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Without a complete theory of quantum gravity, the question of how quantum fields and quan-
tum particles behave in a superposition of spacetimes seems beyond the reach of theoretical and
experimental investigations. Here we use an extension of the quantum reference frame formalism to
address this question for the Klein-Gordon field residing on a superposition of conformally equiva-
lent metrics. Based on the group structure of “quantum conformal transformations”, we construct
an explicit quantum operator that can map states describing a quantum field on a superposition of
spacetimes to states representing a quantum field with a superposition of masses on a Minkowski
background. This constitutes an extended symmetry principle, namely invariance under quantum
conformal transformations. The latter allows to build an understanding of superpositions of dif-
feomorphically non-equivalent spacetimes by relating them to a more intuitive superposition of
quantum fields on curved spacetime. Furthermore, it can be used to import the phenomenon of
particle production in curved spacetime to its conformally equivalent counterpart, thus revealing
new features in Minkowski spacetime with modified Klein-Gordon mass.

I. INTRODUCTION

Imagine you are living in a universe expanding in a
quantum superposition of different Hubble rates. How
would fields and particles behave in such a world? Since
we lack a complete and generally accepted theory of
quantum gravity, an answer to this question remains cur-
rently out of reach. Here, we employ an extension of
the quantum reference frame formalism to relate this ex-
otic situation to a corresponding one that is more eas-
ily captured by quantum field theory on curved space-
time (QFTCS). More precisely, we map a massive Klein-
Gordon (KG) field that resides on a superposition of con-
formally related spacetimes to a KG field with a super-
position of mass parameters on a fixed spacetime. In
that way, we establish an equivalence between a situa-
tion with a superposition of spacetimes and one with a
definite, classical spacetime. Doing so, we identify an
additional symmetry of the KG equation – a quantum
conformal symmetry – which goes beyond its invariance
under diffeomorphisms.

This additional symmetry of the KG equation enables
us to view the two physical situations as equivalent in the
present context and can thus serve as a heuristic principle
that can tell us about the symmetries of a potential the-
ory of quantum gravity. Such a strategy can be embed-
ded in a larger research program aimed at utilizing sym-
metries to facilitate the construction of a full theory of
quantum gravity, inspired by the historical development
of general relativity and quantum field theory [1]. Recent
works have proposed concrete extended symmetry prin-
ciples, leading to, for example, the quantum relativity of

∗ These two authors contributed equally to this work.

superpositions [2], an equivalence principle for superposi-
tions of spacetimes [3, 4], or an extended principle of co-
variance [5]. These symmetry principles are implemented
within the framework of quantum reference frame (QRF)
transformations. Initially seen as changes between the
perspectives of quantum systems [6–19], the interpre-
tation of QRF changes has broadened to encompass a
more abstract understanding in the sense of changes of
quantum coordinate systems (e.g. [1, 3, 5, 17, 20]). The
present work takes this abstraction further by going be-
yond quantum coordinate transformations and promotes
conformal symmetries to the quantum level. In partic-
ular, we are able to identify the group structure under-
lying the conformal transformations of the modified KG
equation, which allows us to directly quantize the trans-
formations using the methods of Ref. [13]. The result-
ing QRF change operator permits us to map between
arbitrary quantum states describing a superposition of
semiclassical metrics and the quantum KG field. It thus
goes beyond the purely formal level by providing an ex-
plicit method to relate concrete physical situations. It
further goes beyond previous work in that it allows us
to treat superpositions of non-diffeomorphically related
metrics on a global level. Ref. [21] already treated super-
positions of de Sitter spacetimes by introducing an ad-
ditional control degree of freedom. Note, however, that
a superposition of non-diffeomorphic metrics is not re-
quired to speak of “genuine quantum superpositions of
spacetimes” [22]: despite other claims the case treated
in Ref. [5] already involved genuine superpositions. Even
though Ref. [5] considers diffeomorphic metrics in super-
position, the presence of additional systems such as the
probe system (and additional fields in general) breaks the
symmetry and leads to non-diffeomorphic physical situ-
ations. Furthermore, Ref. [3] also treats superpositions
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of non-diffeomorphically related metrics and shows that
they can be locally transformed into Minkowski space-
time, demonstrating the quantum Einstein equivalence
principle.

In summary, the present work provides the following
three advancements: First, we further abstract the no-
tion of QRFs, focusing on the property that they give
rise to a factorization of the total Hilbert space in which
the state of the system, which is identified with the frame,
factorizes out [13]. Secondly, we analyze superpositions
of a set of metrics that are not related by diffeomor-
phisms. In doing so, we follow [3, 20, 21, 23] but go be-
yond these works by introducing a concrete QRF trans-
formation operator that renders the spacetime globally
definite. Furthermore, we go beyond our recent work
[5] since the transformations established therein allow to
make the metric globally definite but are only applicable
to spacetimes sourced by superpositions of mass configu-
rations related by Euclidean symmetries. Finally, as we
will see below, can consider for the first time quantum
fields as probes of spacetimes in superposition.

Besides the formal development of quantum conformal
transformations, the identified symmetry allows for a bet-
ter understanding of both the superposition of spacetimes
in the presence of a KG field as well as the correspond-
ing modified Minkowski spacetime. On the one hand,
in relating the former to a definite spacetime inhabited
by quantum fields in superposition of different masses, it
sharpens our intuition for the meaning of curved space-
times in superposition. On the other hand, we use meth-
ods of QFTCS to identify the phenomenon of particle
production in Minkowski spacetime with a modified mass
in superposition.

In Sec. II, we begin by reviewing the symmetry prop-
erties of the KG equation in curved spacetime. We iden-
tify the underlying symmetry group and show that the
symmetry transformations form a representation thereof.
In a concrete example, we illustrate the transformations
relating the metric, the field, and the KG mass on an
FLRW spacetime to their counterparts in Minkowski
spacetime. In Sec. III, we take the analysis to the quan-
tum level by considering quantized KG fields on a super-
position of semiclassical curved spacetimes. We provide
the explicit quantum operator that maps between phys-
ical situations related by the quantum extension of the
aforementioned symmetries. Finally, we use this operator
to import results from QFTCS to derive particle produc-
tion in Minkowski spacetime with a modified mass term
in superposition in Sec. IV. We summarize our findings
in Sec. V, relate them to other existing work, and give
an outlook on future research directions.

II. CONFORMAL INVARIANCE:
SYMMETRIES OF THE KG FIELD

Let us start by reviewing the symmetry properties of
the Klein-Gordon (KG) equation in curved spacetime,

�gφ(x) ≡ gµν∇µ∇νφ(x) = m2φ(x). (1)

While the standard KG equation is not invariant under
conformal transformations, it has been shown [24] that by
adding a non-minimal coupling term, the new equation

(�g + ξR)φ(x) = m2φ(x) (2)

is invariant under gab → Ω2(x)gab and φ → Ω−1(x)φ
only for ξ = 1

6 and m = 0.1 The coupling term ξR can
also be interpreted as contributing to the mass of the
KG field.2 If we take this interpretation, we can retain
the conformal invariance even for the minimally coupled
KG equation with non-vanishing mass. This, however,
requires introducing a spacetime-dependent transforma-
tion of the mass. For those who consider an evolving
mass parameter to be too peculiar, note that it can just
as well be seen as an additional potential for the KG field
(see e.g. the discussion around Eq. (4.1) in Ref. [25]).

Formally, the overall transformation of the fields, in-
cluding the mass term, can be expressed as follows. Con-
sider two conformally related metrics g1 and g2 with
(g2)ab = Ω2(x)(g1)ab and a KG field with mass m1 on
spacetime g1, which satisfies the KG equation

�g1φ1(x) = m2
1φ1(x). (3)

Next, following Wald [[24], pp. 445-446], perform the
transformation(g1)ab

φ1(x)
m2

1

→ F(Ω)

(g1)ab
φ1(x)
m2

1

 ≡
(g2)ab
φ2(x)
m2

2(x)


=

 Ω2(x)(g1)ab
Ω−1(x)φ1(x)

1
Ω2(x)

[
m2

1 − (g1)µν(x)
(
∂µ∂νΩ(x)

Ω(x) − (Γ(1))ρµν
∂ρΩ(x)
Ω(x)

)]
 .

(4)

Then, one can show that φ2(x) satisfies the KG equation

�g2φ2(x) = m2
2(x)φ2(x) (5)

1 Here, we use abstract index notation for tensors, which indicates
the type of object in a coordinate-free way rather than its com-
ponents in any particular basis.

2 A justification for this step can be seen by inspecting the ac-
tion for the KG field in a non-dynamical spacetime: S =∫
M d4x

√
−g
(
1
2
gµν∂µφ∂νφ− ξRφ2 + 1

2
m2φ2

)
. Since both the

ξR and the mass term are proportional to φ2, they can be
combined in a single term that can be interpreted as a mod-
ified mass term for the KG field. That is, we can write
S =

∫
M d4x

√
−g
(
1
2
gµν∂µφ∂νφ+ 1

2
(m2 − 2ξR)φ2

)
. This leads

us to introduce the spacetime-dependent mass term M2(x) =
m2 − 2ξR(x).
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for g2 and m2
2(x).3

In light of the goal of this work, which is to generalize
the conformal invariance of the KG equation to the quan-
tum level, it is important that the transformation (4)
forms a representation of a particular symmetry group.
We show in App. A that this holds true for the symmetry
group (C2(R3+1, ·)). Specifically, the composition rule is
given by FX(Ω1(x)) · FX(Ω2(x)) = FX(Ω1(x) · Ω2(x))
for X = g, φ,m.

Physically relevant examples for such conformally re-
lated spacetimes are all FLRW metrics for arbitrary
spacetime-dependent scale factor a(x) and spatial cur-
vature, including anti-de Sitter space [26]. To illustrate
the above symmetry, let us explore it in the concrete case
of a spatially flat FLRW spacetime with constant Hubble
parameter H ≡ ȧ

a . That is, consider the line element

ds2 = −dt2 + e2Htδijdx
idxj . (6)

Given two different FLRW metrics characterized by con-
stants H1 and H2 = H1 +h respectively, the transforma-
tion (4) takes on the form (g1)ab

φ1(t, x)
m2

1

→ F(h)

 (g1)ab
φ1(t, x)
m2

1

 ≡
 (g2)ab
φ2(t, x)
m2

2(t)


=

 e2ht(g1)ab
e−htφ1(t, x)

e−2ht(m2
1 − 2H2

1 ) + 2(H1 + h)2

 . (7)

It is easy to see that F forms a representation of the
underlying symmetry group (R,+) since FX(h = 0) = Id,
FX(−h) = (FX(h))−1, and the composition rule

FX(h2)FX(h1) = FX(h1 + h2) (8)

is satisfied for all X = g, φ,m. Here, FX(h) denotes the
action of F(h) on the metric, the field, and the mass
separately.

In particular, the transformation (7) allows us to map
a situation in such an FLRW spacetime gab to flat
Minkowski spacetime ηab:

gab → ηab = e−2Htgab,

φ → φ̃ ≡ eHtφ,
m2 →M2(t) ≡ e2Ht(m2 − 2H2).

(9)

This means that the field φ satisfies the KG equation on
gab with mass term m2 if and only if φ̃ is a solution to

3 Note that transformation (4) can in principle map to pathological
situations, that is, the mass term m2

2(x) of the KG field can
become negative. It is thus important to restrict the codomain
of this transformation to physically meaningful and thus non-
negative mass parameters.

the KG equation on ηab with the time-dependent effective
mass term M2(t). This can be seen straightforwardly by
inserting the expressions (9) into the KG equation on
Minkowski spacetime (see App. B).

Eq. (9) thus provides us with a transformation that
relates a KG solution on curved spacetime to the cor-
responding one on Minkowski spacetime (see Fig. 1).
Within the theory of a massive scalar field on FLRW
spacetime, these two descriptions are indistinguishable.
Note, however, that this is a consequence of restricting to
this subtheory; if we were to introduce additional probes
allowing us to access properties of the metric directly, it
would of course be possible to differentiate between a sit-
uation with a curved and flat spacetime background. For
example, measuring a non-vanishing Ricci scalar would
provide evidence for the former case. In absence of such
additional probes, however, we can effectively treat these
two situations as physically equivalent.

Overall, the set of transformations (4) and the con-
crete example (7) constitute symmetry operations that
leave the action and the equation of motion, namely the
KG equation in curved spacetime, invariant. This is an
important feature for two reasons: Firstly, it is an in-
stance of a symmetry transformation that relates differ-
ent spacetimes rather than a transformation on a single
spacetime. This paves the way to understanding super-
positions of spacetimes in terms of symmetries. Secondly,
representation theory is the natural language to under-
stand symmetries in quantum theory. Having found a
group representation thus gives us the necessary tools to
tackle the problem on the quantum level. In particu-
lar, it will allow us to construct an explicit QRF trans-
formation operator which maps between different, non-
diffeomorphically related spacetimes.

III. SUPERPOSITIONS OF SPACETIMES AND
QUANTUM CONFORMAL

TRANSFORMATIONS

Let us now turn to the main objective of this work:
elevating the classical symmetries studied above to the
quantum level. First, let us note that the conformal in-
variance not only holds for the classical KG field but also
for the quantized one. For a revision of the quantiza-
tion of a scalar KG field, see App. C. Second, and most
importantly, we now consider superpositions of semiclas-
sical states peaked around different conformally equiva-
lent metrics while neglecting the quantum indefiniteness
of geometry in each branch. Formally, we denote such a
state by ∑

i

αi |gi〉 , (10)

where
∑
i |αi|2 = 1. Note that the different |gi〉

can be completely characterized by a single function
Ωi(x)∈ C2(R3+1) and one representative of the confor-
mal equivalence class, such that the Hilbert space ac-
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(a) A KG field with fixed mass on a conformally flat spacetime. (b) A KG field with time-dependent mass term on flat spacetime.

FIG. 1. A pictorial illustration of the KG fields: Under the conformal symmetry of the modified KG equation, the curved
spacetime metric, the former KG solution, and the fixed mass parameter are mapped to Minkowski spacetime, the corresponding
KG solution, and the time-dependent mass term, respectively.

commodating the conformally related metrics is simply
H(g) ∼= L2(C2(R3+1), µ) with µ = Dφ the measure on
the space of twice differentiable real functions on R3+1.4

As a consequence, macroscopically different solutions gi
correspond to orthogonal quantum states. We would ex-
pect such a superposition of spacetimes to arise in the
transition of general relativity to a full theory of quan-
tum gravity. Let us state this explicitly as one of three
following assumptions that we make for the remainder of
this work [3, 29]:

1. Macroscopically distinguishable gravitational fields
are assigned orthogonal quantum states (where
macroscopically distinguishable refers to being dis-
tinguishable by the measurement of macroscopic
observables).

2. Quantum field theory on curved spacetime holds
for each well-defined spacetime.

3. The superposition principle holds for such gravita-
tional fields.

These assumptions can be seen as a conservative exten-
sion of quantum theory and general relativity to the
regime of macroscopic superpositions of geometries in
that they preserve both the linearity of quantum theory
and the equations of motion of general relativity. Since
we are extending the known theories of general relativity
and quantum field theory on curved spacetime to super-
positions of gravitational fields, we expect our model to
break down in the same regime as these theories do –
that is, close to the singularities of general relativity and

4 Some caution is needed with the definition of this Hilbert space.
We require the following two properties to hold on this Hilbert
space: 1) The states assigned to two different functions Ω1, Ω2 ∈
C2(R3+1) are orthogonal, that is, 〈Ω1|Ω2〉 = 0. 2) The state
assigned to any function Ω ∈ C2(R3+1) is normalized, that is,
〈Ω|Ω〉 = 1. We denote the inner product on the Hilbert space
L2(C2(R3+1), µ) by 〈ϕ|ψ〉 =

∫
Dφϕ[φ]ψ[φ] where µ = Dφ is

the measure on the space of twice differentiable real functions
on R3+1. While it is non-trivial to make the measure on this
space well-defined, there are fruitful attempts in the literature
on quantum field theory. An example is the construction based
on the axioms of Osterwalder and Schrader (see Refs. [27, 28]
for more details). The same caveats hold for the definition of
H(m) ∼= L2(C2(R3+1), µ).

realms of extremely high curvature [30]. While we do
not claim that our model is appropriate in these regimes,
there exist concrete proposals in the quantum gravity
and quantum cosmology literature that extend to these
extreme scales while approximating a classical geometry
and thus our second assumption outside of these regimes
[31].

In the following, we want to explore the consequences
of the above assumptions for the behavior of the quan-
tized KG field on a superposition of conformally related
spacetimes. While we lack a well-founded intuition for
the latter, we can use the physical equivalence estab-
lished in the previous sections to translate this descrip-
tion to one that is more easily understood in the language
of QFTCS. In particular, our extension of the quantum
reference frame formalism and the extended symmetry
that we establish below show that the situation described
above corresponds to one in which there is a quantum
field with different mass terms in a superposition on a
single spacetime background.

These two equivalent situations can be associated with
two different perspectives or, equivalently, two differ-
ent abstract quantum reference frames (QRF). Note that
when referring to QRFs in this context, we go beyond the
usual interpretation as a physical system or even quan-
tum coordinates. Instead, we take as a necessary condi-
tion that a QRF induces a specific factorization of the
total Hilbert space in which the state of the frame ought
to factorize out [13]. By further specifying the state of
the frame, both the states of the remaining systems and
the frame change operator are uniquely determined. One
can thus view the situation of spacetimes in superposition
as being described relative to the frame associated to the
mass of the KG field, while the description in terms of
quantum fields in a mass superposition on a fixed space-
time background can be understood as “relative to the
metric”. We can formalize this by introducing the states

|Ψ〉(m)
and |Ψ〉(g) “relative” to the mass and the metric

respectively:

|Ψ〉(m)
=

(∑
i

αi |gi〉 ⊗
∣∣∣Φ(gi,m

2)
〉)
⊗
∣∣m2

〉
⇔ |Ψ〉(g) = |g〉 ⊗

(∑
i

αi

∣∣∣Φ(g,m2
i )
〉
⊗
∣∣m2

i

〉)
, (11)



5

where {gi}i and g on the one hand, and {mi}i and m
on the other, belong to the same conformal class, as in-
troduced in Eq. (4). Let us briefly explain the meaning
of the various factors of the tensor product. Just as |g〉
denotes a semiclassical state peaked around the metric g,∣∣m2

〉
indicates a semiclassical state for a given mass term

governing the behavior of the KG field. The field itself

is described by the general field state |Φ(g,m2)〉, which
can be expressed as a linear combination of eigenstates

|φ(g,m2)〉 of the field operators φ̂(g,m2) [see [32], Ch. 10].

That is, φ̂(g,m2)|φ(g,m2)〉 = φ(g,m2)|φ(g,m2)〉. The field
state depends on both the spacetime and the mass as
both enter the equations of motion. Note that, as a con-
sequence, the quantum field is always in a superposition,
independently of the perspective (unless α0 = 1, αi = 0

for i > 0). Moreover, each |Φ(g,m2)〉 already denotes
the state of a quantum KG field, which itself can be ex-
pressed as a superposition of various Fock states. We go
beyond standard QFTCS by considering a superposition
of different such field states, labelled by different (g,m2).
Note that we use the Schrödinger picture here to denote

the quantum states |Ψ〉(m)
and |Ψ〉(g) since this allows to

straightforwardly define the frame change operator in the
spirit of standard QRF transformations [8, 13] in what
follows.

We can now utilize the fact that the transformation
between the abovementioned physical situations forms
a representation of the symmetry group (C2(R3+1), ·)
to immediately define the QRF transformation operator
Ŝ(m→g) : H(m) → H(g), which maps between states rela-
tive to fixed m and states relative to fixed g.5 In partic-

ular, we require Ŝ(m→g) |Ψ〉(m)
= |Ψ〉(g) . The action of

this operator on an arbitrary basis state in H(m) is given
by

Ŝ(m→g)
(
|gi〉

∣∣∣φ(gi,m
2)
〉 ∣∣m2

〉)
=|Fg(Ωi)[gi]〉︸ ︷︷ ︸

|g〉

∣∣∣Fφ(Ωi)[φ
(gi,m

2)]
〉 ∣∣Fm(Ωi)[m

2]
〉
, (12)

where |Fφ(Ωi)[φ
(gi,m

2)]〉 = |φ(Fg(Ωi)[gi],Fm(Ωi)[m
2])〉. In

general, we can map to any fixed metric g in the confor-
mal equivalence class. The choice of a specific g selects
the reference frame and associated Hilbert spaceH(g). As
a consequence, this gives rise to a unique frame change
operator and a unique state on the right-hand side of

5 The operator Ŝ(m→g) maps between isomorphic Hilbert spaces
since in both spaces the states are characterized by real functions
on R3+1: m2(x) in the case of the former and Ω(x) in the case

of the latter. Note that the action of the operator Ŝ(m→g) is
restricted to superpositions of states for which {|gi〉}i belong to
the same conformal class. This ensures that the codomain of
the operator is indeed H(g). We thus have H(m) ∼= H(g) ∼=
L2(C2(R3+1), µ). Together with F being bijective, this implies

that Ŝ(g→m) is invertible.

Eq. (12). Similarly, if we want to go from a state relative
to a fixed spacetime background g to one in which the
field has a definite mass term m, we use the inverse op-
erator Ŝ(g→m) = (Ŝ(m→g))†, which acts on basis states
as

Ŝ(g→m)
(
|g〉 ⊗

∣∣∣φ(g,m2
i )
〉 ∣∣m2

i

〉)
=
∣∣Fg(Ω−1

i )[g]
〉 ∣∣∣Fφ(Ωi)[φ

(g,m2
i )]
〉 ∣∣Fm(Ω−1

i )[m2
i ]
〉︸ ︷︷ ︸

|m〉

, (13)

where we made use of the representation property
F−1(Ω) = F(Ω−1).

This operator defines a quantum conformal operator
and allows us to map between situations with conformally
related spacetimes in superposition to scenarios in which
we have quantum fields with different mass terms in su-
perposition on a fixed background metric (see Figs. 2 and
3). Moreover, assuming that the conformal invariance of
the KG equation with modified mass extends to super-
positions of conformally equivalent spacetimes, it forms
a symmetry transformation, which only alters the de-
scription while leaving the physical situation unchanged.
The present work thus extends the quantum symmetry
principle proposed in Ref. [5] - there, situations with a
gravitating source in a spatial superposition were related
to ones in which the spacetime metric is definite while
the probe particles are in superposition.

IV. COSMOLOGICAL PARTICLE
PRODUCTION

We now use the tools constructed above to study
the equivalent of cosmological particle production in
Minkowski spacetime with an effective mass term in su-
perposition, which will allow us to identify a quantum
conformally invariant observable. Note that we change
to the Heisenberg picture in this section since this signif-
icantly simplifies the description.

Cosmological particle production in curved spacetime
is by now a well-studied phenomenon. In App. D, we
briefly remind the reader of the main points in its deriva-
tion, following [33]. In short, in a spacetime with a time-
dependent scale factor that has constant but different
values ain and aout in the asymptotic past and future,
the expected number of particles in mode k at future
infinity with respect to the vacuum at past infinity is

〈0−|N̂+
k |0−〉g =

∑
k′

|βk′k|2. (14)

This holds equally in Minkowski spacetime with mod-
ified KG mass. In the asymptotic regions τ → ±∞,
the creation and annihilation operators in modified
Minkowski are the same as in the corresponding curved
spacetime. To see this, consider two general solutions
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(a) A KG field with fixed mass term living on a semiclassical
superposition of different conformally flat spacetimes.

(b) A KG field with spacetime-dependent mass term in
superposition on a definite flat spacetime background.

FIG. 2. A pictorial representation of the two corresponding situations related by a quantum conformal transformation. The
transformation operator Ŝ(m→g), defined in Eq. (12), maps the situation in (a) to the corresponding one in (b).

FIG. 3. An abstract illustration of the different scenarios related by a quantum conformal transformation. The axis labeled by
M represents different points on a spacetime manifold. The axis labeled by g represents different values of the metric. The
axis labeled by M represents different values of the modified mass term. The broken colored lines depict field configurations.
All field configurations lying on the tilted plane P1 are related by an element of the symmetry group and can therefore be seen
as equivalent. An analogous statement holds for the tilted plane P2. In the figure, we illustrate two equivalent situations. The
dotted lines in blue illustrate a field configuration in a quantum superposition of two different, conformally related metrics,
g1 and g2. Here, the value of the mass term is equal to M1 for both amplitudes. By performing a quantum conformal
transformation, we can “slide” the configuration along each plane in a quantum-controlled manner. The end result is the
situation represented by the orange dotted lines. In this new quantum field state, the mass term is in a quantum superposition
of the values M ′1 and M ′2. However, the metric is no longer in a superposition and has the definite value g′1 for the two
amplitudes. Therefore, by performing a quantum conformal transformation, we can understand the physics of quantum fields
in a superposition of semiclassical spacetimes in terms of the physics of quantum fields with a superposition of masses on a
fixed spacetime.
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φ̃ = aφ and ϕ̃ = aϕ of the Minkowski KG equation,
related to the curved solutions via the scale factor a,
through transformation (4). Using the definitions (C1)
and (C6) of the pseudo inner products, one can show that

(φ̃, ϕ̃)η = (aφ, aϕ)η = (φ, ϕ)g. (15)

Thus, it follows that classically, the coefficients of the
field expansion are related by

ãk = (ũk, φ̃)η = (uk, φ)g = ak, (16)

ã∗k = (−ũ∗k, φ̃)η = (−u∗k, φ)g = a∗k. (17)

Analogously, one can show that b̃k = bk and b̃∗k = b∗k.
As a consequence, upon quantization, also the creation
and annihilation operators, the number operators and
the vacuum states agree:

â†k = ˆ̃a†k, âk = ˆ̃ak (18)

b̂†k =
ˆ̃
b†k, b̂k =

ˆ̃
bk, (19)

N̂+,−
k = ˆ̃N+,−

k , (20)

|0+,−〉g = |0+,−〉η . (21)

This shows that the number operator N̂+,−
k is invari-

ant under conformal transformations as described in
Eq. (9). Furthermore, since the Bogoliubov transforma-

tions between ˆ̃ak and
ˆ̃
bk as well as ˆ̃a†k and

ˆ̃
b†k in modified

Minkowski are also the same, it follows that

〈0−|N̂+
k |0−〉g =

∑
k′

|βk′k|2 =
∑
k′

|β̃k′k|2 = 〈0−| ˆ̃N+
k |0−〉η .

(22)

Thus, the same mean number of particles is produced
in modified Minkowski spacetime equipped with a time-

dependent mass M2(τ) = a2(τ)m2 − ä(τ)
a(τ) . While the

particle production on FLRW is due to the spacetime
curvature between the asymptotic regions, the effect
in Minkowski spacetime emerges because of the time-
dependence of the mass term, which can also be under-
stood as an additional potential for the KG field (see
Fig. 4).

Let us now show that this effect arises equally in the
case of a superposition of different FLRW metrics with a
different numbers of particles produced in each branch.
Firstly, it follows immediately from the invariance of the
number operator under conformal transformations that
it is also invariant under quantum conformal transfor-
mations since these amount to applying an independent
conformal transformation in each branch. Secondly, to
see that the mean number of particles in each branch re-
mains the same under these transformations, let us con-
sider an arbitrary superposition of conformally related
metric states

∑
i αi |gi〉. In each branch i of the super-

position, we can apply the same argument as above to
obtain the following correspondence:

〈0−|N̂+
k |0−〉gi = 〈0−| ˆ̃N+

k,i|0−〉ηi , (23)

where ˆ̃N+
k,i and |0−〉ηi denote the number operator and

vacuum state, respectively, in modified Minkowski space-
time with effective KG mass mi. By linearity, the expec-
tation value of a superposition of particle numbers then
remains the same under quantum conformal transforma-
tions. That is, the phenomenon can arise from either a
superposition of geometries or an effective mass in su-
perposition. This shows that the equivalence between
curved spacetime and modified Minkowski sheds light in
both directions – not only does the map to flat space-
time with an effective mass improve our understanding
of a superposition of geometries; we can also use results
from QFTCS to infer analogous effects in flat spacetime
for a KG field with an effective mass in superposition.
Generally, for a given problem, one can pick the frame
more suited for one’s particular question.

V. CONCLUSION

We started this work by asking the question of how
fields and particles would behave in a universe that is ex-
panding in a quantum superposition of different Hubble
rates. By exploiting a particular symmetry of the Klein-
Gordon equation, we showed that this situation corre-
sponds to one in which a field in superposition of different
spacetime-dependent effective masses inhabits a definite
Minkowski spacetime. More concretely, we constructed
an operator Ŝ, which maps between quantum states de-
scribing these two situations. This allowed us to formal-
ize a new extended symmetry principle: an invariance un-
der quantum conformal transformations, which manifests
in the equivalence of states that are related by the action
of Ŝ. Besides providing a deeper intuition for the mean-
ing of quantum fields on geometries in superposition, we
further utilized this symmetry to derive the equivalent
of cosmological particle production in Minkowski space-
time with modified mass in superposition. We considered
an FLRW spacetime with a general time-dependent scale
factor a(τ), which approaches constant values in the far
past and future. By relating the creation and annihi-
lation operators between curved and flat spacetime in
the asymptotic limit, we found that the number opera-
tor N̂+,−

k represents a conformally invariant observable.
Consequently, the phenomenon of particle production in
curved spacetime is reproduced in Minkowski with mod-
ified KG mass term. This result straightforwardly ex-
tends to superpositions of conformally related spacetimes
or their Minkowski equivalent, with different numbers of
particles produced in each branch. This being the first
concrete application of the principle of quantum confor-
mal invariance, we are positive that it provides a useful
tool to uncover new phenomena at the interface of quan-
tum physics and gravity.

The present work extends the results of Ref. [5] in
several aspects. First, we have now gone beyond quan-
tum coordinate transformations by mapping between any
conformally related and thus in general diffeomorphically
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(a) Time-dependence of the scale factor a(τ) in
FLRW spacetime from initial value ain at τ → −∞

until final value aout at τ → +∞.

(b) Time-dependence of the mass term M2(τ) in
modified Minkowski from initial value a2inm

2 at
τ → −∞ until final value aout2m

2 at τ → +∞.

FIG. 4. The quantum conformal symmetry between FLRW and modified Minkowski spacetime manifests itself in the equivalence
of the creation and annihilation operators and thus all quantities derived from them. As a consequence, we observe the
phenomenon of particle production not only in curved spacetime but also in modified Minkowski. While the former is due to
the time-dependence of the scale factor a(τ), the latter derives from a time-dependent mass term M2(τ).

inequivalent metrics. The strength of these transforma-
tions is that they allow to map a superposition of the
latter to a definite background metric. Second, to our
knowledge, this is the first instance of treating quantized
scalar fields on superposed spacetimes in the context of
the quantum reference frame program. We are thus prob-
ing superpositions of geometries with quantum fields. On
a different note, we go beyond the conformal invariance of
the non-minimally coupled KG equation, which has been
extensively discussed in the literature [cf. e.g. [34, 35]].
Firstly, we offer a new perspective by viewing the descrip-
tion in terms of fields on a modified Minkowski spacetime
as a physically instantiated situation instead of a mere
computational tool [36, 37]. In doing so, we take seriously
the spacetime-dependence of the effective mass term. Al-
ternatively, one can interpret the evolving KG mass pa-
rameter on flat spacetime as an additional potential for
the field [25]. Secondly, utilizing the group properties of
the conformal transformations, we are able to promote
the latter to quantum conformal transformations, which
act on superpositions of geometries.

Let us further point out that in identifying the
presently discussed symmetry principle, it was crucial
to (a) restrict to a subtheory of quantum field theory,
namely that of a massive KG field, and (b) to allow for
transformations of quantities that are usually left un-
touched, specifically the mass term. Often, and in par-
ticular in the context of quantum gravity research, the
focus is mainly placed on the symmetries of the most
general theories, that is, the diffeomorphism invariance
of general relativity and the gauge symmetries of quan-
tum field theory. While this is important if one wants
to identify the symmetries of a full theory of quantum
gravity, more immediate progress may be made by re-
stricting the range of application but enlarging the set of
allowed transformations leaving the equations of motion
invariant. This approach has the potential to uncover a

wide range of new or previously disregarded symmetries.
By extending these to the quantum level, we can enhance
our understanding of specific scenarios at the intersection
of quantum physics and gravity without requiring a full
theory of quantum gravity that captures them.

Further directions for future work include going be-
yond superpositions of semiclassical metrics and taking
into account the quantum indefiniteness of the metrics.
This involves a number of technical steps which we were
able to circumvent here, such as the Hilbert space struc-
ture of more general metrics. Moreover, we are hope-
ful that the aforementioned strategies utilizing symmetry
principles can be used to extend the formalism of abstract
quantum reference frame transformations to more gen-
eral superpositions of metrics, not necessarily belonging
to the same conformal class. Thinking further ahead, one
might want to treat spacetime metrics equipped with the
quantum fuzziness expected in quantum gravity. This is
likely to require the construction of a framework of QRFs
for fields. If successful, the latter would allow to change
into a quantum frame in which the metric field still be-
comes definite, shifting any genuine quantum fluctuations
into degrees of freedom of the probe systems, that is, the
quantum fields inhabiting the spacetime.

Finally, it would be interesting to see to what extent
this effective correspondence can be investigated exper-
imentally. Analogue experiments [38, 39] seem to be
the ideal playground on which to test both the phe-
nomenon of particle production in flat and superposed
curved spacetimes and the quantum conformal symme-
try principle. However, in light of recent philosophical
discussions [40], one should be careful not to confound
empirical results of analogue experiments with the ver-
ification of hypotheses in quantum gravity setups. Per-
forming the experiment with a KG field on Minkowski
with mass terms in superposition, however, would bear
insights by itself, since it can be seen as an actual real-
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ization of the phenomenon of particle production in flat
spacetime rather than an analogue experiment. While
actually testing the symmetry principle in the context
of FLRW spacetimes in superposition seems experimen-
tally out of reach, the strength of the present work lies in
its potential to enhance our intuition, sharpen our tech-
nical tools, and identify guiding principles to deal with
situations at the interface between quantum theory and
gravity.
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Appendix A: Conformal Invariance of the KG Equation and Representation Properties

Consider two metrics (g1)ab = Ω2(g2)ab belonging to the same conformal class. Starting from the KG equation in
spacetime g1

�g1φ1(x) = m2
1φ1(x), (A1)

where x denotes a four-vector, we want to find a field φ2(x) and mass term m2
2(x) such that

�g2φ2(x) = m2
2(x)φ2(x). (A2)

In order to do so, we follow Wald [[24], pp. 445-446] in expressing the covariant derivative with respect to g2 in terms
of that of g1:

∇(2)
a ωb = ∇(1)

a ωb − Ccabωc = ∇(1)
a ωb − (2δc(a∇

(1)
b) (ln Ω)− (g1)ab(g1)cd∇(1)

d (ln Ω))ωc. (A3)

By replacing abstract with spacetime indices, it follows that

�g2φ2(x) = (g2)µν∇(2)
µ ∇(2)

ν φ2(x) =
1

Ω2
(g1)µν(∇(1)

µ ∂νφ2 − Cρµν∂ρφ2)

=
1

Ω2
(g1)µν

[
∇(1)
µ ∇(1)

ν φ2 − (2δρ(µ∇
(1)
ν) (ln Ω)− (g1)µν(g1)ρσ∇(1)

σ (ln Ω))∂ρφ2

]
=

1

Ω2

[
�g1φ2 − (2(g1)ρν∇(1)

ν (ln Ω) + 4(g1)ρσ∇(1)
σ (ln Ω))∂ρφ2

]
=

1

Ω2

[
�g1φ2 + 2(g1)µν∇(1)

µ (ln Ω)∂νφ2

]
. (A4)

If we now make the ansatz φ2 = Ω−1φ1, then

�g2φ2(x) =
1

Ω2

[
(g1)µν∇(1)

µ ∂ν(Ω−1φ1) + 2(g1)µν∇(1)
µ (ln Ω)∂ν(Ω−1φ1)

]
=

1

Ω2
(g1)µν

[
∂µ
(
(∂νΩ−1)φ1 + Ω−1∂νφ1

)
−(Γ(1))ρµν

(
(∂ρΩ

−1)φ1 + Ω−1(∂ρφ1)
)

+ 2∂µ(ln Ω)
(
(∂νΩ−1)φ1 + Ω−1(∂νφ1)

)]
=

1

Ω3
(g1)µν

(
∂µ∂νφ1−(Γ(1))ρµνφ1

)
+

1

Ω2
(g1)µν

[
∂µ∂ν(Ω−1) + 2

∂µΩ

Ω
(∂νΩ−1)−(Γ(1))ρµν(∂ρΩ

−1)

]
φ1

=
1

Ω3

[
�g1φ1 − (g1)µν

(
∂µ∂νΩ

Ω
−(Γ(1))ρµν

∂ρΩ

Ω

)]
φ1. (A5)
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Using Eq. (A1), this becomes

�g2φ2(x) =
1

Ω3

[
m2

1φ1 − (g1)µν
(
∂µ∂νΩ

Ω
−(Γ(1))ρµν

∂ρΩ

Ω

)]
φ1

=
1

Ω2

[
m2

1φ1 − (g1)µν
(
∂µ∂νΩ

Ω
−(Γ(1))ρµν

∂ρΩ

Ω

)]
φ2, (A6)

which satisfies Eq. (A2), given that we define

m2
2(x) ≡ 1

Ω2(x)

[
m2

1φ1 − (g1)µν(x)

(
∂µ∂νΩ(x)

Ω(x)
−(Γ(1))ρµν

∂ρΩ(x)

Ω(x)

)]
. (A7)

The transformations of g1, φ1 and m2
1 are summarized in Eq. (4) and repeated here for ease of reading:(g1)ab

φ1(x)
m2

1

→
Fg(Ω)[(g1)ab]
Fφ(Ω)[φ1(x)]
Fm(Ω)[m2

1]

 =

 Ω2(x)(g1)ab
Ω−1(x)φ1(x)

1
Ω2(x)

[
m2

1 − (g1)µν(x)
(
∂µ∂νΩ(x)

Ω(x) −(Γ(1))ρµν
∂ρΩ(x)
Ω(x)

)]
 =

(g2)ab
φ2(x)
m2

2(x)

 . (A8)

While it is completely straightforward to see that that the transformations Fg of g1 and Fφ of φ1 form a representation
of the group (C2(R3+1), ·), let us show this explicitly for the mass term m2

1. It is clear that Fm(Ω = 1) = Id
and Fm(Ω−1) = Fm(Ω)−1. For the composition rule, consider the metrics (g2)µν = (Ω12)2(g1)µν and (g3)µν =
(Ω23)2(g2)µν . Note that the Christoffel symbols of conformally related metrics are related by

Γ̃kij = Γkij +

(
δki
∂jΩ

Ω
+ δkj

∂iΩ

Ω
− gijgkl

∂lΩ

Ω

)
. (A9)

Now, it follows that

Fm[Ω23]Fm[Ω12]m2
1 = Fm[Ω23]

1

(Ω12)2

[
m2

1 − (g1)µν
(
∂µ∂νΩ12

Ω12
−(Γ(1))ρµν

∂ρΩ12

Ω12

)]
=

1

(Ω23)2

[
1

(Ω12)2

(
m2

1 − (g1)µν
(
∂µ∂νΩ12

Ω12
−(Γ(1))ρµν

∂ρΩ12

Ω12

))
− (g2)µν

(
∂µ∂νΩ23

Ω23
−(Γ(2))ρµν

∂ρΩ23

Ω23

)]
=

1

(Ω12 · Ω23)2

[
m2

1 − (g1)µν
(
∂µ∂νΩ12

Ω12
+
∂µ∂νΩ23

Ω23
−(Γ(1))ρµν

(
∂ρΩ12

Ω12
+
∂ρΩ23

Ω23

))
+(g1)µν

(
δρµ
∂νΩ12

Ω12
+ δρν

∂µΩ12

Ω12

−(g1)µν(g1)ρσ
∂σΩ12

Ω12

)
∂ρΩ23

Ω23

]
=

1

(Ω12 · Ω23)2

[
m2

1 −
(

(∂µ∂µΩ12)Ω23

Ω12Ω23
+

Ω12∂
µ∂µΩ23

Ω12Ω23
+ 2

∂µΩ12∂µΩ23

Ω12Ω23

)
+(g1)µν(Γ(1))ρµν

(
(∂ρΩ12)Ω23

Ω12Ω23
+

Ω12∂ρΩ23

Ω12Ω23

)]
=

1

(Ω12 · Ω23)2

[
m2

1 − (g1)µν
(
∂µ∂ν(Ω12Ω23)

Ω12Ω23
−(Γ(1))ρµν

∂ρ(Ω12Ω23)

Ω12Ω23

)]
= Fm[Ω12 · Ω23]m2

1. (A10)

Hence, we find that Fm[Ω23]Fm[Ω12] = Fm[Ω12 · Ω23] and thus Fm forms a representation of (C2(R3+1), ·). It is
straightforward to conclude that the maps Fg, Fφ and Fm as given in Eq. (7) form representations of (R,+) as well,
since Eq. (7) can be seen as a special case of Eq. (4).

Appendix B: Conformal Invariance of KG Equation for FLRW

The line element of a spatially flat FLRW metric gab is given by

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)δijdx
idxj

= a2(t)(−dτ2 + δijdx
idxj), (B1)

where we take a(t) = eHt and introduced the conformal time coordinate τ with dτ = a−1(t)dt = e−Htdt. Consider a
classical field φ that is a solution to the KG equation on gab with mass term m:

�gφ(t, x) =
[
−(∂t + 3H)∂t + e−2Ht∆

]
φ(t, x) = m2φ(t, x). (B2)
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Now, let us show that φ̃(t, x) = eHtφ(t, x) is a solution to the KG equation in flat spacetime ηab with modified mass.
We have to be careful about the explicit form of �η in (t, x) coordinates though, since

�η = −∂2
τ + ∆ = −e2Ht(H∂t + ∂2

t ) + ∆. (B3)

Thus, we have

�ηφ̃(t, x) =
[
−e2Ht(H∂t + ∂2

t ) + ∆
]
eHtφ(t, x)

=
[
−e3Ht(H2 +H∂t +H2 + 2H∂t + ∂2

t ) + eHt∆
]
φ(t, x)

= e3Ht
[
−(∂t + 3H)∂t + e−2Ht∆

]
φ(t, x)− e3Ht2H2φ(t, x)

= e3Htm2φ(t, x)− e3Ht2H2φ(t, x)

= e2Ht(m2 − 2H2)φ̃(t, x)

≡M2(t, x)φ̃(t, x), (B4)

where, going from the third to the fourth line, we used Eq. (B2). In the last line, we find the spacetime-dependent
mass term M2(t, x) = e2Ht(m2 − 2H2).

Appendix C: Quantization of the KG field

We now proceed to quantize the KG field, once for curved spacetime, followed by a quantization in modified
Minkowski. Following the standard procedure of Fock quantization [33] will allow us to define an explicit frame
change operator in Sec. III and to consider the concrete phenomenon of particle production in Sec. IV. In curved
spacetime, we first need to perform a 3 + 1 split of the spacetime into M = Σ × R in order to define a conjugate
pair of field and momentum. We denote by hab the induced metric on the spatial hypersurface Σ and by na the
corresponding future directed unit normal vector. Now, define the pseudo inner product (Hermitian form)

(φ1, φ2)g = i

∫
Σ0

d3x
√
hgab(φ∗1∇aφ2 − φ2∇aφ∗1)nb ≡ −

∫
Σ0

d3x
√
hjana. (C1)

It can be shown that ∇aja = 0, which implies that the pseudo inner product is independent of the choice of Cauchy
hypersurface. While the pseudo inner product on Minkowski spacetime allows a unique split into positive and negative
frequency solutions in flat spacetime, this is no longer true in general for the pseudo inner product (C1) in curved
spacetime. Instead, we choose a set {uk}k to denote a complete set of positive frequency orthonormal solutions to
the KG equation (1) with respect to this inner product, satisfying (uk, ul)g = δkl. A basis for the negative frequency
solutions is then given by {u∗k}k, satisfying (u∗k, u

∗
l )g = −δkl. Note that this choice influences the particle content –

after all, particles are associated to positive frequency modes while anti-particles correspond to solutions with negative
frequency. The number of particles is thus, in general, an ambiguous notion in curved spacetime. We can use this
basis of positive and negative modes to expand the KG field as

φ(x) =

∫
d3k
(

(uk, φ)guk + (−u∗k, φ)gu
∗
k

)
(C2)

and define ak ≡ (uk, φ)g as well as a∗k ≡ (−u∗k, φ)g. One can further define a conjugate momentum operator Π(x)
such that the canonical commutation relations are satisfied.

We can now quantize the field φ(x) and the conjugate momentum Π(x) by promoting ak and a∗k to operators âk
and â†k. We thus have

φ̂(x) =

∫
d3k

(
ukâk + u∗kâ

†
k

)
. (C3)

The operators â†k and âk have the usual interpretation in terms of creation and annihilation operators and can be
used to define the vacuum state

âk |0〉g = 0 ∀k (C4)

as well as the n-particle Fock states for fixed k

|nk〉g =
1√
n!

(â†k)n |0〉g . (C5)
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We can apply the same quantization procedure for Minkowski spacetime with modified mass term. One might think
that the presence of the spacetime-dependent mass would prevent us from using the usual inner product

(φ1, φ2)η = i

∫
Σ0

d3xηab(φ∗1∂aφ2 − φ2∂aφ
∗
1)nb. (C6)

However, it is straightforward to show that expression (C6) is still independent of the Cauchy hypersurface and thus
provides a well-defined Hermitian form for Minkowski spacetime. The difference to standard Minkowski spacetime
is, however, that the split into positive and negative frequency modes is ambiguous due to the modified dispersion
relation that arises as a consequence of the spacetime-dependent mass. Thus, we again make a choice of positive
frequency modes {ũk}k that are solutions to

�ηũk(x) = M2(x)ũk(x) (C7)

and satisfy (ũk, ũl)η = δkl. Together with {ũ∗k}k, satisfying (ũ∗k, ũ
∗
l )η = −δkl, we can expand the field as follows

φ̃(x) =

∫
d3k

(
(ũk, φ̃)ηũk + (−ũ∗k, φ̃)ηũ

∗
k

)
. (C8)

We define ã∗k ≡ (−ũ∗k, φ̃)η and ãk ≡ (ũk, φ̃)η and promote them to creation and annihilation operators ˆ̃a†k and ˆ̃ak. The
quantized field is thus

ˆ̃
φ(x) =

∫
d3k

(
ˆ̃akũk + ˆ̃a†kũ

∗
k

)
. (C9)

Finally, we define the vacuum state as well as the n-particle states in modified Minkowski as

ˆ̃ak |0〉η = 0 ∀k and |nk〉η =
1√
n!

(ˆ̃a†k)n |0〉η . (C10)

Appendix D: Cosmological particle production

Consider the special case of an FLRW spacetime which is asymptotically static in the past and the future, with
different scale factors at τ → ±∞. That is, we take a conformally flat metric gab = Ω(x)−2ηab = a2(τ)ηab with

a(τ) =

{
ain for τ → −∞,
aout for τ → +∞.

(D1)

There exists a preferred basis of positive and negative frequency modes {uk, u∗k}k and {vk, v∗k}k at τ → −∞ and
τ → +∞ respectively, since there exists a Killing vector field ∂τ in these regions with respect to which ∂τuk =

−iω(k)uk. This singles out corresponding creation and annihilation operators, denoted by â†k, âk for τ → −∞ and

b̂†k, b̂k for τ → +∞ and thus allows us to define unambiguously the number of particles. Because the spacetime under
consideration is curved, the operators in the different asymptotic regions are not the same but are related by the
Bogoliubov transformations

b̂k =
∑
k′

αk′kâk + β∗k′kâ
†
k′ , (D2)

b̂†k =
∑
k′

α∗k′kâ
†
k + βk′kâk′ . (D3)

Consequently, also the vacuum states |0−〉 and |0+〉 differ. This leads to particle creation. More concretely, using the

number operator N̂+
k = b̂†k b̂k defined at τ → +∞ to probe the vacuum at τ → −∞, the expected number of particles

created in mode k is

〈0−|N̂+
k |0−〉g =

∑
k′

|βk′k|2. (D4)
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