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Abstract. This paper is dedicated to a detailed analysis and computation of quan-
tum states of causal fermion systems. The mathematical core is to analyze integrals
over the unitary group asymptotically for a large dimension of the group, for various
integrands with a specific scaling behavior in this dimension. It is shown that, in
a well-defined limiting case, the localized refined pre-state is positive and allows for
the description of general entangled states.
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1. Introduction and Overview of Main Results

The theory of causal fermion systems is a recent approach to fundamental physics
(see the basics in Section 2, the reviews [24, 14, 17], the textbooks [13, 23] or the
website [1]). In this approach, spacetime and all objects therein are described by a
measure ρ on a set F of linear operators on a Hilbert space (H, 〈.|.〉H). The physical
equations are formulated by means of the so-called causal action principle, a nonlinear
variational principle where an action S is minimized under variations of the measure ρ.
The present paper is a major step in an ongoing research program aimed at giving a
conceptually clear and mathematically sound derivation of quantum field theory within
the theory of causal fermion systems. In simple terms, the goal of this program is to
show that, in a well-defined limiting case, the dynamics of a causal fermion system
can be described as in quantum field theory by a unitary time evolution on bosonic
and fermionic Fock spaces. This program was initiated in [12], where quantum elec-
trodynamics was obtained from the causal action principle under certain simplifying
assumptions and approximations, which were stated but not yet justified in a fully
satisfying way. The first step in the detailed treatment based on the mathemati-
cal structures of causal fermion systems is [19], where a connection between causal
variational principles and a dynamics on bosonic Fock spaces was established. More
recently, in [20] it was shown that a causal fermion system in a Minkowski-type space-
time gives rise to a distinguished quantum state. Moreover, various modifications and
refinements of this construction were given. The aim of the present paper is to ana-
lyze the different definitions in detail and to identify the construction which is most
suitable for the description of entanglement. To this end, we need to delve deeper into
the question of how to compute these quantum states.

Our main objective is to show that general entangled states can indeed be described
with the help of the localized refined partition function Zt

V , which can be written as

Zt
V

(
α, β, ρ̃

)
:=

 

G

dµG
(
U<

)
 

G

dµG
(
U>

)
eαNTt

V

(
ρ̃,TU<,U>

ρ
)

. (1.1)

Before giving an overview of our results, we make a few comments on the structure
of Zt

V . In the above formula, ρ̃ is the measure describing the interacting spacetime,
whereas ρ describes the Minkowski vacuum. The partition function is a double integral
over a compact group G ≃ U(N) of unitary operators on the Hilbert space H (here µG
is the Haar measure on this group, and by

ffl

we always denote a normalized integral).
The integrand involves the exponential of the functional Tt

V which relates the inter-
acting and vacuum measures at time t within a bounded spatial region described by
a subregion V of the vacuum spacetime (see Figure 1, where the support of the mea-
sure M := suppρ is the vacuum spacetime, and Ωt is the region in the past of time t;
for details see Section 2 below). The functional Tt

V has the mathematical structure of
a nonlinear surface layer integral (see (2.42) and the preliminaries in Section 2.1.12).
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Ωt \ V Ωt \ V
Ωt ∩ V

(M \ Ωt) ∩ V

Figure 1. Decomposition of the vacuum spacetime in the localized state.

The localized refined pre-state ωt
V can be written symbolically as

ωt
V

(
· · ·
)
:=

1

Zt
V

(
α, β, ρ̃

)

 

G

dµG
(
U<

)
 

G

dµG
(
U>

)
eαNTt

V

(
ρ̃,TU<,U>

ρ
)
(
· · ·
)
, (1.2)

where the dots on the left stand for an operator in the observable algebra A formed
of the linearized fields in the vacuum spacetime. The dots on the right, on the other
hand, stand for suitable surface layer integrals which again involve the linearized fields
in the vacuum. The structure of (1.2) has some resemblance with the path integral
formulation of quantum theory, where the n-point functions are obtained by integrating
an exponential of the classical action over field configurations, taking the fields as
insertions. In this formalism, even the density operator has been constructed in [45].
However, the similarity to the path integral formalism does not seem to extend beyond
a formal analogy, because in (1.2) we integrate over unitary operators, not over field
configurations. Moreover, the surface layer integral Tt

V in the exponent is not the
classical action (or the causal action), but instead a surface layer integral which can be
understood as a device for “comparing” the measures ρ̃ and ρ. In this “comparison”
it is important that the unitary operators U< and U> come up in a nonlinear way.

In general terms, the localized refined pre-state describes the interacting measure ρ̃
using the familiar objects of the vacuum spacetime (linear bosonic and fermionic fields).
The measure ρ̃ should be thought of as having a very complicated structure, both on
microscopic and macroscopic scales. More specifically, all the objects of the interacting
physical system are encoded in the physical wave functions, being a family of spinorial
wave functions in spacetime. The collective behavior of all these wave functions gives
rise to the usual spacetime structures (causality, metric, particles, fields, etc.). Due
to the mutual interaction of all the wave functions, this collective behavior can be
intricate, including long-range correlations and dephasing effects between sub-families
of waves propagating in different spatial directions. The role of the integration over the
unitary group is to detect all these phenomena as encoded in the interacting measure ρ̃
and to quantify them in the familiar language of quantum field theory. The interplay
of these effects gives rise to entanglement, as will be worked out and made precise in
this paper (see the discussion at the end of Section 7).

In order to get into a well-defined limiting case in which the above integrals over
the unitary group can be computed, we consider the following asymptotics:

(i) The causal fermion systems involve an ultraviolet cutoff on a length scale ε (which
can be thought of as the Planck length). We consider the asymptotics εց 0, while
keeping the length scales of macroscopic physics fixed.

(ii) For any given ε > 0, we also consider the asymptotics N → ∞ where the dimension
of the Hilbert spaceH tends to infinity. Since the parameter N also appears in the
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exponent of Zt
V and ωt

V , this also amounts to a suitable rescaling of the nonlinear
surface layer integral. Since H describes the system also outside the spacetime
region V , the limit N → ∞ can be thought of as the infinite volume limit when the
size of the whole system tends to infinity, while keeping the bounded spacetime
region V fixed.

In physical terms, the quantum state tells us about the outcome of measurements
performed at time t in the spacetime region V . With this in mind, the above asymp-
totics reflect the physical facts that the Planck length is much smaller than all other
relevant length scales (point (i)) and that a physical measurement takes place in a
spatial region which is typically much smaller than the size of the universe (point (ii)).
This asymptotics will be worked out in the main sections of our paper using Gaussian
integrals and saddle points techniques (Sections 4–6).

We now outline our main results. We first prove that, in the above limiting case,
the localized refined pre-state is positive, i.e.

ωt
V : A → C with ωt

V (A
∗A) ≥ 0 for all A ∈ A (1.3)

(see Theorem 6.8 in Section 6.7). Thus it is a quantum state as used in the algebraic
formulation of quantum field theory. Next, we show that our quantum state allows for
the general description of entanglement (Section 7). We even get a concrete prescrip-
tion for how to encode a given entangled Fock state in the measure ρ̃ (see Section 7).
We remark that the usual notion of a quantum state described by a density operator
acting on a Hilbert space is obtained from the algebraic formulation (1.3) by con-
structing representations of the field algebra (for details see [20, Section 4.5]). Then
the quantum state ωt is obtained from the density operator by taking the expectation
value, i.e.

ωt(A) = trF (σ
tA) for all A ∈ A .

This density operator gives all the familiar structures of quantum field theory. In
particular, the density operator gives rise to notions of entropy like the von Neumann
entropy S = − trF

(
σt log σt

)
, the relative entropy and the entanglement entropy of a

spatial subregion. We remark that the only but very important point which at this
stage is still missing compared to standard quantum field theory is the dynamics of
the quantum state. This will be worked out in detail in the upcoming paper [9].

The mathematical core of our analysis is the computation of specific integrals over
the unitary group, asymptotically when the dimension of the group gets large. Sim-
ilar integrals have been studied in the context of random matrix theory and lattice
gauge theories (see for example the standard textbooks [41, 46]). Despite similarities
to problems studied in this context (like the Harish-Chandra integral [41, 40], the
Itzykson-Zuber model [39], the Gaussian asymptotics of group integrals in [49, 6, 38]
and diagrammatic approaches [7]), these results do not immediately apply to our prob-
lem. The main difference is that, in our case, the integrand has an explicit dependence
on the dimension of the group, changing the asymptotics as this dimension tends to
infinity. We take advantage of the fact that our integrand only depends on the ma-
trix entries on a fixed subspace. This makes it possible to carry out the integral over
all other matrix entries, giving the reduction formula in Theorem 4.2 (for related re-
sults see [42, 32, 33, 3]). From this formula one can deduce the Gaussian asymptotics
(see Proposition 4.10) as well as the leading asymptotics if the integrand is a product
depending on the matrix entries of two orthogonal subspaces (see Propositions 4.11
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and 4.12). We then apply these results to specific integrands involving exponentials of
the matrix elements (see Proposition 5.1 and Theorem 5.6).

We finally comment on the physical picture behind our constructions. In the usual
description of quantum theory, the expectation value of a measurement is given by
the quantum state applied to the corresponding observables. With this in mind, the
construction of a quantum state of a causal fermion system can be understood as the
preparation of a measurement device which can be used for performing certain mea-
surements, where the notion of a “measurement device” is meant more generally not
for an experimental apparatus, but rather for a mathematical procedure for extracting
information from the causal fermion system. In this analogy, the freedom in the con-
struction of the state is not problematic or surprising; it can be understood similar to
the fact that different experimental setups can be used to measure the same physical
quantity. From this perspective, we need to address the question which construction
captures the physical essence of quantum fields, including entanglement. Answering
this question also shows that the theory of causal fermion systems is indeed capable
of describing the effects of quantum field theory.

The paper is organized as follows. After giving the necessary preliminaries on causal
fermion systems, quantum states and Fock spaces (Section 2), in Section 3 we begin
with qualitative considerations which explain why it is preferable to consider the lo-
calized refined pre-state (Sections 3.1–3.3). We also specify the precise mathematical
setup (Section 3.4). In Section 4 we review the general methods which will be used
later in this paper for the computation of the group integrals. In Section 5 we con-
sider group integrals of exponentials with a specific scaling in the dimension N . These
integrals have a similar structure as the refined partition function (1.1). They can be
used for the detailed analysis of the localized refined pre-state (1.2), as is worked out
in Section 6. In Section 7 it is shown how entangled states can be described. In Ap-
pendix A an alternative method is given for computing group integrals. This method
is superseded by the stronger and more suitable methods in Section 4.4. We explain it
nevertheless, because it gives an alternative way of understanding why group integrals
simplify when evaluating them asymptotically for large N .

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Basics on Causal Fermion Systems. This section provides the necessary back-
ground on causal fermion systems. Here we introduce all the basic structures needed
later on. We keep the presentation brief and refer for details to corresponding articles
and textbooks.

2.1.1. Causal Fermion Systems and the Causal Action Principle. We begin with the
abstract definitions.

Definition 2.1. (causal fermion systems) Given a separable complex Hilbert space H
with scalar product 〈.|.〉H and a parameter n ∈ N (the “spin dimension”), we let F ⊂
L(H) be the set of all symmetric1 operators on H of finite rank, which (counting
multiplicities) have at most n positive and at most n negative eigenvalues. On F we
are given a positive measure ρ (defined on a σ-algebra of subsets of F). We refer
to (H,F, ρ) as a causal fermion system.

1Here by a symmetric operator A we mean that 〈Au|v〉H = 〈u|Av〉H for all u, v ∈ H. For bounded
operators as considered here, the notions “symmetric” and “selfadjoint” coincide.
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A causal fermion system describes a spacetime together with all structures and objects
therein. In order to single out the physically admissible causal fermion systems, one
must formulate physical equations. To this end, we impose that the measure ρ should
be a minimizer of the causal action principle, which we now introduce. For any x, y ∈ F,
the product xy is an operator of rank at most 2n. However, in general it is no longer
a symmetric operator because (xy)∗ = yx, and this is different from xy unless x and y
commute. As a consequence, the eigenvalues of the operator xy are in general complex.
We denote these eigenvalues counting algebraic multiplicities by λxy1 , . . . , λ

xy
2n ∈ C

(more specifically, denoting the rank of xy by k ≤ 2n, we choose λxy1 , . . . , λ
xy
k as all the

non-zero eigenvalues and set λxyk+1, . . . , λ
xy
2n = 0). We introduce the Lagrangian and

the causal action by

Lagrangian: L(x, y) = 1

4n

2n∑

i,j=1

(∣
∣λxyi

∣
∣−
∣
∣λxyj

∣
∣

)2
(2.1)

causal action: S(ρ) =
¨

F×F

L(x, y) dρ(x) dρ(y) . (2.2)

The causal action principle is to minimize S by varying the measure ρ under the
following constraints,

volume constraint: ρ(F) = const (2.3)

trace constraint:

ˆ

F

tr(x) dρ(x) = const (2.4)

boundedness constraint:

¨

F×F

|xy|2 dρ(x) dρ(y) ≤ C , (2.5)

where C is a given parameter, tr denotes the trace of a linear operator on H, and the
absolute value of xy is the so-called spectral weight,

|xy| :=
2n∑

j=1

∣
∣λxyj

∣
∣ . (2.6)

This variational principle is mathematically well-posed if H is finite-dimensional. For
the existence theory and the analysis of general properties of minimizing measures we
refer to [11, 4] and [23, Chapter 12]. In the existence theory one varies in the class of
regular Borel measures (with respect to the topology on L(H) induced by the operator
norm), and the minimizing measure is again in this class. With this in mind, here we
always assume that ρ is a regular Borel measure.

2.1.2. Spacetime and Physical Wave Functions. Let ρ be aminimizingmeasure. Space-
time is defined as the support of this measure,

M := suppρ .

Thus the spacetime points are symmetric linear operators on H. On M we consider
the topology induced by F (generated by the operator norm on L(H)). Moreover,
the measure ρ|M restricted to M gives a volume measure on spacetime. This makes
spacetime into a topological measure space.

The operators inM contain a lot of information which, if interpreted correctly, gives
rise to spacetime structures like causal and metric structures, spinors and interacting
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fields (for details see [13, Chapter 1]). Here we restrict attention to those structures
needed in this paper. We begin with a basic notion of causality:

Definition 2.2. (causal structure) For any x, y ∈ F, the product xy is an operator of
rank at most 2n. We denote its non-trivial eigenvalues (counting algebraic multiplic-
ities) by λxy1 , . . . , λ

xy
2n. The points x and y are called spacelike separated if all the λxyj

have the same absolute value. They are said to be timelike separated if the λxyj are all

real and do not all have the same absolute value. In all other cases (i.e. if the λxyj are

not all real and do not all have the same absolute value), the points x and y are said
to be lightlike separated.

Restricting the causal structure of F to M , we get causal relations in spacetime.
Next, for every x ∈ F we define the spin space Sx by Sx = x(H); it is a subspace

of H of dimension at most 2n. It is endowed with the spin inner product ≺.|.≻x defined
by

≺u|v≻x = −〈u|xv〉H (for all u, v ∈ Sx) .

A wave function ψ is defined as a function which to every x ∈ M associates a vector
of the corresponding spin space,

ψ : M → H with ψ(x) ∈ SxM for all x ∈M .

A wave function ψ is said to be continuous at x if for every ε > 0 there is δ > 0 such
that

∥
∥
√

|y|ψ(y) −
√

|x|ψ(x)
∥
∥
H
< ε for all y ∈M with ‖y − x‖ ≤ δ (2.7)

(where |x| is the absolute value of the symmetric operator x on H, and
√

|x| is the
square root thereof). Likewise, ψ is said to be continuous on M if it is continuous
at every x ∈ M . We denote the set of continuous wave functions by C0(M,SM)
(where SM := ∪x∈MSxM generalizes the spinor bundle; for details see [18, Section 3]).

It is an important observation that every vector u ∈ H of the Hilbert space gives
rise to a unique wave function. To obtain this wave function, denoted by ψu, we simply
project the vector u to the corresponding spin spaces,

ψu : M → H , ψu(x) = πxu ∈ SxM .

We refer to ψu as the physical wave function of u ∈ H. A direct computation shows
that the physical wave functions are continuous (in the sense (2.7)). Associating to
every vector u ∈ H the corresponding physical wave function gives rise to the wave
evaluation operator

Ψ : H → C0(M,SM) , u 7→ ψu . (2.8)

Evaluating at a fixed spacetime point x ∈M , we obtain a corresponding mapping

Ψ(x) : H → SxM , u 7→ ψu(x) .

Every x ∈M can be written as (for the derivation see [13, Lemma 1.1.3])

x = −Ψ(x)∗ Ψ(x) . (2.9)

In words, every spacetime point operator is the local correlation operator of the wave
evaluation operator at this point (for details see [13, §1.1.4 and Section 1.2]).
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2.1.3. The Kernel of the Fermionic Projector. For computations, it is most convenient
to work with the kernel of the fermionic projector P (x, y) which can be defined in terms
of the wave evaluation operator (2.8) by

P (x, y) := −Ψ(x)Ψ(y)∗ : Sy → Sx . (2.10)

It can be regarded as the basic object of the theory because the Lagrangian as well as
the constraints can be computed from it. This is based on the observation that the
non-trivial eigenvalues of the operator product xy coincide with the eigenvalues of the
closed chain Axy defined by

Axy := P (x, y)P (y, x) : Sx → Sx

(for details see for example [13, §1.1.3]). First variations of the Lagrangian can be
written as (for details see [13, §1.4.1])

δL(x, y) = 2ReTrSy

(
Q(y, x) δP (x, y)

)
, (2.11)

where Q(x, y) is a symmetric kernel, i.e.

Q(x, y) : Sy → Sx and Q(x, y)∗ = Q(y, x) . (2.12)

We will use this variational formula in Section 6.4.

2.1.4. Causal Fermion Systems in Minkowski Space. The prime examples of causal
fermion systems are constructed from Dirac wave functions in Minkowski space. For
these systems, the causal action principle has been studied in detail in [13]. In par-
ticular, it is known that in a specific limiting case, referred to as the continuum limit,
the measure describing the Minkowski vacuum is indeed a minimizer of the causal
action principle. Moreover, the continuum limit analysis developed in [13] associates
a specific class of critical measures with systems of Dirac particles in Minkowski space
which interact via classical bosonic fields which satisfy classical field equations.

We now recall a few basics on causal fermion systems in Minkowski space, which
will be needed in the later computations in Section 6. More detailed introductions can
be found in [13, Section 1.2] or [23, Chapter 5]. In order to describe the Minkowski
vacuum, one considers the Hilbert space (H, (.|.)m) of solutions of the Dirac equa-
tion (i∂/ −m)ψ = 0 of mass m with the scalar product

(φ|ψ)m :=

ˆ

R3

≺φ | γ0ψ≻(t, ~x) d3x

(where ≺.|.≻ is the spin inner product of signature (2, 2); this scalar product does
not depend on time due to current conservation). Next, we choose (H, 〈.|.〉H) as
the subspace of H of all solutions of negative energy (i.e. negative frequency) with
the induced scalar product. For the construction of a corresponding causal fermion
system, one needs to introduce an ultraviolet regularization on a microscopic length
scale ε, which can be thought of as the Planck length. To this end, one introduces a
so-called regularization operator (Rε) as an operator which maps H to the continuous
wave functions,

Rε : H → C0(M, SM) .

Next, for any x ∈ M one introduces the local correlation operator F ε by

F ε(x) := −Rε(x)
∗Rε(x) : H → H .

Taking into account that the inner product on the Dirac spinors at x has signa-
ture (2, 2), the local correlation operator F ε(x) is a symmetric operator on H of rank
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at most four, which has at most two positive and at most two negative eigenvalues.
We thus obtain a mapping

F ε : M → F ,

where F ⊂ L(H) is the set of all symmetric operators on H of finite rank, which
(counting multiplicities) have at most two positive and at most two negative eigen-
values. Finally, we introduce the measure ρε on F as the push-forward of the volume
measure on M

ρε := F ε
∗µ .

We thus obtain a causal fermion system of spin dimension two.
For the purposes of this paper, it suffices to consider the simplest regularization, the

so-called iε-regularization (for details see for example [13, §2.4.1]). Its effect is seen
most easily in the kernel of the fermionic projector (2.10), which can be computed to

be the integral over the lower mass shell with a convergence-generating factor eεk
0
, i.e.

P ε(x, y) =

ˆ

d4k

(2π)4
(/k +m) δ(k2 −m2) Θ(−k0) eεk0 e−ik(x−y) .

For any ε > 0, the kernel P ε(x, y) is a smooth function. However, in the limit ε > 0,
this kernel converges to a distribution which has singularities on the light cone (i.e.
if x and y have lightlike separation). In a naive computation, these singularities give
rise to divergent contributions to the causal action. The continuum limit analysis
gives a systematic method for studying the causal action principle asymptotically for
small ε. In this paper, we shall not need the details. Instead, we can make do with
the scaling behavior in ε as captured by the following simple formalism, which was
introduced in [15]. The singularity of a composite expression in the kernel of the
fermionic projector (like the Lagrangian or variational derivatives thereof, the spectral
weight |xy|, etc.) is described by the degree on the light cone. The scaling behavior of
a term of degree L on the light cone is given by

∼ 1

(ε |~ξ|)L
if |~ξ| ≫ ε and

∣
∣|t| − |~ξ|

∣
∣ . ε , (2.13)

where ξ := y − x with components ξ = (t, ~ξ) (thus t is the time distance between x
and y). When integrating over spacetime, the t-integration can be carried out across
the light cone, compensating one factor of ε. Thus the term (2.13) can be written as
a distribution supported on the light cone of the form

≃ 1

εL−1 |t|L δ
(
|t| − |~ξ|

)
≃ 1

(ε |t|)L−1
δ
(
ξ2
)
, (2.14)

where ≃ means “up to a smooth prefactor” (here ξ2 is again the Minkowski inner
product). The general formalism of the continuum limit (see [10, Chapter 4] or [13,
Section 2.4]) gives a systematic method of computing the smooth prefactors in (2.14)
including precise error terms.

2.1.5. Connection to the Setting of Causal Variational Principles. For the analysis of
the causal action principle it is most convenient to get into the simpler setting of causal
variational principles. In this setting, F is a (possibly non-compact) smooth manifold
of dimension m ≥ 1 and ρ a positive Borel measure on F. Moreover, we are given a
non-negative function L : F×F → R

+
0 (the Lagrangian) with the following properties:

(i) L is symmetric: L(x, y) = L(y, x) for all x, y ∈ F.
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(ii) L is lower semi-continuous, i.e. for all sequences xn → x and yn′ → y,

L(x, y) ≤ lim inf
n,n′→∞

L(xn, yn′) .

The causal variational principle is to minimize the action

S(ρ) =
ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y) L(x, y) (2.15)

under variations of the measure ρ, keeping the total volume ρ(F) fixed (volume con-
straint). If the total volume ρ(F) is finite, one minimizes (2.15) over all regular Borel
measures with the same total volume. If the total volume ρ(F) is infinite, however, it is
not obvious how to implement the volume constraint, making it necessary to proceed
as follows. We need the following additional assumptions:

(iii) The measure ρ is locally finite (meaning that any x ∈ F has an open neighbor-
hood U with ρ(U) <∞).

(iv) The function L(x, .) is ρ-integrable for all x ∈ F, giving a lower semi-continuous
and bounded function on F.

Given a regular Borel measure ρ on F, we then vary over all regular Borel measures ρ̃
with

∣
∣ρ̃− ρ

∣
∣(F) <∞ and

(
ρ̃− ρ

)
(F) = 0

(where |.| denotes the total variation of a measure). These variations of the causal
action are well-defined. The existence theory for minimizers is developed in [29].

There are several ways to get from the causal action principle to causal variational
principles, as we now recall. If the Hilbert space H is finite-dimensional and the total
volume ρ(F) is finite, one can proceed as follows: As a consequence of the trace con-
straint (2.4), for any minimizing measure ρ the local trace is constant in spacetime, i.e.
there is a real constant c 6= 0 such that (see [4, Theorem 1.3] or [13, Proposition 1.4.1])

trx = c for all x ∈M .

Restricting attention to operators with fixed trace, the trace constraint (2.4) is equiv-
alent to the volume constraint (2.3) and may be disregarded. The boundedness con-
straint, on the other hand, can be treated with a Lagrange multiplier. More precisely,
in [4, Theorem 1.3] it is shown that for every minimizing measure ρ, there is a Lagrange
multiplier κ > 0 such that ρ is a critical point of the causal action with the Lagrangian
replaced by

Lκ(x, y) := L(x, y) + κ |xy|2 ,
leaving out the boundedness constraint. Having treated the constraints, the difference
to causal variational principles is that in the setting of causal fermion systems, the
set of operators F ⊂ L(H) does not necessarily have the structure of a manifold. In
order to give this set a manifold structure, we need to assume that a given minimizing
measure ρ (for the Lagrangian Lκ) is regular in the sense that all operators in its
support have exactly n positive and exactly n negative eigenvalues. This leads us to
introduce the set Freg as the set of all operators F on H with the following properties:

(i) F is symmetric, has finite rank and (counting multiplicities) has exactly n positive
and n negative eigenvalues.

(ii) The trace is constant, i.e

tr(F ) = c > 0 .
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The set Freg has a smooth manifold structure (see the concept of a flag manifold in [35]
or the detailed construction in [22, Section 3]). In this way, the causal action principle
becomes an example of a causal variational principle.

This finite-dimensional setting has the drawback that the total volume ρ(F) of
spacetime is finite, which is not suitable for describing asymptotically flat spacetimes
or spacetimes of infinite lifetime like Minkowski space. Therefore, it is important
to also consider the infinite-dimensional setting where dimH = ∞ and consequently
also ρ(F) = ∞ (see [13, Exercise 1.3]). In this case, the set Freg has the structure of an
infinite-dimensional Banach manifold (for details see [30]). Here we shall not enter the
subtleties of this infinite-dimensional analysis. Instead, we get by with the following
simple method: Given a minimizing measure ρ, we choose Freg as a finite-dimensional
manifold which contains M := supp ρ. We then restrict attention to variations of ρ
in the class of regular Borel measures on Freg. In this way, we again get into the
setting of causal variational principles. We refer to this method by saying that we
restrict attention to locally compact variations. Keeping in mind that the dimension
of Freg can be chosen arbitrarily large, this method seems like a sensible technical
simplification.

For ease in notation, in what follows we will omit the superscript “reg.” Thus F

stands for a smooth (in general non-compact) manifold which contains the supportM
of the minimizing measure ρ.

2.1.6. The Euler-Lagrange Equations and Jet Spaces. A minimizer of a causal varia-
tional principle satisfies the following Euler-Lagrange (EL) equations. For a suitable
value of the parameter s > 0, the lower semi-continuous function ℓ : F → R

+
0 defined

by

ℓ(x) :=

ˆ

M
L(x, y) dρ(y)− s

is minimal and vanishes on spacetime M := suppρ,

ℓ|M ≡ inf
F
ℓ = 0 . (2.16)

The parameter s can be understood as the Lagrange parameter corresponding to the
volume constraint. For the derivation and further details we refer to [26, Section 2].

The EL equations (2.16) are nonlocal in the sense that they make a statement on
the function ℓ even for points x ∈ F which are far away from the spacetime M . It
turns out that for the applications we have in mind, it is preferable to evaluate the
EL equations only locally in a neighborhood of M . This leads to the restricted EL
equations introduced in [26, Section 4]. Here we give a slightly less general version
of these equations which is sufficient for our purposes. In order to explain how the
restricted EL equations come about, we begin with the simplified situation in which
the function ℓ is smooth. In this case, the minimality of ℓ implies that the derivative
of ℓ vanishes on M , i.e.

ℓ|M ≡ 0 and Dℓ|M ≡ 0 (2.17)

(where Dℓ(p) : TpF → R is the derivative). In order to combine these two equations in
a compact form, it is convenient to consider a pair u := (a,u) consisting of a real-valued
function a on M and a vector field u on TF along M , and to denote the combination
of multiplication and directional derivative by

∇uℓ(x) := a(x) ℓ(x) +
(
Duℓ

)
(x) . (2.18)
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Then the equations (2.17) imply that ∇uℓ(x) vanishes for all x ∈ M . The pair u =
(a,u) is referred to as a jet.

In the general lower-continuous setting, one must be careful because the directional
derivative Duℓ in (2.18) need not exist. Our method for dealing with this problem is
to restrict attention to vector fields for which the directional derivative is well-defined.
Moreover, we must specify the regularity assumptions on a and u. To begin with, we
always assume that a and u are smooth in the sense that they have a smooth extension
to the manifold F (for more details see [19, Section 2.2]). Thus the jet u should be an
element of the jet space

Jρ :=
{
u = (a,u) with a ∈ C∞(M,R) and u ∈ Γ(M,TF)

}
,

where C∞(M,R) and Γ(M,TF) denote the space of real-valued functions and vector
fields on M , respectively, which admit a smooth extension to F.

Clearly, the fact that a jet u is smooth does not imply that the functions ℓ or L
are differentiable in the direction of u. This must be ensured by additional conditions
which are satisfied by suitable subspaces of Jρ which we now introduce. First, we

let Γdiff
ρ be those vector fields for which the directional derivative of the function ℓ

exists,

Γdiff
ρ =

{
u ∈ C∞(M,TF)

∣
∣ Duℓ(x) exists for all x ∈M

}
.

This gives rise to the jet space

Jdiffρ := C∞(M,R)⊕ Γdiff
ρ ⊂ Jρ .

For the jets in Jdiffρ , the combination of multiplication and directional derivative in (2.18)

is well-defined. We choose a linear subspace Jtestρ ⊂ Jdiffρ with the property that its
scalar and vector components are both vector spaces,

Jtestρ = Ctest(M,R)⊕ Γtest
ρ ⊆ Jdiffρ ,

and the scalar component is nowhere trivial in the sense that

for all x ∈M there is a ∈ Ctest(M,R) with a(x) 6= 0 . (2.19)

Moreover, compactly supported jets are always denoted by a subscript zero, like for
example

Jtestρ,0 := {u ∈ Jtestρ | u has compact support} .
Then the restricted EL equations read (for details cf. [26, (eq. (4.10)])

∇uℓ|M = 0 for all u ∈ Jtestρ . (2.20)

Before going on, we point out that the restricted EL equations (2.20) do not hold only
for minimizers, but also for critical points of the causal action. With this in mind,
all the methods and results of this paper do not apply only to minimizers, but more
generally to critical points of the causal variational principle. For brevity, we also refer
to a measure which satisfies the restricted EL equations (2.20) as a critical measure.

2.1.7. Minkowski-Type Spacetimes. For technical simplicity, in this paper we restrict
attention to spacetimes which are smooth and have the same topology as Minkowski
space. This will make it possible to work with the usual coordinates (t, ~x) and cor-
responding foliations by hypersurfaces t = const. Let (H,F, ρ) be a causal fermion
system, which may be thought of as describing either the vacuum or the interacting
physical system. We assume that ρ is a critical point of the causal action principle.
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Moreover, we assume that the corresponding spacetime M := supp ρ is diffeomorphic
to a four-dimensional spacetime with trivial topology, i.e.

M ≃ M := R
4 .

Next, we assume that, using this identification, the measure ρ is absolutely continuous
with respect to the Lebesgue measure with a smooth weight function, i.e.

dρ = h(x) d4x with h ∈ C∞(M,R+) . (2.21)

We also assume that h is bounded from above and below, i.e. there should be a con-
stant C > 1 with

1

C
≤ h(x) ≤ C for all x ∈ M .

We also denote the coordinate x0 as time function T ,

T : M → R , (t,x) 7→ t . (2.22)

For any t ∈ R, we let Ωt be the past of t,

Ωt := {x ∈ M | T (x) ≤ t} . (2.23)

2.1.8. Surface Layer Integrals for Jets. Surface layer integrals were first introduced
in [25] as double integrals of the general form

ˆ

Ω

(
ˆ

M\Ω
(· · · ) Lκ(x, y) dρ(y)

)

dρ(x) , (2.24)

where (· · · ) stands for a suitable differential operator formed of jets. A surface
layer integral generalizes the concept of a surface integral over ∂Ω to the setting of
causal fermion systems. The connection can be understood most easily in the case
when Lκ(x, y) vanishes unless x and y are close together. In this case, we only get a
contribution to (2.24) if both x and y are close to the boundary of Ω. A more detailed
explanation of the idea of a surface layer integral is given in [25, Section 2.3].

In the present paper, we always choose the set Ω according to (2.23) as the past of
a time t. We now recall those surface layer integrals for jets which will be of relevance
in this paper.

Definition 2.3. We define the following surface layer integrals,

γtρ : Jρ,sc → R (conserved one-form)

γtρ(v) =

ˆ

Ω
dρ(x)

ˆ

M\Ω
dρ(y)

(
∇1,v −∇2,v

)
L(x, y) (2.25)

σtρ : Jρ,sc × Jρ,sc → R (symplectic form)

σtρ(u, v) =

ˆ

Ω
dρ(x)

ˆ

M\Ω
dρ(y)

(
∇1,u∇2,v −∇2,u∇1,v

)
L(x, y) (2.26)

(., .)tρ : Jρ,sc × Jρ,sc → R (surface layer inner product)

(u, v)tρ =

ˆ

Ω
dρ(x)

ˆ

M\Ω
dρ(y)

(
∇1,u∇1,v −∇2,u∇2,v

)
L(x, y) . (2.27)

Here Jρ,sc denotes the jets in J
vary
ρ with spatially compact support (for details see [8,

Section 5.3]), where J
vary
ρ is a suitably chosen subspace of Jtestρ (for details see [8,

Section 3.2]).
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2.1.9. The Linearized Field Equations. In simple terms, the linearized field equations
describe variations of the measure ρ which preserve the EL equations. More precisely,
we consider variations where we multiply ρ by a non-negative function and take the
push-forward with respect to a mapping from M to F. Thus we consider families of
measures (ρ̃τ )τ∈(−δ,δ) of the form

ρ̃τ = (Fτ )∗
(
fτ ρ

)
,

where the fτ and Fτ are smooth,

fτ ∈ C∞(M,R+
)

and Fτ ∈ C∞(M,F
)
,

depend smoothly on the parameter τ and have the properties f0(x) = 1 and F0(x) = x
for all x ∈M (moreover, the star denotes the push-forward measure, which is defined
for a subset Ω ⊂ F by ((Fτ )∗µ)(Ω) = µ(F−1

τ (Ω)); see for example [5, Section 3.6]). We
assume that the measures (ρ̃τ )τ∈(−δ,δ) satisfy the EL equations (2.16) for all τ . Then
the infinitesimal generator of the variation denoted by

v(x) :=
d

dτ

(
fτ (x), Fτ (x)

)
∣
∣
∣
τ=0

,

satisfies the linearized field equations

0 = 〈u,∆v〉(x) := ∇u

(
ˆ

M

(
∇1,v +∇2,v

)
Lκ(x, y) dρ(y)−∇v s

)

,

which hold for all u ∈ Jtestρ and all x ∈M (for details see [16, Section 3.3]). We denote

the vector space of all solutions of the linearized field equations by Jlinρ .
The linearized field equations harmonize with the structure of surface layer integrals

in the sense that linearized solutions give rise to the following conservation laws or
almost conserved surface layer integrals (for details see [25, 26, 27] or [23, Chapter 9]):

(a) The conserved one-form is time independent if v is a linearized solution with
vanishing scalar component.

(b) The symplectic form is independent of t for all linearized solutions u and v.
(c) The surface layer inner product is conserved up to quadratic corrections to the

linearized field equations.

We remark that the quadratic corrections will not be of relevance in this paper because
we shall consider the linearized fields only in the non-interacting vacuum spacetime.

2.1.10. Inner Solutions, Arranging Jets without Scalar Components. We now briefly
recall the definition of inner solutions as introduced in [19, Section 3].

Definition 2.4. An inner solution is a jet v of the form

v = (div v,v) with v ∈ Γ(M,TM) ,

where the divergence is taken with respect to the measure in (2.21),

divv :=
1

h
∂j
(
hvj

)
.

Under suitable regularity and decay assumptions, an inner solution solves the lin-
earized field equations (for details see [19, Section 3.1]). We denote these inner solutions
by Jinρ . In [19, Proposition 3.6] it is shown that inner solutions can be used for testing.
With this in mind, we always assume that

Jinρ ⊂ Jtestρ .
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Inner solutions can be regarded as infinitesimal generators of transformations of M
which leave the measure ρ unchanged. Therefore, inner solutions do not change the
causal fermion system, but merely describe symmetry transformations of the measure.
With this in mind, we can modify solutions of the linearized field equations by adding
inner solutions. For conceptual clarity, it is preferable that the diffeomorphism gener-
ated by an inner solution does not change the global time function T in (2.22). There-
fore, we consider vector fields which are tangential to the hypersurfaces Nt := T−1(t).
As shown in [31, Lemma 2.7], the divergence of such a vector field can be arranged to be
any given function a ∈ C∞(M,R). Thus, by adding the corresponding inner solutions
we can achieve that all linearized solutions have no scalar components. Therefore, in
what follows we may restrict attention to linearized solutions v ∈ Jlin with vanishing
scalar component. We also write these jets as

v = (0,v) with v ∈ Γlin
ρ .

2.1.11. The Dynamical Wave Equation and the Extended Hilbert Space. The restricted
EL equations (2.20) can be expressed in terms of the physical wave equations. This
gives rise to the dynamical wave equation as introduced in [21]. The solutions of
this wave equation form a Hilbert space, the extended Hilbert space. We now recall
a few concepts and results from [21]. Our starting point is the formula (2.9) which
expresses the spacetime point operator as a local correlation operator. Varying the
wave evaluation operator gives a vector field u on F along M ,

u(x) = −δΨ(x)∗ Ψ(x)−Ψ(x)∗ δΨ(x) . (2.28)

In order to make mathematical sense of this formula in agreement with the concept
of restricting attention to locally compact variations, we choose a finite-dimensional
subspace Hf ⊂ H, i.e.

f f := dimHf <∞ (2.29)

and impose the following assumptions on δΨ (similar variations were first considered
in [16, Section 7]):

(a) The variation is trivial on the orthogonal complement of Hf ,

δΨ|(Hf )⊥ = 0 .

(b) The variations of all physical wave functions are continuous and compactly sup-
ported, i.e.

δΨ : H → C0
0 (M,SM) .

Before going on, we point out that the choice of Hf is not canonical. Ultimately, one
would like to exhaust H by a sequence of finite-dimensional subspaces Hf

1 ⊂ Hf
2 ⊂ · · ·

and take the limit. Here we shall not enter this analysis, but for technical simplicity
we rather choose Hf as a finite-dimensional subspace of sufficiently large dimension.

We choose Γf
ρ,0 as a space of vector fields of the form (2.28). For convenience,

we identify the vector field with the first variation δΨ and write δΨ ∈ Γf
ρ,0 (this

representation of u in terms of δΨ may not be unique, but this is of no relevance for
what follows). Choosing trivial scalar components, we obtain a corresponding space
of jets Jfρ,0, referred to as the fermionic jets. We always assume that the fermionic jets
are admissible for testing, i.e.

Jfρ,0 := {0} ⊕ Γf
ρ,0 ⊂ Jtestρ,0 .
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Moreover, in analogy to the condition (2.19) for the scalar components of the test jets,
we assume that the variation can have arbitrary values at any spacetime point, i.e.

for all x ∈M,χ ∈ Sx and φ ∈ Hf there is δΨ ∈ Γf
ρ,0 with δΨ(x)φ = χ .

Evaluating first variations of the causal action in direction of fermionic jets, one
obtains the EL equation for the physical wave functions

ˆ

M
Q(x, y)Ψf(y) dρ(y) = rΨf(x) for all x ∈M , (2.30)

where r ∈ R is the Lagrange parameter of the trace constraint, Q(x, y) is the ker-
nel (2.12) (with L replaced by the κ-Lagrangian), and Ψf := Ψ|Hf denotes the re-
striction of the wave evaluation operator to the finite-dimensional subspace Hf . More
details on this formulation of the EL equations and many computations can be found
in [13, Sections 1.4 and 2.6 as well as Chapters 3-5]. One way of looking at these
equations is to regard (2.30) for given Q(x, y) as a linear equation describing the dy-
namics of the physical wave functions. In [21], this wave equation was extended to

more general solutions which form the so-called extended Hilbert space (Hf,t
ρ , 〈.|.〉tρ).

The dynamics in H
f,t
ρ is described by the so-called dynamical wave equation

Qdynψ = 0 ,

where Qdyn is an integral operator with a symmetric integral kernel

Qdyn(x, y) : Sy → Sx .

The scalar product 〈.|.〉tρ at time t has the form

〈ψ|φ〉tρ = −2i

(
ˆ

Ωt

dρ(x)

ˆ

M\Ωt

dρ(y)−
ˆ

M\Ωt

dρ(x)

ˆ

Ωt

dρ(y)

)

×≺ψ(x) |Qdyn(x, y)φ(y)≻x .

This scalar product is conserved, i.e. time independent. With this in mind, we can
drop to upper index t and denote the extended Hilbert space simply by (Hf

ρ, 〈.|.〉ρ).

2.1.12. A Conserved Nonlinear Surface Layer Integral. In [19, Section 4] a nonlinear
surface layer integral γt(ρ, ρ̃) was introduced which can be used for comparing the
measure ρ̃ describing the interacting system with the vacuum measure ρ. As the
starting point, we let ρ and ρ̃ be two critical measures on F, which describe the
vacuum and the interacting system, respectively. In order to relate the interacting
spacetime M̃ := supp ρ̃ with the vacuum spacetime, we choose a mapping

Φ : M̃ →M ,

which we assume to be measurable (in the sense that Φ−1(U) is ρ̃-measurable for every
ρ-measurable set U ⊂ M). Choosing a foliation (Nt)t∈R of M , the past sets Ωt ⊂ M

give rise to corresponding past sets Ω̃t := Φ−1(Ωt) ⊂ M̃ . Then the nonlinear surface
layer integral at time t is defined by (see [19, Definition 4.1] and Figure 2)

γt(ρ̃, ρ) =

ˆ

Ω̃t

dρ̃(x)

ˆ

M\Ωt

dρ(y) L(x, y)−
ˆ

M̃\Ω̃t

dρ̃(x)

ˆ

Ωt

dρ(y) L(x, y) . (2.31)

In order to ensure that the nonlinear surface layer integral is well-defined and finite,
we need to make the following assumption.
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M \ Ωt

Ωt

M̃ \ Ω̃t

Ω̃t
x

x

y

y

Figure 2. The nonlinear surface layer integral.

Definition 2.5. The measures ρ and ρ̃ are surface layer admissible if for all t ∈ R,
both integrals in (2.31) are finite,

ˆ

Ω̃t

dρ̃(x)

ˆ

M\Ωt

dρ(y) L(x, y) <∞ ,

ˆ

M̃\Ω̃t

dρ̃(x)

ˆ

Ωt

dρ(y) L(x, y) <∞ .

By a suitable choice of the mapping Φ : M̃ →M one can arrange that the nonlinear
surface layer integral is conserved. In order to construct Φ, we introduce a measure ν
on M and a measure ν̃ on M̃ := F (M) (the so-called correlation measures) by

dν(x) :=

(
ˆ

M̃
L(x, y) dρ̃(y)

)

dρ(x) and dν̃(x) :=

(
ˆ

M
L(x, y) dρ(y)

)

dρ̃(x) .

As shown in [19, Appendix A], the conservation law is related to properties of the
correlation measures:

Proposition 2.6. The surface layer integral (2.31) vanishes for every compact Ω ⊂M
if and only if ν = Φ∗ν̃.

As worked out in detail again in [19, Appendix A], the existence of such a diffeomor-
phism Φ follows from a general result in [34].

2.2. Notions of Quantum States of Causal Fermion Systems. We now recall
the definition of the quantum state and various refinements of the construction as
given in [20]. Our presentation is very brief and is limited to listing all the objects and
definitions. We will come back to these notions in more detail in Section 3, where we
will discuss them with regard to entanglement and explain how the quantum states
can be computed.

2.2.1. The Field Algebra of the Vacuum Spacetime. We let (H,F, ρ) be the causal
fermion system describing the vacuum. We now introduce the algebra of observables,
denoted by A. It is the ∗-algebra generated by the bosonic and fermionic field operators
defined as follows. The fermionic creation and annihilation operators are denoted by

Ψ†(φ) and Ψ(φ) for φ ∈ Hf
ρ,sc .

They satisfy the canonical anti-commutation relations
{
Ψ(φ),Ψ†(φ′)

}
= 〈φ|φ′〉tρ ,

and all other operators anti-commute,
{
Ψ(φ),Ψ(φ′)

}
= 0 =

{
Ψ†(φ),Ψ†(φ′)

}
.

The definition of the bosonic field operators involves the choice of a complex struc-
ture. We always work with the canonical complex structure J is induced on Γlin

ρ,sc by the
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surface layer integrals (., .)tρ and σtρ (see (2.27) and (2.26); in the considered vacuum
spacetime these surface layer integrals are both time independent). The construction,
which is carried out in detail in [19, Section 6.3], is summarized as follows. We assume
that the surface layer integral (., .)tρ restricted to Γlin

ρ,sc × Γlin
ρ,sc is positive semi-definite.

Dividing out the null space and forming the completion, we obtain a real Hilbert space
denoted by (hR, (., .)tρ). For the construction of J , one assumes that σtρ is bounded

relative to the scalar product (., .)tρ. Then we can represent σtρ as

σtρ(u, v) = (u, T v)tρ ,

where T is a uniquely determined bounded operator on the Hilbert space hR. Assuming
that T is invertible, we set

J := −(−T2)−
1
2 T .

Next, we complexify the Hilbert space hR and denote its complexification by hC. On
this complexification, the operator J has eigenvalues i and −i. The corresponding
eigenspaces are referred to as the holomorphic and anti-holomorphic subspaces, respec-
tively. We write the decomposition into holomorphic and anti-holomorphic components
as

v = vhol + vah .

We also complexify the symplectic form to a sesquilinear form on hC (i.e. anti-linear
in its first and linear in its second argument). On the holomorphic jets we introduce
a scalar product (.|.)tρ by

(.|.)tρ := σtρ( . , J . ) : Γhol
ρ × Γhol

ρ → C .

Taking the completion gives a Hilbert space, which we denote by (h, (.|.)tρ). This scalar
product has the useful property that

Im(u|v)tρ = Imσtρ(u, Jv) = Reσtρ(u, v) .

The bosonic creation and annihilation operators are denoted by

a†(z) and a(z) with z ∈ h

(the overline in a(z) serves as a reminder that this operator is anti-linear). They satisfy
the canonical commutation relations

[
a(z), a†(z′)

]
= (z|z′)tρ , (2.32)

and all other operators commute,
[
a(z), a(z′)

]
= 0 =

[
a†(z), a†(z′)

]
.

We define A as the unital ∗-algebra generated by the above field operators.

2.2.2. The Partition Function. Our starting point consists of two causal fermion sys-
tems (H,F, ρ) (describing the vacuum) and (H̃, F̃, ρ̃) (describing the interacting sys-
tem). We assume that both measures ρ and ρ̃ are critical points of the causal action.

Moreover, we assume that both spacetimes M and M̃ are of Minkowski type (see

Section 2.1.7) with given time functions T and T̃ .
The idea for constructing a quantum state is “compare” these two systems at a given

fixed time and to try to describe the interacting system in terms of linearized fields and
wave functions in the vacuum spacetime. This “comparison” can also be understood as
a “measurement” performed in the interacting spacetime using objects from the vac-
uum spacetime as “measurement devices.” In more technical terms, we want to work
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with the nonlinear surface layer integral (see Section 2.1.12) and variations thereof.
When working with causal fermion systems, however, there is the complication that
the two causal fermion systems are defined on two different Hilbert spaces H and H̃.
Therefore, in order to make sense of the nonlinear surface layer integral, we need to
identify the Hilbert spaces H and H̃ by a unitary transformation denoted by V ,

V : H → H̃ unitary .

Then operators in F̃ can be identified with operators in F by the unitary transforma-
tion,

F = V −1 F̃ V .

An important point to keep in mind is that this identification is not canonical, but
that it leaves the freedom to transform the operator V according to

V → V U with U ∈ L(H) unitary .

For ease of notation, in what follows we always identify H and H̃ via V , making
it possible to always work in the Hilbert space H. Then the non-uniqueness of the
identification still shows up in the unitary transformation of the vacuum measure

ρ 7→ Uρ , (2.33)

where Uρ is defined by

(Uρ)(Ω) := ρ
(
U−1ΩU

)
for Ω ⊂ F . (2.34)

The method for treating the unitary freedom (2.33) is to integrate over the transfor-
mation U. This leads to the definition of the partition function, obtained by integrating
the exponential of the nonlinear surface layer integral.

Definition 2.7. The partition function is defined by

Zt
(
β, ρ̃
)
=

 

G

exp
(

β γt
(
ρ̃,Uρ

))

dµG(U) , (2.35)

where G is chosen as a compact Lie subgroup of the unitary group,

G ⊂ U(H) compact .

Here γt(ρ̃,Uρ
)
) is the nonlinear surface layer integral (2.31) for the unitarily trans-

formed measure (2.34), i.e.

γt(ρ̃,Uρ) =

ˆ

Ω̃t

dρ̃(x)

ˆ

M\Ωt

dρ(y) L
(
x,UyU−1

)

−
ˆ

M̃\Ω̃t

dρ̃(x)

ˆ

Ωt

dρ(x) L
(
x,UyU−1

)
.

(2.36)

It is one of the main goals of the present paper to compute integrals over the unitary
group as in (2.35).

We finally comment on the choice of the group G. The most natural choice is
the whole unitary group G = U(H). But clearly, this choice is possible only if the
Hilbert space H is finite-dimensional. For this reason, in [20] we chose G = U(Hf),
where Hf is the finite-dimensional subspace of H already introduced in the context of
the dynamical wave equation (2.29). In this paper, it will be preferable to choose H

as a finite-dimensional Hilbert space and G = U(H) as the whole unitary group; this
will be discussed and explained in detail in Section 3.4.
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2.2.3. The Quantum State of a Causal Fermion System. The general idea behind the
construction of the quantum state is to probe the interacting spacetime with the objects
of the non-interacting spacetime. More specifically, it is a linear mapping from the
algebra A (the field algebra of the vacuum spacetime; see Section 2.2.1) to the complex
numbers which is positive, i.e.

ω : A → C with ω(A∗A) ≥ 0 for all A ∈ A .

It has the general structure

ωt(A) =
1

Zt
(
β, ρ̃

)

ˆ

G

(
· · ·
)
eβ γt(ρ̃,Uρ) dµG(U) , (2.37)

where (· · · ) stands for insertions formed of surface layer integrals which depend on A.
In more detail,

ωt
(

a†(z′1) · · · a†(z′p) Ψ†(φ′1) · · ·Ψ†(φ′r′) a(z1) · · · a(zq) Ψ(φ1) · · ·Ψ(φr)
)

:=
1

Zt
(
β, ρ̃

) δr′r
1

r!

∑

σ,σ′∈Sr

(−1)sign(σ)+sign(σ′)

×
ˆ

G

eβ γt(ρ̃,Uρ) 〈φσ(1) |πf,t φ′σ′(1)〉tρ · · · 〈φσ(r) |πf,t φ′σ′(r)〉tρ

×Dz′1
γt(ρ̃,Uρ) · · ·Dz′pγ

t(ρ̃,Uρ) Dz1γ
t(ρ̃,Uρ) · · ·Dzqγ

t(ρ̃,Uρ) dµG(U) , (2.38)

where the bosonic insertions are derivatives of the nonlinear surface layer integral,
and πf,t is a projection operator which, in non-technical terms, tells us how the physical
wave functions of the interacting spacetime look like in the non-interacting spacetime
(for details see [20, Section 4.3] and the discussion in Remark 6.6).

2.2.4. The Refined Pre-State. The refined pre-state was introduced in [20, Section 5.3]
with the intention of getting more detailed phase information on the interacting mea-
sure. We now briefly recall the definition. In Section 3.2, we will come back to the
refined pre-state and explain why it is needed in order to account for the physical effect
of entanglement. The basic idea is to work, instead of U, with two unitary transfor-
mations U< and U>, and to replace the unitarily transformed measure Uρ in (2.34) by
the measure TU<,U>

ρ defined by
(
TU<,U>

ρ
)
(Ω) := ρ

(
U−1
> ΩU<

)

(note that this measure may be supported on non-symmetric operators). For the re-
fined partition function Zt

ref and the refined pre-state ωt
ref one modifies (2.35) and (2.37)

by working with a double integral over the unitary group G, i.e. symbolically

Zt
ref

(
β, ρ̃
)
:=

 

G

dµG
(
U<

)
 

G

dµG
(
U>

)
eβ γt

(
ρ̃,TU<,U>

ρ
)

(2.39)

ωt
ref

(
· · ·
)
:=

1

Zt
(
β, ρ̃

)

 

G

dµG
(
U<

)
 

G

dµG
(
· · ·
)
eβ γt

(
ρ̃,TU<,U>

ρ
)

. (2.40)

Similar to (2.38), the insertions are formed of suitable surface layer integral. We
postpone the details to the thorough construction and discussion in Section 6.6.

We finally remark that by a pre-state we mean a linear functional from A to C,
which does not necessarily need to be positive. Therefore, before applying the refined
pre-state in physical applications, we need to show positivity (see Section 6.7).
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2.2.5. The Localized Refined Pre-State. The quantum state defined in Section 2.2.3 was
defined globally in space. For most applications, however, it seems more suitable to
define a state describing only a bounded spatial region, which can be thought of as our
laboratory or the subsystem of our present universe accessible to measurements. This
picture will also be very helpful for the constructions in the present paper, because
it will make it possible to take the limit when the dimension of the group G tends
to infinity, while leaving our laboratory unchanged (for more details see Section 3.3
below). In order to implement this picture, we choose a subset V ⊂M of the vacuum
spacetime such that its intersection with the surface layer contains the spatial region
of interest (see Figure 1). Correspondingly, the set Ṽ := Φ−1(V ) ⊂ M̃ is the region
of the interacting spacetime region which is probed by the laboratory. We define the
localized nonlinear surface layer integral γt,V by restricting all the integrals in the
nonlinear surface layer integral (2.36) to V respectively Ṽ ,

γtV (ρ̃, ρ) =

ˆ

Ω̃t∩Ṽ
dρ̃(x)

ˆ

V \Ωt

dρ(y) L(x, y)−
ˆ

Ṽ \Ω̃t

dρ̃(x)

ˆ

Ωt∩V
dρ(y) L(x, y) , (2.41)

and similarly for the unitarily transformed measure as used in the refined state,

γtV (ρ̃, TU<,U>
ρ) =

ˆ

Ω̃t∩Ṽ
dρ̃(x)

ˆ

V \Ωt

dρ(y) L
(
x,U> yU

−1
<

)

−
ˆ

Ṽ \Ω̃t

dρ̃(y)

ˆ

Ωt∩V
dρ(x) L

(
x,U> yU

−1
<

)
.

Next, we replace all surface layer integrals in (2.39) and (2.40) by the corresponding
localized surface layer integrals. After doing so, however, one must take into account
that the unitary group G typically includes the unitary transformations describing the
symmetries of Minkowski space like time translations and spatial translations. In order
to remove the freedom of performing translations in Minkowski space, it is convenient
to insert the factor eαT

t
V (ρ̃,Uρ) into the integrand of the partition function and the

state, where Tt
V (ρ̃,Uρ) involves two spacetime integrals,

Tt
V (ρ̃, TU<,U>

ρ)

:=

(
ˆ

Ω̃t∩Ṽ
dρ̃(x)

ˆ

Ωt∩V
dρ(y) +

ˆ

(M̃\Ω̃t)∩Ṽ
dρ̃(x)

ˆ

(M\Ωt)∩V
dρ(y)

)
∣
∣xU> yU

−1
<

∣
∣2 . (2.42)

(here the absolute value is again the spectral weight (2.6)). Thus the refined localized
partition function ZV and the refined localized state ωt

V are defined similar to (2.39)
and (2.40) by

Zt
V

(
α, β, ρ̃

)
:=

 

G

dµG
(
U<

)
 

G

dµG
(
U>

)
eαT

t
V

(
ρ̃,TU<,U>

ρ
)
+βγt

V

(
ρ̃,TU<,U>

ρ
)

(2.43)

ωt
V

(
· · ·
)
:=

1

Zt
V

(
α, β, ρ̃

)

 

G

dµG
(
U<

)
 

G

dµG
(
U>

)

× eαT
t
V

(
ρ̃,TU<,U>

ρ
)
+βγt

V

(
ρ̃,TU<,U>

ρ
)
(
· · ·
)
, (2.44)

where we again abbreviated the insertions by (· · · ). The point is that, in contrast to γtV ,
the functional Tt

V is not a surface layer integral (due to the plus sign in (2.42)). The
general picture is that, choosing α sufficiently large (and V as a set of finite measure),
the main contribution to the group integral is obtained when the functional Tt

V is
maximal. This maximum should be attained when the sets Ωt ∩ V and (M \ Ωt) ∩ V
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coincide corresponding sets of the interacting spacetime. In this way, the freedom in
performing translations in Minkowski is fixed. This general picture will be confirmed
and worked out in detail in the present paper.

2.3. Basics on Fock Spaces and Entanglement. In this section, we recall the
basics on Fock spaces and explain the phenomenon of entanglement.

For the construction of the bosonic Fock space, we take symmetrized products of
the Hilbert space (h, (.|.)tρ) of complexified linearized solutions as introduced in Sec-
tion 2.2.1. We let hn = h ⊗ · · · ⊗ h be the k-fold tensor product, endowed with the
natural scalar product

(ψ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ψk |φ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ φk)
t
ρ := (ψ1|φ1)tρ · · · (ψk|φk)tρ .

We denote total symmetrization by an index s, i.e.

(
ψ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ψk

)

s
:=

1

k!

∑

σ∈Sk

ψσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ ψσ(k) ,

where Sk denotes the group of all permutations. These totally symmetrized products,
referred to as product states or factorizable states, do in general not form a vector
space. But they generate a linear subspace denoted by

Fb
ρ,k := (hk)s ⊂ hk .

The bosonic Fock space (Fb
ρ , 〈.|.〉Fb

ρ
) is the direct sum of the n-particle spaces,

Fb
ρ =

∞⊕

k=0

Fb
ρ,k .

Likewise, the fermionic Fock space is constructed by taking totally anti-symmetric
products of the one-particle Hilbert space (Hf

ρ, 〈.|.〉ρ). We let (Hf
ρ)

k = Hf
ρ ⊗ · · · ⊗Hf

ρ

be the k-fold tensor product, endowed with the natural scalar product

〈ψ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ψk |φ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ φk〉F f
ρ
:= 〈ψ1|φ1〉ρ · · · 〈ψk|φk〉ρ .

Totally anti-symmetrizing the tensor product gives the wedge product

ψ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψk :=
1

k!

∑

σ∈Sk

(−1)sign(σ) ψσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ ψσ(k)

(here Sk denotes the set of all permutations and sign(σ) is the sign of the permuta-
tion σ). The wedge product gives rise to a mapping

Λk : Hf
ρ × . . .×Hf

ρ
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k factors

→ (Hf
ρ)

k : (ψ1, . . . , ψk) 7→ ψ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψk .

The vectors in the image of the mapping Λk are the k-particle Hartree-Fock states or
factorizable states. Again, these states do in general not form a vector space. We
denote the vector space generated by the k-particle Hartree-Fock states by

F f
ρ,k := <Λk

(
(Hf

ρ)
k
)
> ⊂ (Hf

ρ)
k .

Taking the direct sum of these spaces gives the fermionic Fock space denoted by

F f
ρ :=

∞⊕

k=0

Fρ,k .
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Finally, the Fock space Fρ is defined as the tensor product of the bosonic and
fermionic Fock spaces,

Fρ := Fb
ρ ⊗F f

ρ .

It is an important observation that the factorizable states do not form a vector space.
A Fock vector which is not factorizable is said to be entangled. The simplest and most
prominent entangled state is the spin singlet state of two observers, usually referred
to as Alice and Bob,

Φ :=
1√
2

(
φ↑A ⊗ φ↓B − φ↓A ⊗ φ↑B

)

s
, (2.45)

where ↑ and ↓ denote the polarizations (for ease of presentation of bosonic particles),
and A and B refer to Alice and Bob, respectively. Entanglement is a basic phenom-
enon of quantum physics, with important applications to quantum information theory
and quantum computing. We refer the reader interested in the physical background
to standard textbooks like [48, Section 20.4], [43, Section 2.2.8], [47, Section 3.10]
or [36, 2].

3. Quantum States of Causal Fermion Systems and Entanglement

In [20], the interacting spacetime at time t was described by a quantum state, being
a positive linear functional on the field algebra A of the non-interacting spacetime
(see the preliminaries in Sections 2.2.1–2.2.3). Moreover, various refinements of the
constructions were given (in particular the refined pre-state and the localized refined
pre-state; see the preliminaries in Sections 2.2.4 and 2.2.5). In this section, we recon-
sider these notions with the aim of determining whether they are capable of describ-
ing entanglement. Moreover, we shall set up the problem such as to obtain a clear
mathematical setting which can be analyzed explicitly in a concise limiting case. In
preparation, we begin with a few general considerations on the group integrals which
appear in the definition of the partition function and the state (see for example (2.35)
and (2.39)). These considerations partly anticipate results of the later analysis. They
have the purpose of conveying the correct physical picture in nontechnical terms.

3.1. General Considerations on the Quantum State. In this section we give a
few qualitative considerations on the structure of our quantum state and its various
refinements. We begin with the partition function Zt defined in (2.35). The main task
of the present paper is to unravel how the integrand behaves as a function of U. In
particular, we need to quantify the main contributions to the integral. Let us now
explain the qualitative picture for specific choices of ρ̃. In the case ρ̃ = ρ of the
Minkowski vacuum, we expect that the integrand is largest if we choose U = 11. In this
case, the integrand can be computed rather explicitly in the formalism of the continuum
limit (as developed in [10, 13]; see also Section 6.1 below). In particular, a direct
computation shows that the surface layer integral γt in (2.35) has the scaling γt ∼ ε−4

and thus diverges in the limit ε ց 0 when the ultraviolet regularization is removed.
This divergence can be understood from the fact that in the limit εց 0 the number of
physical wave functions tends to infinity, and that the contributions by all these wave
functions add up. More specifically, the contributions by all the wave functions to the
kernel of the fermionic projector P (x, y) are “in phase” on the light cone (i.e. if x and y
are lightlike separated), giving rise to singularities as εց 0 (here by are “in phase” we
mean that all the summands have the same sign, and no relative phases appear). This
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explains why the integrand in (2.35) is very large if U = 11. For generic U, however,
the matrix elements of U involve many phases. As a consequence, the contributions
by the physical wave functions no longer add up, but instead we get sums of terms
involving oscillatory phase factors. Similar to the effect of destructive interference,
many summands will cancel each other. As a result, the integrand in (2.35) will be
very small. Here the notions “very large” and “very small” will be made more precise
in terms of a scaling behavior in ε (this is worked out in Section 6.1).

We next consider the situation when ρ̃ describes Minkowski space involving a classi-
cal bosonic field (for example a plane electromagnetic wave). In this case, the unitary
operator U can compensate for gauge phases, which means that the maximum of the
integrand in (2.35) will be attained for a certain unitary operator U for which the gauge
phases are compensated in the optimal way. Then the surface layer integral can be
computed again in the formalism of the continuum limit, giving a large contribution
to the partition function. Moreover, the insertions in the quantum state (2.37) (as
shown in more detail in (2.38)) become surface layer integrals which involve the elec-
tromagnetic field. In this way, the state ωt makes it possible to probe the interacting
spacetime using the free fields of the vacuum spacetime.

We now move on to the situation of a general minimizing measure ρ̃. This measure
can have a very complicated structure. In particular, we cannot expect that the
integrand in (2.35) will have a single maximum. Instead, the integrand will have many
maxima, and the integral will give rise to a sum over contributions near the maxima
(this picture will be made precise in Section 6). In simple terms, this means that ρ̃
can no longer be described by a single spacetime involving classical fields. Instead, it
could be a “mixture” of different spacetimes, possibly involving many different classical
fields. Even more, the measure ρ could have a structure which can no longer be
described by classical fields or a classical spacetime. The main point is that, even
in such very non-classical situations, the quantum state (2.37) makes it possible to
probe the measure ρ̃ in terms of familiar objects in Minkowski space. It turns out
that this probing gives rise to a quantum state in the sense familiar from the algebraic
formulation of quantum field theory. In this way, a general measure ρ̃ can be described
in the language of quantum field theory. This description does not only allow for the
description of quantum fields, but it even gives words like “quantum spacetime” and
“quantum geometry” a well-defined meaning in the realm of quantum field theory.

Exactly as explained for the vacuum state, for a generic unitary operator U the
integrand in (2.35) will typically be very small due to destructive interference. In other
words, the integrand should be close to zero, except on a set of very small measure,
where the integrand should be very large. A general conclusion from these qualitative
consideration is that we must face the difficulty that the integrand in (2.43) (and
similar in the various states and pre-states) will have a highly nonlinear dependence
on U. In particular, we cannot expect that a power expansion in U will be sufficient
for our purposes. Instead, we need to develop methods for evaluating group integrals
in the non-perturbative regime.

Before entering a more detailed discussion of the state and its various refinements,
we comment on a question which the critical reader may ask: Why is there a freedom
in introducing the quantum state? Should the quantum state as a physical object not be
given canonically in a unique way? In order to answer this question, we return to our
motivation and our general procedure for introducing the quantum state: We wanted
to probe the interacting measure ρ̃ using the objects of the vacuum spacetime. The
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fact that the measure ρ̃ can have a very complicated structure can also be expressed
by saying that this measure contains a lot of information. Only a small portion of this
information should be relevant for describing macroscopic phenomena (for example, the
measure ρ̃ also encodes the detailed structure of spacetime on the Planck scale, which
cannot be tested in current experiments). Therefore, our task is to extract the portion
of the information on ρ̃ which is relevant for describing quantum physics. Thinking of
the problem in this way, it is no longer surprising that there is not a canonical way
to retrieve this information. Similar to the usual situation in physics that a physical
quantity can be determined alternatively in different types of experiments, there may
be many different ways to retrieve the relevant information from ρ̃. We can make use
of this freedom to our advantage. Similar to setting up an optimal experiment, we can
try to come up with a definition of a quantum state which has all desirable properties
and is easiest to analyze in detail. The following considerations can be regarded as
consecutive steps towards this goal.

3.2. Why Entanglement Requires the Refined Pre-State. Clearly, entangle-
ment is a fundamental feature of quantum physics. Therefore, any physically sensible
notion of quantum state should be capable of describing entanglement. We now explain
why this requirement makes it necessary to consider the refined pre-state.

Our arguments are very general and do not make use of the specific form of the
interacting measure. Let us assume that we want to realize an entangled Fock state,
which can be written as a linear combination of product states. For simplicity, we
consider only a bosonic Fock vector,

Φ =

K∑

α=1

Φα with Φα =
(
φ1,α ⊗ · · · ⊗ φpα,α

)

s
. (3.1)

Then the expectation value of an observable O can be written as a double sum,

〈Φ|O|Φ〉Fb
ρ
=

K∑

α,β=1

〈Φα|O|Φβ〉Fb
ρ
.

As a typical example of a p-particle measurement we choose O as a product of bosonic
field operators,

O = a†(z′t1 ) · · · a†(z′tp ) a(zt1) · · · a(ztq) .
In this case, the expectation value can be written as

〈Φ|O|Φ〉Fb
ρ
=

K∑

α,β=1

〈
a(z′t1 ) · · · a(z′tp )Φα

∣
∣ a(zt1) · · · a(ztq)Φβ

〉

Fb
ρ
.

Using that the Φα are product states (3.1), on the left one gets products of scalar
products (z′tℓ |φℓ′,α)tρ with ℓ, ℓ′ ∈ {1, . . . , p}. Similarly, on the right one gets the scalar

products (ztℓ|φℓ′,β)tρ. The point is that all the factors on the left involve the same
index α (describing the bra), whereas all the factors on the right involve the same
index β (describing the ket).

Our goal is to realize this expectation value by associating to the observable O suit-
able insertions in (1.2). These insertions are complex-valued functions which depend
on the corresponding linearized solutions z′tℓ or ztℓ. Moreover, the insertions clearly
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depend on the unitary operator U. Denoting the insertions by bt(z,U), the state takes
the form

ωt
(

a†(z′t1 ) · · · a†(z′tp ) a(zt1) · · · a(ztq)
)

:=
1

Zt
(
β, ρ̃
)

ˆ

G

bt(z′t1 ,U) · · · bt(z′tp ,U) bt(zt1,U) · · · bt(ztq,U) eβ γt(ρ̃,Uρ) dµG(U) .
(3.2)

In order to encode the Fock components, we write every insertion as a sum of terms
indexed by α. This leads us to the general ansatz

bt(z,U) =
K∑

α=1

btα(z,U) . (3.3)

Ultimately, the insertions with index α should encode the form of the α-component of
the Fock vector (3.1). At this stage, we do not need to specify what the α-dependence
of the insertions really means (this will be made precise in Section 6.5 and explained
in Section 7). Instead, for explaining the basic mechanism it is preferable to work
with (3.3) symbolically. Using this ansatz in (3.2) and multiplying out, we obtain

ωt
(

a†(z′t1 ) · · · a†(z′tp ) a(zt1) · · · a(ztq)
)

=
1

Zt
(
β, ρ̃

)

K∑

α1,...αp=1

K∑

β1,...βq=1

×
ˆ

G

btα1
(z′t1 ,U) · · · btαp

(z′tp ,U) b
t
β1
(zt1,U) · · · btβq

(ztq,U) e
β γt(ρ̃,Uρ) dµG(U) .

Here the insertions and the exponential factor depend nonlinearly on the unitary op-
erator U. As a consequence, the integral in general does not split into a product of
sums. Instead, integrating over U will give rise to correlations between the different
insertions. These correlations are crucial for getting a connection to the interacting
many-particle picture of quantum field theory. More specifically, in order to describe
entangled states, we would like that all the holomorphic insertions should be in the
same component, and similarly for the anti-holomorphic insertions. Therefore, the
state should be approximately of the form

ωt
(

a†(z′t1 ) · · · a†(z′tp ) a(zt1) · · · a(ztq)
)

≈ 1

Zt
(
β, ρ̃

)

K∑

α,β=1

×
ˆ

G

btα(z
′t
1 ,U) · · · btα(z′tp ,U) btβ(zt1,U) · · · btβ(ztq,U) eβ γt(ρ̃,Uρ) dµG(U) .

(3.4)

Following a notion introduced in [12], we also say that bra and ket should be synchro-
nized.

In order to clarify this construction, we work it out in more detail for the spin singlet
state

Example 3.1. For the spin singlet state (2.45), we have two components α = 1, 2 and

Φ1 =
1√
2

(
φ↑A ⊗ φ↓B

)

s
and Φ2 = − 1√

2

(
φ↓A ⊗ φ↑B

)

s
.

Alice and Bob choose one-particle measurement operators, which we write in bra/ket-
notation as

OA := |z′A)(zA| and OB := |z′B)(zB | .
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Then the two-particle measurement is described by the observable O = OA ⊗ OB . We
thus obtain

〈Φ|O|Φ〉Fb
ρ
=

K∑

α,β=1

〈
Φα

∣
∣z′A ⊗ z′B

〉 〈
zA ⊗ zB

∣
∣Φα

〉

=
1

8

(

(φ↑A|z′A)tρ (φ
↓
B |z′B)tρ (zA|φ

↑
A)

t
ρ (zB |φ↓B)tρ − (φ↓A|z′A)tρ (φ

↑
B |z′B)tρ (zA|φ

↑
A)

t
ρ (zB |φ↓B)tρ

− (φ↑A|z′A)tρ (φ
↓
B |z′B)tρ (zA|φ

↓
A)

t
ρ (zB |φ↑B)tρ + (φ↓A|z′A)tρ (φ

↑
B |z′B)tρ (zA|φ

↓
A)

t
ρ (zB |φ↑B)tρ

)

.

If a synchronization is present, these expectation values can be realized by the quantum
state (3.4) if we choose p = q = 2 and

z′1 = z′A , z′2 = z′B and z1 = zA , z2 = zB .

Moreover, we need to arrange that the insertions are the corresponding one-particle
expectation values, i.e.

bt1(z
′t
A) = c (φ↑A|z′A)tρ , bt1(z

′t
B) = c (φ↓B |z′B)tρ

bt2(z
′t
A) = −c (φ↓A|z′A)tρ , bt2(z

′t
B) = c(φ↑B |z′B)tρ

with c = 8−
1
4 , and similarly without the primes.

Without synchronization, however, the many-particle measurement reduces to a
product of one-particle measurements. A direct computation (similar to the original
Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen argument) shows that it is indeed impossible to realize the
expectation values of the spin-singlet state. ♦

In view of this example, the basic question is whether (3.4) can hold, i.e. whether
by a suitable choice of the insertions we can arrange a synchronization of bra and ket.
The answer is no, as the next lemma shows.

Lemma 3.2. In the case p = q = 2 and choosing z′tℓ = ztℓ = zt, the bosonic state (3.2)
satisfies the inequality

K∑

α,β=1

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

G

btα(z
t) btα(z

t) btβ(z
t) btβ(z

t) eβ γt(ρ̃,Uρ) dµG(U)

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
K∑

α,β=1

ˆ

G

btα(z
t) btβ(z

t) btα(z
t) btβ(z

t) eβ γt(ρ̃,Uρ) dµG(U) .

Proof. Using that the exponential factor is positive, we obtain with the help of the
Schwarz inequality

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

G

btα(z
t) btα(z

t) btβ(z
t) btβ(z

t) eβ γt(ρ̃,Uρ) dµG(U)

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
ˆ

G

∣
∣btα(z

t)
∣
∣2
∣
∣btβ(z

t)
∣
∣2 eβ γt(ρ̃,Uρ) dµG(U) .

Using that the anti-holomorphic insertion is the complex conjugate of the holomorphic
insertion, the result follows. �

This lemma shows that, no matter how the insertions are chosen, the main contri-
bution to the state is not of the form (3.4), because the contributions with synchro-
nizations between bra and ket dominate. We conclude that the state ωt is not capable
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of capturing essential features of the quantum dynamics of the causal fermion system.
The refined pre-state (2.40), however, does not suffer from this shortcoming. This will
be worked out in detail in Section 7 later in this paper. In simple terms, the double in-
tegral in (2.44) gives rise to separate phases for the holomorphic and anti-holomorphic
insertions, so that the counter argument of Lemma 3.2 no longer applies.

3.3. Why it is Preferable to Work with Localized States. As explained qualita-
tively in Section 3.1, we need to compute integrals over the unitary group for integrands
with a highly nonlinear dependence on the unitary operator U. In order to get into
the position where such integrals can be analyzed explicitly, it is very helpful to work
with the localized states, as we now explain. Since we already know from the previous
section that we must consider refined states, we consider the localized refined pre-state
(see (2.43) and (2.44) in Section 2.2.5). In this setting, the pre-state is computed in a
subset V of our spacetime. This subset can be chosen arbitrarily large with the only
constraint that it should be small compared to the size of the whole spacetime. Clearly,
if the whole system is Minkowski space, this constraint is unproblematic because as
the whole spacetime we can consider an arbitrarily large box in Minkowski space (more
details and the relevant scalings will be given in Section 6 below).

Associating to V a subspace Hlab ⊂ H of the whole Hilbert space, the integrand
of the group integrals depends only on the restriction of the unitary operator to this
subspace, i.e. on the operator

πHlabUπHlab

(where πHlab : H → Hlab denotes the orthogonal projection). Therefore, we can
carry out the integrals over all the other matrix elements of U. Doing so simplifies
the structure of the remaining integrals considerably (for details see Theorem 4.2 in
Section 4.2). Moreover, we can consider the limiting case when the dimension of H
tends to infinity, whereas the dimension of Hlab remains fixed. This simplifies the
formulas further, making it possible to analyze the group integrals in detail.

We point out that working with localized states is not preferable for principal or
conceptual reasons, but it only has the computational benefit that it becomes possible
to evaluate the group integrals in a mathematically precise limiting case.

3.4. The Precise Form of the Localized Refined Pre-State. We now make
the setting of the localized refined pre-state more concrete. In order to describe the
vacuum, we we let (H,F, ρ) be a causal fermion system constructed from a vacuum
Dirac system in a three-dimensional box of length 2L, i.e. in the spacetime cylinder

M = R× [−L,L]3 ⊂ R
1,3 (3.5)

with periodic boundary conditions (similar to the standard construction in Minkowski
space as given in [13, Section 1.2] or in more detail in [44]). Fixing the scale ε > 0 of
the ultraviolet regularization, the Dirac sea is built up of a finite number f of wave
functions with the scaling

dimH = f ∼
(L

ε

)3
. (3.6)

The set V is chosen as

V = [−T, T ]× [−ℓ, ℓ]3 with ℓ≪ L . (3.7)
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Thus ℓ can be thought of as the size of the physical system of interest. Moreover,
the parameter T is the time scale on which the measurement takes place. The three-
dimensional box [−ℓ, ℓ]3 can be associated to a subspace of H consisting of all wave
functions which at time t are localized inside the box (except for exponentially decay-
ing tails which arise due to the incompatibility of spatial localization and frequency
splitting; this effect will not be of relevance for our computations). We denote this
subspace by Hlab ⊂ H. Its dimension scales like

dimHlab ∼
( ℓ

ε

)3
. (3.8)

We are interested in the asymptotics L→ ∞ and εց 0 for fixed ℓ and T .
We choose the group G as the unitary group of the whole Hilbert space,

G = U(H) . (3.9)

This is different from [20], where we wanted to allow for the possibility that the Hilbert
space H is infinite dimensional, making it necessary to choose G as the unitary group
of a finite-dimensional subspace Hf . In order to have a simple and clean setting, we
here decided to choose H to be finite-dimensional (3.6). In this setting, the choice (3.9)
is most natural. But clearly, the dimension of H tends to infinity if we let L→ ∞.

For the later computations, we set N = f = dimH and often identify H with C
N .

Apart from the subspace Hlab, we also need to consider the subspace Hf ⊂ H of
low-energy wave functions. Here by “low energy” we mean that their energy is much
smaller than the Planck energy. In technical terms, the wave functions in Hf must
satisfy the conditions needed for the construction of the extended Hilbert space Hf

ρ

(see the preliminaries in Section 2.1.11). For the constructions of the present paper,
we do not need to specify Hf . We recall from (2.29) that its dimension is denoted
by f f . Finally, we need to decompose the Hilbert space of the laboratory into low- and
high-energy wave functions. To this end, we set

Hle := Hf ∩Hlab and Hhe :=
(
Hf
)⊥ ∩Hlab ,

so that
Hlab = Hle ⊕Hhe .

Before developing the methods and entering the detailed analysis, we make two
remarks. First, in order to get into the regime where the integrand depends highly
nonlinearly on U (as described qualitatively in Section 3.1), we need to insert a factor N
into the exponents in (2.43) and (2.44). Thus, when letting the dimension of H tend
to infinity, we also increase the nonlinearity of the exponential. The reason for the
linear scaling in N will be explained in Example 4.9; it will also become clear in a
more general setting in the model examples in Section 5. The second remark is that
we set the parameter β equal to zero. This leads us to the definition of the refined
localized state ωt

V

(
· · ·
)
as stated in the introduction (see (1.2) and (1.1)). The precise

definition of the insertions requires more preparations and is therefore postponed to
Section 6.6.

We conclude this section by explaining how the simplification of setting β to zero
is to be understood. In preparation, we recall how the exponential factors exp(βγtV )
and exp(αTt

V ) came about. The factor exp(βγt) was introduced in [19] motivated
by the fact that it coincides with the norm of the corresponding bosonic Fock vector
(see [19, Sections 7 and 8]). Moreover, in [20] this factor has the benefit that the
insertions can be understood as variational derivatives of the partition function (see [20,
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Section 4.6]). The factor exp(αTt
V ), on the other hand, was introduced in the context

of localized states in order to fix the freedom to perform translations in M (see [20,
Section 5.3] or the preliminaries in Section 2.2.5). The reason why this freedom cannot
be fixed with the factor exp(βγtV ) is that the surface layer integral γ

t
V is not necessarily

positive. But Tt
V is not the only positive functional. In particular, one could replace

the spectral weight |xU>yU
−1
< | in (2.42) by the Lagrangian,

(
ˆ

Ω̃t∩Ṽ
dρ̃(x)

ˆ

Ωt∩V
dρ(y) +

ˆ

(M̃\Ω̃t)∩Ṽ
dρ̃(x)

ˆ

(M\Ωt)∩V
dρ(y)

)

L
(
x,U> yU

−1
<

)
. (3.10)

Working with the Lagrangian seems more natural because of the closer connection to
the causal action principle. However, the Lagrangian is more difficult to compute,
because the summands of different signs in (2.1) may and typically will cancel each
other, making it rather subtle to determine the leading contributions. In the spectral
weight (2.6), on the other hand, all summands are positive, so that it suffices to
compute the leading contributions to the eigenvalues. This is the reason why we here
prefer to work with the functional Tt

V . The last consideration also shows that Tt
V

will typically be much larger than the surface layer integral γtV constructed out of the
Lagrangian. This justifies why we can leave γtV out of the exponent by setting β = 0.

To summarize, at present the detailed form of the functional in the exponent of the
localized refined quantum state is not completely fixed. We here choose the functional
which is most suitable for the computations. The differences to other possible choices
are mainly technical and should not leave the basic mechanisms and results of this
paper unchanged.

4. Computation of Integrals over the Unitary Group

4.1. Preliminary Considerations. In general terms, our task is to analyze integrals
over the unitary group U(N) asymptotically as N → ∞. In order to motivate our
methods and to explain how they come about, we now begin with a few elementary
considerations. We always denote the unitary group by G = U(N) and let µG be the
normalized Haar measure on G. For notational clarity, integrals with respect to such a
normalized measure will always be denoted by

ffl

. The simplest integrals are obtained
by choosing the integrand as a monomial in the matrix entries and their complex
conjugates, i.e.

 

G

U
i1
j1
· · ·Uip

jp
U
k1
l1
· · ·Ukq

lq
dµG(U) (4.1)

with p, q ∈ N0 and arbitrary indices in {1, . . . , N}. The easiest method is to make use
of the invariance of the Haar measure under transformations

U → V UW with V,W ∈ G . (4.2)

In particular, choosing V = eiϕ as a phase factor and W = 11, one sees that the group
integral (4.1) vanishes unless in the case p = q where the number of conjugated and
unconjugated factors coincides. Therefore, the simplest non-trivial integral is obtained
in the case of two factors by

 

G

∣
∣Ui

j

∣
∣2 dµG(U) (4.3)
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for given indices i, j. Applying the invariance (4.2) again for W = 1 and a unitary
operator V which flips the components i and k, i.e.

V a
b = δab − δai δbi − δak δbk + δai δbk + δak δbi ,

one sees that the integral (4.3) is the same for every choice of i. In particular,

 

G

∣
∣Ui

j

∣
∣2 dµG(U) =

1

N

N∑

k=1

 

G

∣
∣Uk

j

∣
∣2 dµG(U) .

The components U1
j , . . . ,U

N
j form the jth row of the matrix U. For any unitary matrix,

this row vector is a unit vector, i.e.

N∑

k=1

∣
∣Uk

j

∣
∣2 = 1 .

We thus obtain
 

G

∣
∣Ui

j

∣
∣2 dµG(U) =

1

N

 

G

dµG(U) =
1

N
.

More generally, the above method yields
 

G

Ui
j

(
U−1

)l

k
dµG(U) =

 

G

Ui
j U

k
l dµG(U) =

1

N
δik δ

l
j .

We now move on to the integral (4.1) with four unitary factors. Using the unitary
invariance (4.2), we get zero unless p = q = 2 and each row and column index appears
twice, once with and once without conjugation. Thus, after commuting the factors, it
suffices to consider the integral

 

G

U
i1
j1
U
i2
j2

U
k1
j1

U
k2
j2
dµG(U)

with either i1 = k1, i2 = k2 or i1 = k2, i2 = k1. The corresponding row vectors

ui := Ui
j1 and vi := Ui

j2

are again unit vectors. Moreover, in the case j1 6= j2 they are orthogonal. This orthog-
onality condition makes the computation more difficult. But the following qualitative
argument suggests that the situation should simplify asymptotically for large N : The
scalar product

〈u, v〉CN =

n∑

i=1

ui vi (4.4)

involves a sum over the components. Each summand can be positive or negative,
so that in the sum there may be cancellations of terms with different signs. These
cancellation will be more efficient if N is large. In other words, taking randomly
chosen unit vectors u and v, their scalar product (4.4) typically becomes very small
if N gets large. Asymptotically, the integral (4.4) should factor into two integrals
over u and v, both over the unit sphere in C

N .
This qualitative argument can be made precise, giving rise to the following result.
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Lemma 4.1. Given p,N ∈ N, we let G = U(N) be the unitary group with normalized
Haar measure dµG. Then, asymptotically for large N ,

 

G

U
i1
j1
· · ·Uip

jp

(
U−1

)k1
l1

· · ·
(
U−1

)kp
lp
dµG(U)

=
1

Np

∑

σ∈S(p)
δi1lσ(1)

δ
kσ(1)

j1
· · · δiplσ(p)

δ
kσ(p)

jp
+ O

(
1

Np+1

)

, (4.5)

where S(p) denotes the symmetric group.

This result can be understood in analogy to Gaussian integrals or, similarly, to Wick’s
rule for free bosonic quantum fields: Integrating over the unitary group gives rise to
pairings of the unitary matrices, and we need to sum over all possible pairings. Each
pair involves a factor U and a factor U−1. A pairing consists in replacing the two
matrices by two Kronecker deltas which connect the indices of U and U−1 crosswise.
We refer to asymptotic formulas of type (4.5) as the Gaussian asymptotics. There are
various ways to prove the above lemma. One method is to analyze properties of tensor
representations of the unitary group, as inspired by Michael Creutz [7]. In order not to
distract from the main ideas, the resulting proof of Lemma 4.1 is given in Appendix A.
Another method for proving formulas similar to (4.5) is to get a direct connection to
Gaussian integrals; this will be explained in Section 4.4 below. Other methods can be
found in [49, 6, 38].

It is an important observation that, four our purposes, the Gaussian asymptotics is
not sufficient. Namely, as already described qualitatively in Section 3.1, we have the
situation in mind where the integrand is very small, except on a set of very small mea-
sure, where the integrand is very large. Such a “spiky landscape” is in conflict with the
Gaussian asymptotics, where we are only allowed to evaluate polynomials, and where
the factorization via Wick rules means that the components of the unitary matrices
are correlated only weakly in the sense that every pairing gives a small factor 1/N .

In order to evaluate group integrals in the strongly correlated regime, we make
essential use of the fact that the localized quantum state only depends on the physical
wave functions inside the laboratory as described by the subsets V ⊂ M and Ṽ ⊂ M̃
(see (2.41)). More technically, we may choose a subspace I ⊂ C

N of dimension q and
write the group integral as

 

G

f(N,A) dµG(U) with A := πIUπI (4.6)

(and πI : C
N → I is the orthogonal projection). Now we can take the limit

N → ∞ for fixed q = dim I .

In other words, we let the whole system get larger and larger while keeping the size of
our laboratory unchanged. In view of the size of the whole universe compared to the
size of a typical measurement apparatus, this limiting case seems physically sensible for
most applications in mind. It turns out that, in this limiting case, the group integral
becomes tractable, even in the case that the function f in (4.6) is highly nonlinear and
cannot be expanded in a power series or has an explicit N -dependence. This technical
simplification was even one of our motivations for introducing the localized state. In
the case that the function f is a monomial, we shall recover the Gaussian asymptotics
similar to that in (4.5).
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After these introductory words, we now enter the analysis of group integrals of the
form (4.6) and work out the different limiting cases needed for our purposes.

4.2. Integrals over Functions on a Subspace. The following formula is the core
of our method for computing the quantum states.

Theorem 4.2. Let I ⊂ H with dim I = q, dimH = N and N ≥ 2q. Let f ∈ C0(Aq,C)
be a function of A := πIU|I only (where πI : H → I is the orthogonal projection). Then
its group integral over G = U(N) with respect to the normalized Haar measure µG can
be written as

 

G

f(A) dµG(U) =
1

π(q2)
(N − 1)! (N − 2)! · · · (N − q)!

(N − q − 1)! (N − q − 2)! · · · (N − 2q)!

×
ˆ

Aq

f(A)
(
det(11 −A∗A)

)N−2q
dµCq×q (A) .

(4.7)

Here Aq is the set of matrices

Aq :=
{
A ∈ C

q×q
∣
∣A∗A < 11Cq

}
⊂ C

q×q , (4.8)

and µCq×q is the Lebesgue measure on C
q×q ≃ R

2q2, i.e.

dµCq×q (A) =

q
∏

j,k=1

dxjk dy
j
k with xjk := ReAj

k, yjk := ImAj
k .

Similar results can be found in the literature (see [42, Theorem 1.3] or [32, 33, 3]).
For completeness, and in order to get the prefactors right, we shall give a detailed
proof of this theorem. Before beginning, we state two Corollaries. The first is the
special case when f is chosen as the constant function one.

Corollary 4.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.2,
ˆ

Aq

(
det(11 −A∗A)

)N−2q
dµCq×q (A) = π(q

2) (N − q − 1)! (N − q − 2)! · · · (N − 2q)!

(N − 1)! (N − 2)! · · · (N − q)!
.

Next, expanding the factorials in (4.7), one immediately gets the following result.

Corollary 4.4. The integral (4.7) has the leading asymptotics for large N

 

G

f(A) dµG(U) =

(
N

π

)(q2)ˆ

Aq

f(A)
(
det(11 −A∗A)

)N−2q
dµCq×q (A)

(

1 + O

( 1

N

))

.

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 4.2. We let e1, . . . , eq
be an orthonormal basis of I and extend it to an orthonormal basis of H. Then for the
evaluation of the integral in (4.7) it suffices to restrict attention to the first q columns
of the unitary matrix U. The corresponding column vectors, denoted by

Ui ∈ C
N with i ∈ {1, . . . , q} ,

are orthonormal. For computational purposes, it is most convenient to realize the
orthonormality by integrating over all matrix entries and inserting δ-distributions.
This leads us to introduce on C

N×q the measure

dµG|I :=

q
∏

j=1

δ
(
‖Uj‖2 − 1

) ∏

i<j

δ
(
Re〈Ui,Uj〉

)
δ
(
Im〈Ui,Uj〉

)
dUi , (4.9)
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where dUi ∈ C
N ≃ R

2N is the Lebesgue measure on the ith column,

N∏

k=1

dReUk
i d ImUk

i .

Since the measure (4.9) is invariant under unitary transformations, and the Haar
measure is uniquely determined by unitary invariance and the normalization, these
two measures coincide up to a constant, i.e.

 

G

f(A) dµG(U) =
1

c

ˆ

CN×q

f(A) dµG|I . (4.10)

We first compute the normalization constant.

Lemma 4.5. The constant c in (4.10) is given by

c =

ˆ

CN×q

dµG|I =
π

q (2N+1−q)
2

(N − 1)! · · · (N − q)!
.

Proof. We carry out the integrals iteratively choosing polar coordinates. The integral
over the first column is computed by

ˆ

CN

δ
(
‖U1‖2 − 1

)
dU1 =

ˆ ∞

0
R2N−1 dR

ˆ

S2N−1

dω δ
(
R2 − 1

)

=
µ(S2N−1)

2
=

πN

(N − 1)!
. (4.11)

Here we carried out the R-integral using the well-known formula
ˆ

f(x) δ
(
g(x)

)
dx =

∑

x

f(x)

|g′(x)| , (4.12)

where the sum goes over all the zeros of the function g. This identity will also be used
frequently in the following computations. Moreover, in the last step in (4.11) we used
that the volume of an odd-dimensional unit sphere is given by (see for example [37])

µ
(
S2n−1

)
=

2πn

(n− 1)!

for n ∈ N.
Having carried out the integral over U1, in the next step we can assume by spherical

symmetry of the measure that U1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0). Hence
ˆ

CN

δ
(
‖U2‖2 − 1

)
δ
(
Re〈U1,U2〉

)
δ
(
Im〈U1,U2〉

)
dU2

=

ˆ

CN

δ
(
‖U2‖2 − 1

)
δ
(
ReU1

2

)
δ
(
ImU1

2

)
dU2 =

ˆ

CN−1

δ
(
‖u‖2 − 1

)
du

=

ˆ ∞

0
r2N−3 dr

ˆ

S2N−3

dω δ
(
r2 − 1

)
=
µ(S2N−3)

2
=

πN−1

(N − 2)!
.

Proceeding inductively, we conclude that

ˆ

CN×q

dµU|I =
πN πN−1 · · · πN+1−q

(N − 1)! (N − 2)! · · · (N − q)!
=

π
q (2N+1−q)

2

(N − 1)! · · · (N − q)!
,

giving the result. �
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We next compute the integral on the right side of (4.10).

Lemma 4.6.
ˆ

CN×q

f(A) dµG|I =
π

q(2N+1−3q)
2

(N − q − 1)! (N − q − 2)! · · · (N − 2q)!

×
ˆ

Aq

f(A)
(
det(11Cq −A∗A)

)N−2q
dµCq×q (A) .

Proof. Given U ∈ U(N) we choose an “adapted” orthonormal basis f1, . . . , fN−q

of J := I⊥ such that the lower left block matrix entry of U is an upper triangular
matrix, i.e.

B := πJ U|I =

















R1 m1
2 m1

3 · · · m1
q

0 R2 m2
3 · · · m2

q

0 0 R3 · · · m3
q

...
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 0 · · · Rq

0 0 0 · · · 0
...

...
... · · · ...

0 0 0 · · · 0

















(4.13)

with Rk ≥ 0 (in other words, B is the matrix R in the QR-decomposition of the lower
left block matrix entry of U). It suffices to consider the case that all the Rk are strictly
positive, because the unitary matrices U for which one of the Rk is zero form a set of
measure zero. All the matrix entries of this matrix can be computed uniquely from
the matrix A using the fact that the columns of a unitary matrix are orthonormal.
For example,

R1 =
√

1− ‖Ae1‖2

m1
2 = − 1

R1
〈Ae1, Ae2〉Cq , R2 =

√

1− ‖Ae2‖2 − |m1
2|2 ,

and so on.
Let us verify that this procedure of constructing B from A works if and only if the

matrix 11Cq − A∗A is positive definite. Clearly, starting from a unitary matrix U, the
corresponding matrix A = πIU|I has the property

11Cq = πIU
∗U|I = A∗A+B∗B , (4.14)

showing that A∗A ≤ 11Cq . Moreover, the condition that all Rk are strictly positive is
equivalent to B∗B being positive definite. Conversely, assume that 11Cq − A∗A > 0.
Then its square root

√
11Cq −A∗A is again positive definite. We make the ansatz

B = V
√

11Cq −A∗A

with a unitary matrix V which is chosen such that B is an upper triangular matrix.
Choosing

U|I =

(
A
B

)

, (4.15)

the columns of this matrix are orthonormal. Extending this orthonormal system to
an orthonormal basis of H, one can extend (4.15) to a unitary operator U simply by
choosing the additional columns as the additional basis vectors.
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It remains to compute the integral. We again work with the block representa-
tion (4.15) and integrate out the columns of B after each other. In the first column,
we obtain

ˆ

CN−q

δ
(
‖U1‖2 − 1

)
dB1 =

ˆ

CN−q

δ
(
‖A1‖2 + ‖B1‖2 − 1

)
dB1

=

ˆ ∞

0
r2N−2q−1 dr

ˆ

S2N−2q−1

dω δ
(
‖A1‖2 + r2 − 1

)

=
µ(S2N−2q−1)

2
R2N−2q−2

1 =
πN−q

(N − q − 1)!
R2N−2q−2

1 ,

where A1 := Ae1 and B1 := Be1 are the first column vectors of the corresponding
matrices, and R1 coincides with the corresponding matrix entry in (4.13). In the
following computation we can assume by symmetry that B1 = (R1, 0, . . . , 0) (in other
words, we work in a basis where the first column of B has the same form as in (4.13)).
We then obtain in the second column

ˆ

CN−q

δ
(
‖U2‖2 − 1

)
δ
(
Re〈U1,U2〉

)
δ
(
Im〈U1,U2〉

)
dB2

=

ˆ

CN−q

δ
(
‖A2‖2 + ‖B2‖2 − 1

)

× δ
(
Re〈A1, A2〉+R1 ReB1

2

)
δ
(
Im〈A1, A2〉+R1 ImB1

2

)
dB2

=
1

R2
1

ˆ

CN−q−1

δ
(
‖A2‖2 + |B1

2 |2 + ‖u‖2 − 1
)
du

=
1

R2
1

ˆ ∞

0
r2N−2q−3 dr

ˆ

S2N−2q−3

dω δ
(
r2 −R2

2

)

=
µ(S2N−2q−3)

2R2
1

R2N−2q−4
2 =

πN−q−1

(N − q − 2)!R2
1

R2N−2q−4
2 ,

where we decomposed B2 as B2 = (B1
2 , u) and carried out the integrals over the real

and imaginary parts of B1
2 with the help of (4.12) (the parameter R2 is again the

corresponding matrix entry in (4.13)). Proceeding inductively, we conclude that
ˆ

U|I
f(A) dµU|I =

ˆ

Aq

dµCq×q (A) f(A)
1

R2N−4q
1 · · ·R2N−4q

q

× πN−q πN−q−1 · · · πN+1−2q

(N − q − 1)! (N − q − 2)! · · · (N − 2q)!
.

Now, we apply (4.14) to obtain

R2
1 · · ·R2

q = |detB|2 = det(B∗B) = det(11 −A∗A
)
.

We finally use that

πN−q πN−q−1 · · · πN+1−2q = π
1
2
q(2N+1−3q) .

This gives the result. �

Combining the formulas of Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6, one immediately gets the statement
of Theorem 4.2.
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4.3. A Few Simple Examples. In this section we illustrate and verify the result of
Corollary 4.3 in the cases q = 1 and q = 2.

Example 4.7. (q=1) In the case q = 1, Corollary 4.3 states that

ˆ

A1

(
det(11 −A∗A)

)N−2
dµCq×q (A) =

π

N − 1
.

On the other hand, the integral on the left can be computed directly,
ˆ

A1

(
det(11 −A∗A)

)N−2
dµC(A)

=

ˆ ∞

−∞
dx

ˆ ∞

−∞
dy Θ(1− x2 − y2)

(
1− x2 − y2

)N−2
= 2π

ˆ 1

0
r dr

(
1− r2

)N−2

= π

ˆ 1

0
d(r2)

(
1− r2

)N−2
= −π

(
1− r2

)N−1

N − 1

∣
∣
∣
∣

r2=1

r2=0

=
π

N − 1
,

as desired. ♦

Example 4.8. (q=2) In the case q = 2, we write A as

A = α0 11 + ~α~σ + iβ0 11 + i~β~σ

with α = (α0, ~α), β = (β0, ~β) ∈ R
4. Then

A∗ = α0 11 + ~α~σ − iβ0 11− i~β~σ

A∗A =
(
α2
0 + β20 + |~α|2 + |~β|2

)
11 + 2α0 ~α~σ + 2β0 ~β~σ − 2 (~α ∧ ~β)~σ .

We want to compute for p = 0, 1, 2, . . . the integral
ˆ

A2

(
det(11 −A∗A)

)p
dµC2×2(A) .

To this end, we first transform to the integration variables α, β ∈ R
4,

ˆ

A2

(
det(11 −A∗A)

)p
dµC2×2(A) = 16

ˆ

R4

d4α

ˆ

R4

d4β
(
det(11 −A∗A)

)p
.

Introducing polar coordinates in the plane,

α0 = r cosφ , β0 = r sinφ ,

we obtain
ˆ

A2

(
det(11−A∗A)

)p
dµC2×2(A) = 32π

ˆ ∞

0
rdr

ˆ

R3

d3α

ˆ

R3

d3β χA2
(A)
(
det(11−A∗A)

)p
.

In view of rotational symmetry in the angle φ, we may assume that α0 = r and β0 = 0.
Moreover, we introduce spherical coordinates with

R := |~α| , R̂ := |~β| ,
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and denote the angle between ~α and ~β by ϑ. We thus obtain
ˆ

A2

(
det(11−A∗A)

)p
dµC2×2(A)

= 32π

ˆ ∞

0
r dr 4π

ˆ ∞

0
R2 dR 2π

ˆ ∞

0
R̂2 dR̂

ˆ 1

−1
d cos ϑ χA2

(A)
(
det(11 −A∗A)

)p

= 256π3
ˆ ∞

0
dr

ˆ ∞

0
dR

ˆ ∞

0
dR̂

ˆ 1

−1
d cos ϑ χA2(A) r R

2 R̂2
(
det(11−A∗A)

)p
,

where, due to the symmetries, the matrix A can be arranged to be of the form

A =

(
r +R+ ir cos ϑ ir sinϑ

ir sinϑ r +R− ir cos ϑ

)

.

A direct computation yields for the eigenvalues λ± of the matrix A∗A

λ± = R2 + r2 + R̂2 ± 2R

√

r2 + R̂2 sin2 ϑ

and thus

det(11 −A∗A) = (1− λ+)(1 − λ−) =
(
1−R2 + r2 + R̂2

)2 − 4R2
(
r2 + R̂2 sin2 ϑ

)
.

Next, we need to parametrize the set A2. To this end, we need to ensure that the
largest eigenvalue of A∗A is at most one, i.e.

f(r,R, R̂, ϑ) := R2 + r2 + R̂2 + 2R

√

r2 + R̂2 sin2 ϑ ≤ 1 .

Obviously, the function f is monotone increasing in R. Its minimal value is attained
at R = 0,

f(r, 0, R̂, ϑ) = r2 + R̂2 .

Therefore, we may parametrize the integration domain A2 as follows,
ˆ ∞

0
dr

ˆ ∞

0
dR

ˆ ∞

0
dR̂

ˆ 1

−1
d cos ϑ χA2

(A) · · ·

=

ˆ 1

0
dr

ˆ

√
1−r2

0
dR̂

ˆ 1

−1
d cos ϑ

ˆ Rmax

0
dR · · · ,

where Rmax is determined by the equation f(r,Rmax, R̂, ϑ) = 1 to be

Rmax =

√

1− R̂2 cos2 ϑ−
√

r2 + R̂2 sin2 ϑ .

A straightforward computation (which we carried with the help of Maple) gives
ˆ

A2

(
det(11 −A∗A)

)p
dµC2×2(A) = π4

(p + 1)! p!

(p+ 3)! (p + 2)!

for p = 0, . . . , 3. This is in agreement with the general formula from Corollary 4.3 if
we choose N = 4, . . . , 7. ♦

We conclude this section with another example, where the function f in the inte-
grand is chosen as an exponential. This example serves several purposes: First, it
illustrates the Gaussian asymptotics of Lemma 4.1, which will be developed further in
the following section (Section 4.4). Second, it shows that by adding a factor N into
the exponent, one can get into a nonlinear regime where the Gaussian asymptotics
no longer applies, but where the group integral can be computed instead using saddle
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point methods. It is a simple example of N -dependent integrands as will be analyzed
in Section 4.5. Moreover, it is a preparation for the saddle point methods to be used
in greater generality in Section 5.

Example 4.9. (an exponential integrand) Let I ⊂ H be a one-dimensional
subspace of H. We denote the orthogonal projection to I by πI . We choose G =
U(H) ≃ U(N) as the group of all unitary transformations on H and consider the
integral

J :=

 

G

exp
(

β trH
(
πIUπIU

−1
))

dµG(U) , (4.16)

where β is a real parameter. This is indeed a special case of the Harish-Chandra
integral [40]. In the present one-dimensional situation, the integral can be computed
explicitly as follows. Applying Theorem 4.2, we obtain

J =
1

π

(N − 1)!

(N − 2)!

ˆ

A1

eβ |A|2 ( det(11−A∗A)
)N−2

dµC(A)

Using a polar decomposition A = reiϕ and integrating out the angular dependence,
we obtain dµC(A) = r dϕdr and thus

J = 2 (N − 1)

ˆ 1

0
eβr

2
(1− r2)N−2 r dr . (4.17)

Introducing the integration variable u := r2, we obtain

J = (N − 1)

ˆ 1

0
eβu (1− u)N−2 du .

Asymptotically for large N , the weight function (1 − u)N−2 is very small except
near u = 0. Therefore, we may expand the exponential in a power series and carry out
the integral term by term,

J = (N − 1)

∞∑

p=0

ˆ 1

0

(βu)p

p!
(1− u)N−2 du = (N − 1)

∞∑

p=0

βp
(N − 2)!

(N + p− 1)!

=
∞∑

p=0

βp
(N − 1)!

(N + p− 1)!
=

∞∑

p=0

βp

Np

(

1 + O
(
N−1

))

.

This formula is obtained alternatively if we expand the exponential in (4.16) in a
power series and compute term by term with the help of Lemma 4.1. In particular,
we conclude that J tends to one as N → ∞.

In order to obtain a nontrivial limit as N → ∞, one must increase β with N . The
right scaling is to choose β as a linear function in N . In order to see how this comes
about, we now insert a factor N into the exponent in (4.16),

 

G

exp
(

β N trH
(
πIUπIU

−1
))

dµG(U) = (N − 1)

ˆ 1

0
eβNu (1− u)N−2 du

= (N − 1)

ˆ 1

0
eN
(
βu+log(1−u)

)

(1− u)−2 du . (4.18)

We point out that, due to this additional factor N , it is not clear how the the large-N -
asymptotics can be obtained from the Harish-Chandra integral. But we can use that,
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for large N , the integrand is peaked near the maximum of the function

βu+ log(1− u) .

If β ≤ 1, this function has its maximum at u0 = 0, whereas in the case β > 1 it has a
maximum at some u0 > 0. In both cases, the function has a unique maximum, which
means that the main contribution to the integral (4.18) comes from a neighborhood
of one point u0.

We finally compute the integral (4.18) asymptotically as N → ∞, for brevity only
in the case β < 1. In this case, the main contribution to the integral comes from the
region near u = 0. Expanding the logarithm as

log(1− u) = −u+ O
(
u2
)
,

we obtain

(N − 1)

ˆ 1

0
e−N(1−β)u (1− u)−2 du

(

1 + O

( 1

N

))

= (N − 1)

ˆ ∞

0
e−N(1−β)u du

(

1 + O

( 1

N

))

(4.19)

= (N − 1)
1

N(1− β)

(

1 + O

( 1

N

))

=
1

1− β
+ O

(
1

N

)

, (4.20)

valid if β < 1. More systematically, integrals of this type can be computed asymp-
totically for large N by applying the saddle point method at the maximum of the
integrand (to this end, it is preferable to work as in (4.17) with the coordinate r, in
which case the exponential in (4.19) becomes a Gaussian). The saddle point method
will be developed systematically in Section 5. ♦

4.4. The Gaussian Asymptotics. In the next proposition it is shown that for
large N , the integral over the unitary group goes over to a Gaussian integral. Choosing
orthonormal bases, we use the identification I ≃ C

q.

Proposition 4.10. Let I ⊂ H with dim I = q and dimH = N . Assume that f ∈
C∞(Cq×q,C) is homogeneous of degree d ∈ N0. Then, asymptotically for large N ,
 

G

f(A) dµG(U) =
1

π(q
2)

1

N
d
2

ˆ

Cq×q

f
(
Ã
)
e−Tr

(
Ã∗Ã
)

dµCq×q

(
Ã
)
+ O

(
1

N
d
2
+1

)

. (4.21)

Related results on the Gaussian asymptotics can be found in the literature; see
for example [38, Section II]. We remark that, if f is a homogeneous polynomial, the
Gaussian can be computed in a straightforward way. Since the covariance is the identity
matrix, we get back the formula in Lemma 4.1 (the condition that f is a function of A
only is not a restriction because in order to deduce the formula (4.5) from (4.21) one
simply chooses I as the subspace spanned by the basis vectors corresponding to all the
indices in (4.5)).

We also remark for clarity that the formula (4.21) applies more generally if f is real
analytic or smooth. This can be proved by approximation. However, in these cases it
is more subtle to specify the error term. Working with homogeneous functions will be
sufficient for the purpose of this paper.

Proof of Proposition 4.10. According to Corollary 4.4,
 

G

f(A) dµG(U) =

(
N

π

)(q2) ˆ

Aq

f(A)
(
det(11 −A∗A)

)N−2q
dµCq×q(A)

(

1 + O
(
N−1

))

.
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We transform to the new integration variable Ã =
√
NA,

 

G

f(A) dµG(U)

=
1

π(q
2)

ˆ

√
N Aq

f
( Ã√

N

)(

det
(

11− Ã∗Ã
N

))N−2q

dµCq×q (Ã)
(

1 + O
(
N−1

))

.

We now expand the determinant using the well-known formula

d

dτ
detB(τ) = detB(τ) tr

(
B(τ)−1 Ḃ(τ)

)
(4.22)

(this formula can be derived for example by differentiating the Laplace expansion).

det
(

11− Ã∗Ã
N

)

= 1− 1

N
Tr
(
Ã∗Ã

)
+ O

(
N−2

)
,

we obtain
 

G

f(A) dµG(U)

=
1

π(q2)

ˆ

√
N Aq

f
( Ã√

N

)(

1− 1

N
Tr
(
Ã∗Ã

)
)N−2q

dµCq×q (Ã)
(

1 + O
(
N−1

))

,

where, from now on, the error term denotes the leading order as specified in the
statement of the proposition above. Applying Gauss’ formula

(

1− x

N

)N

= e−x

(

1 + O

( 1

N

))

(4.23)

gives
 

G

f(A) dµG(U)

=
1

π(q
2)

ˆ

√
N Aq

f
( Ã√

N

)

e−Tr
(
Ã∗Ã
)

dµCq×q(Ã)
(

1 + O
(
N−1

))

.

Using that f is homogeneous of degree d gives the result. �

4.5. Treating Integrands which Depend on the Dimension. If the integrand f
depends on N , the behavior of the integral for large N may change completely. In this
case, the asymptotics will depend sensitively on the detailed form of theN -dependence.
But we can treat the case when the integrand is a product of two functions, one of
which is independent of N . More precisely, we choose two orthogonal subspaces I
and J of H,

I ⊥ J with dim I = q,dim J = p and 2(p + q) ≤ N . (4.24)

Choosing orthonormal bases, we use the identifications

I ≃ C
q and J ≃ C

p .

Moreover, we use the notation

A := πIU|I and D := πJU|J . (4.25)
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Here and in what follows, we always compute Gaussian integrals with the well-known
formula

ˆ ∞

−∞
e−αx2

dx =

√
π

α
(for α > 0) (4.26)

Proposition 4.11. Given p, q ∈ N, we assume that g ∈ C∞(Cp×p,C) is smooth
and homogeneous of degree d ∈ N0 and that f ∈ C∞(R × Aq,C) is smooth. Then,
asymptotically for large N ,

 

G

f(N,A) g(D) dµG(U) =

(
N

π

)(q2) ˆ

Aq

f(N,A)
(
det(11−A∗A)

)N−2q
dµCq×q(A)

×
{

1

π(p
2)

1

N
d
2

ˆ

Cp×p

g
(
D̃
)
e−Tr

(
D̃∗D̃

)

dµCp×p(D̃) + O

(
1

N
d
2
+1

)}(

1 + O

( 1

N

))

.

In words, this formula shows that the integral factorizes into an integral over A
(which is similar to the general formula of Corollary 4.4) and an integral over D
(where the Gaussian asymptotics of Proposition 4.10 applies). In order to verify the
prefactors, it is instructive to consider the case that g is the constant function one (be-
ing homogeneous of degree d = 0). Then, carrying out the 2q2-dimensional Gaussian
integral with the help of (4.26) gives us back the formula in Corollary 4.4.

Proof of Proposition 4.11. We choose the subspace Î = I ⊕ J . For the matrix Â :=
πÎU|Î we use the block matrix notation

Â =

(
A B
C D

)

. (4.27)

We apply Corollary 4.4 for the subspace Î and the integrand f̂(Â) = f(N,A) g(D),

 

G

f(N,A) g(D) dµG(U) =

(
N

π

)(p+q)2

×
ˆ

f(N,A) g(D)
(
det(11 − Â∗Â)

)N−2p−2q
dµCp+q×p+q(Â)

(

1 + O

( 1

N

))

. (4.28)

For ease in notation, we write the integration measure as

dµCp+q×p+q(Â) = dAdB dC dD .

Our next task is to compute the factor det(11−Â∗Â). Again in block matrix notation,

Â∗ =

(
A∗ C∗

B∗ D∗

)

Â∗Â =

(
A∗A+ C∗C A∗B + C∗D
B∗A+D∗C B∗B +D∗D

)

11− Â∗Â =

(
11 −A∗A−C∗C −A∗B − C∗D
−B∗A−D∗C 11−B∗B −D∗D

)

=

(
11 −A∗A 0

0 11

)

−
(

C∗C A∗B + C∗D
B∗A+D∗C B∗B +D∗D

)

=

(
11 −A∗A 0

0 11

)
(
11 −X

)
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with the matrix X given by

X :=

(
(11 −A∗A)−1 C∗C (11−A∗A)−1

(
A∗B + C∗D

)

B∗A+D∗C B∗B +D∗D

)

.

Hence we can factorize the determinant as

det
(
11− Â∗Â

)
= det

(
11−A∗A

)
det(11−X) . (4.29)

Similar as in the proof of Proposition 4.10, the integrals over B, C and D can be
computed as Gaussian integrals,
ˆ

g(D) det
(
11−X

)N−2p−2q
dB dC dD =

{

B,C,D =
1√
N

(B̃, C̃, D̃)

}

=
1

N2pq+p2

ˆ

g
( D̃√

N

)

det

{

11− 1

N

(
(11 −A∗A)−1 C̃∗C̃ (11 −A∗A)−1 C̃∗D̃

)

D̃∗C̃ B̃∗B̃ + D̃∗D̃

)

− 1√
N

(
0 (11 −A∗A)−1A∗B̃

B̃∗A 0

)}N−2p−2q

dB̃ dC̃ dD̃ .

Again using (4.22), we now expand the determinant to second order,

d

dτ
det(11 − τY ) = − det(11− τY ) tr

(
(11− τY )−1Y

)

d

dτ
det(11− τY )

∣
∣
∣
τ=0

= − tr(Y )

d2

dτ2
det(11− τY )

∣
∣
τ=0

= tr(Y )2 − tr
(
Y 2
)

=⇒ det(1− τY ) = 1− τ tr(Y ) +
τ2

2

(

tr(Y )2 − tr
(
Y 2
))

+ O
(
τ3
)
.

We thus obtain
ˆ

g(D) det
(
11−X

)N−2p−2q
dB dC dD

=
1

N2pq+p2

(

1 + O

( 1

N

))ˆ

g
( D̃√

N

) {

1− 1

N
Tr

(
(11 −A∗A)−1 C̃∗C̃ 0

0 B̃∗B̃ + D̃∗D̃

)

− 1

2N
Tr

(
(11−A∗A)−1A∗B̃B̃∗A 0

0 B̃∗A(11 −A∗A)−1A∗B̃

)}N−2p−2q

dB̃ dC̃ dD̃

=
1

N2pq+p2

(

1 + O

( 1

N

))ˆ

dB̃ dC̃ dD̃ g
( D̃√

N

)

× exp

(

− Tr
(

(11 −A∗A)−1 C̃∗C̃ + B̃∗B̃ + D̃∗D̃ + (11−A∗A)−1A∗B̃B̃∗A
))

,

where in the last step we again used (4.23). The trace of the last summand can be
simplified as follows,

Tr
(

(11−A∗A)−1A∗B̃B̃∗A
)

= Tr
(

A(11−A∗A)−1A∗B̃B̃∗
)

= Tr
(

AA∗(11 −AA∗)−1 B̃B̃∗
)

= −Tr
(
B̃B̃∗)+Tr

(

(11 −AA∗)−1 B̃B̃∗
)

.
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We conclude that
ˆ

g(D) det
(
11−X

)N−2p−2q
dB dC dD

=
1

N2pq+p2

(

1 + O

( 1

N

))ˆ

dB̃ dC̃ dD̃ g
( D̃√

N

)

× exp

(

− Tr
(

(11 −A∗A)−1 C̃∗C̃ + (11−AA∗)−1 B̃B̃∗ + D̃∗D̃
))

.

Now we can carry out the integrals over B̃ and C̃, which are both Gaussian. We
begin with the integral of C̃. Using (4.26) we obtain

ˆ

exp

(

− Tr
(

(11 −A∗A)−1 C̃∗C̃
)

dC̃

=
πpq

det
(
(11 −A∗A)−1

)p = πpq
(
det(11−A∗A)

)p
.

The power −p of the determinant can be derived as follows: The Gaussian integral is of
dimension 2pq. If we diagonalize the q× q-matrix (11−A∗A)−1, every eigenspace gives
rise to a Gaussian integral of dimension 2pq/q = 2p. Therefore, Gaussian integration
yields the corresponding eigenvalue to the power −p. In total, we get the factor det(11−
A∗A)−p.

The integral over B̃ is computed similarly. We conclude that
ˆ

g(D) det
(
11−X

)N−2p−2q
dB dC dD

=
π2pq

N2pq+p2

(
det(11−A∗A)

)2p
ˆ

g
( D̃√

N

)

exp−Tr
(
D̃∗D̃

)

dD̃

(

1 + O

( 1

N

))

.

After applying (4.29) in (4.28), we can use the last formula to obtain the result. �

4.6. Asymptotic Decoupling on Orthogonal Subspaces. In this section we again
consider the situation of two orthogonal subspaces (4.24) and two function f(A)
and g(B) depending on the sub-matrices in (4.25). But now both functions may
depend on N . Clearly, we no longer get the Gaussian asymptotics. But the resulting
formula makes it possible to analyze whether and in which sense the integral factorizes
into separate integrals over A and B. We first state our result and briefly discuss it
afterward.

Proposition 4.12. Given p, q ∈ N, we assume that g ∈ C∞(R × Ap,C) and f ∈
C∞(R×Aq,C) are smooth. Then, asymptotically for large N ,

 

G

f(N,A) g(N,D) dµG(U) =

(
N

π

)(p2+q2)

×
ˆ

Aq

dµCq×q (A)

ˆ

Ap

dµCp×p(D) f(N,A) g(N,D)

×
(
det(11 −A∗A)

)N−2q (
det(11 −D∗D)

)N−2p

det
(
11−A∗A⊗D∗D

)

(

1 + O

( 1

N

))

. (4.30)



ENTANGLED QUANTUM STATES OF CAUSAL FERMION SYSTEMS 45

Here the tensor product is a (pq × pq)-matrix with entries

(A∗A⊗D∗D)ikjl =
(
A∗A

)i

j

(
D∗D

)k

l
.

These matrix entries are very small, provided that either A or D is small. In these
cases, we know that

det
(
11−A∗A⊗D∗D

)
≈ 1 , (4.31)

and the integral factorizes. In particular, this will be the case if g is homogeneous of
degree d, and applying Proposition 4.10, we get back the formula of Proposition 4.11.
The main improvement of Proposition 4.12 is that, by estimating the determinant
in (4.31) from above, one can quantify the error of the factorization.

Proof of Proposition 4.12. We begin similar as in the proof of Proposition 4.11. Using
again the notation (4.27), we obtain

Â∗Â =

(
A∗A+ C∗C A∗B + C∗D
B∗A+D∗C B∗B +D∗D

)

11− Â∗Â =

(
11−A∗A− C∗C −A∗B − C∗D
−B∗A−D∗C 11−B∗B −D∗D

)

=

(
11−A∗A 0

0 11−D∗D

)

−
(

C∗C A∗B +C∗D
B∗A+D∗C B∗B

)

=

(
11−A∗A 0

0 11−D∗D

)
(
11−X

)

where now the matrix X is given by

X :=

(
(11 −A∗A)−1 C∗C (11 −A∗A)−1

(
A∗B + C∗D

)

(11−D∗D)−1
(
B∗A+D∗C

)
(11−D∗D)−1B∗B

)

.

Hence we can factorize the determinant as

det
(
11− Â∗Â

)
= det

(
11−A∗A

)
det
(
11−D∗D

)
det(11 −X) .

Our task is to carry out the integrals over B and C. Compared to the proof of
Proposition 4.11, the formulas are more involved. For this reason, it is useful to
simplify the formulas as follows. We take polar decompositions of A and D,

A = ULDAUR and D = VLDBVR

with unitary matrices UL, UR ∈ C
q×q and VL, VR ∈ C

p×p. Here DA and DB are
diagonal matrices

DA = diag(a1, . . . , aq) and DD = diag(d1, . . . , dp) ,

whose entries take values in the interval (0, 1). It follows that

Â =

(
UL 0
0 VL

)(
DA U−1

L BV −1
R

V −1
L CU−1

R DD

)(
UR 0
0 VR

)

.

The unitary transformations at the very left and right drop out when forming det(11−
Â∗Â). The unitary transformations in the off-diagonal entries

B → U−1
L BV −1

R and C → V −1
L CU−1

R , (4.32)

on the other hand, do not change the integration measures dB and dC. Indeed, these
integration measures transform with the Jacobian determinant of the transformation
matrices, if we write out the real and imaginary parts separately. As is shown in
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Lemma 4.13 below, the resulting Jacobian determinants are equal to one. Therefore,
the unitary transformations in (4.32) indeed preserve the integration measures.

After these transformations, we can assume without loss of generality that A and D
coincide with the diagonal matrices DA andDD, respectively. After this simplification,
the integrals over B and C can be computed as follows. We first rewrite the integrals
as

ˆ

det
(
11−X

)N−2p−2q
dB dC =

{

B,C =
1√
N

(B̃, C̃)

}

=
1

N2pq

ˆ

det

{

11 − 1

N

(
(11 −A2)−1 C̃∗C̃ 0

0 (11−D2)−1 B̃∗B̃

)

− 1√
N

(
0 (11 −A2)−1

(
AB̃ + C̃∗D

)

(11−D2)−1
(
B̃∗A+DC̃

)
0

)}N−2p−2q

dB̃ dC̃ .

Now we can again expand the determinant with the help of (4.22) to second order to
obtain

ˆ

det
(
11−X

)N−2p−2q
dB dC

=
1

N2pq

(

1 + O

( 1

N

))ˆ

{

1− 1

N
Tr

(
(11 −A2)−1 C̃∗C̃ 0

0 (11−D2)−1 B̃∗B̃

)

− 1

2N
Tr

(
0 (11 −A2)−1

(
AB̃ + C̃∗D

)

(11 −D2)−1
(
B̃∗A+DC̃

)
0

)2}N−2p−2q

dB̃ dC̃

=
1

N2pq

(

1 + O

( 1

N

))ˆ

dB̃ dC̃

× exp

(

− Tr
(

(11−A2)−1 C̃∗C̃ + (11 −D2)−1 B̃∗B̃

+ (11−A2)−1
(
AB̃ + C̃∗D

)
(11−D2)−1

(
B̃∗A+DC̃

))
)

.

The trace can be simplified using the formulas

Tr
(

(11 −A2)−1
(
AB̃
)
(11−D2)−1

(
B̃∗A

))

= Tr
(

A2(11 −A2)−1 B̃ (11−D2)−1 B̃∗
)

= −Tr
(

B̃ (11 −D2)−1 B̃∗
)

+Tr
(

(11 −A2)−1 B̃ (11−D2)−1 B̃∗
)

.

and similarly

Tr
(

(11 −A2)−1
(
C̃∗D

)
(11 −D2)−1

(
DC̃

))

= −Tr
(

(11 −A2)−1 C̃∗C̃
)

+Tr
(

(11−A2)−1 C̃∗(11−D2)−1C̃
)

.



ENTANGLED QUANTUM STATES OF CAUSAL FERMION SYSTEMS 47

This gives
ˆ

det
(
11 −X

)N−2p−2q
dB dC

=
1

N2pq

(

1 + O

( 1

N

))ˆ

dB̃ dC̃

× exp

(

−Tr
(

(11−A2)−1 B̃ (11 −D2)−1 B̃∗ + (11 −A2)−1 C̃∗ (11 −D2)−1C̃

+ (11−A2)−1AB̃ (11 −D2)−1DC̃

+ (11−A2)−1 C̃∗D (11 −D2)−1 B̃∗A
))

.

Using that A and D are diagonal, we obtain
ˆ

det
(
11−X

)N−2p−2q
dB dC

=
1

N2pq

(

1 + O

( 1

N

))ˆ

dB̃ dC̃

× exp

(

−
q
∑

i=1

p
∑

j=1

( 1

1− a2i

1

1− d2j

(
|B̃ij |2 + |C̃∗

ij |2
)

+
ai

1− a2i

dj
1− d2j

(
B̃ij C̃

∗
ij + B̃ij C̃

∗
ij

))
)

.

This integral can be computed separately for every i and j, giving

X :=

ˆ

C

db

ˆ

C

dc exp

(

−
〈(

b
c

)

, Y

(
b
c

)〉

C2

)

with

Y :=
1

1− a2i

1

1− d2j

(
1 aidj
aidj 1

)

.

Next,

detY =

(
1

1− a2i

1

1− d2j

)2

(1− a2i d
2
j ) =

1− a2i d
2
j

(1− a2i )
2 (1− d2j)

2
,

and carrying out the Gaussian integrals with the help of (4.26) gives

X =
π2

detY
= π2

(1− a2i )
2 (1− d2j)

2

1− a2i d
2
j

ˆ

det
(
11 −X

)N−2p−2q
dB dC

=
1

N2pq

(

1 + O

( 1

N

)) q
∏

i=1

p
∏

j=1

π2
(1− a2i )

2 (1− d2j )
2

1− a2i d
2
j

=
π2pq

N2pq
det
(
11−A2)2p det

(
11−D2)2q

(

1 + O

( 1

N

)) q
∏

i=1

p
∏

j=1

1

1− a2i d
2
j

.
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The last term tells us about the “coupling” of A and B. It can be written as

q
∏

i=1

p
∏

j=1

1

1− a2i d
2
j

=
1

det
(
11−A2 ⊗D2

) .

This gives the result. �

It remains to show that the unitary transformations in (4.32) are measure-preserving.
This follows immediately from the following lemma.

Lemma 4.13. Let X be an invertible complex quadratic matrix. Then

det

(
ReX − ImX
ImX ReX

)

= |detX|2 .

Proof. By direct computation, one finds that
(
ReX − ImX
ImX ReX

)(
ReY − ImY
ImY ReY

)

=

(
Re(XY ) − Im(XY )
Im(XY ) Re(XY )

)

.

Proceeding inductively, we deduce that for any polynomial g,

g

((
ReX − ImX
ImX ReX

))

=

(
Re
(
g(X)

)
− Im

(
g(X)

)

Im
(
g(X)

)
Re
(
g(X)

)

)

.

The continuous functional calculus allows us to extend this formula to any continuous
function g. In particular,

log

(
ReX − ImX
ImX ReX

)

=

(
Re logX − Im logX
Im logX Re logX

)

. (4.33)

We now take the trace,

log det

(
ReX − ImX
ImX ReX

)

= Tr

(

log

(
ReX − ImX
ImX ReX

))

(4.33)
= Tr

(
Re logX − Im logX
Im logX Re logX

)

= 2 TrRe logX .

Taking the exponential gives

det

(
ReX − ImX
ImX ReX

)

= e2 TrRe logX = e2 ReTr logX =
∣
∣eTr logX

∣
∣2 = |detX|2 .

This concludes the proof. �

5. Model Examples

In this section we compute group integrals for two model examples in which the
integrand is the exponential of a specific potential. As we shall see in Section 6, the
localized refined pre-state can be computed by suitably combining the results of these
two model examples.
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5.1. An Exponential of a Linear Functional. We let H = C
N with the canonical

scalar product and I ⊂ H a q-dimensional subspace. Choosing an orthonormal basis,
we identify I with C

q. As in (4.25) we use the notation

A := πIU|I .
We let Y ∈ L(I) be a Hermitian q × q-matrix. In this section, we shall compute the
integral

 

G

eN ReTr(AY ) dµG(U)

asymptotically for large N . We first state our main result and discuss and prove it
afterward.

Proposition 5.1. Given a symmetric operator Y ∈ L(I), we define the operator A0

by

A0 :=
Y√

Y 2 + 11 + 11
. (5.1)

Then, asymptotically for large N ,
 

G

eN ReTr(AY ) dµG(U) = eN Tr(A0Y )

(
det(11 −A2

0)
)N

√

det
(
11−A2

0 ⊗A2
0

)

(

1 + O
(
N−1

))

. (5.2)

If Y 6= 0, the inequality

Tr(A0Y ) + log det(11 −A2
0) > 0 (5.3)

holds, showing that, for large N , the right side of (5.2) grows exponentially in N .

Before coming to the proof, we illustrate the statement of this proposition by proving
a simple special case.

Example 5.2. (q=1) In the case q = 1, by applying Corollary (4.4), we obtain the
leading contribution

 

G

eN ReTr(AY ) dµG(U)
(

1 + O
(
N−1

))

= J :=
N

π

ˆ

B1

eNyRe a
(
1− |a|2

)N−2
dµC(a) ,

where we write Y = y11 (with y ∈ R), and B1 ⊂ C denotes the unit disc. Choosing
polar coordinates, we obtain

J =
N

π

ˆ 1

0
r dr

ˆ 2π

0
dϕ eNy r cosϕ

(
1− r2

)N−2
=
N

π

ˆ 1

0
dr

ˆ 2π

0
dϕ eN g(r,ϕ) r

(1− r2)2

with the function g defined by

g(r, ϕ) := y r cosϕ+ log(1− r2) .

Our strategy for evaluating this integral asymptotically for large N is to compute the
maxima of the function g and to use the saddle point approximation. Without loss of
generality, it suffices to consider the case y > 0. Then the maximum of g is attained
at ϕ = 0 and the radius r with

0 =
∂

∂r
g(r, 0) = y − 2r

1− r2
.



50 F. FINSTER, N. KAMRAN, AND M. REINTJES

This equation has the two solutions

r = λ± := −1

y
±
√

1 +
1

y2
.

Clearly, only the solution λ+ lies in the interval [0, 1]. We can simplify it to

λ+ =

√

y2 + 1− 1

y
=

√

y2 + 1− 1

y

√

y2 + 1 + 1
√

y2 + 1 + 1
=

y
√

y2 + 1 + 1
,

giving agreement with (5.1). Since g(0, 0) = 0 and limrր1 g(r, 0) = −∞, the point
(λ+, ϕ = 0) is the unique maximum.

Having a unique maximum, we can compute the integral asymptotically for large N
with the saddle point approximation: The Hessian of g at the maximum is the diagonal
matrix

D2g(λ+, 0) = −2 diag

(
1 + λ2+

(1− λ2+)
2
,

λ2+
1− λ2+

)

.

Its determinant is computed by

detD2g(λ+, 0) = 4
λ2+ (1 + λ2+)

(1− λ2+)
3

= 4
λ2+ (1− λ4+)

(1− λ2+)
4
.

Hence, using (4.26), the saddle point approximation gives

J =
eg(λ+,0)

√

detD2g(λ+, 0)/2

λ+
(1− λ2+)

2

(

1 + O
(
N−1

))

= eNyλ+ (1− λ2+)
N

√

(1− λ2+)
4

λ2+ (1− λ4+)

λ+
(1− λ2+)

2

(

1 + O
(
N−1

))

= eNyλ+
(1− λ2+)

N

√

1− λ4+

(

1 + O
(
N−1

))

.

This agrees with (5.2) in the special case q = 1. ♦

We now enter the proof of Proposition 5.1, which will be completed at the end of
this section. Applying Corollary (4.4), we obtain the leading contribution

 

G

eN ReTr(AY ) dµG(U)
(

1 + O
(
N−1

))

=

(
N

π

)(q2) ˆ

Aq

eN ReTr(AY )
(
det(11 −A∗A)

)N−2q
dµCq×q (A) .

We rewrite the integrand as

eN ReTr(AY )
(
det(11 −A∗A)

)N−2q
= eNg(A)

(
det(11−A∗A)

)−2q

with

g : Aq → R , g(A) = ReTr(AY ) + log det(11−A∗A) . (5.4)

Lemma 5.3. The function g(A) has a unique maximum at A = A0 with A0 according
to (5.1).
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Proof. At the boundary of Aq, the operator A∗A has eigenvalues which are equal to
one, implying that the factor log det(11−A∗A) tends to minus infinity on this boundary.
Therefore, it suffices to consider the interior of Aq.

The determinant can be expanded linearly again using the formula (4.22). We thus
obtain for first variations of g

δg(A) = ReTr
(
(δA)Y

)
− Tr

(

(11−A∗A)−1
(
(δA∗)A+A∗(δA)

))

= Tr

(

δA∗
(Y

2
−A (11 −A∗A)−1

))

+Tr

(

δA
(Y

2
− (11 −A∗A)−1A∗

))

.

At the maximum, this variation vanishes for any choice of δA. The freedom in in-
serting a phase factor δA → eiϕδA in the above equation shows that the summands
involving δA and (δA)∗ must vanish separately. Thus

Tr

(

δA∗
{Y

2
−A (11 −A∗A)−1

})

= 0 .

Choosing δA equal to the matrix in the curly brackets, we conclude that

A (11 −A∗A)−1 =
Y

2
= (11 −A∗A)−1A∗ . (5.5)

We now form a polar decomposition of A, i.e.

A = US

with U ∈ U(Cq) unitary and S ∈ L(Cq) positive semi-definite with spectrum in the
half-open interval [0, 1). Then (5.5) can be written as

U T = Y = T U−1 , (5.6)

where the operator T is defined via the spectral calculus as the positive semi-definite
operator

T := 2S
(
11− S2)−1 =

2S

11− S2
≥ 0 . (5.7)

Applying (5.6) iteratively, it follows that UpT = TU−p. The continuous functional
calculus yields

f(U) T = T f
(
U−1

)
(5.8)

for any continuous function f . Forming a spectral decomposition of U ,

U =
∑

k

λk Ek with λk ∈ C, |λk| = 1 ,

and evaluating (5.8) for functions f which vanish on the spectrum except at single
eigenvalues, we conclude that for every eigenvalue λ ∈ σ(U), also its complex conju-
gate λ is an eigenvalue of U and

EλT = TEλ .

Let λ with λ 6= λ be a non-real eigenvalue of U . Then

Tr
(
Eλ T

)
= Tr

(
Eλ (EλT )

)
= Tr

(
Eλ (TEλ)

)
= Tr

(
EλEλ T

)
= 0 .

Since T is positive semi-definite, it follows that

Eλ T = 0 = T Eλ .

In other words, the operator T vanishes on all the eigenspaces of U corresponding to
non-real eigenvalues. Since the spectral calculus (5.7) maps the kernel of T to the



52 F. FINSTER, N. KAMRAN, AND M. REINTJES

kernel of S, the same is true for the operator S. Therefore, by changing U to be
the identity on the kernel of T , we can arrange the polar decomposition (5.6) with a
unitary operator U with purely real eigenvalues.

After this construction, the operator U in (5.6) has the properties

U = U∗ and [U, T ] = 0 = [U,S] .

Moreover, the operator A is symmetric. Therefore, the equations (5.5) simplify to

2A

11−A2
= Y .

The corresponding scalar quadratic equation (which can be viewed as an equation for
the eigenvalues of the corresponding matrices) takes the form

a2 +
2a

y
− 1 = 0 ;

it has a unique root in the interval (0, 1) provided that y 6= 0 given by

a = −1

y
+ ǫ(y)

√

1 +
1

y2
=

y
√

y2 + 1 + 1
,

where ǫ is the sign function ǫ(x) = 1 for x ≥ 0 and ǫ(x) = −1 otherwise. The last
formula also applies if y = 0. Therefore, the spectral calculus determines A uniquely
by (5.1). �

We next compute the Hessian at the maximum. It is most convenient to work in an
eigenvector basis of the matrix A0.

Lemma 5.4. Assume that the matrix A0 in (5.1) is diagonal,

A0 = diag
(
λ1, . . . , λq

)
.

Then the function g(A) defined in (5.4) has the quadratic expansion

g(A) = g(A0)−
1

2

q
∑

i,j=1

1

1− λ2i

1

1− λ2j

〈(δAi
j

δAj
i

)

,

(
1 λiλj

λiλj 1

)(δAi
j

δAj
i

)〉

C2

+ O
(
(∆A)3

)
,

where δA denotes a linear variation, whereas ∆A := A − A0 is a small but finite
perturbation.

Proof. The determinant can be expanded iteratively using the formula (4.22) together
with

d

dτ
A(τ)−1 = −A(τ)−1 Ȧ(τ) A(τ)−1 .

We thus obtain

A∗A = A2
0 + (∆A∗)A0 +A0 (∆A) + (∆A∗)(∆A)

log det(11Cq −A∗A) = log det
(
11−A2

0

)

− tr
(

(11 −A2
0)

−1
(
(∆A∗)A0 +A0(∆A)

))

− tr
(

(11−A2
0)

−1 (∆A∗)(∆A)
)

− 1

2
tr
(

(11 −A2
0)

−1
(
(∆A∗)A0 +A0(∆A)

)
(11−A2

0)
−1
(
(∆A∗)A0 +A0(∆A)

))

+ O
(
(∆A)3

)
.
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Using (5.1), the term linear in ∆A cancels with the variation ReTr(Y ∆A) of the first
summand in (5.4). Using that A0 is diagonal, we obtain

g(A)− g(A0) + O
(
(δA)3

)

= −
q
∑

i,j=1

1

1− λ2j
|δAi

j |2 −
1

2

q
∑

i,j=1

1

1− λ2i

1

1− λ2j

(
δAj

i λj + λi δA
i
j

)(
δAi

j λi + λj δA
j
i

)

= −1

2

q
∑

i,j=1

1

1− λ2i

1

1− λ2j

(

2 |δAi
j |2 + λiλj

(

(δAi
j)(δA

j
i ) + (δAi

j)(δA
j
i )
))

.

Writing the bilinear terms as a matrix expectation value gives the result. �

Proof of Proposition 5.1. We now compute the Gaussian integrals. In the case i = j,
setting z = δAi

i, the matrix expectation value becomes

〈(

z

z

)

,

(
1 λ2i
λ2i 1

)(

z

z

)〉

C2

= 2 |z|2 + λ2i
(
z2 + z2

)

= 2
(
Re2 z + Im2 z

)
+ λ2i

(
2Re2 z − 2 Im2 z

)
= 2 (1 + λ2i ) Re2 z + 2 (1− λ2i ) Im2 z .

Thus
ˆ

C

exp

(

− N

2

1

(1− λ2i )
2

〈(

z

z

)

,

(
1 λ2i
λ2i 1

)(

z

z

)〉

C2

)

dz

=

ˆ ∞

−∞
dRe z

ˆ ∞

−∞
d Im z exp

(

− N

(1− λ2i )
2

(

(1 + λ2i ) Re2 z − (1− λ2i ) Im2 z
))

=
π

N

(1− λ2i )
2

√

(1 + λ2i )(1− λ2i )
=

π

N

(1− λ2i )
2

√

1− λ4i

,

where we again carried out the Gaussian integrals with the help of (4.26).

Given i < j, we get a four-dimensional Gaussian integral over z := δAi
j and ẑ := δAj

i ,

ˆ

C

dz

ˆ

C

dẑ exp

(

−N
1

1− λ2i

1

1− λ2j

〈(δAi
j

δAj
i

)

,

(
1 λiλj

λiλj 1

)(δAi
j

δAj
i

)〉

C2

)

=
π2

N2

(1− λ2i )
2(1− λ2j)

2

1− λ2iλ
2
j

.

Putting these results together, we obtain
 

G

eN ReTr(AY ) dµG(U)

= eN Tr(A0Y )
(
det(11 −A2

0)
)N−2q

q
∏

i,j=1

(1− λ2i )(1− λ2j)
√

1− λ2i λ
2
j

(

1 + O
(
N−1

))

(note that Tr(A0Y ) is real, making it possible to leave out the real part in the expo-
nent). Writing the products with determinants gives (5.2).



54 F. FINSTER, N. KAMRAN, AND M. REINTJES

In order to prove (5.3), we recall that in Lemma 5.3 we showed that the function g
has a unique maximum at A0. Since g(0) = 0, this uniqueness statement gives rise to
the implication

A0 6= 0 =⇒ g(A0) > 0 .

We finally note that, in view of (5.1), A0 vanishes only if Y = 0. This concludes the
proof of (5.3). �

5.2. An Exponential of a Quartic Functional. We let H = C
N with the canonical

scalar product. We consider the finite one-dimensional set X formed of q points

X := {1, . . . , q} . (5.9)

We let I ≃ C
q be the space of complex-valued functions on X. We choose the canonical

orthonormal basis (ey)y∈X by

ey : X → C , (ey)(x) = δx,y .

We regard I as a subspace of the Hilbert space H. The wave evaluation operator is
introduced for any x ∈ X by

Ψ(x) : I → C , ey 7→ ey(x) . (5.10)

The computation

〈Ψ(x)∗z | ey〉 = z
(
Ψ(x) ey

)
= z ey(x) =

〈 q
∑

a=1

ea(x) ea z
∣
∣
∣ ey

〉

(with z ∈ C) shows that the adjoint of the wave evaluation operator is given by

Ψ(x)∗ =
q
∑

a=1

ea(x) ea . (5.11)

We want to model the surface layer integral (2.42), keeping ξ = y − x fixed, in the
simplified situation that all the wave functions are “in phase” along the light cone,
meaning that Ψ(x) and Ψ(x+ ξ) coincide. This leads us to considering the expression

T(A<, A>) :=
∑

x∈X

∣
∣
∣ trI

(
U>Ψ(x)∗ Ψ(x)U−1

< Ψ(x)∗ Ψ(x)
)
∣
∣
∣

2
. (5.12)

Substituting the form of the wave evaluation operator (5.10) and its adjoint (5.11), we
obtain

T(A<, A>) =
∑

x∈X

∣
∣
∣ trI

(
U>Ψ(x)∗ Ψ(x)U∗

< Ψ(x)∗ Ψ(x)
)
∣
∣
∣

2
(5.13)

=
∑

x∈X

(
A>

)x

x

(
A∗

<

)x

x

(
A∗

>

)x

x

(
A<

)x

x
. (5.14)

We want to compute the integral
 

G

dµG(U>)

 

G

dµG(U<) e
βNT(A<,A>) . (5.15)

Before entering the detailed computation, we illustrate the structure of this expression
by considering the case of one point.
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Example 5.5. (q=1) In the case q = 1, the functional T in (5.14) simplifies to

T = |a<|2 |a>|2 .
Hence, using Theorem 4.2 in the case q = 1, we obtain

 

G

dµG(U>)

 

G

dµG(U<) e
βNT(A<,A>)

=
(N − 1)2

π2

ˆ

B1

da<

ˆ

B1

da> e
βN |a<|2 |a>|2 (1− |a<|2

)N−2 (
1− |a>|2

)N−2
,

where B1 ⊂ C denotes the unit disc. Choosing polar coordinates, we obtain
 

G

dµG(U>)

 

G

dµG(U<) e
βNT(A<,A>)

= 4 (N − 1)2
ˆ 1

0
r< dr<

ˆ 1

0
r> dr> e

βN r2< r2>
(
1− r2<

)N−2 (
1− r2>

)N−2

= 4 (N − 1)2
ˆ 1

0
r< dr<

ˆ 1

0
r> dr> e

Ng(r<,r>) 1

(1− r2<)
2

1

(1− r2>)
2
,

where
g(r<, r>) := β r2< r

2
> + log

(
1− r2<

)
+ log

(
1− r2<

)
.

Our strategy for evaluating this integral asymptotically for large N is to compute
the maxima of the function g and to use the saddle point approximation. In order to
compute the maxima, we set the gradient of g to zero. This gives the equations

β r2< =
1

1− r2>
and β r2> =

1

1− r2<
.

Solving the first equation for r2> and substituting it into the second equation, we obtain
the quadratic equation

(
r2>
)2 − r2> +

1

β
= 0 .

If β < 4, this quadratic polynomial has no roots. This means that the function g has
no interior maxima. Its global maximum is at the origin,

g(0, 0) = 0 .

In the case β ≥ 4, however, the quadratic polynomial has two roots. We thus obtain
the local extrema at

r2> = r2< = λ− :=
1

2
− 1

2

√

1− 4

β
and r2> = r2< = λ+ :=

1

2
+

1

2

√

1− 4

β
.

The first extremum is a minimum, whereas the second is a local maximum. The value
of g at the local maximum is given by

g(c, c) =
c2

1− c2
+ 2 log(1− c2) with c :=

√

λ+ .

For sufficiently large β (more precisely, if β > 4.911 . . .), the local maximum is
strictly positive and thus the global maximum. This makes it possible to compute the
integral with the saddle point approximation. To this end, one computes the Hessian
of g to

D2g(c, c) = − 4

(1− c2)2

(
c2 −(1− c2)

−(1− c2) c2

)

.
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Hence the saddle point approximation gives
 

G

dµG(U>)

 

G

dµG(U<) e
βNT(A<,A>)

(

1 + O
(
N−1

))

= 4 (N − 1)2
c2

(1− c2)4

ˆ 1

0
dr<

ˆ 1

0
dr> e

Ng(c,c) π

N

1
√

det(−D2g(c, c)/2)

= 4πN
c2

(1− c2)4
eNg(c,c) (1− c2)2

2

1√
2c2 − 1

= 2πN
1

(1− c2)2
c2√

2c2 − 1
exp

{

N
( c2

1− c2
+ 2 log(1− c2)

)}

.

In this way, we have computed the double integral asymptotically for large N . ♦

We now state our main result for general q. Exactly as in the last example, we
only get local maxima if β > 4. In this case, we can again use the saddle point
approximation to obtain the following result.

Theorem 5.6. Assume that β > 4. Then the integrand of the group integral (5.15)
with T according to (5.12) has saddle points at

A< = c diag
(
eiϕ

1
< , . . . , eiϕ

q
<
)
, A> = c diag

(
eiϕ

1
> , . . . , eiϕ

q
>
)
, (5.16)

where ϕ1
<, . . . , ϕ

q
< and ϕ1

>, . . . , ϕ
q
> are arbitrary real phase angles, and c is given in

terms of β by

c2 =
1

2
+

1

2

√

1− 4

β
. (5.17)

The corresponding contribution to the group integral (5.15) has the large-N -asymptotics
 

G

dµG(U>)

 

G

dµG(U<) e
βNT(A<,A>)

≍ (2πN)q
(
1− c4

)−q2
(
1 + c2

1− c2
c2√

2c2 − 1

)q

× exp
{

Nq
( c2

1− c2
+ 2 log

(
1− c2

))}
(

1 + O

( 1

N

))

(5.18)

(here the symbol ≍ means that we restrict attention to the contribution near the saddle
points).

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of this theorem. Applying
Theorem 4.2, the double integral (5.15) can be rewritten as

 

G

dµG(U>)

 

G

dµG(U<) e
βNT(A<,A>)

= C

ˆ

Aq

dµCq×q (A<)

ˆ

Aq

dµCq×q (A>)

× eβNT(A<,A>)
(
det(11 −A∗

<A<)
)N−2q (

det(11 −A∗
>A>)

)N−2q

= C

ˆ

Aq

dµCq×q (A<)

ˆ

Aq

dµCq×q (A>)

× eNg(A<,A>)
(
det(11−A∗

<A<)
)−2q (

det(11 −A∗
>A>)

)−2q
(5.19)
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with the function g(A<, A>) and the normalization constant C given by

g(A<, A>) := βT(A<, A>) + log det(11 −A∗
<A<) + log det(11−A∗

>A>) (5.20)

C :=

(
1

π(q2)
(N − 1)! · · · (N − q)!

(N − q − 1)! · · · (N − 2q)!

)2

=

(
N

π

)2q2 (

1 + O
(
N−1

))

. (5.21)

The first step is to determine the maxima of the function g.

Lemma 5.7. Assume that β > 4. Then the function g has a global maximum
at (A<, A>) if and only if both matrices A< and A> are, up to phase factors on
the diagonal, the same multiple of the identity matrix, i.e.

A< = c diag
(
eiϕ

1
< , . . . , eiϕ

q
<
)
, A> = c diag

(
eiϕ

1
> , . . . , eiϕ

q
>
)

(5.22)

with phase angles ϕx
<,> ∈ R. Moreover, the parameter c > 0 is related to β by

c2 =
1

2
+

1

2

√

1− 4

β
or β =

1

c2 (1− c2)
. (5.23)

The maximum of g is given by

g
(
c11Cq , c11Cq

)
=

q c2

1− c2
+ 2q log

(
1− c2

)
. (5.24)

Proof. Obviously, the functional det(11−A∗A) does not change if A is multiplied from
the left or right by a unitary matrix, i.e. it is invariant under the transformation

A→ UAV with U, V ∈ U(I) . (5.25)

With this in mind, we first compute the maximum of the function g under such trans-
formations. In view of (5.20), we need to maximize the functional T(UA<V,A>). We
begin by varying A<, keeping A> fixed. We set

sx :=
∣
∣(A>)

x
x

∣
∣2 ≥ 0 .

By renaming the points in X we can arrange that

0 ≤ s1 ≤ · · · ≤ sq .

Using this notation in (5.14), we obtain

T(UA<V,A>) =
∑

x∈X
sx

∣
∣
∣

(
UA<V

)x

x

∣
∣2 ≤

∑

x,y∈X
sx

∣
∣
∣

(
UA<V

)y

x

∣
∣2 (5.26)

=
∑

x∈X
sx

((
UA<V

)(
V ∗A∗

<U
∗)
)x

x
=
∑

x∈X
sx
(
UA<A

∗
<U

∗)x
x
=: G(U) (5.27)

(in the inequality in (5.26) we increased the sum by taking more non-negative sum-
mands).

Let us prove the estimate

G(U) ≤
∑

ℓ∈X
sℓ λ

ℓ
< , (5.28)

where λ1<, . . . , λ
q
< are the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix A<A

∗
< in increasing

order, i.e.

0 ≤ λ1< ≤ · · · ≤ λq< . (5.29)
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To this end, let U be a maximum of G (this maximum is attained due to continuity of G
and compactness of the group U(I)). We consider a first order variation δU = iBU
with a symmetric operator B. Rewriting G(U) as a trace according to

G(U) = trI
(
S UA<A

∗
<U

∗)

with S := diag(s1, . . . , sq), maximality implies that

0 = δG(U) = i trI
(
S B UA<A

∗
<U

∗ − S UA<A
∗
<U

∗ B∗) = trI
(
B i
[
UA<A

∗
<U

∗, S
])

.

Since B is arbitrary, it follows that the commutator vanishes,
[
UA<A

∗
<U

∗, S
]
= 0 .

This shows that the matrix UA<A
∗
<U

∗ is invariant on the eigenspaces of S. This
in turns implies that G has the form (5.28) with λℓ the eigenvalues of A<A

∗
<, in

an arbitrary order. For the maximum, we obviously need to reorder the eigenvalues
according to (5.29). This completes the proof of (5.28) and (5.29).

We next study how to arrange equality in all these estimates. To this end, we form
a polar decomposition of A< by choosing unitary operators U and V such that

UA<V = diag
(√

λ1<, . . . ,
√

λq<

)

.

In this way, the upper bound (5.28) is realized. This diagonal matrix also realizes
equality in (5.26). Therefore, it is not only a maximizer of the functional G, but it is
even a desired maximizer of the functional T(UA<V,A>).

It remains to determine the general maximizer. To this end, we note that the
inequality in (5.26) becomes an equality if and only if

(
UA<V

)y

x
vanishes for all x 6= y.

In other words, the matrix UA<V must be diagonal. By direct computation, one sees
that each diagonal entry must be a phase factor times the square root of the λℓ<. We
conclude that the maximum of T(UA<V,A>) under variations of U and V is attained
if and only if

UA<V = diag
(

eiϕ
1
<

√

λ1<, . . . , e
iϕq

<

√

λq<

)

(5.30)

with arbitrary phase angles ϕ1
<, . . . , ϕ

q
<.

We next interchange the roles of A< and A> and vary A> while keeping A< fixed.
We thus obtain that the maximum of g is attained for matrices UA>V again of the
form (5.30), but with < replaced by >. We conclude that, using the unitary invariance
of the functional det(11 − A∗A) under the transformation (5.25), the maxima of g are
attained if the matrices A> and A< are both diagonal. Restricting attention to such
diagonal matrices, the functional g(A<, A>) simplifies to

g(A<, A>) =

q
∑

x=1

(

βλx<λ
x
> + log

(
1− λx<

)
+ log

(
1− λx>

))

. (5.31)

Now we can maximize for every x separately. Similar as in Example 5.5, the criticality
conditions are

βλx> =
1

1− λx<
, βλx< =

1

1− λx>
.

Solving the first equation for λx> and substituting it into the second equation, we obtain
a quadratic equation for λx<, having the two roots

λ± =
1

2
± 1

2

√

1− 4

β
.
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By direct computation one sees that the plus sign gives the maximum. Furthermore,
one readily finds that λx> = λx< = λ+ = c2 with c2 according to (5.23). Moreover, each
summand in (5.31) takes the value

βλx<λ
x
> + log

(
1− λx<

)
+ log

(
1− λx>

)

= β c4 + 2 log
(
1− c2

)
=

c2

1− c2
+ 2 log

(
1− c2

)
,

where in the last step we used that β can be expressed in terms of c by the right
equation in (5.23). Using this formula in (5.31) gives (5.24). This concludes the
proof. �

We next expand the function g near its maximum. In view of the gauge freedom
in (5.22), it suffices to consider the maximum at

A< = A> = c 11 (5.32)

with c as given by (5.23). It suffices to expand the matrices A< and A< to first order,
i.e.

A<,> = c 11 + ∆A<,> with ∆A<,> = τ δA<,> + O
(
τ2
)
,

where τ denotes the perturbation parameter.

Lemma 5.8. Near the maximum (5.32), the function g(A<, A>) has the quadratic
expansion

g(A<, A>) =
qc2

1− c2
+ 2q log(1− c2) (5.33)

+
4τ2

1− c2

∑

x∈X

(

Re
((
δA>

)x

x

)

Re
((
δA<

)x

x

)

(5.34)

− 2τ2c2

(1− c2)2

∑

x∈X

(∣
∣Re(δA<)

x
x

∣
∣2 +

∣
∣Re(δA>)

x
x

∣
∣2
)

(5.35)

− τ2

1− c2

∑

x 6=y

(∣
∣(δA<)

x
y

∣
∣2 +

∣
∣(δA>)

x
y

∣
∣2
)

(5.36)

− τ2c2

2 (1 − c2)2

∑

x 6=y

(∣
∣
∣(δA<)

x
y + (δA<)

y
x

∣
∣
∣

2
+
∣
∣
∣(δA>)

x
y + (δA>)

y
x

∣
∣
∣

2
)

+ O
(
τ3
)
. (5.37)

Proof. We first expand the function T(A<, A>) in (5.14),

T(A<, A>) =
∑

x∈X

∣
∣
∣

(
A<

)x

x

∣
∣
∣

2 ∣∣
∣

(
A∗

>

)x

x

∣
∣
∣

2

= qc4 + 2c3
∑

x∈X
Re
((

∆A<

)x

x
+
(
∆A>

)x

x

)

(5.38)

+ τ2c2
∑

x∈X

(∣
∣(δA<)

x
x

∣
∣2 +

∣
∣(δA>)

x
x

∣
∣2
)

(5.39)

+ 4τ2c2
∑

x∈X

(

Re
((
δA>

)x

x

)

Re
((
δA<

)x

x

))

+ O
(
τ3
)
. (5.40)
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The last two summands in (5.20), on the other hand, can be expanded as in the
proof of Lemma 5.4. We thus obtain

A∗A = c2 11 + c (∆A∗ +∆A) + (∆A∗)(∆A)

log det(11−A∗A) = log det
(
(1− c2) 11Cq

)

− tr
(

(11 −A∗A)−1 c
(
∆A∗ +∆A

))

− tr
(

(11−A∗A)−1 (∆A∗)(∆A)
)

− 1

2
tr
(

(11 −A∗A)−1 c
(
∆A∗ +∆A

)
(11 −A∗A)−1 c

(
∆A∗ +∆A

))

+ O
(
(∆A)3

)

= q log(1− c2)− c

1− c2
tr
(
∆A∗ +∆A

)
− τ2

1− c2
tr
(
(δA∗)(δA)

)

− τ2c2

2 (1− c2)2
tr
((
δA∗ + δA

)(
δA∗ + δA

))

+ O
(
τ3
)

= q log(1− c2)− 2c

1− c2

∑

x∈X
Re(∆A)xx −

τ2

1− c2

∑

x∈X

∣
∣(δA)xx

∣
∣2 − τ2

1− c2

∑

x 6=y

∣
∣(δA)xy

∣
∣2

− 2τ2c2

(1− c2)2

∑

x∈X

∣
∣Re(δA)xx

∣
∣2 − τ2c2

2 (1− c2)2

∑

x 6=y

∣
∣
∣(δA)xy + (δA)yx

∣
∣
∣

2
+ O

(
τ3
)
,

where in the last step we wrote the contributions by the diagonal and off-diagonal
matrix entries separately.

Adding all the contributions and using the formula for β in (5.23) gives the result.
�

One complication in applying the saddle point approximation is that there is an
underlying local gauge symmetry. This gauge symmetry is apparent in (5.13), showing
that T is invariant under local phase transformations of U< and U>,

(A<)
x
y → eiτϕ<(x) (A<)

x
y and (A>)

x
y → eiτϕ>(x) (A>)

x
y ,

where ϕ< and ϕ> are two arbitrary real-valued functions on X. Likewise, the global
maximum constructed in Lemma 5.7 is unique only up to the gauge phases in (5.22).
Moreover, the gauge invariance becomes apparent in the quadratic expansion in Lem-
ma 5.8 in that the imaginary parts of the diagonal matrix entries

Im δAx
x with x ∈ X

do not enter in the expansion. The method to deal with the gauge invariance is to
integrate over the resulting compact gauge group before applying the saddle-point
approximation. Then we can work with arbitrary representatives of the gauge orbits.
This justifies the following gauge-fixing procedure. Perturbing to first order around the
maximum at A<,> = c11Cq , we obtain

A<,> = c 11Cq + iτ c ϕ<,>(x) + O(τ2) .

Thus we can use the linear gauge freedom in every order of perturbation theory in
order to arrange that the finite perturbations ∆A<,> satisfy for all k ∈ {1, . . . , q} the
constraints

Im(∆A<,>)
x
x = 0 for all a ∈ {1, . . . , q} .

After this gauge fixing, we are ready to compute the Gaussian integral in the saddle
point approximation.
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Proof of Theorem 5.6. Our strategy is to carry out the Gaussian integral step by step
using the relation (4.26). Before beginning, we integrate over the gauge phases of A<.
This amounts to q integrals over a circle of radius c, giving rise to the factor

(
2πc
)q
.

Clearly, integrating over the gauge phases of A> gives the same factor. The terms
in (5.34) and (5.35) give, for each x, a two-dimensional Gaussian integral with the
integrand

exp

(

−N

〈(
Re(δA>)

x
x

Re(δA<)
x
x

)

, E

(
Re(δA>)

x
x

Re(δA<)
x
x

)〉

C2

)

and with the covariance matrix

E :=
2

(1− c2)2

(
c2 −(1− c2)

−(1− c2) c2

)

.

Gaussian integration gives a factor

π
√

det(NE)
=

π

N

(1− c2)2√
8c2 − 4

.

In this way, for the resulting 2q-dimensional Gaussian integrals over Re(δA<)
x
x and

Re(δA>)
x
x we obtain

(
π

N

(1− c2)2√
8c2 − 4

)q

.

We next consider the off-diagonal matrix entries (δA<)
x
y for x 6= y. Multiplying

out (5.37), one sees that for each x 6= y one gets a Gaussian integral with the covariance
matrix

exp

(

−N

〈(
Re(δA>)

x
y

Re(δA<)
y
x

)

, F

(
Re(δA>)

x
y

Re(δA<)
y
x

)〉

C2

)

with the covariance matrix

F :=
1

(1− c2)2

(
1 c2

c2 1

)

.

Thus Gaussian integration gives a factor

π
√

det(NF )
=

π

N

(1− c2)2√
1− c4

.

The integral over Im(δA<)
y
x and Im(δA<)

y
x gives the same factor. Moreover, the in-

tegrals over the off-diagonal terms of A> can be treated in the same way. Keeping in
mind that we have q(q − 1)/2 ways to choose indices x, y with x < y, we end up with
the factor

(
π

N

(1− c2)2√
1− c4

)2q(q−1)

.

Finally, the additional factors in (5.19) need to be evaluated at the maximum. We
thus obtain the factor

(
det(11−A∗A)

)−2q∣∣
A=c11 =

((
1− c2

)q)−2q
= (1− c2)−2q2 ,

again for A< and A>.
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Combining all the terms gives
 

G

dµG(U>)

 

G

dµG(U<) e
βNT(A<,A>)

= C
(
2πc
)2q
(
π

N

(1− c2)2√
8c2 − 4

)q ( π

N

(1− c2)2√
1− c4

)2q(q−1)

(1− c2)−4q2

× exp
{

Nq
( c2

1− c2
+ 2 log

(
1− c2

))}
(

1 + O

( 1

N

))

= C 2q c2q
π2q

2+q

N2q2−q

(
1√

2c2 − 1

)q ( 1√
1− c4

)2q(q−1)

(1− c2)−2q

× exp
{

Nq
( c2

1− c2
+ 2 log

(
1− c2

))}
(

1 + O

( 1

N

))

= C 2q c2q
π2q

2+q

N2q2−q

(
1√

2c2 − 1

)q
(
1− c4

)−q2 (1− c4)q

(1− c2)2q

× exp
{

Nq
( c2

1− c2
+ 2 log

(
1− c2

))}
(

1 + O

( 1

N

))

with C according to (5.21). We conclude that
 

G

dµG(U>)

 

G

dµG(U<) e
βNT(A<,A>)

= (2πN)q c2q
(

1√
2c2 − 1

)q
(
1− c4

)−q2 (1− c4)q

(1− c2)2q

× exp
{

Nq
( c2

1− c2
+ 2 log

(
1− c2

))}
(

1 + O

( 1

N

))

.

This gives the result. �

6. Computation of the Localized Refined Pre-State

6.1. The Saddle Point Asymptotics for the High-Energy Wave Functions.
We now want to extend the construction of the previous section to the situation in
four-dimensional Minkowski space. Our goal is to compute the localized refined pre-
state as introduced in Section 3.4. We choose sets Ω̃ ⊂ M̃ and Ω ⊂ M as well as two
sets Ṽ ⊂ M̃ and V ⊂M of the same finite volume,

ρ(V ) = ρ̃(Ṽ ) <∞ ,

and consider the partition function (1.1), where the functional Tt
V (ρ̃, TU<,U>

ρ) is given
by (2.42). This functional has the advantage that it is relatively easy to compute.
Therefore, it is a good starting point for the detailed computation of quantum states.

In order to find the saddle point and to determine their scaling behavior, it suffices to
consider the case that both ρ and ρ̃ describe the Minkowski vacuum with a regulariza-
tion on the scale ε. We again work in finite spatial volume as introduced in Section 3.3.
Thus, instead of Minkowski space, as in (3.5) we consider again the spacetime cylin-
der M = R× [−L,L]3. We consider solutions of the Dirac equation (i∂/−m)ψ = 0 in
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this cylinder with periodic boundary conditions with the usual scalar product

(ψ|φ)m :=

ˆ

[−L,L]3
≺ψ(t, ~x) | γ0 φ(t, ~x)≻ d3x .

We denote the resulting Hilbert space of Dirac solutions by (Hm, (.|.)m). Next we

choose H = H̃ as the subspace of all negative energy solutions with a cutoff on the
scale 1/ε, i.e.

−1

ε
< ω < 0 .

Denoting the local correlation map by (see also (2.9))

F ε : M → F , x 7→ −Ψε(x)∗Ψε(x) ,

we choose
ρ̃ = ρ = (F ε)∗µ ,

where dµ = d4x is the volume measure on M. The local correlation map makes it pos-
sible to identify Minkowski space M with the spacetimes M and M̃ . For convenience,
in what follows we shall work in Minkowski space. Next, we choose the sets Ω and Ω̃
as the past of the Cauchy surface of time zero, i.e.

Ω̃ = Ω = {(t, ~x) ∈ M | t < 0} .
Next, we choose the sets Ṽ = V = [−T, T ]× [−ℓ, ℓ]3 which localize the state again as
in (3.7). The wave functions which are localized mainly inside the three-dimensional
box [−ℓ, ℓ]3 can be associated to a subspace Hlab ⊂ H whose dimension has the scaling
behavior (3.8). In this setting, the functional Tt

V can be written as

Tt
V (ρ̃, TU<,U>

ρ) =

(
ˆ

Ω∩V
d4x

ˆ

Ω∩V
d4y +

ˆ

(M\Ω)∩V
d4x

ˆ

(M\Ω)∩V
d4y

)

×
∣
∣F ε(x)U> F

ε(y)U−1
<

∣
∣2 . (6.1)

In order to understand the structure of the functional Tt
V in (6.1), we note that the

unitary operators U> and U< involve many phases, typically leading to destructive
interference. If U< and U> are chosen as a multiple of the identity, then no destructive
interference occurs, making the functional Tt

V large. On the other hand, the set of
unitary operators which are close to a multiple of the identity has a very small measure,
making the contribution to the partition function smaller. This suggests that, in order
to identify the leading contributions to the partition function, one should consider
configurations where the unitary operators U< and U> are close to multiples of the
identity on a suitable subspace of Hlab, which we denote by Hsp. Using a notation
similar to (4.15), we set

A<,> := πHsp U<,>

∣
∣
Hsp .

We expect a saddle point if these matrices are multiples of the identity matrix, e.g.

A< = A> = c 11Hsp (6.2)

for suitable c ∈ R. We make the simplifying assumption that, on the orthogonal
complement of Hsp, destructive interference does occur, making it possible to restrict
attention in the computation to the subspace Hsp. Proceeding in this way, we can
compute the group integrals again with saddle point methods. Since there are many
possible choices of Hsp, there will also be many saddle points. Our task is to determine
their scaling behavior and combinatorics.
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ω

~k

ϑ0

∼ 1

ε

HspHhe

Figure 3. The subsystems Hsp ⊂ Hhe ⊂ Hlab in momentum space.

The main step in the quantitative analysis is to compute how the contribution of the
saddle point to the partition function depends on the dimension of the subspace Hsp.
We begin this analysis by restricting attention to the wave functions with energy on
the Planck scale,

|ω| ≃ 1

ε
.

We also refer to these wave functions as the high-energy wave functions. We denote
all the high-energy wave functions of our system by

Hhe ⊂ Hlab .

This analysis will make it possible to determine the scaling behavior in ε (the low-
energy wave functions will not change this scaling behavior, but they will modify the
structure of the saddle points; this will be worked out in Section 6.4 below.)

Next, in order to maximize the contribution to Tt
V , we choose Hsp as the subset of

wave functions whose spatial momenta lie in a cone with opening angle ϑ0 ∈ [0, π), i.e.

p = (ω,~k) with ~k ∈ Cϑ0(
~k0) :=

{
~k ∈ R

3
∣
∣ ∢(~k,~k0) ≤ ϑ0

}
. (6.3)

This subset is illustrated in Figure 3. The dimension of Hsp scales like

dimHsp ∼ sin2 ϑ0 dimHhe ∼ ϑ20

( ℓ

ε

)3
. (6.4)

Having chosen Hsp, we next compute the form of the resulting saddle point. To this
end, we can use methods and results of the light-cone expansion and the continuum
limit analysis (see the preliminaries in Section 2.1.4 and [13]) and combine them with
methods introduced in [15] for the computation of surface layer integrals. We begin
with the regularized kernel of the fermionic projector in the vacuum, for simplicity
with iε-regularization,

P ε(x, y) =

ˆ

R4

d4p

(2π)4
(/p+m) δ(p2 −m2) Θ(−p0) eεp0e−ip(x−y) . (6.5)

In the limit εց 0, this distribution develops singularities on the light cone. Likewise,
for small ε > 0, this distribution has large contributions near the light cone. These
contributions can be analyzed in detail with the so-called regularized light-cone ex-
pansion and the formalism of the continuum limit (for details see the preliminaries in
Section 2.1.4 and [13, Sections 2.2. and 2.4] or [28]). Here we are interested only in the
scaling behavior in ε, making it possible to work with the following simple argument.
Let ξ := y − x be a vector on the light cone (i.e. ξ 6= 0 and ξ2 = 0). The Fourier
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integral (6.5) involves the oscillating phase factor exp(ipξ). The oscillations give rise
to destructive interference. This is why the leading contribution to the Fourier integral
is obtained simply by restricting attention to those momenta for which pξ is small. For
determining the scaling behavior in ε, it suffices to integrate over the set

Φ(ξ) :=
{
p ∈ R

4
∣
∣ |pξ| ≤ 1

}

and leave out the phase factor. We thus obtain

P ε(x, y) ≃
ˆ

Φ(ξ)

d4p

(2π)4
(/p+m) δ(p2 −m2) Θ(−p0) eεp0

(
1 + O(ε/t)

)
. (6.6)

We compute this integral in order to illustrate that this computation is indeed com-
patible with the scaling obtained in the formalism of the continuum limit. Without
loss of generality, we only consider the case that ξ is on the upper light cone, i.e.

t := ξ0 = |~ξ| .

Moreover, we set p = (ω,~k) and introduce polar coordinates (k, ϑ, ϕ) with

k := |~k| and ~ξ ~k = −tk cos ϑ

(here the minus sign has the advantage that for small ϑ, the vector p is in Φ(ξ)). Then
the set Φ(ξ) is characterized by the inequality

−ωt+ k |~ξ| cos ϑ ≤ 1 .

Again restricting attention to large energies, we can set ω ≈ −k. Moreover, we can
expand for small angles to obtain

kt− kt
(

1− ϑ2

2

)

≤ 1 + kt O
(
ϑ4
)

and thus

ϑ ≤ ϑ̂
(
1 + O(ϑ̂2)

)
with ϑ̂2 :=

1

kt
. (6.7)

Using this formula in (6.6) gives

P ε(x, y) ≃
ˆ ∞

0
k2 dk

ˆ ϑ̂

0
sinϑ dϑ

1

|ω| (/p+m) eεω
∣
∣
∣
ω=−k

(
1 + O(ϑ̂2)

)

≃
ˆ ∞

0
k2 dk

1

kt

1

|ω|(/p +m) eεω
∣
∣
∣
ω=−k

(
1 + O(ϑ̂2)

)

≃ 1

t

ˆ ∞

0
k e−εkdk

(
1 + O(ϑ̂2)

)
≃ 1

ε2t

(
1 + O(ϑ̂2)

)
.

This is compatible with the formalism of the continuum limit, where

P ε(x, y) ≃ ξ/ T (−1) + (deg < 2) ≃ ξ/

ε2t2
+ (deg < 2) ≃ 1

ε2t
+ (deg < 2) . (6.8)

Before going on, we slightly simplify the setup. Using that the leading terms for
small ε come from the wave functions of energy k ∼ ω ∼ ε−1, we may replace the
factor k in the definition of ϑ̂ in (6.7) by 1/ε,

ϑ̂2 :=
ε

t
. (6.9)
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This changes the computation of the Fourier integral to

P ε(x, y) ≃
ˆ ∞

0
k2 dk

ˆ ϑ̂

0
sinϑ dϑ

1

|ω|(/p+m) eεω
∣
∣
∣
ω=−k

(
1 + O(ε/t)

)

≃ ε

t

ˆ ∞

0
k2 e−εkdk

(
1 + O(ε/t)

)
≃ 1

ε2t

(
1 + O(ε/t)

)
, (6.10)

without any effect on the scalings. The choice (6.9) will simplify the following conside-
rations.

The next step is to adapt the above method to the case where we only take into
account the wave functions in the subspace Hsp ⊂ Hhe. This simply corresponds to
replacing the integration domain Φ(ξ) in (6.6) by

Φsp(ξ) :=
{
p ∈ R

4
∣
∣ |pξ| ≤ 1 and ~k ∈ Cϑ0(

~k0)
}
,

where Cϑ0(
~k0) is again the cone in (6.3). For the computation of the resulting Fourier

integral, it is convenient to distinguish the cases where ϑ̂ is larger or smaller than ϑ0.
This corresponds to the two cases

t < t0 respectively t ≥ t0

with
t0 :=

ε

ϑ20
.

In the case t ≫ t0, the computation (6.10) as well as (6.8) remain valid, but only if ~ξ

lies inside the cone around ~k0 with opening angle ϑ0, i.e.

P ε(x, y) ≃ ξ/

ε2t2
χ
Cϑ0

(~k0)
(~ξ) if t≫ t0 .

In the opposite case t ≪ t0, we get a contribution whenever ~ξ lies inside the cone

around ~k0 with opening angle ϑ̂. In this case, all the vectors in Hsp are “in phase.”
However, these are fewer wave functions than in (6.10). Since the number of wave
functions scales quadratically in the opening angle of the cone, we obtain

P ε(x, y) ≃ ξ/

ε2t2
ϑ20

ϑ̂2
χ
C

ϑ̂
(~k0)

(~ξ) ≃ ξ/

ε2t t0
χ
C

ϑ̂
(~k0)

(~ξ) if t≪ t0 . (6.11)

We next compute the closed chain Axy := P ε(x, y)P ε(y, x). In the case t≫ t0, we can
use the formalism of the continuum limit to obtain (more precisely, we apply (2.13)
with L = 3)

Axy ≃ 1

ε3t3
χ
Cϑ0

(~k0)
(~ξ) if t≫ t0 .

In the case t ≪ t0, however, the kernel of the fermionic projector no longer depends
on t (see (6.11); intuitively speaking, this is because all the wave functions of Hsp are
“in phase”). Therefore, the close chain is obtained by taking the closed chain at t = t0,

Axy ≃ 1

ε3t30
χ
Cϑ0

(~k0)
(~ξ) if t≪ t0 .

In order to determine the scaling behavior, it suffices to interpolate between the asymp-
totics for large and small t. We thus obtain

Axy ≃ 1

ε3t3 t30

(
1 + O(ε/t)

)
×
{
t30 χCϑ0

(~k0)
(~ξ) if t ≥ t0

t3 χ
C

ϑ̂
(~k0)

(~ξ) if t < t0 .
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t = ξ0

~ξ

t0 ∼
ε

ϑ20

ϑ0

ϑ̂∼ ε

Figure 4. The support of the closed chain as a function of ξ.

The support of this function is shown in Figure 4.
Now we can proceed in the formalism of the continuum limit. More precisely,

using (2.14), we obtain

|λxyi |2 ≃ 1

ε6 t6 t60

(
1 + O(ε/t)

)
×
{
t60 χCϑ0

(~k0)
(~ξ) if t ≥ t0

t6 χ
C

ϑ̂
(~k0)

(~ξ) if t < t0

≃ 1

ε5 t6 t60
δ
(
t− |~ξ|

) (
1 + O(ε/t)

)
×
{
t60 χCϑ0

(~k0)
(~ξ) if t ≥ t0

t6 χ
C

ϑ̂
(~k0)

(~ξ) if t < t0 .

We thus obtain the following contribution to the functional Tt
V in (6.1) (in the special

case ρ̃ = ρ and U< = U> = 11 for the states in Hsp),

Tt
V (ρ, ρ) ≃ Tℓ3

ˆ

R4

|λxyi |2 d4y (6.12)

≃ Tℓ3
ˆ ∞

0
r2 dr

1

ε5r6
1

t60

(
1 + O(ε/r)

)
×
{
t60 ϑ

2
0 if r ≥ t0

r6 ϑ̂2 if r < t0

≃ Tℓ3
ˆ ∞

0
r2 dr

1

ε4r6
1

t60

(
1 + O(ε/r)

)
×
{
t50 if r ≥ t0
r5 if r < t0

≃ Tℓ3
1

ε4t30

1

t60
t50
(
1 + O(ϑ20)

)
= Tℓ3

1

ε4t40

(
1 + O(ϑ20)

)
=
Tℓ3

ε8
ϑ80
(
1 + O(ϑ20)

)

=
Tℓ3

ε8

(dimHsp

dimHhe

)4 (
1 + O(ϑ20)

) (6.4)
=

Tℓ3

ε8
(
dimHsp

)4
(ε

ℓ

)12 (
1 + O(ϑ20)

)

= T
ε4

ℓ9
(
dimHsp

)4 (
1 + O(ϑ20)

)
. (6.13)

After these approximations and computations, we are in a setting which is very
similar to the one-dimensional example (5.15). In order to see the similarity, we first
make the simplifying assumption that there is a basis of Hsp consisting of wave packets
having mutually disjoint supports in the spacetime region V . Identifying each wave
packet with a point x ∈ X in (5.9), we are precisely in the setting of the example (5.15)
with

q = dimHsp and β = αT
ε4

ℓ9
q3

(compare (5.15) and the linear scaling in q of (5.14) with (1.1) and the quartic scaling
in q in (6.13)). Clearly, due to dispersion effects and the fact that we only have solutions



68 F. FINSTER, N. KAMRAN, AND M. REINTJES

of negative energies, there is no basis consisting of wave packets with mutually disjoint
supports. Nevertheless, we can apply the result of the model example studied in
Section 5.2 in various situations, as we now explain. The simplest method is to choose
the width T of the spacetime region V so small that wave packets do not get dispersed
in time. Then the remaining error terms are of higher order in εℓ, εm and (Tϑ0/ε)

2

(these error terms will be explained for specific wave packets in Section 6.3 below). In
this setting, we can apply Theorem 5.6. Noting that saddle points exist only if β is
larger than four, it is most convenient to write β in Theorem 5.6 as

β = 4
q3

q3min

,

which means that the prefactor α in (1.1) is chosen as

α =
ℓ9

T ε4
4

q3min

. (6.14)

Note that α is a constant independent of q of length dimension four. We thus obtain
the following result.

Proposition 6.1. We consider the functional Tt
V for V a four-dimensional cuboid (3.7)

inside a spacetime cylinder (3.5) with

T .
ε

ϑ
5
3
0

. (6.15)

Then the subsystem formed by the wave functions Hsp inside a cone of opening angle ϑ0
(see (6.3)) gives rise to the saddle point contribution

 

G

dµG(U>)

 

G

dµG(U<) e
αNTt

V
(ρ,ρ) ≍ (2πN)q

(
1− c4

)−q2
(
1 + c2

1− c2
c2√

2c2 − 1

)q

× exp
{

N q
( c2

1− c2
+ 2 log

(
1− c2

))}
(

1 + O

( 1

N

)

+ O

(T 2

ε2
ϑ

10
3
0

))

, (6.16)

provided that q > qmin. Here α is chosen according to (6.14) and

N = dimH ∼
(L

ε

)3
(6.17)

q = dimHsp ∼ ϑ20

( ℓ

ε

)3
(6.18)

c(q)2 =
1

2
+

1

2

√

1− q3min

q3
. (6.19)

Proof. The previous computation gives (6.16), except for the last error term. In order
to determine the scaling of this error term, we form q wave packets localized evenly
in the box of size ℓ. According to (6.18), the Euclidean distance d between the wave

packets scales like d ≃ ε ϑ
−2/3
0 . The wave packets disperse with an opening angle ϑ0

(see Figure 3). In order for this effect to be negligible, we need to assume that d &
T sinϑ0 ≃ Tϑ0, giving (6.15). The resulting overlap of the wave packets is integrated
over a set of dimension at least two. Therefore, we may square the corresponding error
term. This gives the result. �
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We point out that the last error term in (6.16) makes it necessary to choose T very
small, as quantified by (6.15). This does not cause any problems, because at this
stage we are free to choose T arbitrarily. Nevertheless, in order to model a realistic
measurement device, it may be preferable to choose T on the Compton scale or even
larger. Before explaining how to treat this situation, we briefly discuss what the result
of Proposition 6.1 means for the refined localized state (1.1). In this proposition we
computed the contribution of one saddle point corresponding to the subsystem Hsp.
Clearly, there are many possible choices for Hsp, giving rise to many saddle points.
We do not need to work out the combinatorics of these saddle points, because the
relative size of the different contributions can be determined with the following scaling
argument. We consider the asymptotics for small ε in the limit when N tends to
infinity. The combinatorics of the saddle points depend on ℓ and ε, but it is independent
of the size L of the spacetime cylinder. Therefore, the asymptotics for large N can be
studied by taking the limit L→ ∞ (see (6.17)). Thus the leading contributions to the
refined localized state are obtained by those subsystems for which the function in the
exponent

h(q) := q
( c(q)2

1− c(q)2
+ 2 log

(
1− c(q)2

))

(6.20)

with c(q) according to (6.19) is largest.

Lemma 6.2. The function h(q) is strictly monotone increasing for q ≥ qmin.

Proof. A direct computation yields

h′
(
qmin

)
= 4− 2 log 2 > 0

h′′(q) =
3
(
2x− 2

√
x
√
1 + x+ 3

)

qmin
√
x (1 + x)

1
3

(√
1 + x−√

x
)3

for q > qmin ,

where we parametrized q in terms of x > 0 by

q = qmin (1 + x)
1
3 .

Clearly, the denominator of our formula for h′′(q) is positive. The same is true for the
numerator in view of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

2
√
x
√
1 + x ≤

(√
x
)2

+
(√

1 + x
)2

= 2x+ 2 < 2x+ 3 .

Therefore, the function h is convex on (qmin,∞). Using that h′(qmin) is strictly positive,
we conclude that h is strictly monotone on [qmin,∞). �

This lemma shows that in the considered limiting case N → ∞, the main contribu-
tion to the dominant saddle points come from the large systems. The largest possible
system is that formed of all wave functions in Hhe, i.e.

Hsp = Hhe and ϑ0 = 2π .

We finally explain how one can relax the condition (6.15). If this condition is
violated, we cannot choose a basis of Hsp consisting of wave packets whose supports
are mutually disjoint in V up to small error terms. Instead, these wave packets will
have substantial overlaps due to dispersion. The main observation is that this has no
effect on the exponential factor in (6.16), but it may change the prefactors.
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Corollary 6.3. Consider the setting of Proposition 6.1, but now without assum-
ing (6.15). Then the subsystem formed by the wave functions Hsp inside a cone of
opening angle ϑ0 (see (6.3)) gives rise to the saddle point contribution

 

G

dµG(U>)

 

G

dµG(U<) e
αNTt

V
(ρ,ρ) ≍ exp

{

N h(q) + O
(
logN

)}

,

provided that q > qmin, where α, q, c and h(q) are again given by (6.14), (6.17)–(6.19)
and (6.20).

Proof. We denote the localized wave packets by ex with x ∈ X := {1, . . . , q}. Com-
pared to the model example (5.12), we need to take into account that for every x, also
other waves ey with y 6= x contribute. In order to describe this situation in the most

general setting, we consider a functional Tdis of the general form

Tdis(A<, A>) =
∑

x∈X

px∑

α=1

∣
∣
∣ trI

(
U>Ψ(x)∗ Ψ(x)U−1

< Px,α

)
∣
∣
∣

2
(6.21)

with parameters p1, . . . , pq ≥ 0 and positive operators Px,1, . . . , Px,px on I. These oper-
ators can be thought of as being non-zero on all wave packets which have a substantial
overlap with ex. Since the wave function ex clearly has an overlap, we may assume
that the new functional bounds the original functional from below, i.e.

T(A<, A>) ≤ Tdis(A<, A>) for all A<, A> ∈ Aq (6.22)

(and Aq as introduced in (4.8)).
Similar to (5.14), we write (6.21) as

Tdis(A<, A>) =
∑

x∈X

px∑

α=1

∣
∣
∣ trI

(
A> πxA

∗
< Px,α

)
∣
∣
∣

2

(where πx is the orthogonal projection to the subspace spanned by ex). Given U<

and U>, we now consider the integral over all matrices obtained by multiplying from
the left by unitary operators acting on U(I),

 

U(I)
dµU(I)(V<)

 

U(I)
dµU(I)(V<) e

αNTdis(V<A<,V>A>) (6.23)

(here dµU(I) denotes again the normalized Haar measure). Integrating subsequently
over the whole group G× G gives the partition function.

In order to estimate (6.23), we first write the functional Tdis(V<A<, V>A>) as

Tdis(V<A<, V>A>) =
∑

x∈X

px∑

α=1

∣
∣
∣ trI

(
V>A> πxA

∗
<V

∗
< Px,α

)
∣
∣
∣

2

=
∑

x∈X

px∑

α=1

∣
∣〈ex |A∗

<V
∗
< Px,αV>A> ex〉

∣
∣2 .

For any x and α, we let u be a normalized eigenvector of Px,α corresponding to the
largest eigenvalue. We choose V> such that it maps the vector A> ex to a multiple
of u. Likewise, we choose V< such that it maps the vector A< ex to a multiple of u.
Then

∣
∣〈ex |A∗

<V
∗
< Px,αV>A> ex〉

∣
∣ = ‖A> ex‖ ‖A∗

< ex‖ ‖Px,α‖ .
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Using continuity and the Schwarz inequality, we conclude that the double integral (6.23)
can be estimated from above by the corresponding integral with Tdis replaced by our
original functional T in (5.14). The point is that the constant involved in this estimate
depends only on q, but not on N (this could be worked out in more detail with a
covering argument, using that the set Aq in (4.8) is relatively compact). Now we can
compute the saddle point contribution for the upper bound. Moreover, (6.22) gives a
lower bound for the saddle point contribution. Clearly, the above estimates change the
q-dependent prefactors in (6.16). The exponential factor in (6.16), however, remains
unchanged, because it is determined solely by the value of the integrand at the saddle
point (see (6.13)) and the Haar measure on G. �

6.2. Introducing a Weight for the Size of the Subsystems. We now explain
a method which allows us to introduce a weight for the size of the subsystems. In
particular, this makes it possible to get finer information on the smaller subsystems
formed by wave functions pointing in different spatial directions. To this end, we
choose a bounded cutoff function η supported in a neighborhood of the origin, i.e.

η ∈ L∞
0 ([0, 1],R+) with η|[0,δ) ≡ 1

for some δ > 0. We now modify the functional Tt
V in (6.1) by inserting the cutoff

function

η

( ‖xy‖
‖x‖‖y‖

)

(6.24)

into the integrand (here ‖.‖ is the operator norm on L(H)),

Tt
V (ρ̃, TU<,U>

ρ) =

(
ˆ

Ω∩V
d4x

ˆ

Ω∩V
d4y +

ˆ

(M\Ω)∩V
d4x

ˆ

(M\Ω)∩V
d4y

)

× η

( ‖xy‖
‖x‖‖y‖

)
∣
∣F ε(x)U> F

ε(y)U−1
<

∣
∣2 . (6.25)

As a result, the contribution for small ξ in Figure 4 is suppressed. In order to clarify
the effect of the cutoff function on the scaling behavior, we consider the particularly
simple choice of a Heaviside function, i.e.

η(τ) = Θ(τ0 − τ) (6.26)

with a dimensionless constant τ0 > 0. As a consequence, in (6.12) we integrate only
over the region

|ξ0| > t , (6.27)

where t is a function of τ0 with the scaling

t ≃ ε

τ0
. (6.28)
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qmin qh(q)

q

Figure 5. The function h(q) for η a sharp cutoff function.

Therefore, we can choose t arbitrary by a suitable choice of the cutoff function. This
changes the computation of Tt

V after (6.12) to

Tt
V (ρ, ρ) ≃ Tℓ3

ˆ

R4

|λxyi |2 d4y

≃ Tℓ3
ˆ ∞

t
r2 dr

1

ε4r6
1

t60

(
1 + O(ε/r)

)
×
{
t50 if r ≥ t0
r5 if r < t0

≃ Tℓ3

ε4
1

t0 max(t0, t)3

(

1 + O

( ε

max(t0, t)

))

=
Tℓ3

ε8
ϑ20 min

(
ϑ20, ϑ

2
)3
(

1 + O

(

min
(
ϑ20, ϑ

2
))
)

= T
ε4

ℓ9
q min(q, q)3

(

1 + O

(

min
(
ϑ20, ϑ

2
))
)

,

where we used the notation

ϑ2 :=
ε

t
and q := ϑ2

( ℓ

ε

)3
=
ε

t

( ℓ

ε

)3
. (6.29)

Thus for q > q, the functional Tt
V scales only linearly in q. This can be taken into

account simply by modifying the function c(q) in (6.19) to

c(q)2 =
1

2
+

1

2

√

1− q3min

min(q, q)3
. (6.30)

On the interval [qmin, q], the function h(q) is unchanged. In particular, we know
from (6.2) that this function is strictly monotone increasing. For q > q, however, h(q)
simply is a linear function. Its monotonicity properties are determined by the slope

c(q)2

1− c(q)2
+ 2 log

(
1− c(q)2

)
.

If this slope is arranged to be negative, then the function h(q) has a maximum at q
(see Figure 5). If this is done, the systems with q = q give the main contribution to
the saddle points.

More generally, with the cutoff function η in (6.24) one can introduce an arbitrary
weight function which determines to what extent subsystems of a certain size contribute
to the quantum state. We finally give a possible interpretation for the parameter t.

Remark 6.4. (potential significance of t) In the above construction, the param-
eter τ0 in (6.26), and consequently also the parameter t in (6.28), were introduced
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ad-hoc as a free parameter which can be used in order to introduce a weight for the
size of the subsystems forming the saddle points. Ultimately, it might be preferable
conceptually to replace the ad-hoc functional (6.25) by another functional which arises
more naturally in the theory of causal fermion systems. The most obvious candidate
would be the functional (3.10) involving the Lagrangian mentioned in Section 3.4. In-
deed, the Lagrangian involves a natural cutoff for small distances (6.27) which comes
from the fact that the formalism of the continuum limit applies only away from the
origin (i.e. if |ξ0| is much larger than the Planck scale; for details see [10, Chapter 4]
or [13, Section 2.4]). It seems a good idea to identify the corresponding length scale
with t. Here we shall not enter the details because, as mentioned in Section 3.4,
the computation of the Lagrangian is more subtle due to cancellations of summands
in (2.1). ♦

6.3. The Phase Freedom of the Saddle Points. For the model example in Sec-
tion 5.2, the saddle point is unique only up to the phase freedom described by the
functions φ1<, . . . , φ

q
< and φ1>, . . . , φ

q
> in (5.16). In Section 6.1 we saw that, in a suit-

able approximation where we took into account only the leading order in ε/ℓmacro,
the high-energy wave functions in Minkowski space could be described by this model
example. It remains to clarify how the phase freedom in (5.16) translates to the saddle
point in Minkowski space. As we will now explain, this saddle point has indeed a phase
freedom, but only if we restrict attention to the leading order in ε/ℓmacro. This phase
freedom is in general broken if

higher orders in
ε

ℓ
and mε

are taken into account. This means more concretely that all the computations of
Sections 6.1 and 6.2 do involve the phase freedom, but the error terms do not.

In order to derive this result, we decompose the system [−ℓ, ℓ]3 ⊂ R
3 describing our

laboratory into strips in x-direction of width d with the scaling

ε≪ d . ℓ .

We consider solutions of the scalar wave equation �φ = 0 which do not depend on the
coordinates y and z. Then φ is a solution of the two-dimensional wave equation

(
∂2t − ∂2x)φ = 0 .

These solutions can be decomposed into the left- and right-moving solutions. We
consider for example the right-moving solutions φ(t−x). We multiply the initial data
by phase factors eiϕk and solve the Cauchy problem. In this way, the solution is
multiplied in each right-moving strip by a corresponding phase factor; see Figure 6.
Clearly, we are interested in solutions of the Dirac equation. They are obtained by
acting with the operator i∂/, without changing the picture of the right-moving waves
propagating independently in the right-moving time strips. But we obtain error terms
for the following reasons:

(I) The waves must be formed of wave functions contained in Hsp. To this end, we
choose a smooth cutoff function η(k) which vanishes outside Hsp (i.e. the space of
high-energy wave functions inside the cone with opening angle ϑ0; see Figure 3).
This cutoff function varies on the scale ε−1. Therefore, multiplying by this cutoff
function in momentum spaces gives rise to a convolution in position space with a
kernel which decays on the regularization scale ε, as is indicated in Figure 6 for
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S

(I)

(II)

d
∼ ε x

t

eiϕ
0

eiϕ
1

eiϕ
2

eiϕ
3

eiϕ
4

eiϕ
5 · · ·

Figure 6. Phase freedom of the saddle points.

the solutions in the time strip with phase eiϕ3 by the dark shaded regions near
the boundary of the strip.

(II) The non-zero mass m gives rise to contributions which violate the strong Huy-
gens principle and propagate into other time strips (see the light gray region in
Figure 6).

In order to describe the waves in the different strips, we introduce symmetric lin-
ear operators Ek acting on Hlab. Disregarding the convolution in position space (I),
these operators could be chosen as orthogonal projection operators. Taking these con-
volutions into account, we can nevertheless choose the Ek as orthogonal projection
operators outside the transition regions of size ∼ ε. Next, in analogy to (5.16) we
introduce the unitary operators

A< = c exp
(

i
∑

k

ϕk
<Ek

)

and A> = c exp
(

i
∑

k

ϕk
>Ek

)

(with c as in (6.19) or (6.30)).
Let us consider how the phases ϕk

< and ϕk
> enter the functional Tt

V (ρ̃, TU< ,U>
ρ).

Clearly, if both x and y lie inside the same time strip, then the phases drop out.
Therefore, we only need to consider the case that x and y are in different time strips.
The contribution of the error terms (I) from the convolution by the cutoff function η to
the integrand in (6.1) are not small. But they vanish unless y lies in a strip of width∼ ε.
Therefore, after integrating over y, the resulting contribution to Tt

V (ρ̃, TU<,U>
ρ) is of

higher order in ε/ℓ. The error terms (II) due to the rest mass, on the other hand, do not
affect the leading degree of the singularity on the light cone (as defined before (2.13)).
Therefore, their contribution to Tt

V (ρ̃, TU<,U>
ρ) involves a scaling factor mε. This

proves the claim.

6.4. Saddle Points for the Low-Energy Wave Functions. In the previous sec-
tions (Sections 6.1 and (6.2)) we saw that the high-energy wave functions give rise
to saddle points. If U< and U> are near these saddle points, the surface layer in-
tegrals can be computed using the formalism of the continuum limit; in particular,
they have a well-defined scaling in negative powers of ε. By introducing a parameter t
with the dimension of length into the functional Tt

V , we could prescribe the number
of wave functions forming the saddle points. This procedure leads to many saddle
points, which come with a certain combinatorics. Before entering this combinatorics
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(see Section 6.5 below), we now consider a single saddle point and analyze how it is
modified by the low-energy wave functions.

In the following consideration, we may disregard the space (Hsp)⊥ ∩Hhe formed of
high-energy wave functions which are not part of the saddle point (because if they had
an effect, we would have included them in Hsp). Therefore, it remains to consider the
subspace

Hsp ⊕Hle ⊂ Hlab . (6.31)

We denote the restriction of a unitary operator U to this subspace by Â. Using a block
matrix notation in the decomposition (6.31), this matrix has the form

Â =

(
A ∗
∗ ∗

)

, (6.32)

where A : Hsp → Hsp is the matrix used in the computations of Sections 6.1 and 6.2,
and the stars denote the other (still undetermined) matrix entries. The saddle point
of the high-energy wave functions is again characterized by (6.2). Being close to this
saddle point means that the functional Tt

V can be computed using the formalism of the
continuum limit, exactly as explained in Section 6.1. Therefore, we can expand this
functional in powers of individual matrix entries in (6.32). Clearly, expanding in matrix
elements of A gives us back the expansion of Lemma 5.8. But we can also expand in
the matrix elements of the “starred” block matrices in (6.32). Similar to (2.11), the
first variation of the integrand in (2.42) can be expressed with a trace involving the
variation of the kernel of the fermionic projector, i.e.

δ
(∣
∣xU> yU

−1
<

∣
∣2
)

= 2ReTrSy

(

R<(y, x) δP<(x, y) +R>(y, x) δP>(x, y)
)

(6.33)

with integral kernels R<(y, x) and R>(y, x). Here the kernel of the fermionic projector
with index > and < is defined in analogy of (2.10) by

P>(x, y) = −Ψ(x)U>Ψ(y)∗ , P<(x, y) = −Ψ(x)U<Ψ(y)∗ .

The kernels R<(y, x) and R>(y, x) have singularities on the light cone which are gener-
ated by the wave functions in Hsp and thus depend on A alone. The variations δP , on
the other hand, are formed of individual wave functions which are bounded in space-
time. Therefore, an expansion in powers of δP amounts to an expansion in orders on
the light cone (see the preliminaries at the end of Section 2.1.4). After carrying out
the integrals in (2.42), we thus obtain an expansion of the form

∆Tt
V (ρ̃, TU< ,U>

ρ) = ReΦ<

(
δP<

)
+ReΦ>

(
δP>

)
+ (higher orders in ε/ℓmacro) , (6.34)

where Φ< and Φ> are complex-linear functionals, and ℓmacro denotes the length scale
characterizing the low-energy wave functions. Note that Φ< and Φ> are determined
by the saddle point computation in Section 6.1.

Varying more specifically the unitary operators on Hsp⊕Hle, we obtain the formula

Tt
V (ρ̃, TU<,U>

ρ) = Tt
V (c11) + ReTr(δÂ< Y<) + ReTr(δÂ> Y>)

+ (higher orders in ε/ℓmacro) ,
(6.35)

for suitable symmetric matrices Y< and Y>, where Tt
V (c11) denotes the functional at

the saddle point. Since first variations of A< and A> (where we again use the block
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matrix form (6.32)) give us back the results of Lemma 5.8, we know that Y< and Y>
have the block matrix form

Y<,> =

(
d<,>11 ∗

∗ ∗

)

,

where the parameters d<,> describe the first variation of T as computed in (5.38).
Next, we diagonalize Y< and Y> by a unitary transformation. This unitary trans-

formation can be regarded as a redefinition of the subspaces Hle and Hsp. With this in
mind, for ease in notation we do not write out the unitary transformation, but simply
replace Y< and Y> by the unitarily transformed matrices. Using that the dimension
of Hle is independent of ε, whereas the dimension of Hsp is ∼ ε−3, we conclude that,
to leading order in ε/ℓmacro, this diagonalization does not change the upper left block
matrix entries, i.e.

Y<,> =

(
d<,>11 0

0 Z<,>

)

+ (higher orders in ε/ℓmacro) (6.36)

with Z a symmetric operator on Hle. Here the error term can be understood in more
detail if one proceeds in the following two steps. In the first step, one chooses an
orthonormal basis of Hsp such that the matrices Y< and Y> take the form

Y<,> =





d<,>11 0 0
0 d<,>11 ∗
0 ∗ ∗



 ,

where we decomposed the first block component into two blocks, where the second
block refers to a subspace of Hsp of dimension d := dimHle. In the second step we di-
agonalize the lower (2d×2d)-block. This diagonalization redefines Hsp. Consequently,
it also changes the computation of the saddle point of the high-energy wave functions.
More precisely, we change at most 2d physical wave functions. Since each change of
physical wave function can be described perturbatively as explained after (6.34) above,
one sees that it only affects the higher orders in ε/ℓmacro. Using that the dimension d
is independent of ε, we obtain the desired error term in (6.36).

After these preparations, the exponential in (1.1) can be written as a product of

a function depending only on A< and A>, a function of πHleÂ<πHle and a function

of πHleÂ>πHle. Consequently, the U<-integral can be analyzed with the help of Propo-
sition 4.12 if we set

A = A< and D = πHle Â< πHle .

Now we argue as follows. Using that

A∗A⊗D∗D ≤ A∗A⊗ 11Cp ,

the factor in the denominator in (4.30) can be estimated by

det(11 −A∗A)p ≤ det
(
11−A∗A⊗D∗D

)
≤ 1 .

This shows that we can again apply the saddle point computation of Section 5.2.
An additional factor det(11 − A∗A)−p in the integrand changes the formula (5.18) in
Theorem 5.6 only by a prefactor (1 − c2)−p, which is independent of N . Therefore,
independent of the choice of D, we get a saddle point in the high-energy region, exactly
as explained in Sections 6.1 and 6.2. At the saddle point, we know that

det
(
11−A∗A⊗D∗D

)
= det(11− c2D∗D)q
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with the parameter c given by (5.17), being bounded below by 1/2 and bounded from
above away from one. Therefore, we can again apply Proposition 4.12 to conclude
that the saddle point for the low-energy wave functions can be described by applying
Proposition 5.1. The denominator in (4.30) simply gives rise to the prefactor

1

det(11 − c2A2
0)

q

with A0 as in (5.1) and Y = Z<,>.
This consideration shows that, taking the low-energy wave functions into account,

the saddle points can be computed as follows: We first compute the saddle points of
the high-energy wave functions as described in Sections 6.1 and (6.2). For each of the
resulting high-energy saddle points, we obtain a unique corresponding saddle point for
the low-energy wave functions, which can be computed with the help of Proposition 5.1.
Due to the linear expansion in (6.33), the dependence on the low-energy wave functions
decouples into a product, making it possible to integrate separately over πHle U< πHle

and πHle U> πHle .

6.5. The Structure of the Saddle Points. In the previous sections, we located and
computed various saddle points. We now analyze the saddle points systematically and
work out the combinatorics.

The saddle points for the high-energy wave functions were computed starting from a
subspaceHsp ⊂ Hlab. Clearly, there are many possible choices for this subspace, which
can be described by a combinatorics depending on the dimensions of Hlab and Hsp.
We point out that this combinatorics is independent of N . This observation is very
helpful because, as computed in Proposition 6.1, the contribution by each saddle point
involves the exponential factor

exp
{
N h(q)

}
(6.37)

with h(q) defined by (6.20). This shows that, asymptotically for large N , those saddle
points will be dominant for which the function h is maximal. The combinatorics de-
scribing the possible choices of the subspace Hsp ⊂ Hlab only gives prefactors which
are independent of N and will therefore be dominated by the exponential (6.37). In
the setting of Section 6.1, we saw in Lemma 6.2 that the function h(q) is monotone
increasing. Therefore, as already explained after the statement of Proposition 6.1, in
this setting it suffices to take into account one saddle point corresponding to choos-
ing Hsp = Hlab formed by all high-energy wave functions. In the setting of Section 6.2,
on the other hand, we arranged that the function h(q) has one maximum at q = q (see
Figure 5). Consequently, we need to take into account all the saddle points involv-
ing approximately q wave functions. The combinatorics of these saddle points simply
corresponds to the possible choices of cones of opening angle ϑ defined by (6.29). For
our purposes, it is unnecessary to work out the detailed combinatorics of these saddle
points. Instead, we simply label them by an index a ∈ S, where S is an abstract
index set. For notational simplicity, we treat S as a discrete set and sum over a ∈ S

with weights ca ≥ 0.
An important point for what follows is that the saddle point of the model example in

Section 5.2 is not unique, but involves the freedom in choosing the phases φ1<, . . . , φ
q
<

and φ1>, . . . , φ
q
> in (5.16). In this way, every a does not stand for a single saddle point,

but instead for a whole family of saddle points. For a convenient notation, we denote
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the phases by φ<α (for bra) and φ>β (for ket), i.e.

eiϕ
<
α = φα< and eiϕ

>
β = φβ< with α, β ∈ {1, . . . , q} .

As explained in detail in Section 6.3, there is also a phase freedom for the saddle points
formed of the high-energy wave functions in Minkowski space, which can be expressed
as the freedom in performing transformations of the form

P<(x, y) → eiϕ
<
α (x,y) P<(x, y) and P>(x, y) → eiϕ

>
β
(x,y) P>(x, y) (6.38)

for suitable functions ϕ<
α and ϕ>

β . As the details are not needed later on, we simply

work with these phases abstractly and label them by indices α, β ∈ Ta, where Ta is
any index set which may depend on a ∈ S. For notational simplicity, we again treat T
as a discrete set and sum over α, β ∈ Ta. In cases when Ta is continuous, the sum
must be replaced by corresponding integrals over phases.

We now come to the saddle points for the low-energy wave functions. We saw in
Section 6.4 that these saddle points can be described with the help of Proposition 5.1,
where A0 is determined by the saddle point (a, α, β) (with a ∈ S and α, β ∈ Ta) of the
high-energy wave functions. Proposition 5.1 gives a unique saddle point. Moreover,
from (5.3) we know that the contribution by the saddle point in (5.2) grows expo-
nentially in N . Therefore, for large N , it suffices to consider the contribution at this
unique saddle point. The interesting issue is the dependence on α and β. Clearly, the
phase factors in (6.38) drop out of the integrand in (2.42) when taking the spectral
weight. However, being created by unitary transformations acting on the high-energy
wave functions, these phases do not appear in the variations of the low-energy wave
functions, i.e.

δP<(x, y) → δP<(x, y) and δP>(x, y) → δP>(x, y) ,

where we vary A> and A<. As a consequence, the first variation of the integrand
in (2.42) does involve the inverse phases. More precisely, (6.33) transforms to

2ReTrSx

(

R<(y, x) e
−iϕ<

α (x,y) δP<(x, y) +R>(y, x) e
−iϕ>

α (x,y) δP>(x, y)
)

. (6.39)

Integrating over x and y, in (6.34) we obtain a dependence on α and β, which can be
described most conveniently by adding indices to the matrices Y< and Y> in (6.35),

Tt
V (ρ̃, TU<,U>

ρ) = Tt
V (c11) + ReTr(δÂ< Y

a,α
< ) + ReTr(δÂ> Y

a,β
> )

+ (higher orders in ε/ℓmacro) ,

We point out that Y< depends only on α, whereas Y> depends only on β. This is a
consequence of how the phase factors show up in (6.39). The index a clarifies that all
the terms also depend on the saddle point a ∈ S of the high-energy wave functions
under consideration.

6.6. Construction of the Insertions. Our next task is to construct the insertions
to be placed into the integrand of the localized refined pre-state. Given U< and U>,
we form the bosonic insertions exactly as explained in [20, Section 5.3] as variational
derivatives of the nonlinear surface layer integral. More precisely, given holomorphic
linearized solution z′1, . . . , z

′
p and z1, . . . , zq, we work with the bosonic insertion

D<
z′1
γt(ρ̃, TU< ,U>

ρ) · · ·D<
z′p
γt(ρ̃, TU<,U>

ρ) D>
z1γ

t(ρ̃, TU<,U>
ρ) · · ·D>

zqγ
t(ρ̃, TU<,U>

ρ) .
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For the fermionic insertions, we improve the construction given in [20]. We first
give the improved construction and explain the differences to the earlier construction
in [20] afterward (see Remark 6.6 below). Given unitary operators U<,U> as well as
a vector eℓ ∈ Hf , we consider the anti-linear mapping

b>ℓ : Hf
ρ → C , b>ℓ (φ) = D>

|eℓ〉φ
γt
(
ρ̃, TU<,U>

ρ
)
.

We represent this anti-linear mapping by a vector ψ>
ℓ (U<,U>) in the Hilbert spaceHf

ρ,
i.e.

b>ℓ (φ) = 〈φ |ψ>
ℓ 〉ρ for all φ ∈ Hf

ρ .

Intuitively speaking, the wave function ψ>
ℓ (U<,U>) tells us how the physical wave cor-

responding to eℓ of the interacting spacetime looks like for an observer in the vacuum.
Next, we let (eℓ)ℓ=1,...,ff be an orthonormal basis of Hf

ρ and form the Hartree-Fock
state

Φ>(U<,U>) := ψ>
1 (U<,U>) ∧ · · · ∧ ψ>

ff
(U<,U>) ∈ F f

ρ,ff
.

Similarly, we define the Hartree-Fock state Φ< by representing the linear mapping

b<ℓ : Hf
ρ → C , b<ℓ (φ) = D<

φ 〈eℓ| γ
t
(
ρ̃, TU<,U>

ρ
)

with a vector ψ<
ℓ (U<,U>),

b<ℓ (φ) = 〈ψ<
ℓ |φ〉ρ for all φ ∈ Hf

ρ ,

and by taking the resulting Hartree-Fock state,

Φ<(U<,U>) := ψ<
1 (U<,U>) ∧ · · · ∧ ψ<

ff
(U<,U>) ∈ F f

ρ,ff
.

The fermionic insertion is introduced as the expectation value of these Hartree-Fock
states,

〈
Φ<(U<,U>)

∣
∣Ψ†(φ′1) · · ·Ψ†(φ′r′) Ψ(φ1) · · ·Ψ(φr)

∣
∣Φ>(U<,U>)

〉

F f
ρ,ff

. (6.40)

This leads us to the following definition.

Definition 6.5. The localized refined pre-state ωt
V at time t is defined by

ωt
V

(

a†(z′1) · · · a†(z′p) Ψ†(φ′1) · · ·Ψ†(φ′r′) a(z1) · · · a(zq) Ψ(φ1) · · ·Ψ(φr)
)

:=
1

Zt
V

(
β, ρ̃

)

 

G

dµG
(
U<

)
 

G

dµG
(
U>

)
eαNTt

V

(
ρ̃,TU<,U>

ρ
)

×
〈
Φ<(U<,U>)

∣
∣Ψ†(φ′1) · · ·Ψ†(φ′r′) Ψ(φ1) · · ·Ψ(φr)

∣
∣Φ>(U<,U>)

〉

F f
ρ,ff

×D<
z′1
γt(ρ̃, TU<,U>

ρ) · · ·D<
z′p
γt(ρ̃, TU<,U>

ρ) D>
z1
γt(ρ̃, TU<,U>

ρ) · · ·D>
zqγ

t(ρ̃,Uρ)

with the normalization constant given by

Zt
V :=

 

G

dµG
(
U<

)
 

G

dµG
(
U>

)
eαNTt

V

(
ρ̃,TU<,U>

ρ
)
〈
Φ<(U<,U>)

∣
∣Φ>(U<,U>)

〉

F f
ρ,ff

.

Remark 6.6. (discussion of fermionic insertions) We now compare the in-
sertion (6.40) with the construction used in [20]. For clarity, we begin with the
case U< = U> = U without refinement. In this case, we can leave out all indices <
and >, so that (6.40) simplifies to

〈
Φ(U)

∣
∣Ψ†(φ′1) · · ·Ψ†(φ′r′) Ψ(φ1) · · ·Ψ(φr)

∣
∣Φ(U)

〉

F f
ρ,ff

.
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This expectation value can be computed directly with the Wick rules. The result
becomes particularly simple in the case that the effective one-particle wave functions ψℓ

are orthonormal

〈ψℓ |ψℓ′〉ρ = δℓ,ℓ′ .

In this case, the Hartree-Fock wave function Φ(U) is normalized. Moreover, the pro-
jection operator πf,t to the image of the effective one-particle wave functions ψℓ can
be written as

πf,t :=

ff∑

ℓ=1

|ψℓ〉ρ〈ψℓ| .

A straightforward computation yields
〈
Φ(U)

∣
∣Ψ†(φ′1) · · ·Ψ†(φ′r′) Ψ(φ1) · · ·Ψ(φr)

∣
∣Φ(U)

〉

F f
ρ,ff

= δr′r
1

r!

∑

σ,σ′∈Sr

(−1)sign(σ)+sign(σ′) 〈φσ(1) |πf,t φ′σ′(1)〉tρ · · · 〈φσ(r) |πf,t φ′σ′(r)〉tρ ,
(6.41)

giving agreement with the fermionic insertions in [20, Definition 4.1].
Clearly, in typical situations the effective one-particle wave functions will not be

orthonormal. The construction in [20, Section 4.3] amounts to making these wave
functions orthonormal with a Gram-Schmidt procedure. After this has been done,
the relation (6.41) again holds. This consideration shows that the construction in [20]
differs from Definition 6.5 precisely by the orthonormalization of the effective one-
particle wave functions. This raises the question whether such an orthonormalization
is desirable or physically preferable. The only advantage of the orthonormalization is
that a p-particle measurement only involves p one-particle wave functions (and not all
wave functions via the normalization factors coming up in the expectation value). On
the other hand, this advantage disappears if one keeps in mind that through the Gram-
Schmidt procedure, these p wave functions depend on all the other wave functions as
well. More importantly, the orthonormalization seems unnatural, because if the one-
particle wave functions are small, then they should also give a small contribution to
the expectation value. Finally, Definition 6.5 has the advantage that the positivity
properties are more apparent, as will be explained in Section 6.7.

These considerations apply analogously to the refined state. In particular, the sug-
gestion for the fermionic insertions made for the refined state in [20, Section 5] seems
superseded by Definition 6.5. ♦

6.7. Positivity of the Localized Refined Pre-State. Having defined the localized
refined pre-state (see Definition 6.5), the next step is to compute it in more detail and
to prove positivity. As explained in Section 6.5, to leading order in 1/N it suffices to
evaluate the integrand at the saddle points. Moreover, we may expand the integrand in
powers of the operators A< and A>. To leading order on the light cone, the insertions
are linear in these operators and thus depend only on one of these operators. We take
these dependencies into account in our notation by evaluating at the saddle points
using the notation

Φ(a, α) := Φ<(U<,U>) , Φ(a, β) := Φ>(U<,U>) ,

and similarly for the bosonic insertions. Evaluating the group integrals at the saddle
points as explained in Section 6.5 gives the following result.
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Theorem 6.7. To leading order in 1/N and ε/ℓmacro, the localized refined pre-state ωt
V

takes the form

ωt
V

(

a†(z′1) · · · a†(z′p) Ψ†(φ′1) · · ·Ψ†(φ′r′) a(z1) · · · a(zq) Ψ(φ1) · · ·Ψ(φr)
)

=
∑

a∈S
ca
∑

α,β∈Ta

〈
Φ(a, α)

∣
∣Ψ†(φ′1) · · ·Ψ†(φ′r′) Ψ(φ1) · · ·Ψ(φr)

∣
∣Φ(a, β)

〉

F f
ρ,ff

×D<
z′1
γt(a, α) · · ·D<

z′p
γt(a, α) D>

z1
γt(a, β) · · ·D>

zqγ
t(a, β)

+ higher orders in 1/N and ε/ℓmacro

with non-negative weights ca.

To avoid confusion, we point out that, for notational convenience, the factor 1/Zt
V

(
β, ρ̃

)

was absorbed into the weights ca.

Theorem 6.8. To leading order in 1/N and ε/ℓmacro, the localized refined pre-state ωt
V

is positive, thereby defining a quantum state (1.3).

Proof. Before beginning, we note that, using linearity together with the canonical
anti-commutation relations, one sees that the formula in Proposition 6.7 holds more
generally for any combination Bfermi of fermionic field operators, i.e.

ωt
V

(

a†(z′1) · · · a†(z′p) a(z1) · · · a(zq) Bfermi

)

(6.42)

=
∑

a∈S
ca
∑

α,β∈Ta

〈
Φ(a, α)

∣
∣Bfermi

∣
∣Φ(a, β)

〉

F f
ρ,ff

×D<
z′1
γt(a, α) · · ·D<

z′p
γt(a, α) D>

z1
γt(a, β) · · ·D>

zqγ
t(a, β) (6.43)

+ higher orders in 1/N and ε/ℓmacro .

Given A ∈ A, our task is to show that ωt
V (A

∗A) ≥ 0. We first need to order the bosonic
field operators in A∗A as in (6.42). To this end, we use the canonical commutation
relations (2.32) to bring all the creation operators to the left and all the annihilation
operators to the right. This gives rise to pairings according to

a(z) a†(z′) gives (z|z′)tρ ,

where always one annihilation operator in A∗ is combined with one creation operator
in A. After having performed all these commutations, we end up with a product
of bosonic field operators of the form as in Definition 6.5, where each creation and
annihilation operator gives rise to an insertion Dzγ

t(a, α) and Dzγ
t(a, β), respectively.

After these transformations, the expectation value can be written as follows,

ωt
V (A

∗A) =
∑

a∈S
ca

∞∑

r=0

∑

α,β∈Ta

∑

k1,...,kr

∑

n1,...,nr

Tk1···kr(a, α) Tn1···nr(a, β)

× (zk1 |zn1)
t
ρ · · · (zkr |znr)

t
ρ

〈
Φ(a, α)

∣
∣A∗

fermi(r, α) Afermi(r, β)
∣
∣ Φ(a, β)

〉

F f
ρ,ff

.

In order to clarify the structure of this formula, we introduce the bosonic Fock vector

Zr(T ) :=
∑

k1,...,kr

Tk1···kr zk1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ zkr .
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We thus obtain

ωt
V (A

∗A) =
∑

a∈S
ca

∞∑

r=0

∑

α,β∈Ta

〈
Zr

(
T (a, α)

)
⊗ Φ(a, α)

∣
∣ A∗

fermi(r, α)

×Afermi(r, β)
∣
∣ Zr

(
T (a, β)

)
⊗ Φ(a, β)

〉

Fρ
.

Bringing the operator A∗
fermi(r, α) to the left and introducing the vector

Ψ(a, r) =
∑

α∈Ta

Zr

(
T (a, α)

)
⊗Afermi(r, α)Φ(a, α) ,

we conclude that

ωt
V (A

∗A) =
∑

a∈S
ca

∞∑

r=0

〈
Ψ(a, r)

∣
∣Ψ(a, r)

〉

Fρ
.

This is obviously non-negative, concluding the proof. �

7. Description of Entanglement

The formula derived in Theorem 6.7 reveals that the refined state makes it possible
to describe entanglement. Indeed, the state ωt

V can be written as the expectation value
of a density operator σt

ωt
V (A) = trFρ(σ

tA) for all A ∈ A . (7.1)

This density operator can be written in bra/ket notation as

σt =
∑

a∈S
ca

∣
∣
∣

∑

α∈Ta

ΨF
aα

〉〈 ∑

β∈Ta

ΨF
aβ

∣
∣
∣ , (7.2)

where the Fock vector ΨF
aα is given as the tensor product of the fermionic Fock vec-

tor Φ(a, β) in the statement of Theorem 6.7 with a bosonic Fock vector which realizes
the bosonic expectation values. From (7.2) one sees that, in the case of only one saddle
point a, one gets a pure state, and the trace in (7.1) reduces to the usual expectation
value,

ωt
V (A) =

〈∑

β∈T
ΨF

β

∣
∣
∣A
∣
∣
∣

∑

α∈T
ΨF

α

〉

Fρ

.

If we have more than one saddle point, we can describe a mixed state. The sums
over α, β ∈ Ta run over the phase freedom of the high-energy saddle point a. In this
way, the state (7.2) allows for the description of general entangled states.

Based on these results, we can make the qualitative picture described in Section 3.2
precise. The index α in (3.1) and in the insertions (3.3) describes the phase freedom
of our saddle points. This phase freedom appears separately for bra and ket, giving
the synchronization aimed for in (3.4). In this way, we have bypassed the counter
argument of Lemma 3.2, making it possible to describe entanglement.

These constructions and considerations even give some insight into the structure
of the long-range correlations and dephasing effects mentioned in the paragraph af-
ter (1.2) in the introduction. Indeed, the saddle points are formed of wave functions in
a cone in momentum space (see Figure 3). These wave functions are “in phase” even
for large distances. Moreover, the phase freedom of each saddle point propagates in
lightlike directions (see Figure 6). This phase freedom has the effect that every saddle
point is formed of many components having different relative phases. Each component
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· · · · · ·

j1

i1

l1

k1

j2

i2

l2

k2

jp

ip

lp

kp
1 2 p

Figure 7. Contractions among unitary factors.

encodes information on a specific Fock component, including both the fermionic and
bosonic tensor factors. When integrating over the unitary group, dephasing effects
(destructive interference) make it possible to detect and distinguish the different com-
ponents. These wave components give rise to the summands α in the decomposition
of a Fock vector into product states as in (7.2) and (3.1). In summary, we thus obtain
nonlocal effects and long-range correlations, giving a natural explanation for Einstein’s
“spooky action at a distance.”

Appendix A. Diagrammatic Derivation of the Gaussian Asymptotics

In this appendix we given the proof of Lemma 4.1. Before beginning, we note that,
since the group integral in (4.5) involves as many factors U as U−1, phase factors in U

cancel out. Therefore, instead of considering the group U(N), we can just as well work
with the special unitary group SU(N). We closely follow the procedure in [7], also
using a similar graphical notation. We write each factor U as an up arrow and each
factor U−1 as a down arrow (see the left of Figure 7). Next, we use Cramer’s rule

(U−1)ij =
1

(N − 1)!
ǫi i1 ··· iN−1 ǫj j1 ··· jN−1 Ui1 j1 · · ·UiN−1 jN−1

in order to rewrite the factors U−1 in terms of U (here ǫ is the totally anti-symmetric
Levi-Civita symbol; moreover we use the Einstein summation convention). The result-
ing expression involves Np factors U. Its group integral gives pairings of the indices
with the Levi-Civita symbol (for details see [7, Figure 6]). Pairs of Levi-Civita symbols
whose indices are contracted with each other can be rewritten as sums of products of
Kronecker deltas (for details see [7, eq. (18)]). After these transformations, the up and
down arrows on the left of Figure 7 are connected both at the top and the bottom.
In order to simplify the graphical notation, we permute the down arrows in such a
way that every up arrow is connected at the top to the down arrow at its right (these
permutations must be taken into account in our end formula by a simultaneous sym-
metrization in the indices k1, . . . , kp and l1, . . . , lp). At the bottom, the arrows are
connected as shown on the right of Figure 7, with a certain combinatorics which still
needs to be specified.

Connecting the arrows in this way, we obtain closed lines connecting 4ℓ indices.
We refer to such a closed line as an ℓ-chain (on the right of Figure 7 a three-chain is
depicted). Using the freedom to permute the p pairs of arrows (these permutations
must be taken into account in our end formula by a simultaneous symmetrization
in the indices i1, . . . , ip and j1, . . . , jp), the resulting configuration of contractions is
determined uniquely by chains of length 1 ≤ ℓ1 ≤ ℓ2 ≤ · · · ≤ ℓK , where K denotes the
number of chains. Clearly,

ℓ1 + · · · + ℓK = p .
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· · · · · · · · ·

chains of length ℓ = 1 chains of length ℓ = 2

Figure 8. The contractions in [ℓ1, . . . , ℓK ].

For a convenient notation, we form the tuple

(ℓk) = (ℓ1, . . . , ℓK) and set |(ℓk)| := ℓ1 + · · · + ℓK .

Then the group integral (4.5) can be written as
∑

(ℓk) with |(ℓk)| = p

c(ℓk)(N) [ℓ1, . . . ℓK ] , (A.1)

where c(ℓk)(N) are combinatorial prefactors (which, due to the signs from the Levi-
Civita symbol, could be positive or negative), and the tuple with square brackets
stands for the contribution to the group integral

[ℓ1, . . . ℓK ] =
1

p!

∑

σ,σ′∈S(p)
δ
iσ(1)

lσ′(1)
δ
kσ′(1)

jσ(1)
δ
iσ(2)

lσ′(2)
δ
kσ′(2)

jσ(2)
· · · δiσ(n1)

lσ′(n1)
δ
kσ′(n1)

jσ(n1)

× δ
iσ(n1+1)

lσ′(n1+1)
δ
kσ′(n1+1)

jσ(n1+2)
δ
iσ(n1+2)

lσ′(n1+2)
δ
kσ′(n1+2)

jσ(n1+1)

× · · · δiσ(n1+2n21)

lσ′(n1+2n2+1)
δ
kσ′(n1+2n2+1)

jσ(n1+2n2+2)
δ
iσ(n1+2n2+2)

lσ′(n1+2n2+2)
δ
kσ′(n1+2n2+2)

jσ(n1+2n2+1)
· · · ,

where nℓ denotes the number chains of length ℓ. The contractions are shown graphi-
cally in Figure 8.

The remaining task is to estimate how the combinatorial factors c(ℓk) scale in N .
To this end, it is useful to denote the longest chain of a configuration (ℓ1, . . . , ℓK) by

L(ℓ1, . . . , ℓK) := ℓK .

Next, we consider the combinatorial factors for all configurations for which this longest
chain is longer than L and take their maximum,

CL := max
{
|c(ℓ1,...,ℓK)|

∣
∣ L(ℓ1, . . . , ℓK) ≥ L

}
.

Clearly, these constants are decreasing in L,

C1 ≥ C2 ≥ · · · ≥ Cp ≥ Cp+1 = 0

(the last equality holds because all chains have length at most p). In the next lemma
we estimate the constants Cℓ. Since we are concerned only with the N -dependence,
we want to disregards constants depending only on p, K and the chains (ℓ1, . . . , ℓK).
For a short notation, we write . for smaller or equal up to a such constant, uniformly
in N . Conversely, we write ≫ if this uniform inequality does not hold, no matter how
large the constant is chosen.

Lemma A.1. For any p ∈ N and for all L ∈ {2, . . . , p},

CL .
C1

N
. (A.2)
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= = N (1 | )

= = (2 | )

= = = (1 | 1)

Figure 9. Contracting the indices i1 and k1.

Proof. We proceed by finite induction in L, beginning at L = p + 1 and decreasing L
step by step. In the case L = p+1, the inequality (A.2) holds trivially because Cp+1 =
0. Assume that the inequality holds for L+ 1, i.e.

CL+1, . . . , Cp+1 .
C1

N
. (A.3)

Our task is to show that the inequality also holds for L, (A.2).
Following the procedure explained in the final example in [7], we contract the in-

dices i1 and l1. Using that the matrices are unitary, we get a factor δk1j1 . The remainder
is the group integral in the case p− 1. Denoting the contraction by an arrow, we write
the resulting formula symbolically as

∑

(ℓk) with |(ℓk)| = p

c(ℓk)(N) [ℓ1, . . . ℓK ] −→ δk1j1

∑

(ℓk) with |(ℓk)| = p − 1

c(ℓk)(N) [ℓ1, . . . ℓK ] . (A.4)

On the other hand, the contraction of the indices i1 and l1 can be performed for each
contribution [ℓ1, . . . , ℓK ]. This means symbolically that two arrows are connected at
the top by an additional line. The lower points of these arrows become the “free”
indices k1 and j1. We denote the resulting configuration by (q | ℓ1, . . . , ℓk), where q is
the length of the line connecting the two free indices, whereas ℓ1, . . . , ℓk are the lengths
of the closed chains. This construction is illustrated in Figure 9.

More concretely, we let (ℓ1, . . . , ℓK) be a configuration with L(ℓ1, . . . , ℓK) = L ≥ 2.
We assume that this configuration violates (A.2), i.e.

∣
∣c(ℓ1,...,ℓK)

∣
∣≫ C1/N . (A.5)

Our special attention are the factors N which arise when contracting i1 and l1. Such
a factor arises from the formula

δij δ
j
i = N
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when a chain of length one is formed, as is depicted at the top of Figure 9 by a circle.
In fact, a factor N arises only if such a circle is formed. Moreover, contracting i1 and l1
gives rise to at most one factor N . Next, a circle is formed only if two adjacent arrows
are contracted (as shown in the example at the top of Figure 9). In this case, we get an
open line whose length is the same as that of the corresponding chain. These findings
are summarized by the formula

[ℓ1, . . . , ℓK ] −→ nℓK ℓK N [ℓK | ℓ1, . . . , ℓK−1] +
∑

q<ℓK

αq,ℓ̃k
[q | ℓ̃1, . . . , ℓ̃K̃ ] (A.6)

with suitable combinatorial factors αq,ℓ̃k
(whose form will be irrelevant). For clarity, we

note that the factor nℓKℓK arises when counting the number of possible contractions
giving rise to a circle. Being independent of N , this combinatorial factor is irrelevant
for our argument; we only need that this combinatorial factor is non-zero.

Comparing with (A.4), where the open line has length one, one concludes that the
summand involving N in (A.6) must be compensated by other configurations. The con-

figurations (ℓ̃1, . . . , ℓ̃K̃) with L(ℓ̃1, . . . , ℓ̃K̃) > L are not relevant in this respect, because
contracting them gives at most one factor N while by the induction hypothesis (A.3)
all combinatorial factors involve a factor 1/N . Therefore, all the contributions ob-

tained by contracting configurations with L(ℓ̃1, . . . , ℓ̃K̃) > L are of the order C1 O(N
0)

and thus cannot compensate the summand involving N in (A.6).

Next, configurations (ℓ̃1, . . . , ℓ̃K̃) with L(ℓ̃1, . . . , ℓ̃K̃) = L cannot compensate the
summand involving N in (A.6), simply because the condition [ℓK | ℓ1, . . . , ℓK−1] ≃
[ℓ̃K̃ | ℓ̃1, . . . , ℓ̃K−1] implies that the two configurations must be the same.

It remains to consider (ℓ̃1, . . . , ℓ̃K̃) with L(ℓ̃1, . . . , ℓ̃K̃) < L. In this case, the con-
tractions do give rise to the configuration (ℓK | ℓ1, . . . , ℓK−1), but only if the indices i1
and l1 lie in different chains. This does not give rise to a factor N . We thus obtain
the estimate

N
∣
∣c(ℓ1,...,ℓK)

∣
∣ . C1 ,

in contradiction to our assumption (A.5). This concludes the proof. �

Using the estimate of this lemma in (A.1), the group integral can be expanded as
 

SU(N)
U
i1
j1
· · ·Uip

jp

(
U−1

)k1
l1
· · ·
(
U−1

)kp
lp
dµG(U) = c(1,...,1)[1, . . . 1]

(

1 +O
( 1

N

))

= c(1p)
1

p!

∑

σ,σ′∈S(p)
δ
iσ(1)

lσ′(1)
δ
kσ′(1)

jσ(1)
· · · δiσ(p)

lσ′(p)
δ
kσ′(p)

jσ(p)

(

1 +O
( 1

N

))

= c(1p)
∑

σ∈S(p)
δi1lσ(1)

δ
kσ(1)

j1
· · · δiplσ(p)

δ
kσ(p)

jp

(

1 +O
( 1

N

))

, (A.7)

where (1p) is a short notation for the configuration with p chains of length one. Con-
tracting the indices i1 and l1 gives

 

SU(N)
U
i2
j2
· · ·Uip

jp

(
U−1

)k2
l2

· · ·
(
U−1

)kp
lp
dµG(U)

= N c(1p) δ
k1
j1

∑

σ∈S(p−1)

δi2lσ(1)+1
δ
kσ(1)+1

j1
· · · δiplσ(p)+1

δ
kσ(p)+1

jp

(

1 +O
( 1

N

))

.
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We thus obtain the inductive relation c(1p−1) = N c(1p), which in view of c() = 1 can
be solved to obtain

c(1p) =
1

Np
.

Using this formula in (A.7) gives (4.5). This concludes the proof of Lemma 4.1.
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[math-ph], Ann. Henri Poincaré 23 (2022), no. 4, 1359–1398.

https://www.causal-fermion-system.com
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.6395
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.0403
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.08418
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.10587
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0001048
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0202059
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0210121
http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.2666
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.4121
http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.04742
http://arxiv.org/abs/1709.04781
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.07058
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.05059
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.08451
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.7885
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.03177
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.10793


88 F. FINSTER, N. KAMRAN, AND M. REINTJES

[21] F. Finster, N. Kamran, and M. Oppio, The linear dynamics of wave functions in causal fermion

systems, arXiv:2101.08673 [math-ph], J. Differential Equations 293 (2021), 115–187.
[22] F. Finster and S. Kindermann, A gauge fixing procedure for causal fermion systems,

arXiv:1908.08445 [math-ph], J. Math. Phys. 61 (2020), no. 8, 082301.
[23] F. Finster, S. Kindermann, and J.-H. Treude, An Introductory Course on Causal Fermion Sys-

tems, in preparation, www.causal-fermion-system.com/intro-public.pdf (2023).
[24] F. Finster and J. Kleiner, Causal fermion systems as a candidate for a unified physical theory,

arXiv:1502.03587 [math-ph], J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 626 (2015), 012020.
[25] , Noether-like theorems for causal variational principles, arXiv:1506.09076 [math-ph], Calc.

Var. Partial Differential Equations 55:35 (2016), no. 2, 41.
[26] , A Hamiltonian formulation of causal variational principles, arXiv:1612.07192 [math-ph],

Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 56:73 (2017), no. 3, 33.
[27] , A class of conserved surface layer integrals for causal variational principles,

arXiv:1801.08715 [math-ph], Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 58:38 (2019), no. 1, 34.
[28] F. Finster and M. Kraus, The regularized Hadamard expansion, arXiv:1708.04447 [math-ph], J.

Math. Anal. Appl. 491 (2020), no. 2, 124340.
[29] F. Finster and C. Langer, Causal variational principles in the σ-locally compact setting: Existence

of minimizers, arXiv:2002.04412 [math-ph], Adv. Calc. Var. 15 (2022), no. 3, 551–575.
[30] F. Finster and M. Lottner, Banach manifold structure and infinite-dimensional analysis for causal

fermion systems, arXiv:2101.11908 [math-ph], Ann. Global Anal. Geom. 60 (2021), no. 2, 313–
354.

[31] F. Finster and A. Platzer, A positive mass theorem for static causal fermion systems,
arXiv:1912.12995 [math-ph], Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 25 (2021), no. 7, 1735–1818.

[32] W.A. Friedman and P.A. Mello, Marginal distribution of an arbitrary square submatrix of the

S-matrix for Dyson’s measure, J. Phys. A 18 (1985), no. 3, 425–436.
[33] Y.V. Fyodorov and H.-J. Sommers, Random matrices close to Hermitian or unitary: Overview

of methods and results, arXiv:nlin/0207051 [nlin.CD], J. Phys. A 36 (2003), no. 12, 3303–3347.
[34] R.E. Greene and K. Shiohama, Diffeomorphisms and volume-preserving embeddings of noncompact

manifolds, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 255 (1979), 403–414.
[35] S. Helgason, Groups and Geometric Analysis, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, vol. 83,

American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2000, Integral geometry, invariant differential
operators, and spherical functions, Corrected reprint of the 1984 original.

[36] R. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, M. Horodecki, and K. Horodecki, Quantum entanglement,
arXiv:quant-ph/0702225, Rev. Modern Phys. 81 (2009), no. 2, 865–942.

[37] G. Huber, Notes: Gamma function derivation of n-sphere volumes, Amer. Math. Monthly 89

(1982), no. 5, 301–302.
[38] J.R. Ipsen and M. Kieburg, Weak commutation relations and eigenvalue statistics for products of

rectangular random matrices, arXiv:1310.4154 [math-ph], Phys. Rev. E 89 (2014), 032106.
[39] C. Itzykson and J.B. Zuber, The planar approximation. II, J. Math. Phys. 21 (1980), no. 3,

411–421.
[40] C. McSwiggen, The Harish-Chandra integral: An introduction with examples, arXiv:1806.11155

[math-ph], Enseign. Math. 67 (2021), no. 3-4, 229–299.
[41] M.L. Mehta, Random Matrices, third ed., Pure and Applied Mathematics (Amsterdam), vol. 142,

Elsevier/Academic Press, Amsterdam, 2004.
[42] Y.A. Neretin, Hua-type integrals over unitary groups and over projective limits of unitary groups,

arXiv:math-ph/0010014, Duke Math. J. 114 (2002), no. 2, 239–266.
[43] M.A. Nielsen and I.L. Chuang, Quantum Computation and Quantum Information, Cambridge

University Press, Cambridge, 2000.
[44] M. Oppio, On the mathematical foundations of causal fermion systems in Minkowski space,

arXiv:1909.09229 [math-ph], Ann. Henri Poincaré 22 (2021), no. 3, 873–949.
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