy surface. Let G+ be a bi-solution to
the Klein-Gordon equation (2.4b) with initial data (2.6b) defining a quasi-free state. The positivity condition (2.7) is
equivalent to the condition (2.8).

Proof. The result follows from the equivalence between covariantly smeared and symplectically smeared two-point
functions, see e.g. eq. (3.11) in [21]. Assume (2.7) holds, then

0 ≤
∫

M×M

dvol(x)dvol(x′)G+(x, x′)f(x)f(x′) =

∫

C×C

dvolC(x)dvolC(x
′)
[

G+
ϕϕ(x, x

′)[∇nEf ]|C(x)[∇n′Ef ]|C(x′)

−G+
πϕ(x, x

′)[Ef ]|C(x)[∇n′Ef ]|C(x′)−G+
ϕπ(x, x

′)[∇nEf ]|C(x)[Ef ]|C(x′) +G+
ππ(x, x

′)[Ef ]|C(x)[Ef ]|C(x′)
]

, (2.9)

where E : C∞
0 (M) → C∞

sc (M) is the causal propagator of �−m2 − ξR. Setting u = [Ef ]|C and v = [∇nEf ]|C one has
(2.8).

Assume now eq. (2.8) holds. Now u and v in (2.8) can be seen as initial data to the classical Klein-Gordon solution
φ = Ef . Then (2.8) implies (2.7).

If the commutation relations and the positivity condition are satisfied by the solution, the GNS construction yields
a concrete representation of the Klein-Gordon theory in Hilbert space from the abstract Klein-Gordon algebra and
the two-point function G+.

If the state ω is quasi-free with non-vanishing one-point function, the Klein-Gordon equation must also be imposed
for the one-point function, together with the initial data ω(ϕ) and ω(π). The case with non-vanishing one-point
function is important, for it includes coherent states, for which we expect the semiclassical regime to be appropriate.
If the state is not quasi-free, then initial data must be prescribed for all n-point functions. Nevertheless, for the
purposes of solving the semiclassical gravity equations, relaxing the quasi-free requirement or the vanishing of the one-
point function does not add complications to the solvability of the problem – all n-point function equations decouple
from eq. (2.4a), except for the two-point function, which is used to define the expectation value of the renormalised
stress-energy tensor of the theory.

As we have mentioned above, it is desirable to consider Hadamard states in the context of semiclassical gravity.1

In this sense, initial data should be such that the resulting states satisfy the Hadamard condition.

Definition 2. Let (M, gab) be a smooth, globally hyperbolic spacetime and C ⊂M a Cauchy surface of (M, gab). We
say that

G+(x, x′)|C = ω(ϕ(x)ϕ(x′)) = G+
ϕϕ(x, x

′), ∇nG
+(x, x′)|C = ω(π(x)ϕ(x′)) = G+

πϕ(x, x
′),

∇n′G+(x, x′)|C = ω(ϕ(x)π(x′)) = G+
ϕπ(x, x

′), ∇n∇n′G+(x, x′)|C = ω(π(x)π(x′)) = G+
ππ(x, x

′), (2.10)

where x, x′ ∈ C, is Hadamard initial data for the Wightman two-point function of the Klein-Gordon field if the
bi-solution to the Klein-Gordon equation, G+, is a Hadamard two-point function.

2.2 The constraints of semiclassical gravity and good initial data sets

Semiclassical gravity contains four non-dynamical equations analogous to the Gauss and Hamilton constraint equations
of General Relativity. For higher order gravity, which can be seen as semiclassical gravity in the GN → 0 limit, the
structure of these constraints has been thoroughly studied in [35]. The constraints – like in the General Relativity
case – are a consequence of the Gauss-Codazzi equations. If C is a Cauchy surface of the globally hyperbolic spacetime
(M, gab) with normal na and induced metric hab = gab − nanb, then h

a
b = gachcb defines a projector onto C, and the

Gauss-Codazzi equations imply

hbaGbcn
c = DbK

b
a −DaK

b
b, (2.11a)

Gabn
anb =

1

2

(

(3)R+ (Ka
a)

2 −KabK
ab
)

, (2.11b)

1But see for example [14] for some semiclassical gravity solutions in cosmology with states that are Hadamard only in an approximate
sense.
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where Kab is the extrinsic curvature of the Riemannian spacetime (C, hab) embedded into (M, gab) and Da is the
covariant derivative compatible with hab. Using eq. (2.3c), (2.3d) and (2.5), the semiclassical Einstein equations with
a conformally-coupled Klein-Gordon field (2.4a) can be written as

Hab := −α�
(

Rab −
1

2
Rgab

)

+ (2β − α)(gab�−∇a∇b)R− GN

360π
gab�R− 2αRcdRcdab + 2βRRab

− 1

2
gab

(

GN

180π
RcdefR

cdef −
(

α+
GN

180π

)

RcdRcd + βR2

)

+Rab −
1

2
Rgab + Λgab = 8πGN[Tabwℓ]. (2.12)

The highest-order derivatives appear in the first three terms of eq. (2.12). To see that the normal components of
eq. (2.12) contain no fourth order time derivatives of gab, note that the term nanb

�
(

Rab − 1
2Rgab

)

contains only up
to third order time derivatives by the Gauss-Codazzi equations, see eq. (2.9) in [35]. Similarly, it is easy to see that
for the second term of eq. (2.12), we have that [35, Eq. (2.10)]

nanb(gab�−∇a∇b)R = hab∇a∇bR, (2.13)

and hence it contains no fourth order time derivatives. Finally, the third term of eq. (2.12), which does not appear
in higher-order gravity, also contains no fourth order time derivatives. To see this, it suffices to take the trace of eq.
(2.12) and note that the right-hand side of

(

2α− 6β +
GN

90π

)

�R = −2αRcdRcda
a + 2βR2 − 2

(

GN

720π
RcdefR

cdef −
(

α+
GN

720π

)

RcdRcd

)

−R+ 4Λ

− 8πGNg
cd[Tcdwℓ] (2.14)

contains no fourth order time derivatives.
The spatial-normal projection of (2.12) can be analysed similarly. The Gauss-Codazzi equations guarantee that

the term nahbc�
(

Rab − 1
2Rgab

)

contains only up to third order time derivatives, see eq. [35, Eq. (2.12)], and it can
be easily verified that [35]

nahbc(gab�−∇a∇b)R = naDc∇aR. (2.15)

Thus, the equations

nanb (Hab − 8πGN[Tabwℓ]) = 0, (2.16a)

nahbc (Hab − 8πGN[Tabwℓ]) = 0 (2.16b)

define constraint equations for semiclassical gravity. Given any solution of semiclassical gravity the constraints are
preserved by the contracted Bianchi identities,

∇a (Hab − 8πGN[Tabwℓ]) = 0, (2.17)

precisely as in the General Relativity case.

Definition 3. We say that a data set of the form (2.6) is a good initial data set for semiclassical gravity if it satisfies
the constraints (2.16) on an initial value surface C and the data (2.6b) satisfy the positivity condition on C as stated
in prop. 1.

Note that def. 3 does not impose the Hadamard condition for the initial data of the Wightman function (2.6b),
but the leading divergences of the two-point function should approximate the Hadamard singular structure for the
expectation value to exist on the initial-value surface sufficiently well for the expectation value of the stress-energy
tensor to exist.

We note that the construction of good initial data for semiclassical gravity in general is a very technical open
question. Indeed, this is a very technical question already in pure General Relativity. Fortunately, we know of several
examples of solutions that, when restricted to a Cauchy surface, provide appropriate solutions to the constraints and
define good initial data sets for semiclassical gravity [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17], which imply that (2.16) are not
devoid of solutions.
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3 The stress-energy tensor for conformally-related theories

Let (M, gab) be a smooth, globally hyperbolic spacetime with Riemann curvature Rabcd, Ricci curvature Rab and Ricci
scalar R, which is conformally related to (M, gab) through

gab = e2θgab = Θ2gab, θ :M → R, (3.1)

where we assume for the moment that θ ∈ C∞(M), which implies that (M, gab) is also a smooth, globally-hyperbolic
spacetime. We denote the Riemann curvature in (M, gab) by Rabcd and the Ricci curvature and Ricci scalar by Rab and

R respectively. We denote covariant derivatives compatible with gab as ∇(g)
a , and similarly for d’Alambert’s operator,

whereas covariant derivatives compatible with gab are label-free.
We consider a classical Klein-Gordon field, ψ, in the fixed background (M, gab) obeying the field equation

Qgψ :=

(

�
(g) −Θ2(m2 + ξR)− 1

6
R+

1

6
Θ2R

)

ψ = 0, (3.2)

where R and Θ are viewed as fixed spacetime functions in the potential term of eq. (3.2). It is well-known [29] that
solutions to (3.2) are in one-to-one correspondence to solutions to the problem defined in (M, gab) by

Pgφ :=
(

�−m2 − ξR
)

φ = 0, (3.3)

through the relation φ = Θ−1ψ. Moreover, the fundamental Green operators associated to the normally hyperbolic
differential operators appearing in eq. (3.2) and (3.3) are conformally related.

Proposition 4. Let Qg : C
∞(M) → C∞(M) and Pg : C∞(M) → C∞(M) be the normally hyperbolic operators defined

by Qg in (3.2) and Pg in (3.3) with fundamental retarded (+) and advanced (−) Green operators E
±
Qg

: C∞
0 (M) →

C∞
sc (M) and E

±
Pg

: C∞
0 (M) → C∞

sc (M), respectively. The integral kernels of the Green operators satisfy distributionally

E±
Pg
(x, x′) = Θ−1(x)E±

Qg
(x, x′)Θ−1(x′). (3.4)

Proof. Since we have assumed above that Θ = eθ with θ ∈ C∞(M), Θ is strictly positive and suppE±
Pg

= suppE±
Qg

as
distributions. One can verify directly that

Pg = Θ−3QgΘ, (3.5)

and using the fact that the volume elements are related by dvolg = Θ4dvolg, one has that

f =

∫

M

dvolg(x
′)E±

Pg
(x, x′)P ′

gf(x
′) =

∫

M

dvolg(x
′)E±

Pg
(x, x′)Θ(x′)Q′

g
Θ(x′)f(x′), (3.6)

where on the left-hand side of eq. (3.6) we have used f = E
±
Pg
Pgf . Setting g = Θf and multiplying eq. (3.6) by Θ(x),

we have
∫

M

dvolg(x
′)Θ(x)E±

Pg
(x, x′)Θ(x′)Q′

g
g(x′) = g(x) =

∫

M

dvolg(x
′)E±

Qg
(x, x′)Q′

g
g(x′), (3.7)

where on the right-hand side we have used g = E
±
Qg
Qgg. Since f (and therefore g) is arbitrary, and by the uniqueness

of the Green fundamental operators, eq. (3.4) follows.

The situation is similar for quantum field theories defined in (M, gab) and (M, gab). Let Ψ(f) be the generators
of the Klein-Gordon algebra A(M) in the spacetime (M, gab) and Φ(f) be the generators of the Klein-Gordon algebra
A (M) in (M, gab). We can define quasi-free states in the theory A(M) as positive, normalised maps ωΨ : A(M) → C

by prescribing the Wightman two-point function

ωΨ(Ψ(f)Ψ(g)) =

∫

M×M

dvol(x)dvol(x′)G+(x, x′)f(x)g(x′), (3.8)
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which, together with the one-point function ωΨ(Ψ(f)) = ψ(f) if it is non-vanishing, fully characterises the state of the
theory. The kernel of the Wightman function (3.8) is a distributional bi-solution to the Klein-Gordon equation,

(

�
(g)
x −Θ2(x)(m2 + ξR(x))− 1

6
R(x) +

1

6
Θ2(x)R(x)

)

G+(x, x′)

=

(

�
(g)
x′ −Θ2(x′)(m2 + ξR(x′))− 1

6
R(x′) +

1

6
Θ2(x′)R(x′)

)

G+(x, x′) = 0. (3.9)

If the one-point function is non-vanishing, then one must impose that it satisfy the Klein-Gordon equation (3.2)
too.

It is formally known (see e.g. [30]) that we can construct (quasi-free) states in the conformally-related theory
A (M) via the formula

G+(x, x′) = Θ−1(x)G+(x, x′)Θ−1(x′). (3.10)

More precisely, we can show the following result.

Proposition 5. Let ωΨ : A(M) → C be a Hadamard state with Wightman two-point function kernel G+. The kernel
(3.10) defines the Wightman function of a Hadamard state ωΦ : A (M) → C.

Proof. That G+ is a distributional bi-solution to the Klein-Gordon equation follows from the above discussions. Since
Θ is a positive, real, smooth function, we have that G+(x, x′) = G+(x′, x). The state positivity of G+ follows from
the positivity of G+ directly. The Hadamard property can be verified as in [17, Prop. 8], using the fact that the
causal propagators of the operators Qg (defining the field equation in A(M)) and of Pg (defining the field equation in
A (M)) are related by eq. (3.4) of Prop. 4, together with Radzikowski’s theorem [31, Theorem 5.1], in particular the
equivalence of items 1 and 3 in that theorem.

The choice m2 = 0 and ξ = 1/6 renders A(M) and A (M) into theories for conformally covariant Klein-Gordon
fields. Note that in this case, the stress-energy tensor of the theory A(M) is conserved, as the potential term is free
of background structure in (M, gab), Θ and R. We make this choice now.

Following eq. (67) of [32], we can write the expectation value of the stress-energy tensor (2.3a) for the conformal
Klein-Gordon field Φ in the state ωΦ as

ωΦ(Tab) =
1

2(2π)2

(

−[wab] +
1

2
gab[�w] +

1

3
[w];ab −

1

12
gab�[w] +

1

6

(

Rab −
1

2
gabR

)

[w]

)

+
1

(2π)2
gab[v1] + α1gab + α2Gab + α3Iab + α4Jab, (3.11)

where semicolons denote covariant derivation with respect to the connection ∇a and with

[w](x) := lim
x′→x

G+(x, x′)−H(x, x′), (3.12a)

[wab](x) := lim
x′→x

∇b∇a

[

G+(x, x′)−H(x, x′)
]

, (3.12b)

[�w](x) := lim
x′→x

gab∇b∇a

[

G+(x, x′)−H(x, x′)
]

= gab[wab](x). (3.12c)

A similar expression can be written for ωΨ(Tab). Using Prop. (5), eq. (3.11) can be written in terms of the limits
of the regular part of the two-point function G+ and its derivatives,

[w](x) := lim
x′→x

G+(x, x′)− H(x, x′), (3.13a)

[wa](x) := lim
x′→x

∇a

[

G+(x, x′)− H(x, x′)
]

, (3.13b)

[wab](x) := lim
x′→x

∇b∇a

[

G+(x, x′)− H(x, x′)
]

, (3.13c)

and the conformal factor and its covariant derivatives. Indeed, we have that

[w] = Θ−2[w] = e−2θ[w], (3.14a)

[wab] = Θ−1
(

Θ−1
;ab[w] + Θ−1

;a [wb] + Θ−1
;b [wa] + Θ−1[wab]

)

= e−2θ ((θ;aθ;b − θ;ab) [w]− θ;a[wb]− θ;b[wa] + [wab]) . (3.14b)
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Using eq. (3.14), we can write eq. (3.11) as

ωΦ(Tab) = [Tabw] +
1

(2π)2
gab[v1] + α1gab + α2Gab + α3Iab + α4Jab, (3.15a)

[Tabw] =
e2θ

2(2π)2

(

1

3
(θ;aθ;b + θ;ab) [w] + θ;a[wb] + θ;b[wa]− [wab] +

1

3
(−2θ;a[w];b − 2θ;b[w];a + [w];ab)

+
1

2
gabg

cd

((

1

3
θ;cθ;d −

2

3
θ;cd

)

[w]− θ;c[wd]− θ;d[wc] + [wcd]−
1

6
(−2θ;c[w];d − 2θ;d[w];c + [w];cd)

)

+
1

6

(

Rab −
1

2
gabR

)

[w]

)

. (3.15b)

The form of ωΦ(Tab) given by eq. (3.15) in terms of the coincidence limit of the regular part of the state with
two-point function G+ (and its derivatives) and of the function θ appearing in the conformal factor will be useful in
order to construct the semiclassical gravity solutions with a conformally coupled field.

4 Semiclassical gravity with a conformally covariant field

Using the explicit form of eq. (2.3c), (2.3d) and (2.5), the semiclassical Einstein equations with a conformally-coupled
Klein-Gordon field (2.4a) can be written as

(α− 2β)R;ab − α�Rab −
(

α

2
− 2β +

GN

360π

)

gab�R− 2αRcdRcdab + 2βRRab

−1

2
gab

(

GN

180π
RcdefR

cdef −
(

α+
GN

180π

)

RcdRcd + βR2

)

+Rab −
1

2
Rgab + Λgab = 8πGN[Tabwℓ]. (4.1)

Note that the system of eq. (4.1) is closely related to the higher-order gravity theory studied in [33, 34] and recently
in [35]. In particular, note that eq. (4.1) reduce to eq. (5) in [34] if one sets GN = 0 and Λ = 0.2

Following [34], it is convenient to split eq. (4.1) into trace and traceless equations,

−
(

2α− 6β +
GN

90π

)

�R− 2αRcdRcda
a + 2βR2 − 2

(

GN

720π
RcdefR

cdef −
(

α+
GN

720π

)

RcdRcd

)

−R+ 4Λ

= 8πGNg
cd[Tcdwℓ], (4.2a)

(α− 2β)

(

R;ab −
1

4
gab�R

)

− α�R̃ab − 2αRcd

(

Rcdab −
1

4
gabRcde

e

)

+ 2βRR̃ab + R̃ab

= 8πGN

(

[Tabwℓ]−
1

4
gabg

cd[Tcdwℓ]

)

, (4.2b)

where R̃ab := Rab − (1/4)Rgab is the traceless part of the Ricci scalar. The term �R on the left-hand side of eq.
(4.2b) can be eliminated using eq. (4.2a), and appearances of the (traceful) Ricci tensor in eq. (4.2a) are short-hand
notation for Rab = R̃ab + (1/4)Rgab.

It is known how to solve the system (4.2) in the case in which GN = 0 as an initial-value problem [34, Sec. IV].
The point is to introduce in addition to gab the auxiliary variables R and R̃ab, which at the level of solutions should
coincide with the Ricci scalar and the traceless part of the Ricci tensor, R and Rab − (1/4)Rgab respectively, by
imposing appropriate constraints that should hold everywhere for the physical solution. The system (4.2), together
with the harmonic gauge condition for gab and the constraints, can be enlarged into a quasi-linear, diagonal, second
order, hyperbolic system, and Leray’s theorem [36] guarantees that given second order, smooth initial data for gab
R and R̃ab on C satisfying the constraints, the problem admits a unique, smooth solution in a neighbourhood of C.
Furthermore, perturbations of initial data lead to perturbative effects in the solutions.

The purpose of this section is to extend these existence, uniqueness and stability results to semiclassical gravity in
the case in which one deals with a conformally covariant field in conformally static, globally hyperbolic spacetimes.
The first step will be to prescribe criteria for Hadamard initial data for the problem.

2Our definitions of α and β differ from those in [34] by a factor of 16πGN and our curvature tensor definitions are also different,
resulting in some relative minus signs in the quadratic curvature terms. Noakes uses a convention in [34] consistent with that of the seminal
monograph of Birrell and Davies [30], while our convention is consistent with the one adopted by Decanini and Folacci in [32].
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4.1 Hadamard initial data

It is known from [17] how to prescribe Hadamard initial data for static spacetimes. The following results shows that
given Hadamard initial data in a static spacetime, it is possible to prescribe Hadamard initial data for a conformally
covariant field in a conformally static spacetime. This is nothing but the initial data for conformal states.

Lemma 6. Let (M, gab) be a fixed smooth, static, globally hyperbolic spacetime and C ⊂ M a Cauchy surface of
(M, gab) with normal na. Let NC ⊂ M be a neighbourhood of C, θ ∈ C∞(NC,R) and (NC, gab = e2θgab) a (not
necessarily static) globally hyperbolic spacetime. Let

G+(x, x′)|C = ω(ϕ(x)ϕ(x′)) = G+
ϕϕ(x, x

′), ∇nG
+(x, x′)|C = ω(π(x)ϕ(x′)) = G+

πϕ(x, x
′),

∇n′G+(x, x′)|C = ω(ϕ(x)π(x′)) = G+
ϕπ(x, x

′), ∇n∇n′G+(x, x′)|C = ω(π(x)π(x′)) = G+
ππ(x, x

′), (4.3)

where x, x′ ∈ C, be initial data for the two-point function G+ of a conformally covariant Klein-Gordon field in (NC, gab),
where the covariant derivatives ∇n are taken in the direction of na := e−θna. If it holds that

G+
ϕϕ(x, x

′) = G+
ϕϕ(x, x

′)
[

e−θ(x)e−θ(x′)
]
∣

∣

∣

C

,

G+
πϕ(x, x

′) = G+
πϕ(x, x

′)
[

e−2θ(x)e−θ(x′)
]∣

∣

∣

C

+ G+
ϕϕ(x, x

′)∇n

[

e−θ(x)e−θ(x′)
]∣

∣

∣

C

,

G+
ϕπ(x, x

′) = G+
ϕπ(x, x

′)
[

e−θ(x)e−2θ(x′)
]∣

∣

∣

C

+ G+
ϕϕ(x, x

′)∇n′

[

e−θ(x)e−θ(x′)
]∣

∣

∣

C

,

G+
ππ(x, x

′) = G+
ππ(x, x

′)
[

e−2θ(x)e−2θ(x′)
]∣

∣

∣

C

+ G+
ϕπ(x, x

′)∇n

[

e−θ(x)e−2θ(x′)
]∣

∣

∣

C

+ G+
πϕ(x, x

′)∇n′

[

e−2θ(x)e−θ(x′)
]∣

∣

∣

C

+ G+
ϕϕ(x, x

′)∇n∇n′

[

e−θ(x)e−θ(x′)
]∣

∣

∣

C

, (4.4)

where

G+(x, x′)|C = G+
ϕϕ(x, x

′), ∇nG
+(x, x′)|C = G+

πϕ(x, x
′),

∇n′G
+(x, x′)|C = G+

ϕπ(x, x
′), ∇n∇n′G

+(x, x′)|C = G+
ππ(x, x

′) (4.5)

is Hadamard initial data for the two-point function of a conformally covariant Klein-Gordon field in the static spacetime
(M, gab), then (4.4) is Hadamard initial data.

Proof. The Hadamard Wightman function G+ is the (unique) solution to

(

�
(g)
x +

1

6
R(x)

)

G+(x, x′) =

(

�
(g)
x′ +

1

6
R(x′)

)

G+(x, x′) = 0 (4.6)

with initial data (4.5).
It can be explicitly obtained using the causal propagator of the operator �(g) − 1

6R using eq. (3.19) in [21]. The

Wightman function G+(x, x′) = e−θ(x)G+(x, x′)e−θ(x′) uniquely satisfies

(

�x −
1

6
R(x)

)

G+(x, x′) =

(

�x′ − 1

6
R(x′)

)

G+(x, x′) = 0. (4.7)

with initial data (4.4). Prop. 5 implies that G+ has Hadamard form and is positive. Thus, eq. (4.4) is Hadamard
initial data.

4.2 Well-posedness of semiclassical gravity for conformally covariant fields in confor-

mally static spacetimes

Lemma 6 allows us to now turn to the main result of this paper, which is the well-posedness of semiclassical gravity
for a conformally covariant Klein-Gordon field in conformally static spacetimes.

Theorem 7. Let (M, gab) be a fixed smooth, static, globally hyperbolic spacetime with a global, non-vanishing, irro-
tational timelike Killing vector field Ka = ∂at , and let Ka be irrotational with respect to C ⊂ M , a Cauchy surface of
(M, gab). Given a good initial data set (2.6) for the semiclassical gravity equations (2.4) with a conformally coupled
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Klein-Gordon field (m2 = 0, ξ = 1/6) (in the sense of def. (3)), where the metric data is given in terms of the
functions θ0, θ1, θ2, θ3 ∈ C∞(C,R) as

g
(0)
ab = e2θ0 [gab]|C, (4.8a)

g
(1)
ab = 2θ1e

2θ0 [gab]|C, (4.8b)

g
(2)
ab = 2

(

2θ21 + θ2
)

e2θ0 [gab]|C, (4.8c)

g
(3)
ab = 2

(

4θ31 + 6θ1θ2 + θ3
)

e2θ0 [gab]|C, (4.8d)

and where the where the Wightman two-point function data is Hadamard initial data constructed as in lemma 6, eq.
(4.4), using the initial data θ0 and θ1 on C and data for a conformally related Klein-Gordon two-point function G+ in
the static spacetime, there exists a neighbourhood of C, NC ⊂ M , for which there is a unique function θ : NC → R,
such that the metric tensor

gab = Θ2gab = e2θgab, (4.9)

and the unique Wightman two-point function, G+, obtained from the Hadamard initial data yield a solution to semiclas-
sical gravity (2.4) in the globally hyperbolic spacetime (NC, gab) for generic values of α and β (i.e., almost everywhere
in the parameter space R

2 endowed with its standard measurable space structure). Moreover, small perturbations of
good initial data in the conformal class of gab lead to small perturbations in the solution.

Proof. As seen in lemma 6, using the functions θ0 and θ1, there is a one-to-one correspondence between the Hadamard
initial data of G+ and that of a Wightman function G+ that obeys eq. (4.6), which is of Hadamard form in the static
spacetime (M, gab). There is furthermore a one-to-one relation between G+ as a state in a neighbourhood of the
Cauchy surface, NC, and G+ restricted (more precisely, pulled back) to the same neighbourhood, provided that θ can
be uniquely determined in NC. Moreover, in this case G+ will be of Hadamard form by prop. 5.

Thus, the goal of the proof is to show that such unique θ : NC → R exists by the semiclassical Einstein equations,
given the fourth-order initial data θ0, . . . , θ3 ∈ C∞(C,R).

To this end, following [34], we split eq. (2.4a) into trace and traceless equations, cf. eq. (4.2), and introduce the
variables R and R̃ab as discussed above, whereby by setting gab = e2θgab we write the system (2.4a) as

�R −
(

2α− 6β +
GN

90π

)−1 [

−2α

(

R̃
cd +

1

4
Re−2θgcd

)

Rcda
a + 2βR

2 − GN

360π
RcdefR

cdef

+

(

2α+
GN

360π

)(

R̃
cd +

1

4
Re−2θgcd

)(

R̃cd +
1

4
Re2θgcd

)

− R + 4Λ

]

= 0, (4.10a)

− α�R̃ab + (α − 2β)R;ab − 2α

(

R̃
cd +

1

4
Re−2θgcd

)(

Rcdab −
1

4
e2θgabRcde

e

)

+ 2βRR̃ab + R̃ab

− 1

4
(α − 2β)e2θgab

(

2α− 6β +
GN

360π

)−1 [

−2α

(

R̃
cd +

1

4
Re−2θgcd

)

Rcda
a − GN

360π
RcdefR

cdef

+

(

2α+
GN

360π

)(

R̃
cd +

1

4
Re−2θgcd

)(

R̃cd +
1

4
Re2θgcd

)

− R + 4Λ

]

− 8πGN

(

[Tabwℓ]−
1

4
gabg

cd[Tcdwℓ]

)

= 0.

(4.10b)

In eq. (4.2a) and (4.10b) the Riemann tensor and its contractions are seen as functionals of θ, ∇(g)
a θ and ∇(g)

a ∇(g)
b θ

and of the background fields gab and Rabcd. See e.g. eq. (D.7) in [37].
The second order initial data of R and R̃ab will be constrained to match the fourth order initial data of θ, such that

for the solutions R = R and R̃ab = R̃ab. Note that eq. (4.10a) is independent of the state – the only contribution to
the stress-energy tensor comes from the trace anomaly and the geometric ambiguities proportional to α and β. Using

formula (3.15b) the last term on the left-hand side of eq. (4.10a) can be seen as a functional of θ, ∇(g)
a θ and ∇(g)

a ∇(g)
b θ

and the background fields gab, its derivatives, [w], [wa] and [wab] together with their covariant derivatives, which are
computed from the known Wightman function G+ in static spacetime. In addition to eq. (4.10a) and (4.10b), θ must
satisfy the equation

6�(g)θ + 6gab∇(g)
a θ∇(g)

b θ + e2θR − R = 0, (4.10c)
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which connects the Ricci scalars in the two conformally related spacetimes whenever R = R.
The system of equations (4.10) can be cast in the form of a quasilinear, diagonal, second-order hyperbolic one

adapting the techniques introduced in [34]. We define va := ∇(g)
a θ and wab := ∇(g)

a ∇(g)
a θ. These variables obey the

once- and twice-covariantly-differentiated eq. (4.10c) respectively. Defining further Va := ∇(g)
a R, which obeys the

covariantly differentiated eq. (4.10a), the system of eq. (4.10) can be extended into the system

�
(g)

R + A = 0, (4.11a)

�
(g)

Va + Aa = 0, (4.11b)

�
(g)

R̃ab + Bab = 0, (4.11c)

6�(g)θ + C = 0, (4.11d)

6�(g)va + Ca = 0, (4.11e)

6�(g)wab + Cab = 0, (4.11f)

where A , Aa, Bab, C , Ca and Cab depend at most on θ, va, wab, R̃, R̃ab, Va and up to their first order derivatives
in time, and on the background structure gab, [w], [wa], [wab] and their derivatives. The details of the system (4.11)
appear in app. A. Leray’s theorem [36] guarantees that the system (4.11) is well posed given initial data and that
small perturbations of initial data lead to small perturbations in the solutions.

All that is left is to constraint R and R̃ab such that they coincide with R and Rab− (1/4)Rgab (resp.), as computed
from gab = e2θgab. Noakes has shown how to guarantee that this holds in the harmonic gauge for higher-derivative
gravity [34], and the case at hand is a straightforward adaptation of that argument. The symmetric tensor

∆ab := Rab −
1

2
Re2θgab − R̃ab +

1

4
e2θgabR, (4.12)

should vanish for physical solutions. Introducing (locally) the harmonic potential,

Fµ := −1

2
e−4θgαβgµγ

(

∂α(e
2θgβγ) + ∂β(e

2θgαγ)− ∂γ(e
2θgαβ)

)

, (4.13)

where Greek indices denote coordinates (as opposed to abstract indices), it holds in harmonic coordinates that [34,
Eq. (45)]

1

2
e−2θgαβ∂α∂βF

µ + pµ − e−2θgµα∆α
β
;β = 0, (4.14)

where pµ depends in up to first order derivatives of the variables, and

gγδ∂γ∂δ∆α
β
;β + qα + Lα = 0, (4.15)

where Lα also depends in up to first order derivatives of the variables and qα up to first order derivatives in all
variables, except for Fµ, including terms of the form Fµ

;αβ .
The system (4.14) and (4.15) for ∆α

β
;β and Fµ can be enlarged into a second order, quasi-linear, diagonal hyperbolic

system by introducing Gµ
ν := ∂νF

µ, which obeys the differentiated version of eq. (4.14) as field equation. Thus, by
Leray’s theorem, choosing vanishing initial data for Fµ and ∆α

β
;β, eq. (4.14) and (4.15) guarantee that R = R and

R̃µν = Rµν−(1/4)Rgµν throughout the solution. The vanishing initial data for eq. (4.15), ∆α
β
;β = ∆̇α

β
;β = 0 imposes

eight constraints, which are consistently satisfied by construction when the data for R and R̃ab matches the data of
R and Rab − (1/4)Rgab in terms of the data of θ on C, as we demand. Additionally, as usual, the eight constraints
corresponding to the vanishing of initial data for the harmonic potential are tantamount to the existence of harmonic
coordinates, which is guaranteed by the freedom to choose coordinates for the background metric components gµν ,

such that on the initial surface Fµ|C = 0 and, as usual, that Ḟµ|C = 0 follows from Fµ|C = 0 and the generalised
Gauss and Hamilton constraints on C.

The validity of the above theorem relies on the existence of solutions to the constraint equations of semiclassical
gravity discussed in sec. (2.2). It is therefore appropriate to give at least one example of initial data that satisfies
these constraints.

11



Example 8 (de Sitter-like data on the Cauchy surface). Consider that for the geometrical sector the initial data
matches induced data from de Sitter spacetime, which is conformal to Minkowski spacetime with conformal factor
e2θ = α2/η2. Thus, we have that the background metric is the flat metric

gab = −dηa ⊗ dηb + dxa ⊗ dxb + dya ⊗ dyb + dza ⊗ dzb (4.16)

and on the Cauchy surface C, defined at η = η0, we have as data the real, smooth functions

θ0 = ln(α/η0), θ1 = −1/η0, θ1 = 1/η20 , θ1 = −2/η30. (4.17)

For the data of the two-point function we can use the correlation functions of a massless, conformally coupled
Klein-Gordon field in the Bunch-Davies vacuum [38],

G+
ϕϕ =

1

16πα2 2F1

(

7/2, 5/2; 2; 1− (∆x)2 + ǫ2

4η20

)

, (4.18a)

G+
πϕ =

35
(

(∆x)2 − 2iǫη0
)

2F1

(

7/2, 9/2; 3; 1− (∆x)2+ǫ2

4η2

0

)

514παη40
, (4.18b)

G+
πϕ =

35
(

(∆x)2 + 2iǫη0
)

2F1

(

7/2, 9/2; 3; 1− (∆x)2+ǫ2

4η2

0

)

514παη40
, (4.18c)

G+
ππ =

35

8192πη80

(

−16η20
(

2η20 + (∆x)2 + ǫ2
)

2F1

(

7/2, 9/2; 3; 1− (∆x)2 + ǫ2

4η20

)

+21
(

η20 + (∆x)2 + (ǫ − iη20
) (

η20 + (∆x)2 + (ǫ+ iη0)
2
)

2F1

(

9

2
,
11

2
; 4; 1− (∆x)2 + ǫ2

4η20

))

. (4.18d)

(The detailed form of the data G+
ϕϕ, G

+
πϕ, G

+
ϕπ and G+

ππ can be obtained from (4.17) and (4.18).)

Setting α =
45±

√
15(135+4GNΛ)

30Λ one obtains a solution to the constraints of semiclassical gravity of sec. 2.2 and this
constitutes a good set of initial data for semiclassical gravity for which theorem 7 applies.

5 Final remarks

In this work we have been concerned studying solutions to semiclassical gravity with spacetime dependence. While
results are already known in cases in which the solutions depend on a time parameter, notably in cosmological contexts,
or where the solutions have non-trivial space-dependence, but are static, solutions that depend on both space and
time had been lacking. To the best of our knowledge, the present work gives the first structural results in this context.

Theorem 7 shows that the theory of semiclassical gravity for conformally static spacetimes is well posed with a
conformally covariant Klein-Gordon field. This includes the well-posedness of semiclassical cosmology even in the case
in which the scale factor contains anisotropies, provided that appropriate solutions for the constraint equations can
be found. The task of solving the constraint equations in cases of interest might be feasible to specialists in numerical
methods, such as numerical relativists. In the case of cosmology it might be also possible, and considerably simpler,
to obtain results for anisotropic perturbations in cosmology using a combination of numerical and analytic techniques.
In any case, cosmological applications are an interesting avenue to explore in their own right in the present context.

A natural extension of this work including the Maxwell field should yield a mathematically sound formalism for
studying radiation-dominated cosmology.
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A Expresions in the proof of theorem 7

We detail the expressions appearing in the system (4.11). In the expressions below by the Riemann tensor we denote

Rabc
d = Rabc

d + 2δd[aw|c|b] − 2gdegc[aw|e|b] + 2v[aδ
d
b]vc − 2v[agb]cg

dfvf − 2gc[aδ
d
b]g

efvevf , (A.1)

which depends on the background structure and on va and wab. It follows from (A.1) that ∇(g)
e Rabc

d depends only on

the background structure, va, wab, ∇(g)
e va and ∇(g)

e wab, i.e., it contains no second-order derivatives of the dynamical
variables. We have

A = −gab
(

2δc(avb) − gabg
cdvd

)

Vc − e2θ
(

2α− 6β +
GN

90π

)−1 [

−2α

(

R̃
cd +

1

4
Re−2θgcd

)

Rcda
a + 2βR

2

− GN

360π
RcdefR

cdef +

(

2α+
GN

360π

)(

R̃
cd +

1

4
Re−2θgcd

)(

R̃cd +
1

4
Re2θgcd

)

− R + 4Λ

]

, (A.2)

Aa = gcdRacd
e
Ve +∇aA , (A.3)

Bab = Dab −
e2θ

α

[

(α− 2β)
(

∇(g)
a Vb − (2δc(avb) − gabg

cdvd)Vc

)

− 2α

(

R̃
cd +

1

4
Re−2θgcd

)(

Rcdab −
1

4
e2θgabRcde

e

)

+ 2βRR̃ab + R̃ab −
1

4
(α− 2β)e2θgab

(

2α− 6β +
GN

360π

)−1 [

−2α

(

R̃
cd +

1

4
Re−2θgcd

)

Rcda
a − GN

360π
RcdefR

cdef

+

(

2α+
GN

360π

)(

R̃
cd +

1

4
Re−2θgcd

)(

R̃cd +
1

4
Re2θgcd

)

− R + 4Λ

]

− 8πGN

(

[Tabwℓ]−
1

4
gabg

cd[Tcdwℓ]

)]

,

(A.4)

Ca = 6gcdRacd
bvb + 6gbc(vb∇(g)

a vc + vc∇(g)
a vb) + 2e2θvaR + e2θ∇(g)

a R −∇(g)
a R, (A.5)

Cab = 6gcd(ve∇(g)
c Rbda

e + Rbda
e∇(g)

c ve) + 6gcd(Rbcd
e∇(g)

e va + Rbca
e∇(g)

d ve)

+∇(g)
b

[

6gcdRacd
eve + 6gcd(vdwca + vcwda) + 2e2θvaR + e2θVa −∇(g)

a R
]

, (A.6)

where Dab can be written in terms of Cc
ab := 2δc(avb) − gabg

cdvd as

Dab = −gcdCe
cd∇(g)

e R̃ab − gcdCe
ca∇(g)

d R̃eb − gcdCe
cb∇(g)

d R̃ae

− gcd(∇(g)
c Ce

da + Ce
cfC

f
da − Cf

cdC
e
fa − Cf

caC
e
df )R̃eb − gcdCe

da(∇(g)
c R̃eb − Cf

ceR̃fb − Cf
cbR̃ef )

− gcd(∇(g)
c Ce

db + Ce
cfC

f
db − Cf

cdC
e
fb − Cf

cbC
e
df )R̃ea − gcdCe

db(∇(g)
c R̃ea − Cf

ceR̃fa − Cf
caR̃ef ) (A.7)

and setting [w̆ab](x) := limx′→x ∇(g)
b ∇(g)

a [G+(x, x′) − H(x, x′)] (note the difference in the covariant derivative with
respect to the definition of [wab] in eq. (3.13c)),

[Tabwℓ] =
e2θ

2(2π)2

[

1

3
(vavb + wab − Cc

abvc) [w] + va[wb] + vb[wa]− [w̆ab]− Cc
ab[vc] +

1

3
(−2va[w];b − 2vb[w];a

+∇(g)
b ∇(g)

a [w]− Cc
ab[w];c

)

+
1

2
gabg

cd

((

1

3
vcvd −

2

3
(wcd − Cc

abvc)

)

[w]− vc[wd]− vd[wc] + [w̆cd]− Ce
cd[we]

−1

6

(

−2vc[w];d − 2vd[w];c +∇(g)
d ∇(g)

c [w]− Ce
cd[w];e

)

)

+
1

6

(

R̃ab −
1

4
e2θgabR

)

[w]

]

. (A.8)
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[22] B. A. Juárez-Aubry, “Can a particle detector cross a Cauchy horizon?”, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 24 (2015) no.09,
1542005 doi:10.1142/S0218271815420055 [arXiv:1502.02533 [gr-qc]].

14

http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0504096
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.03924
http://arxiv.org/abs/0801.2850
http://arxiv.org/abs/1001.0864
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.6303
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.14665
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.03812
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.14311
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.05947
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9211002
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9602052
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.09960
http://arxiv.org/abs/1502.02533


[23] M. Casals, A. Fabbri, C. Mart́ınez and J. Zanelli, “Quantum dress for a naked singularity”, Phys. Lett. B 760

(2016), 244-248 doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2016.06.044 [arXiv:1605.06078 [hep-th]].

[24] M. Casals, A. Fabbri, C. Mart́ınez and J. Zanelli, “Quantum Backreaction on Three-Dimensional Black Holes
and Naked Singularities”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) no.13, 131102 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.131102
[arXiv:1608.05366 [gr-qc]].

[25] M. Casals, A. Fabbri, C. Mart́ınez and J. Zanelli, “Quantum-corrected rotating black holes and naked singularities
in ( 2+1 ) dimensions”, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) no.10, 104023 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.99.104023 [arXiv:1902.01583
[hep-th]].

[26] S. Hollands, R. M. Wald and J. Zahn, “Quantum instability of the Cauchy horizon in Reissner–Nordström–deSitter
spacetime”, Class. Quant. Grav. 37 (2020) no.11, 115009 doi:10.1088/1361-6382/ab8052 [arXiv:1912.06047 [gr-
qc]].

[27] S. Hollands, C. Klein and J. Zahn, “Quantum stress tensor at the Cauchy horizon of the Reissner–Nordström–de
Sitter spacetime”, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) no.8, 085004 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.102.085004 [arXiv:2006.10991
[gr-qc]].

[28] C. J. Fewster and E. A. Kontou, “A semiclassical singularity theorem”, [arXiv:2108.12668 [gr-qc]].

[29] S. A. Fulling, Aspects of Quantum Field Theory in Curved Space-time (Cambridge University Press, 1989).

[30] N. D. Birrell and P. C. W. Davies, Quantum Fields in Curved Space (Cambridge University Press, 1982).

[31] M. J. Radzikowski, “Micro-local approach to the Hadamard condition in quantum field theory on curved space-
time”, Commun. Math. Phys. 179 (1996), 529-553 doi:10.1007/BF02100096.

[32] Y. Decanini and A. Folacci, “Hadamard renormalization of the stress-energy tensor for a quantized scalar field in
a general spacetime of arbitrary dimension”, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008), 044025 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.78.044025
[arXiv:gr-qc/0512118 [gr-qc]].

[33] K. S. Stelle, “Classical Gravity with Higher Derivatives”, Gen. Rel. Grav. 9 (1978), 353-371
doi:10.1007/BF00760427.

[34] D. R. Noakes, “The initial value formulation of higher derivative gravity”, J. Math. Phys. 24 (1983), 1846-1850
doi:10.1063/1.525906.

[35] J. Osorio Morales and O. P. Santillán, “About the Cauchy problem in Stelle’s quadratic gravity”, JCAP 03

(2019), 026 doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2019/03/026 [arXiv:1811.07869 [hep-th]].

[36] J. Leray, Hyperbolic Differential Equations (Institute for Advanced Study, Princeton 1953).

[37] R. M. Wald, General Relativity (University of Chicago Press, 1984).

[38] T. S. Bunch and P. C. W. Davies, “Covariant Point Splitting Regularization for a Scalar Quantum Field
in a Robertson-Walker Universe with Spatial Curvature”, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 357 (1977), 381-394
doi:10.1098/rspa.1977.0174

15

http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.06078
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.05366
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.01583
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.06047
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.10991
http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.12668
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0512118
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.07869

	1 Introduction
	2 Semiclassical gravity preliminaries
	2.1 The initial data of semiclassical gravity
	2.2 The constraints of semiclassical gravity and good initial data sets

	3 The stress-energy tensor for conformally-related theories
	4 Semiclassical gravity with a conformally covariant field
	4.1 Hadamard initial data
	4.2 Well-posedness of semiclassical gravity for conformally covariant fields in conformally static spacetimes

	5 Final remarks
	A Expresions in the proof of theorem 7

