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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 [ the reviews [24] 14l 17], the textbooks [I3], 23] or the
website [I]). In this approach, spacetime and all objects therein are described by a
measure p on a set F of linear operators on a Hilbert space (H, (.|.)s¢). 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 p.
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 Z{}, which can be written as

Zi (o, 8,5) = ]é dpg (Us) ]{3 dpg (1) €N (PTcr) (L.1)

Before giving an overview of our results, we make a few comments on the structure
of ZI,. In the above formula, p is the measure describing the interacting spacetime,
whereas p describes the Minkowski vacuum. The partition function is a double integral
over a compact group § ~ U(N) of unitary operators on the Hilbert space H (here ug
is the Haar measure on this group, and by { we always denote a normalized integral).
The integrand involves the exponential of the functional J¢, which relates the inter-
acting and vacuum measures at time ¢ within a bounded spatial region described by
a subregion V' of the vacuum spacetime (see Figure [T where the support of the mea-
sure M := supp p is the vacuum spacetime, and ! is the region in the past of time ¢;
for details see Section 2 below). The functional T}, has the mathematical structure of
a nonlinear surface layer integral (see (Z42]) and the preliminaries in Section ZT12]).
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FIGURE 1. Decomposition of the vacuum spacetime in the localized state.

The localized refined pre-state wi, can be written symbolically as

(o) — L NTY (PTucsp) (.
L() Z‘t/(ajﬁjﬁ)]gdug(u<)]éd,u9(u>) ecws) (L), (12)

where the dots on the left stand for an operator in the observable algebra « 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 (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 ([.2]) we integrate over unitary operators, not over field
configurations. Moreover, the surface layer integral T}, 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 p and p. 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 p
using the familiar objects of the vacuum spacetime (linear bosonic and fermionic fields).
The measure p 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 p
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 £ (which
can be thought of as the Planck length). We consider the asymptotics £ \ 0, while
keeping the length scales of macroscopic physics fixed.

(ii) For any given & > 0, we also consider the asymptotics N — oo where the dimension
of the Hilbert space H tends to infinity. Since the parameter N also appears in the
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exponent of Z{, and wi,, 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 — oo 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 [4Hal).

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

wh e = C with  wl (A*A) >0 forall Ac o (1.3)

(see Theorem 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 p (see Section [T]).
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 (L3]) by con-
structing representations of the field algebra (for details see [20, Section 4.5]). Then
the quantum state w’ is obtained from the density operator by taking the expectation
value, i.e.

w'(A) = trr(ctA) forall Ae o .

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 = —trg (at log O’t), 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] [3§]
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 (for related re-
sults see [42], 32 33| [3]). From this formula one can deduce the Gaussian asymptotics
(see Proposition A.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 [£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 B.IH3.3]). We also specify the precise mathematical
setup (Section B.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 [B] 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 (I.I]). They can be
used for the detailed analysis of the localized refined pre-state (L.2]), as is worked out
in Section [6l In Section [7 it is shown how entangled states can be described. In Ap-
pendix [Al an alternative method is given for computing group integrals. This method
is superseded by the stronger and more suitable methods in Section .4l 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 (.|.)5 and a parameter n € N (the “spin dimension”), we let F C
L(H) be the set of all symmetricﬁ 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 p (defined on a o-algebra of subsets of F). We refer
to (K, T, p) as a causal fermion system.

Here by a symmetric operator A we mean that (Au|v)sc = (u|Av)s 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 p 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 (zy)* = yz, and this is different from xy unless z and y
commute. As a consequence, the eigenvalues of the operator xy are in general complex.
We denote these eigenvalues counting algebraic multiplicities by A7Y,...,\5Y € C
(more specifically, denoting the rank of zy by k < 2n, we choose A{?,..., A\;¥ as all the
non-zero eigenvalues and set A% ;,..., A5, = 0). We introduce the Lagrangian and
the causal action by

2n

. 1 T T 2
Lagrangian: L(z,y) = ™ Z (‘)\iy‘ — ‘)\ij (2.1)
ij=1
causal action: S(p) = / L(z,y) dp(x)dp(y) . (2.2)
FxF

The causal action principle is to minimize & by varying the measure p under the
following constraints,

volume constraint: p(F) = const (2.3)
trace constraint: /tr(:n) dp(z) = const (2.4)
F
boundedness constraint: // lzy|? dp(z) dp(y) < C, (2.5)
FIxF

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,

2n
lwyl = "] (2.6)
j=1

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 p is a regular Borel measure.

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

M :=suppp.

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 p|ps restricted to M gives a volume measure on spacetime. This makes
spacetime into a topological measure space.

The operators in M 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 zy is an operator of
rank at most 2n. We denote its non-trivial eigenvalues (counting algebraic multiplic-
ities) by A{Y,...,A3Y. The points z and y are called spacelike separated if all the )\fy
have the same absolute value. They are said to be timelike separated if the )\;Cy are all
real and do not all have the same absolute value. In all other cases (i.e. if the )\fy 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 S, by S, = x(H); it is a subspace
of H of dimension at most 2n. It is endowed with the spin inner product <.|.>, defined
by
<ulv-, = —(ulrv)g (for all u,v € Sy) .

A wave function 1 is defined as a function which to every x € M associates a vector
of the corresponding spin space,

Y M—H with Y(z) € SyM  forallz e M.

A wave function v is said to be continuous at x if for every € > 0 there is § > 0 such
that

|V Iyl () — Izl ()|, <e  forally € M with |ly —z| <6 (2.7)

(where |z| is the absolute value of the symmetric operator z on H, and \/m is the
square root thereof). Likewise, 9 is said to be continuous on M if it is continuous
at every x € M. We denote the set of continuous wave functions by C°(M,SM)
(where SM := Ugzeps Sy M generalizes the spinor bundle; for details see [I8, 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 *, we simply
project the vector u to the corresponding spin spaces,

Y M — H, Y (x) = mpu € S M .

We refer to 9% 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

U H— CO%M,SM), u Pt (2.8)
Evaluating at a fixed spacetime point € M, we obtain a corresponding mapping
U(z) : H— S M, u— P (z) .
Every x € M can be written as (for the derivation see [I3, Lemma 1.1.3])
x=—-"U(x)"U(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 (Z8]) by

P(z,y) = —V(z)V(y)" : Sy, — ;. (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 zy coincide with the eigenvalues of the
closed chain Az, defined by

Agy = P(z,y) P(y,x) : Sy = Sy

(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])

5£($7y) =2Re Trsy (Q(y,ﬂj) 5P($7y)) ) (211)
where Q(x,y) is a symmetric kernel, i.e.
Q(z,y) : Sy —S: and  Qz,y)" = Qy, ). (2.12)

We will use this variational formula in Section

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 [I3]. 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 [I3] 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 6l 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 (3, (.|.),,) of solutions of the Dirac equa-
tion (i@ — m)y = 0 of mass m with the scalar product

(1Y) = /RS<¢\’}/01/J>(15,33’) A3z

(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,(.|.)5¢) 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 reqularization on a microscopic length
scale £, which can be thought of as the Planck length. To this end, one introduces a
so-called regularization operator (R.) as an operator which maps H to the continuous
wave functions,
R @ H—CO,S) .
Next, for any x € A one introduces the local correlation operator F€ by
Ff(x) = =R ()" Re(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°(z) 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

Fe M-,
where F C 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 p® on F as the push-forward of the volume
measure on

pF=Fip.

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 ie-regularization (for details see for example [13], §2.4.1]). Its effect is seen
most easily in the kernel of the fermionic projector (2.I0), which can be computed to
be the integral over the lower mass shell with a convergence-generating factor eeko, ie.

Pe d'k 2 2 0y ek® —ik(z—y)
(x,y):/—(k—i—m)&(k; —m~) O(—k") e e v,
(2m)*

For any € > 0, the kernel P¢(z,y) is a smooth function. However, in the limit ¢ > 0,
this kernel converges to a distribution which has singularities on the light cone (i.e.
if  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 €. In this paper, we shall not need the details. Instead, we can make do with
the scaling behavior in € as captured by the following simple formalism, which was
introduced in [I5]. The singularity of a composite expression in the kernel of the
fermionic projector (like the Lagrangian or variational derivatives thereof, the spectral
weight |zy|, 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

S if [€] > ¢ and ||t — [€]| S e, (2.13)

(e lEN*

where ¢ := y — x with components £ = (t,g) (thus ¢ 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 €. Thus the term (2.I3) can be written as
a distribution supported on the light cone of the form

1 - 1
= (It — 1¢]) = it 5(€%) . (2.14)

where ~ means “up to a smooth prefactor” (here ¢? 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 p a positive Borel measure on F. Moreover, we are given a
non-negative function £ : Fx F — Rar (the Lagrangian) with the following properties:

(i) £ is symmetric: L(x,y) = L(y,z) for all z,y € F.
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(ii) £ is lower semi-continuous, i.e. for all sequences x,, — x and y,» — y,

L(z,y) < liminf L(xy, yn') -
n,n’—oo
The causal variational principle is to minimize the action

S(p) = /? dp(z) /5: dply) L(z,y) (2.15)

under variations of the measure p, keeping the total volume p(¥F) fixed (volume con-
straint). If the total volume p(&F) is finite, one minimizes (2Z.13]) over all regular Borel
measures with the same total volume. If the total volume p(&) 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 p is locally finite (meaning that any = € F has an open neighbor-
hood U with p(U) < o0).

(iv) The function L(z,.) is p-integrable for all = € &, giving a lower semi-continuous
and bounded function on F.

Given a regular Borel measure p on &, we then vary over all regular Borel measures p
with
o< ad (-9 =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 p(¥F) is finite, one can proceed as follows: As a consequence of the trace con-
straint (2.4]), for any minimizing measure p the local trace is constant in spacetime, i.e.
there is a real constant ¢ # 0 such that (see [4, Theorem 1.3] or [13] Proposition 1.4.1])

trz =c forallz € 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 p, there is a Lagrange
multiplier k > 0 such that p is a critical point of the causal action with the Lagrangian
replaced by
Li(,y) = L(x,y) + rley?

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 C 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 p (for the Lagrangian L) 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 F™°¢ 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 3¢ 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 p(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 dim H = oo and consequently
also p(F) = oo (see [13, Exercise 1.3]). In this case, the set F™°€ 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 p, we choose F°¢ as a finite-dimensional
manifold which contains M := supp p. We then restrict attention to variations of p
in the class of regular Borel measures on 8. 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 38 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 support M
of the minimizing measure p.

2.1.6. The Fuler-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 ¢ : § — Rar defined
by

U(z) = / L(z,y)dp(y) — s
M
is minimal and vanishes on spacetime M := supp p,

£|M51131f£: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.I6]) are nonlocal in the sense that they make a statement on
the function ¢ 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 £ is smooth. In this case, the minimality of £ implies that the derivative
of ¢ vanishes on M, i.e.

Uy =0 and Dl =0 (2.17)

(where D{(p) : T,F — 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 ¢ on M and a vector field u on T'F along M, and to denote the combination
of multiplication and directional derivative by

Vul(z) = a(z) l(z) + (Dul)(z) . (2.18)
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Then the equations (2.I7) imply that V,¢(z) 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 D,/ in (ZI8]) 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

Jp = {u=(a,u) with a € C*(M,R) and u € I'(M,T9)} ,

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

Clearly, the fact that a jet u is smooth does not imply that the functions £ or L
are differentiable in the direction of u. This must be ensured by additional conditions
which are satisfied by suitable subspaces of J, which we now introduce. First, we
let I‘giﬁ be those vector fields for which the directional derivative of the function ¢
exists,

Fdlﬂ {ueC®(,TY) ‘ Dyl(z) exists for all z € M} .

This gives rise to the jet space
M= Cc®(MR) T C J,.

For the jets in Jdiﬁ the combination of multiplication and directional derivative in (218
is well-defined. We choose a linear subspace J't C Jdlﬁ

scalar and vector components are both vector spaces,

~test Ctest(M R) ® Ftest C 3g1ff ,

with the property that its

and the scalar component is nowhere trivial in the sense that
for all x € M there is a € C***(M,R) with a(x) # 0. (2.19)

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

example

31;)0813 ={uejy ”tCSt | u has compact support} .

Then the restricted EL equations read (for details cf. [26] (eq. (4.10)])
Vully =0 forallueJp=". (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,Z) and cor-
responding foliations by hypersurfaces t = const. Let (H,JF,p) be a causal fermion
system, which may be thought of as describing either the vacuum or the interacting
physical system. We assume that p is a critical point of the causal action principle.
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Moreover, we assume that the corresponding spacetime M := supp p is diffeomorphic
to a four-dimensional spacetime with trivial topology, i.e.
M ~ M =R*.

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

dp=h(z)d*'z  with heC®#,RT). (2.21)

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

égh(ax)g() forall z € M .
We also denote the coordinate z° as time function 7,
T: M—R, (t,x) —t. (2.22)
For any t € R, we let Qf be the past of ¢,

Q' i={z e |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

/Q (/M\Q(-”)ﬁn(w,y) dp(y)> dp(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 02 to the setting of
causal fermion systems. The connection can be understood most easily in the case
when L, (z,y) vanishes unless z and y are close together. In this case, we only get a
contribution to (Z.24)) if both = and y are close to the boundary of 2. 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 {2 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,

7; s Jpse = R (conserved one-form,)
o) = [ dota) [ dpl) (Vo — Vau) o) (2.25)
Q M\Q
af) D Jpse X Jpse = R (symplectic form)
7w 0) = [ dp(o) [ dp(e) (ViaVas - VauTia)Eley)  (226)
Q M\Q
(., )Z D Jpse X Jpse = R (surface layer inner product)

o)y = [ dp(o) [ dp(o) (ViaVio - VauVaa)Eloy) . (220)
Q M\Q
Here J,sc denotes the jets in 3™ with spatially compact support (for details see [8|
Section 5.3]), where Jp"" is a suitably chosen subspace of Ji*** (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 p which preserve the EL equations. More precisely,
we consider variations where we multiply p 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 (pr)re(—s,5) of the form

ﬁr - (FT)*(fT P) )

where the f. and F. are smooth,
fr € C=(M,RT) and F, € C*(M,9),

depend smoothly on the parameter 7 and have the properties fo(z) = 1 and Fy(z) = =
for all x € M (moreover, the star denotes the push-forward measure, which is defined
for a subset Q C F by ((Fy)«p)(Q) = u(F-1(Q)); see for example [5, Section 3.6]). We

assume that the measures (pr);c(—s,) satisfy the EL equations (2.I6) for all 7. Then
the infinitesimal generator of the variation denoted by

d
0(2) = = (fr(@), Fr(@) | _ .
satisfies the linearized field equations

0 = (u, Av)(x) = ¥, ( [ (V10 Vau)Lalen) dols) - Vo s) ,

which hold for all u € ;> and all z € M (for details see [16], Section 3.3]). We denote
the vector space of all solutions of the linearized field equations by JB“.
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 ¢ for all linearized solutions u and v.
(¢) 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 = (divv,v) with vel' (M, TM),

where the divergence is taken with respect to the measure in (2.21]),
1 .
divv := 7 d;(hv7) .

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 3ipn. In [19] Proposition 3.6] it is shown that inner solutions can be used for testing.
With this in mind, we always assume that

~in ~test
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Inner solutions can be regarded as infinitesimal generators of transformations of M
which leave the measure p 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 7" in (Z22]). There-
fore, we consider vector fields which are tangential to the hypersurfaces Ny := 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 € J' with vanishing
scalar component. We also write these jets as

v =(0,v) with  ve FEH .

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 [2I]. The solutions of
this wave equation form a Hilbert space, the extended Hilbert space. We now recall
a few concepts and results from [2I]. 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(z) = =0 (z)" U(x) — U(x)* ¥ (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 H! C 7, i.e.

ffi=dimH < (2.29)
and impose the following assumptions on J¥ (similar variations were first considered
in [16, Section 7]):
(a) The variation is trivial on the orthogonal complement of I,

(5\11‘(9_0‘)L = O .

(b) The variations of all physical wave functions are continuous and compactly sup-
ported, i.e.
6V H — CQ(M,SM) .

Before going on, we point out that the choice of HF is not canonical. Ultimately, one
would like to exhaust I by a sequence of finite-dimensional subspaces H} c HL c -
and take the limit. Here we shall not enter this analysis, but for technical simplicity
we rather choose H' as a finite-dimensional subspace of sufficiently large dimension.

We choose Fg,o as a space of vector fields of the form (228]). For convenience,
we identify the vector field with the first variation 6% and write 0¥ € I‘;O (this
representation of u in terms of §¥ may not be unique, but this is of no relevance for
what follows). Choosing trivial scalar components, we obtain a corresponding space
of jets 3270, referred to as the fermionic jets. We always assume that the fermionic jets
are admissible for testing, i.e.

Fo={0}all, c I
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Moreover, in analogy to the condition (2Z.I9)) 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 z € M, x € S, and ¢ € H' there is 6 Pf),o with 0¥(z) ¢ = x .

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

/M Q(x,y) ¥i(y) dp(y) = v Ui () forallz € M, (2.30)

where v € R is the Lagrange parameter of the trace constraint, Q(x,y) is the ker-
nel ZI2) (with £ replaced by the s-Lagrangian), and ¥f := W|s¢ denotes the re-
striction of the wave evaluation operator to the finite-dimensional subspace H*. More
details on this formulation of the EL equations and many computations can be found
in [I3, Sections 1.4 and 2.6 as well as Chapters 3-5]. One way of looking at these
equations is to regard (Z30) 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 (f}Cf;t, <\>1;)

The dynamics in fo;t is described by the so-called dynamical wave equation
QMY =0,
where Q¥™ is an integral operator with a symmetric integral kernel
QY™ (z,y) + Sy — Sy

The scalar product (.|.)} at time ¢ has the form

wioy =2 ([ aote) [ o) [ apte) [ o)

x <tp(x) | QU™ (@,y) d(y)>=s -

This scalar product is conserved, i.e. time independent. With this in mind, we can
drop to upper index ¢ and denote the extended Hilbert space simply by (f}Ci, (-|-)p)-

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

d:M— M,
which we assume to be measurable (in the sense that ®~1(U) is j-measurable for every
p-measurable set U C M). Choosing a foliation (N;);cr of M, the past sets Q' € M

give rise to corresponding past sets Qf := () C M. Then the nonlinear surface
layer integral at time ¢ is defined by (see [19, Definition 4.1] and Figure [2])

.0 = [ di /M\Qt dp(y) L(z,y) — /M\Q @) [ dotw) £oy) . (23D

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 O Yoo

Qb Qt

FIGURE 2. The nonlinear surface layer integral.

Definition 2.5. The measures p and p are surface layer admissible if for allt € R,
both integrals in (Z31) are finite,

Jdo [ e e <o, [ dse) [ dot) ey <.

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

wte) = ([ 2w aiw) dote)  and ante) = ([ Ll dotw)) dite).

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 Q@ C M
if and only if v = ®,D.

As worked out in detail again in [19, Appendix A], the existence of such a diffeomor-
phism @ 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 Bl 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,TF,p) be the causal
fermion system describing the vacuum. We now introduce the algebra of observables,
denoted by «f. It is the x-algebra generated by the bosonic and fermionic field operators
defined as follows. The fermionic creation and annihilation operators are denoted by

Ul(¢) and (@) for ¢eH

pssc -

They satisfy the canonical anti-commutation relations
{0(@). 9(¢)} = (0le);,,
and all other operators anti-commute,
{0(0), w(¢)} =0={¥(9),¥(¢)}.
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 Fl;},réc by the
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surface layer integrals (.,.)! and o, (see ([Z27) 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 [I9] Section 6.3], is summarized as follows. We assume
that the surface layer integral (., )tp restricted to FBEC X Flgf;c is positive semi-definite.
Dividing out the null space and forming the completion, we obtain a real Hilbert space
denoted by (h%, (., )1;) For the construction of J, one assumes that af) is bounded
relative to the scalar product (., )Z Then we can represent O'Z as

aZ(u,U) = (u, ‘J'v)tp ,

where T is a uniquely determined bounded operator on the Hilbert space h¥. Assuming
that T is invertible, we set
1
J=—(-T%)"27.
Next, we complexify the Hilbert space h¥® and denote its complexification by h. 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 h® (i.e. anti-linear
in its first and linear in its second argument). On the holomorphic jets we introduce
a scalar product (.[.), by
(])tp = Uf,(.,J.) : F}pwl X F}pwl — C.

Taking the completion gives a Hilbert space, which we denote by (b, (.].)},). This scalar
product has the useful property that

Im(u!fu)tp =Im af)(u, Jv) = Re J;(u, v) .
The bosonic creation and annihilation operators are denoted by
af(z) and a(z) with z€ebh

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

[a(2),d" ()] = (2|2}, (2.32)

and all other operators commute,

[a(z),a(z)] =0= [aT(z),aT(z/)] .

We define o as the unital x-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, p) (describing the vacuum) and (5, F, 5) (describing the interacting sys-
tem). We assume that both measures p and p are critical points of the causal action.
Moreover, we assume that both spacetimes M and M are of Minkowski type (see
Section 2.I.7) with given time functions 7" and 7.

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 K.
Therefore, in order to make sense of the nonlinear surface layer integral, we need to
identify the Hilbert spaces 3 and H by a unitary transformation denoted by V,

V:H—-H unitary .
Then operators in F' can be identified with operators in F by the unitary transforma-
tion,
F=V1FV.
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—=Vvu with U € L(H) unitary .

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

p— Up, (2.33)
where Up is defined by
(Up)(2) == p(U™' QU) for QCyT. (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
7(8,5) = ]i exp (87" (5. p) ) dus(W0) (2.35)

where G is chosen as a compact Lie subgroup of the unitary group,
G C UK) compact.

Here 7/(p,Up)) is the nonlinear surface layer integral (Z31]) for the unitarily trans-
formed measure (2.34), i.e.

tp = o(x T -1
7' (p, Up) = /Q ,dp(z) /M\Qt dp(y) L(z, UyU™") -
- / __dp(x) [ dp(x) Lz, UyUTT) .

M\Qt Ot

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 §. The most natural choice is
the whole unitary group § = U(H). But clearly, this choice is possible only if the
Hilbert space 3 is finite-dimensional. For this reason, in [20] we chose § = U(H!),
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 § = 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 o (the field algebra of the vacuum spacetime; see Section [Z2.]) to the complex
numbers which is positive, i.e.

w:d—C with  w(A*A) >0 forall Aed.

It has the general structure

1 t(5
tA) = B (pUp)
M) = e [ () e dug (W) (2.37)
Z4(B.p) Js ()
where (- - - ) stands for insertions formed of surface layer integrals which depend on A.
In more detail,

W (al(z0) -+l () WHoh) - W (0]) a(zD) - alz) W(@D) -+ (@)
N 1 , l __1)\sign(o)+sign(o’)
=i e 2 U

" o,0'€Sy

.
X /965V U (o) |7 Sy (Do) | T Sy )

X Diy'(p,Up) - - Dy o' (5, Up) D2,y (p, Up) - - Dz, (5, Up) dpg(U) , (2.38)

where the bosonic insertions are derivatives of the nonlinear surface layer integral,
and 7/ 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 B.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 Up in (2.34]) by
the measure Ty_ 1. p defined by

(T i) () = p(US' QUL)

(note that this measure may be supported on non-symmetric operators). For the re-
fined partition function Z! ; and the refined pre-state w’ ; one modifies (2:35]) and (2:37))
by working with a double integral over the unitary group 9, i.e. symbolically

Zl (B, p) = ][9 dpg (U<) ]édug (W) 27 (P Tuc ) (2.39)
Whog(+++) = m ][9 dpig (1) ]édﬂg(...) B (PTu i p) | (2.40)

Similar to (238]), the insertions are formed of suitable surface layer integral. We
postpone the details to the thorough construction and discussion in Section

We finally remark that by a pre-state we mean a linear functional from o« 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 § tends
to infinity, while leaving our laboratory unchanged (for more details see Section B3]
below). In order to implement this picture, we choose a subset V' C M of the vacuum
spacetime such that its intersection with the surface layer contains the spatial region
of interest (see Figure ). Correspondingly, the set V := ®~1(V) C M is the region
of the interacting spacetime region which is probed by the laboratory. We define the
localized nonlinear surface layer integral ¥4 by restricting all the integrals in the
nonlinear surface layer integral (2.36]) to V respectively V,

e /QV aj(z) /V 010 £~ /m aj(z) /Q o) L), (241)

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

Yo (5, T s p) 2/~ ) dﬁ(w)/ dp(y) L(z,Us yUZY)
Qv V\Qt

—[ ) dﬁ(y)/ dp(z) L(z, Us yUZ") .
VAQ! Qtnv

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 e®7v (p,Up) into the integrand of the partition function and the
state, where “J'tv (p, Up) involves two spacetime integrals,

(‘T€/(167TU<,U>10)
= (/~ ~d,?)(:l:)/ dp(y)—l—/ dp (:17)/ >|xu> yUz 1‘ (2.42)
QN Ny (NG (M\Qt)mv

(here the absolute value is again the spectral weight (Z6l)). Thus the refined localized
partition function Zy and the refined localized state wi, are defined similar to (2.39)

and (240) by

(08:9) = f (1) f (i) ¢ O o) oy
14 “ e o_
WV( ) : Z€/ (a7 3. ﬁ) ]é d:u9 (u<) ]é d,Ug (u>)
% eoﬂ%, (ﬁ7Tu<,u>p)+Bv€/ (ﬁ,Tu<,u>p) () , (2.44)

where we again abbreviated the insertions by (- - - ). The point is that, in contrast to ’y{f/,
the functional T}, is not a surface layer integral (due to the plus sign in ([242]). The
general picture is that, choosing « sufficiently large (and V' as a set of finite measure),
the main contribution to the group integral is obtained when the functional T}, is
maximal. This maximum should be attained when the sets Q' NV and (M \ Q) NV
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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 (b, (.|.);) of complexified linearized solutions as introduced in Sec-
tion 22.T1 We let b = h ® --- ® h be the k-fold tensor product, endowed with the
natural scalar product

(V1@ @Yy 01© - @ p)), = (Y1|61)], -+ (Yrlow), -
We denote total symmetrization by an index s, i.e.
1
(1@ @), = 0 Z Vo(1) @+ @ Yo (k) »
€Sk

where Si 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

f,‘ik:mc b

The bosonic Fock space (F>

oo () 75) is the direct sum of the n-particle spaces,

o0
b _ b
fp—@fp,k'
k=0

Likewise, the fermionic Fock space is constructed by taking totally anti-symmetric
products of the one-particle Hilbert space (ﬂ{f), (.])p). We let (Uff,)k = U{f, ® - ® J—Cf)
be the k-fold tensor product, endowed with the natural scalar product

(V1@ @[ 1@+ @ Pp)zs = (aldn)p - (Urldr)p -
Totally anti-symmetrizing the tensor product gives the wedge product
1 sign(o
LA A= Z;(—l) 2 o) ® - @ Yo r)
gedSy

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

Ap t HEx o 3 = (FO)F 0 (W1, k) = L A A
~—_——

k factors

The vectors in the image of the mapping A, 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;k = <A ((HDF)> < (3)F.

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

]:; = @]: k-
k=0
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Finally, the Fock space F, is defined as the tensor product of the bosonic and
fermionic Fock spaces,
Fp=F, @F,.
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,

1
@ i= = (¢} © 0 — 64 ©05), (245)
where 1 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 ¢ was described by a quantum state, being
a positive linear functional on the field algebra ¢ of the non-interacting spacetime
(see the preliminaries in Sections 2.2.TH2.2.3]). 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 (239)). 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 Z* 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 p. In the case p = p of the
Minkowski vacuum, we expect that the integrand is largest if we choose U = 1. In this
case, the integrand can be computed rather explicitly in the formalism of the continuum
limit (as developed in [0} [13]; see also Section [6.I] below). In particular, a direct
computation shows that the surface layer integral v* in (Z.35]) has the scaling 7% ~ =4
and thus diverges in the limit € \, 0 when the ultraviolet regularization is removed.
This divergence can be understood from the fact that in the limit £ \, 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(z,y) are “in phase” on the light cone (i.e. if x and y
are lightlike separated), giving rise to singularities as € \, 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 = 1. 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 (238) will be
very small. Here the notions “very large” and “very small” will be made more precise
in terms of a scaling behavior in ¢ (this is worked out in Section [6.1]).

We next consider the situation when p 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 (237 (as
shown in more detail in (Z38])) become surface layer integrals which involve the elec-
tromagnetic field. In this way, the state w! 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 p. 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 [@]). In simple terms, this means that p
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 p 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 p 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 p 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 p using the objects of the vacuum spacetime. The
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fact that the measure p 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 p 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 g 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 p. 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,

K
=", with Pu=($1a® @ dpua),- (3.1)
a=1
Then the expectation value of an observable O can be written as a double sum,
K
(@1012) 7 = > (®4]0/D5) 7y -
a,B=1

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

O=adal(z))--- aT(zI',t) a(z})---a(z) .

In this case, the expectation value can be written as

K
(@0]®)y = Y (a(z])---a(zy) ®aa(z]) - a(z) Ps) gy -
a,B=1

Using that the ®, are product states (3.I]), on the left one gets products of scalar
products (Zg|¢g/7a)f) with £,¢" € {1,...,p}. Similarly, on the right one gets the scalar
products (zj|¢w g),. The point is that all the factors on the left involve the same
index o (describing the bra), whereas all the factors on the right involve the same
index 8 (describing the ket).

Our goal is to realize this expectation value by associating to the observable O suit-
able insertions in (L2). These insertions are complex-valued functions which depend

on the corresponding linearized solutions zét or z,. Moreover, the insertions clearly



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

depend on the unitary operator U. Denoting the insertions by b’(z, U), the state takes
the form

(3.2)

_ B U - B 0 DA ) - - BE(2E ) €27 BUD) d1e (L)
Zt(ﬁ,ﬁ)/g (21, W) (va ) b (21, U) (25, W) e ps (W)

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

K
= bh(zU). (3.3)
a=1

Ultimately, the insertions with index a should encode the form of the a-component of
the Fock vector (B.1]). At this stage, we do not need to specify what the a-dependence
of the insertions really means (this will be made precise in Section and explained
in Section [7). Instead, for explaining the basic mechanism it is preferable to work
with (B3] symbolically. Using this ansatz in (8.2)) and multiplying out, we obtain

o <aT(zf) . aT(zg) a(zh)-- a(Eé)) = Z Z
ap=1fB1,..04=1

AR CRNY <z1,u>---bgq<zg,u> ) dpg (1)

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

K
Wal () al () a(z) -az)) &
( ! ! ) Z(8.p) a%; (3.4)

/ L (2, W) < b (23F W) B (2, W) - by (2, W) €7 PUe) g ()

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 a = 1,2 and

1 1
== (0hooh), md = (0hed)),.

ALICE and BOB choose one-particle measurement operators, which we write in bra/ket-
notation as
04 = 1|2"4)(z4] and Op = |2)(2B] .



ENTANGLED QUANTUM STATES OF CAUSAL FERMION SYSTEMS 27

Then the two-particle measurement is described by the observable O = 04 ® Og. We
thus obtain
K

(®|O|D) Fo = Z (P, |ZA®ZB> <zA®zB‘<I> )
a,f=1

= < (60105 (@150, (calél )l (lol )l — (@4120), (812l (zalél), (1),
— (@412 (Dhlzh)h (2al94)s (zloh)h + (B410)) (@ 125)h (2alél)h (2810}

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

=2y, ZH=z2p and 21 =%A, #%2=2B.

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

b (%) = c (¢ ]24)" b () = e (dh125),
bh() = —c(¢hlzh)l,  bh(eh) = clokleh),

with ¢ = 8_%, 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. O

In view of this example, the basic question is whether ([8.4]) 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} = z} = 2!, the bosonic state ([B3.2)
satisfies the inequality

K o
S | [ TG 1) (1)
aﬁ—l
-y / B () bl (=) B (D B (1) €' P0) g (1)
a,f=1

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

[ TETTE ) gy

< [ BLEOP B e 01 dpgu)
9

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

This lemma shows that, no matter how the insertions are chosen, the main contri-
bution to the state is not of the form (B.4)), because the contributions with synchro-
nizations between bra and ket dominate. We conclude that the state w’ 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 [[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 no longer applies.

3.3. Why it is Preferable to Work with Localized States. As explained qualita-
tively in Section[3.I] 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 (Z43)) and (2:44) in Section Z27]). 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 K2 c 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

Tqclab uﬂ'g.(lab

(where mgeab @ H — 2P 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 in
Section [£.2]). Moreover, we can consider the limiting case when the dimension of H
tends to infinity, whereas the dimension of H'®® 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, p) 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 x [-L,L]* c RS (3.5)

with periodic boundary conditions (similar to the standard construction in Minkowski
space as given in [I3] Section 1.2] or in more detail in [44]). Fixing the scale ¢ > 0 of
the ultraviolet regularization, the Dirac sea is built up of a finite number f of wave
functions with the scaling

) LN3
dimH = f ~ <Z> . (3.6)
The set V is chosen as

V =[-T,T] x [-£,¢* with (<L. (3.7)
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Thus ¢ 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 [/, £]3 can be associated to a subspace of 3 consisting of all wave
functions which at time ¢ 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 H!2P ¢ (. Its dimension scales like
dim 3% ~ (5)3 (3.8)
We are interested in the asymptotics L — oo and € \ 0 for fixed ¢ and T
We choose the group G as the unitary group of the whole Hilbert space,
§=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 H. In order to have a simple and clean setting, we
here decided to choose H to be finite-dimensional ([8.6]). In this setting, the choice (3.9])
is most natural. But clearly, the dimension of H tends to infinity if we let L — oo.

For the later computations, we set N = f = dim H and often identify H with CV.
Apart from the subspace H'2P, 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 H' must
satisfy the conditions needed for the construction of the extended Hilbert space J‘Cg
(see the preliminaries in Section 2.I.11]). For the constructions of the present paper,
we do not need to specify H'. We recall from (Z29) that its dimension is denoted
by ff. Finally, we need to decompose the Hilbert space of the laboratory into low- and
high-energy wave functions. To this end, we set

3= H K™ and K= (KT nadeP,
so that
J—Clab — j—flo D j—fhe ]

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 ([Z44]). 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 A9 it will also become clear in a
more general setting in the model examples in Section Bl The second remark is that
we set the parameter S equal to zero. This leads us to the definition of the refined
localized state w!, (- --) as stated in the introduction (see (I2)) and (I.1])). The precise
definition of the insertions requires more preparations and is therefore postponed to
Section

We conclude this section by explaining how the simplification of setting 8 to zero
is to be understood. In preparation, we recall how the exponential factors exp(ﬁ’yf/)
and exp(aJl,) came about. The factor exp(87') was introduced in [I9] 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(aTt, ), 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 [Z2.5)). The reason why this freedom cannot
be fixed with the factor exp(+1,) is that the surface layer integral 4%, is not necessarily
positive. But T, is not the only positive functional. In particular, one could replace
the spectral weight |2 UsyUZ!| in (2242) by the Lagrangian,

</th~/dﬁ(:n) /Qtnvdp(y) i /(M\df)nf/dﬁ(x) /(M\Qt)mvdp(y)> LU y1) - (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 ‘ﬁv' The last consideration also shows that T{,
will typically be much larger than the surface layer integral 7, constructed out of the
Lagrangian. This justifies why we can leave 4}, out of the exponent by setting 8 = 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(V) asymptotically as N — oco. 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 § = U(N) and let pg be the
normalized Haar measure on §. For notational clarity, integrals with respect to such a
normalized measure will always be denoted by f. The simplest integrals are obtained
by choosing the integrand as a monomial in the matrix entries and their complex
conjugates, i.e.

i ip ock1 q(ka
]lguji U U U dpg (W) (4.1)

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

U— VUW  with V,Weg. (4.2)

In particular, choosing V = ¥ as a phase factor and W = 1, one sees that the group
integral (4.]) vanishes unless in the case p = ¢ where the number of conjugated and
unconjugated factors coincides. Therefore, the simplest non-trivial integral is obtained
in the case of two factors by

]é [ dpg (1) (4.3)



ENTANGLED QUANTUM STATES OF CAUSAL FERMION SYSTEMS 31

for given indices i,j. Applying the invariance (42]) again for W = 1 and a unitary
operator V' which flips the components 7 and k, i.e.

Vi@ = 8 — 6% 8 — 6% g, + 0% Sy + 6K 8

one sees that the integral (4.3]) is the same for every choice of 7. In particular,

][\uifd (U)—ifj]ﬁuﬂzd ()
S J 1S _Nk:1 g J K '

The components u]l, e ,u;V form the j* row of the matrix U. For any unitary matrix,
this row vector is a unit vector, i.e.

N
S =1.
k=1
We thus obtain

]é U dpug (W) = %][gd%(u) = % :

More generally, the above method yields
% —1\! i nrk 1 i
]éuj (U, dug(W) = ]éuj Uf dug(U) = - 4.9}

We now move on to the integral (4.I]) with four unitary factors. Using the unitary
invariance ([£.2]), we get zero unless p = ¢ = 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

1010 U a2

with either i1 = k1,49 = kg or i1 = ko,19 = k1. The corresponding row vectors
T.__ (1 i .__ (1
u' = U and v i=Uj,

are again unit vectors. Moreover, in the case j; # js 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)en = ZJ v* (4.4)
i=1

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 (44]) 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 CV.

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 § = U(N) be the unitary group with normalized
Haar measure djg. Then, asymptotically for large N,

3 7 _1\ k —_1\k
]éujll“‘uf; (U0 (W), dpag (W)

_ 1 ) ko(l) ) ko(p) 1
= < %%)515(1)5].1 o0yl 05, + Ol i ) (4.5)
oedS(p

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™!. A pairing consists in replacing the two
matrices by two Kronecker deltas which connect the indices of U and U™! crosswise.
We refer to asymptotic formulas of type (43]) 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 [£Tlis given in Appendix[Al
Another method for proving formulas similar to (43]) is to get a direct connection to
Gaussian integrals; this will be explained in Section B4l below. Other methods can be
found in [49, (6l 38].

It is an important observation that, four our purposes, the Gaussian asymptotics is
not sufficient. Namely, as already described qualitatively in Section 3.1l 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 C M and V C M
(see (ZA4II)). More technically, we may choose a subspace I C CV of dimension ¢ and
write the group integral as

]i f(N,A) dug(U) with A= mUnry (4.6)

(and 77 : CV — I is the orthogonal projection). Now we can take the limit
N — o0 for fixed ¢ =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 (43]).
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After these introductory words, we now enter the analysis of group integrals of the
form (@.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 C H withdimI = ¢, dimH = N and N > 2q. Let f € C°(A,, C)
be a function of A := wiU|; only (where wr : H — I is the orthogonal projection). Then
its group integral over G = U(N) with respect to the normalized Haar measure jig can
be written as
1 (N-D!I(N-=2)!--- (N —gq)!
A =
]ﬁﬂ Vns(W) = o (N g =N =g —2)1 - (N —2g)

(4.7)
/ F(A) (det(1 — A*ANN 7 dpugya (A) .

Here A, is the set of matrices
Agi={AeC| A*A < lga} C C*7, (4.8)

. 2 .
and picaxq 15 the Lebesgue measure on CI%9 ~ R24™ j.e.

q
dpcaxa(A) = H dx) dy), with  x), :=ReA), vy, :=ImA].
]7k:1
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 [{.2,

« i\ N-2g @ NV =g DN —g—=2)!--- (N —2q)!
/Aq(det(l—AA)) dicrea(4) = 7 S A

Next, expanding the factorials in (A7), one immediately gets the following result.
Corollary 4.4. The integral (7)) has the leading asymptotics for large N

Frenanno = (4)” [0 (0 - ) ca(a) (1 0(5) )

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem[d.2l Weletey, ..., e,
be an orthonormal basis of I and extend it to an orthonormal basis of H. Then for the
evaluation of the integral in (47]) it suffices to restrict attention to the first ¢ columns
of the unitary matrix U. The corresponding column vectors, denoted by

W eCV  withie{l,...,q},

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

dpg, = [ 001017 — 1) T]6(Re(Us;, Uy5)) &(Im(Us;, Uy5)) dUs (4.9)

j=1 i<j
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where dU; € CN ~ R?" is the Lebesgue measure on the i*" column,

N
[T dRett dTmus .
k=1

Since the measure (£49) 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.

1
F r s =3 [ ) dug, (4.10)
g C JCNxq
We first compute the normalization constant.

Lemma 4.5. The constant ¢ in ([LI0Q) is given by

q(2N+1—q)
T 2

C:/CNqu“S'IZ (N—1)! - (N—q)!"

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

/ S(IUef® = 1) dUly = / RPN 4R dw §(R* — 1)
CN 0 S2N-1
- IU(S2N—1) - 7.‘.N
=== (4.11)

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

/f(x) 5(g(x)) dx = Z f((j;))] , (4.12)

lg’

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 ({IT]) we used
that the volume of an odd-dimensional unit sphere is given by (see for example [37])

N(Szn_l) = (n2j 1)!

for n € N.
Having carried out the integral over U, in the next step we can assume by spherical
symmetry of the measure that Uy = (1,0,...,0). Hence

/(CN S(JIUa)® — 1) 6(Re(Us, Usz)) 6(Im(Uy, Us)) dUs

= / §(JIUz)® = 1) 6(ReU3) 6(ImU3) dUs = / S(Jlul* = 1) du
cN CN-1

o 2N-3 N—1
2N-3 2 p(S ) 7T
= r dr dwé(rs—1) = _ '
/0 /92N3 ( ) 2 (N _ 2)|
Proceeding inductively, we conclude that
AN pN=1 . pN+l-q EIche st

d — =
[cm NIV -2 (Nl - (N1l (N —q)!
giving the result. O
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We next compute the integral on the right side of (ZI0I).

Lemma 4.6.

4(2N+1-3q)
T 2

[CNqu(A)d”S'I TNV =g =) - (N —2g)
<), F(A) (det(lea — A AN 7 dpugaxa(A) .

Proof. Given U € U(N) we choose an “adapted” orthonormal basis fi,..., fn—q

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

R m} mi - mé
0 Ry m} .- mg
0 0 Ry --- m)
B:=7;U|r = L S (4.13)
0O 0 0 - Ry
o o0 o0 - 0
o o o0 - 0

with Ry > 0 (in other words, B is the matrix R in the @) R-decomposition of the lower
left block matrix entry of U). It suffices to consider the case that all the Ry are strictly
positive, because the unitary matrices U for which one of the Ry 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,
R = /1~ [|Ae|?
1

m} =g (der Aeador, Ra = /1 - [ deall? — mbf?.

and so on.

Let us verify that this procedure of constructing B from A works if and only if the
matrix 1cqe — A*A is positive definite. Clearly, starting from a unitary matrix U, the
corresponding matrix A = 7;U|I has the property

lee = mUWU|T = A*A+ B*B, (4.14)

showing that A*A < l¢q. Moreover, the condition that all Ry are strictly positive is
equivalent to B*B being positive definite. Conversely, assume that 1cs — A*A > 0.
Then its square root v/1ce — A*A is again positive definite. We make the ansatz

B=V/lcs — A*A

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

Choosing
A
uly = (B) | (4.15)

the columns of this matrix are orthonormal. Extending this orthonormal system to
an orthonormal basis of H, one can extend (4I5]) 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 (AI5) and integrate out the columns of B after each other. In the first column,
we obtain

[ a0 =1y s = [ (iR + 151 - 1) dy
CN-—q CN-q

:/ 7"2N_2q_1d7"/ dw 5(J A2 + 72 — 1)
0 G2N—2q—1

2N—2¢—1 N—
_ ,U(S 1 ) R2N—2q—2 _ L 2N —2¢—2
- 5  *u

- 2 S (N—qg—1) "1 ’

where Ay := Ae; and B; := Bey are the first column vectors of the corresponding
matrices, and R; coincides with the corresponding matrix entry in (@I3]). In the
following computation we can assume by symmetry that B; = (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

[l = 1) (el ) ot 1) 5

- / 5(IlAs]l? + 1Ball? — 1)
CN-q

x §(Re(A1, A2) + Ry Re By) 6(Im(Ay, Ag) + Ry Im B}) dBs

1
— oz [ (1Al + B+l — 1)
1 * 2N—2q—3 / 2 2
=y d dwd(r— R
R%/O " " S2N—2q—3 w (T 2)
_ (SN 2a73) rh-at IN—2¢—4

R2N—2q—4 _
2 (N—q—2)!R} 7 ’

2R}

where we decomposed By as By = (B3, u) and carried out the integrals over the real
and imaginary parts of Bi with the help of ([I2]) (the parameter Ry is again the
corresponding matrix entry in (dI3])). Proceeding inductively, we conclude that

1
[ T dia, = /A o) J(A) vy

,n.N—q 7T.N—q—l . 7T.N-|-1—2q

"IN g — 1IN —q—2)1 - (N —2¢) "

Now, we apply (£I4)) to obtain
R} R} =|det B|* = det(B*B) = det(1 — A*A) .
We finally use that

_ —g— _ 1 _
aN—a¢ N—q=1 - N+1-2¢ _ _5q(2N+1-3q)

This gives the result. O

Combining the formulas of Lemmas and [£.6] one immediately gets the statement
of Theorem
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4.3. A Few Simple Examples. In this section we illustrate and verify the result of
Corollary 3 in the cases ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 2.

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

s

N-1"

/ (det(1 — A*A))" 2 dpgoxa(A) =
A
On the other hand, the integral on the left can be computed directly,
/ (det(1 — A*4))V 2 duc(A)
A

00 00 1
:/ d:n/ dy ©(1 — 2% — ) (1—:172—y2)N_2:27r/ rdr(l—r2)N_2
o oo 0

(1 . 7’2)N_1
N -1

r2=1

g N-17

= 7T/1 d(r*)(1 - 7"2)N_2 =—7
0

as desired. O

Example 4.8. (q=2) In the case ¢ = 2, we write A as
A=yl +as+iby1+iBc
with a = (ag, @), 5 = (50,5) € R*. Then
A* =apl + @3 —ifo 1 —ifa
A*A = (a4 B3+ + |61*)1 + 200 a5 + 260 5 — 2 (@ A )& .

We want to compute for p =0,1,2,... the integral
/ (det(l[ — A*A))p dlu,(czxz(A) .
A2
To this end, we first transform to the integration variables a, 5 € R?,

/ (det(1 — A*A))" ducaxz(A) = 16/ d*a [ d*B (det(l — A*A))P.
Ao R4 R4

Introducing polar coordinates in the plane,
g =171 Ccos o, Bo=r7rsing,

we obtain
/ (det(1—A*A)) dpucex(A) = 3277/ rdr/ d3a/ d*B xa,(A)(det(1—A*A))".
Az 0 R3 R3

In view of rotational symmetry in the angle ¢, we may assume that oy = r and Gy = 0.
Moreover, we introduce spherical coordinates with

R:=|al, R:=|5,
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and denote the angle between & and 5 by 9. We thus obtain

/ (det(1 — A*A4))? djuars (A)

Az
[e'e] [e'e] [e'e) 1

:3277/ rdr 47r/ R?dR 27r/ R? dR/ dcosV xa,(A) (det(l — A*A))”
0 0 0 —1

oo 00 oo 1
= 256 713/ dr/ dR/ dR/ dcos? xa,(A) r R* R? (det(1 — A*A))",
0 0 0 -1

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

e r+ R+ ir cos irsin ¢
B irsind r+R—ircos?d) ’

A direct computation yields for the eigenvalues A+ of the matrix A*A
A = R24+ 12+ R2+ 2R\/r2 + R? sin® 9
and thus

det(1 — A*A) = (1 = A)(1 = A=) = (1 — R> + 72 + R?)® —4R?(r* + R? sin?¥)) .
Next, we need to parametrize the set As. To this end, we need to ensure that the
largest eigenvalue of A*A is at most one, i.e.

f(r,R,R,0) := R+ 72+ R2 + 2R\/r2 + R2 sin®9¥ < 1.

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

f(r,0,R,9) =r? + R,
Therefore, we may parametrize the integration domain A5 as follows,

[e'¢) o0 00 1
/ dr/ dR/ dR/ dcosV xa,(A) -
0 0 0 -1
1 Vi—rZ ol Rmax
:/dr/ dR/ dcosz?/ dR -,
0 0 -1 0

where Rpyax is determined by the equation f(r, Ryax, JA%, 9¥) =1 to be

Ryax = \/1 — R2cos29 —\/r2 + R2sin? 9 .
A straightforward computation (which we carried with the help of MAPLE) gives
+1)!p!
det(1 — A*A))? dugara(A) = 7t P
/Az( ( W () = 7 T+ 20

for p =0,...,3. This is in agreement with the general formula from Corollary [£.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 1], which will be developed further in
the following section (Section [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 Moreover, it is a preparation for the saddle point methods to be used
in greater generality in Section [Bl

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

J:= ][Sexp (ﬁ trog (7T[U7T[u_l)) dug(U) , (4.16)

where § 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 [£.2] we obtain

1 (N -1) / PP (det(1 — A% A)) N2 duc(A)

I= =21/,

Using a polar decomposition A = re’¥ and integrating out the angular dependence,
we obtain duc(A) = rdpdr and thus

1
J=2(N— 1)/ e (1= )N"2pdp | (4.17)
0

2

Introducing the integration variable u := r“, we obtain

1
J= (N—l)/ Pt (1 —u)N 2 du.
0
Asymptotically for large N, the weight function (1 — u)V~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,

ﬁu 7 _2)
Z/ —u)N 2du=(N-1 Zﬁ N—I—p—l)
o )! P
Z N+p—1) ZNP<1+O( h)-

=0

This formula is obtained alternatively if we expand the exponential in (£I6]) in a
power series and compute term by term with the help of Lemma Il In particular,
we conclude that J tends to one as N — oo.

In order to obtain a nontrivial limit as N — oo, one must increase § with N. The
right scaling is to choose § as a linear function in N. In order to see how this comes
about, we now insert a factor N into the exponent in (£.I6]),

jiexp <5Ntrg{ (7T[U7T[u_1)> dug(U) = (N —1) /01 PN (1 —w)N2 du

(N1 /0 LN (Button-0) (1 )2 gy (4.18)

We point out that, due to this additional factor IV, it is not clear how the the large- V-
asymptotics can be obtained from the Harish-Chandra integral. But we can use that,
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for large IV, the integrand is peaked near the maximum of the function
Pu+log(l —u).

If 8 < 1, this function has its maximum at ug = 0, whereas in the case 5 > 1 it has a
maximum at some ug > 0. In both cases, the function has a unique maximum, which
means that the main contribution to the integral (AI8]) comes from a neighborhood
of one point wuyg.

We finally compute the integral (£I8]) asymptotically as N — oo, for brevity only
in the case § < 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+ 0(u?),

o (15
o)

—(N-1) ﬁ <1+o(%>> = ﬁ O(%) : (4.20)

valid if 5 < 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 (£I7) with the coordinate r, in
which case the exponential in (£19) becomes a Gaussian). The saddle point method
will be developed systematically in Section [l O

we obtain

4.4. The Gaussian Asymptotics. In the next proposition it is shown that for
large IV, the integral over the unitary group goes over to a Gaussian integral. Choosing
orthonormal bases, we use the identification I ~ C9.

Proposition 4.10. Let I € H with dimI = ¢ and dimH = N. Assume that f €
C>°(C?%1,C) is homogeneous of degree d € Ny. Then, asymptotically for large N,
1 1

v (A A - 1
]lgf(A) dyig (L) = mﬁ/cmf(/l)e T (4°2) Gpigaea (A) +O<N%+l>. (4.21)

Related results on the Gaussian asymptotics can be found in the literature; see
for example [38, Section IT]. 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 ([4.3])).

We also remark for clarity that the formula ([£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 [{.10, According to Corollary [4.4]

f oy ausw) = (7 L) (et — 4 A) Y () (1+o(v).
9 Aq
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We transform to the new integration variable A = v/ NA,

][9 F(A) dug(1)

= ﬁ /mAq f(%) (det (1 - A;ADN_Q[] dpicaxa(A) (1 + O(N‘l)) :

We now expand the determinant using the well-known formula

% det B(t) = det B(7) tr (B(r)™" B(1)) (4.22)
(this formula can be derived for example by differentiating the Laplace expansion).
A*A 1 . _
det (1-5) = 1- + Tr (A"A) + 0(N72),
we obtain
} 7 dusan

e [ ) (1 ) e (1 067,

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

(1 - %)N — e <1 + o(%)) (4.23)

gives
J 7 dns)
_ ! AN n(iA) : o
R P}

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

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 the N-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 [
and J of H,

I1J  with diml =g¢,dimJ=p and 2(p+q)<N. (4.24)
Choosing orthonormal bases, we use the identifications
I~Ct and J~CP.
Moreover, we use the notation

A= W]u‘[ and D .= WJU‘J . (4.25)
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Here and in what follows, we always compute Gaussian integrals with the well-known

formula
/ e dy = \/g (for a > 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 € Ng and that f € C®°(R x A, C) is smooth. Then,
asymptotically for large N,

™

X {ﬂ - ;2 /(Cpxpg([)) T (PD) g (D) +O<N21 1>}<1+o(%>>.

In words, this formula shows that the integral factorizes into an integral over A
(which is similar to the general formula of Corollary [£.4) and an integral over D
(where the Gaussian asymptotics of Proposition .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 2¢>-dimensional Gaussian
integral with the help of (4.26]) gives us back the formula in Corollary 4.4

(¢®)
][f (N, A) g(D) dug(U) = <E> ; FIN, A) (det(1 — A*A) N7 dpugga (A)

Proof of Proposition [{.11. We choose the subspace I = I®J. For the matrix A :=
7;U|; we use the block matrix notation

A= (é g) : (4.27)

We apply Corollary 24 for the subspace I and the integrand f (fl) = f(N,A)g(D),
N (p+9)?
][f (N, 4) g(D) dpig (1) = (;)

/ FIN, A) g(D) (det(1 — A*A)) V"7 dpucyionpea(A) <1+o(%)>. (4.28)

For ease in notation, we write the integration measure as
dpcpraxpra(A) = dAdB dC dD .

Our next task is to compute the factor det(1—A*A). Again in block matrix notation,

e A* O
o (E 5)

B*A+ D*C B*B+ D*D
1-AA={"_p4_pc 1-BB-DD

1-A4*A 0 crc A*B+ C*D
0 1) \B*A+D*C B*B+ D*D

1-A4*A 0
: 1) (1-X)

“
(1 A*A—-C*C —A*B—C*D>
(
(
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with the matrix X given by

y . (A=AA)TCC (11— A"A)T (A*B+C*D)
=\ B*A+DC B*B + D*D ‘

Hence we can factorize the determinant as
det (1 — A*A) = det (1 — A*A) det(1 — X) . (4.29)

Similar as in the proof of Proposition [£.10] the integrals over B, C' and D can be
computed as Gaussian integrals,

N—-2p—2q 1 e
D) det (1 — X dBdCdD ={B.C,D = — (B,C, D
[ a0y et (1 - x) { - (B.0.D)}

1 <D ) dotdp L (A-AA)1CC (1-AA) ' CD)
B AW N D*C B*B + D*D

Ak AN=1 A% D N-2p—2¢
_J%<38A (a Aﬁ) AB)} dBdC dD .

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

% det(1 — 7Y) = —det(1 — 7Y) tr (1 — 7Y)"'Y)

=—tr(Y)

d
d_T det(l[ — TY) 0

d2
5 det(1 — TY)| _, =tr(Y)? —tr (Y?)
2
= det(l—7Y)=1—-71tr(Y)+ % (tr(Y)2 —tr (Yz)) + (9(7'3) .
We thus obtain

/ g(D) det (1 — X)" """ 4B dC dD

B ﬁ(l * O(%)) /9(%) {1 N <(1 e B*BED*D)

1 (1— A*A)"L A*BB*A 0 N=2p=2a L
v < 0 B*A(1 — A*A)~! A*B> } dB dC dD

_ 7N2pt+p2 (1 4 o(%)) /dé dC dD g(%)
X exp ( —Tr ((ll ~A"A)TIC*C+ BB+ DD+ (1 - A*A)! A*BB*A)) ,

where in the last step we again used (£.23]). The trace of the last summand can be
simplified as follows,

Tr ((1 _ A*A)! A*BB*A) _ (A(IL _ A*A)! A*BB*)

- <AA*(][ _ A4 BB*) = —Tr (BB*) + Tr ((1 — A4 BB*) :
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We conclude that

/ g(D) det (1 — X)""*"*1 4B dC dD
1 1 D
- <1 n o<ﬁ>> /dB dC dD g(\/—ﬁ)
X exp < Ty ((1 A A)LCC 4 (1 — AAY) BB+ D*b)) .

Now we can carry out the integrals over B and C, which are both Gaussian. We
begin with the integral of C. Using ([£26]) we obtain

/exp < —Tr ((]L —A*A)! é*é) dc
~ det ((1 iTA*A)—l)p

= mP? (det(1 — A*A))" .

The power —p of the determinant can be derived as follows: The Gaussian integral is of
dimension 2pq. If we diagonalize the ¢ x g-matrix (1 — A*A)~!, 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(1 —
A*A)7P.

The integral over B is computed similarly. We conclude that

/ g(D) det (1 — X))V """ 4B dC dD

. AN D ~1 (D) 7 1
= N (det(ll —A A)) /9(\/—N> exp dD <1 + O(N)) ‘
After applying (4.29)) in (£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 ([£24]) and two function f(A)
and ¢(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 x A),,C) and f €
C*®(R x Ay, C) are smooth. Then, asymptotically for large N,

(p*+4?)
frv 40030y s = (X)
S ™
X d,u(quq(A)/A dMCpXP(D) f(N’ A) Q(N,D)

Aqg
(det(1 — A*A4))" > (det(1 — D*D))V % (1 . o( 1 )> |

X —_
det (1 - A*A® D*D)

(4.30)
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Here the tensor product is a (pg X pg)-matrix with entries
(A*A® D*D) = (A*A) (D*D); .

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

det (1 - 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 .10, we get back the formula of Proposition LTIl
The main improvement of Proposition is that, by estimating the determinant
in ([4.31) from above, one can quantify the error of the factorization.

Proof of Proposition [{.13 We begin similar as in the proof of Proposition 411l Using
again the notation (£.27]), we obtain

_ (ATA+C*C A*B+C*D

- \B*A+D*C B*B+D*D

A <]l—A*A—C’*C —A*B—-C*D >

G

A*

h

L —-B*A—-D*C 1-B*B- D*D

<]l — A*A 0 ) B < c*C A*B + C’*D)
0 1-D*D B*A+ D*C B*B
(7 1) o)
where now the matrix X is given by
Yo < (1 - A*A)~LCc*C (1 —A*A)~! (A*B + C’*D))
~ \(1-D*D)"' (B*A+ D*C) (1-D*D)"'B*B '
Hence we can factorize the determinant as
det (1 — A*A) = det (1 — A*A) det (1 — D*D) det(1 — X) .
Our task is to carry out the integrals over B and C'. Compared to the proof of

Proposition [AT1] 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=UrDsUg and D =V DpVgr

with unitary matrices Up,Ug € C9%? and V,Vir € CP*P. Here D4 and Dp are
diagonal matrices

Dy = diag(ai, ..., aq) and Dp = diag(dy,...,dp),

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

i (U 0 Dy U 'BVRY (Ur O
—\o wvi)\v;leug! Dp 0 Vg)~

The unitary transformations at the very left and right drop out when forming det(1 —
A*A). The unitary transformations in the off-diagonal entries

B U;'BV;'  and O - V;'OUR', (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 13| below, the resulting Jacobian determinants are equal to one. Therefore,
the unitary transformations in ([€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 D4 and Dp, respectively. After this simplification,
the integrals over B and C' can be computed as follows. We first rewrite the integrals
as

/det (1-x)""**apdc = {B,C \/LN (B,é)}

1 1 ((1—A%)~1C+C 0
~ N2pg /det{l N < 0 (]l—D2)_1 B*B

1 0 (1 — A2~ (AB+C*D\ V2772 - -
VN ((11 — D)7 (B*A+ DO) 0 > } B dc

Now we can again expand the determinant with the help of ([€.22]) to second order to
obtain

/ det (1 — X))V 4B dC

= (o)) s (U )

a2l ~ e 2N N-2p-2¢
R . 2_10~* (1— 4%~ (AB+C*D) 1B 4
2N (1-D*»"'(B*A+ DC) 0

1 1 o
- m(uo(ﬂ) /dBdO
X exp < —Tr ((]L —A»)LC*C+(1-D*»'B*B

+(1—- 4% (AB+C*D)(1-D*) ' (B*A+ Dé))) :
The trace can be simplified using the formulas

Tr ((1 — A%)71(AB) (1 — D)™ (B*A))

" <A2(]l A7 B(1 - D! B*)

=T (BO-D)B) + T (1= AT B - D) B
and similarly

Tr (1= 4371 (C*D) (1 - D)~} (DC) )
- Ty ((1 _A%)! é*é) T ((1 AL Er - D2)—1é) .
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This gives
/ det (1 — X))V 4B dC
_ ﬁ@ + o(%)) /dédé
X exp < —Tr ((1 AHT'BA-DH B + (1 -4t -DHIC
+(1—-A%)"tAB(1 - D* ' DC
+(1—A%)"1¢*D (1 - D) B*A)) .
Using that A and D are diagonal, we obtain

/ det (1 — X)" " 4B dC

= i <1+O<%>>/dBdC
xexp<—zzp:< 21 _ (’Bij‘2+‘é;<j’2)

=1 j=1

a; d * *
toa e Pl +54C3)) ).

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

- [ am(-(()()).)

with
1 1 A
o=+ 1 1 ad; '
1—ai 1-d; a;d; 1
Next,
1 1 2 1 — a2d?
detV = ( —— —— | (1 -ald?) = L
¢ <1_ag1_d§> (1= aidj) (T —a)2(1- )2
and carrying out the Gaussian integrals with the help of (4.26)) gives
_ (1—a?)*(1—d3)?
CdetY 1— a?d?

/ det(1 — X))V gBdC
)? (1 —d3)”

Ném<1+o< >>HH P aid?

i=1j=1

2Pq

= T det (1= A% det (1— DY) <1+o( )>ﬁﬁ1

i=1j=1
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The last term tells us about the “coupling” of A and B. It can be written as

g p 1 1
HHl—a?d? :det(]l—A2®D2)'

i=1j=1

This gives the result. O

It remains to show that the unitary transformations in (£32]) are measure-preserving.
This follows immediately from the following lemma.

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

det ReX —ImX
C\ImX Rex

>=ydetX\2.

Proof. By direct computation, one finds that

(hox mex ) (mmr mer ) = (o) metiry )

Proceeding inductively, we deduce that for any polynomial g,

g< (ReX —ImX>> _ (Re (9(X)) —Im (g(X))> '

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

ReX —ImX)\ [(RelogX —ImlogX
log (ImX Re X > = <ImlogX Re log X > ' (433)
We now take the trace,
ReX —ImX ReX —ImX
log det (ImX Re X > = <1°g (ImX Re X ))

@33) Tr (RelogX —Imlog X

- Imlog X Relog X > =2 TrRelog X .

Taking the exponential gives

ReX —ImX _ 2TrRelogX __ 2 ReTrlogX __ | TrlogX 2 _ 2
det<ImX ReX>_e =e —|e ‘ = |det X|*.

This concludes the proof. O

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 [@], 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"V with the canonical
scalar product and I C H a g-dimensional subspace. Choosing an orthonormal basis,
we identify I with C?. As in (£25]) we use the notation

A:=nU|r.
We let Y € L(I) be a Hermitian ¢ X ¢g-matrix. In this section, we shall compute the
integral

]geNReTr(AY) dlug(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 Ag
by

Y
Ao‘

Ve (51)

Then, asymptotically for large N,

det(1 — A2))Y
][eNReTr(AY) dpg(U) = oN Tr(AoY) ( et( 0))
S Vet (1 — A3 © A3)
If Y # 0, the inequality

(1+o(vh). (2

Tr(AgY) + logdet(1 — A3) > 0 (5.3)
holds, showing that, for large N, the right side of (B.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 ¢ = 1, by applying Corollary ([@4]), we obtain the
leading contribution

fgeNReTr(AY) d,ug(u)<1 I O(N_1)>
N

= H = —
Vs B

where we write Y = y1 (with y € R), and By C C denotes the unit disc. Choosing
polar coordinates, we obtain

N 1 21 _ N 1 27
Jd= —/ rdr/ dp elNyrcose (1—7’2)N 2 —/ dr/ dp eV 9(¢) _r 55
™ Jo 0 ™ Jo 0 (1—r2)

with the function g defined by

eNyRea (1 _ ’a‘2)N—2 d,uc(a) ,

g(r, @) == yrcosp+log(l —r?) .
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 ¢ is attained
at ¢ = 0 and the radius r with

0
0—59(7’,0) =y —

2r
1—r2°
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This equation has the two solutions

1 / 1
T:)\:t::——ﬂ: 1+—2
4 4

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

/\:\/ﬁ—lz\/ﬁ—lm—klz y
" y y VP+1+1 VR ri41]

giving agreement with (5.I)). Since g(0,0) = 0 and lim, ~ g(r,0) = —oo, the point
(A4, = 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

1+ A3 A2
D*g(Ay,0) = —2diag ( = )
N2 T X2
Its determinant is computed by

A R0

det D?*g(\4,0) = 4
: -7 -

Hence, using (£26]), the saddle point approximation gives
eg()‘+70) )\J’_
J= 1+0(N?
Vdet D2g(A+,0)/2 (1 —A3)? ( ( ))
(1-X})* At —1
1+ 0O(N
a0 oy (o)

= NV % (1+o(v1).
- At

This agrees with (5.2]) in the special case ¢ = 1. O

= N (1 - NN

We now enter the proof of Proposition .1l which will be completed at the end of
this section. Applying Corollary (£4]), we obtain the leading contribution

][eNRoTr(AY) dpug (W) (1 i O(N‘1)>
g

()
:<E> / NRTAY) ((dot(1 — A*A)) V" dpgna (A)
Aqg

0
We rewrite the integrand as
eN Re Tr(AY) (det(][ — A*A))N_2q = N9(4) (det(]l — A*A))_zq
with
g:A; =R, g(A) = ReTr(AY) + logdet(1 — A*A) . (5.4)

Lemma 5.3. The function g(A) has a unique mazimum at A = Ay with Ay according

to (&.T).
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Proof. At the boundary of A, the operator A*A has eigenvalues which are equal to
one, implying that the factor log det(1—A*A) tends to minus infinity on this boundary.
Therefore, it suffices to consider the interior of A,.

The determinant can be expanded linearly again using the formula (£22]). We thus
obtain for first variations of ¢

@M)ZMJMMMYyJH«1-NAY%®AUA+N®@D
" <5A* (g ~A(L- A*A)—1)> +Tr <5A<§ (1 ATA) A*>> .

At the maximum, this variation vanishes for any choice of dA. The freedom in in-
serting a phase factor §A — €'?0A in the above equation shows that the summands
involving J A and (0A)* must vanish separately. Thus

* Y * —1 _
Tr(éA {E—A(]l—A A) }> = 0.
Choosing d A equal to the matrix in the curly brackets, we conclude that
Y
Al —A*A) = 5 = (1 —A*A)~1 A, (5.5)
We now form a polar decomposition of A, i.e.

A=US
with U € U(C?) unitary and S € L(CY) positive semi-definite with spectrum in the
half-open interval [0,1). Then (5.5]) can be written as
UT=Y=TU"", (5.6)

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

T:=25(1-5%)"= 137552 >0. (5.7)

Applying (5.6]) iteratively, it follows that UPT = TUP. The continuous functional
calculus yields

fOT=TfU) (5.8)

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

U=> ME, with MeC, |\|=1,
k

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

E\T =TEx.
Let A with X # X be a non-real eigenvalue of U. Then
Tr (ExT) =Tr (Ex (E\T)) =Tr (Ex(TEy)) =Tr (Ex E\T) =0.
Since T is positive semi-definite, it follows that
ExT=0=TE),.

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
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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 (0.6) with a
unitary operator U with purely real eigenvalues.

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

U=U0" and [U,T|=0=[U,S5].
Moreover, the operator A is symmetric. Therefore, the equations (5.5) simplify to
2A
1— A2
The corresponding scalar quadratic equation (which can be viewed as an equation for
the eigenvalues of the corresponding matrices) takes the form

=Y.

2
a® + i ;
Yy
it has a unique root in the interval (0,1) provided that y # 0 given by

1 1
az—;—i—e(y) 1+—2=$

VRS

where € is the sign function e(xz) = 1 for z > 0 and ¢(z) = —1 otherwise. The last
formula also applies if y = 0. Therefore, the spectral calculus determines A uniquely

by G.1). O

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

Lemma 5.4. Assume that the matriz Ay in (B.1) is diagonal,
Ag = diag (A1,...,A,) -
Then the function g(A) defined in (5.4]) has the quadratic expansion
1< 11 04 1 (04
L5 ) ) ()
2 22:21 =X 1=X3 \ \547 Aidj 1 §A7) /2
+ O((AA)?’) ,

where 0A denotes a linear variation, whereas AA := A — Ag is a small but finite
perturbation.

Proof. The determinant can be expanded iteratively using the formula (4.22]) together
with
% ATt = —A(r) "L A(r) A(r) 7L
We thus obtain
A*A = A2 4 (AA%) Ag + Ag (AA) + (AA*)(AA)
log det(lca — A*A) = log det (1 — A})
—tr ((1 — A2 (A4 A + AO(AA))) —tr ((1 — A2y (AA*)(AA))

- % (1= 42)7 ((AA%) A0 + Ap(A4)) (1~ 4D) 7" ((A4) A + Ag(A4))

+0((AA)?) .
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Using (B.0]), the term linear in A A cancels with the variation Re Tr(Y AA) of the first
summand in (5.4]). Using that Ao is diagonal, we obtain

9(A) - (Ao) + (9((5A)3)

q . .

T_2
h,j= 1 '7j_1 - A
=__ Z )\2 <2 |5A§.|2 + Aidj <(5A3)(5Af) + (5A;)(5Af)>> .
7]_
Writing the bilinear terms as a matrix expectation value gives the result. O

Proof of Proposition [5.1. We now compute the Gaussian integrals. In the case i = 7,
setting z = J A}, the matrix expectation value becomes

< (;) : <A12 )‘12> <;) >C2 =222 + 22 (22 + 2°)

:2(Re2z+lm2z) + M2 (2Re2z—21m2z) =21+ M) Re?2+2(1—\2) Im?2.
Thus

Lo Yot ()0 D))

/ dRez/ dIm z exp< a N)\2) <(1—|—)\?) Re?z — (1 — \?) Im2z)>
(1—22)2 (1—22)2

% Jaana—y N o

where we again carried out the Gaussian integrals with the help of (£.26]).

=] =

Given ¢ < j, we get a four-dimensional Gaussian integral over z := 5A§- and 2z := 5Ag ,

2 Z exp — )\ZQ 1 _)\? @ ’ )\i)\j 1 @ C2

2 1—)\2)( )\2)
- N2 —A\2)\2
(]

Putting these results together, we obtain

][geNReTr(AY) d/Lg(U)

Tr(AgY) N 2q 1_)‘2)(1_)‘?) -1
_ o) (det(1 — A2)) H Nasor (1+o(v1)
i,j=1 AN

(note that Tr(ApY) is real, making it possible to leave out the real part in the expo-
nent). Writing the products with determinants gives (5.2).
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In order to prove (5.3)), we recall that in Lemma [5.3] we showed that the function g
has a unique maximum at Ag. Since g(0) = 0, this uniqueness statement gives rise to
the implication

Ag#0 = g(Ao) > 0.

We finally note that, in view of (5.IJ), Ay vanishes only if Y = 0. This concludes the
proof of (B5.3]). O

5.2. An Exponential of a Quartic Functional. We let 3 = C with the canonical
scalar product. We consider the finite one-dimensional set X formed of ¢ points

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

We let I ~ C9 be the space of complex-valued functions on X. We choose the canonical
orthonormal basis (e,)ycx by

ey: X - C, (ey)(z) = 0gy -

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

U(x): I =C, ey ey(x). (5.10)

The computation

(W(2)"2 | e)) =% (U(n))) = Zey(z) = <ZT 2| ey)
a=1

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

U(z)* = Z eq() eq . (5.11)

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

T(Ac, As) =3 ‘m Us W(2)* () U U(2)* U(x))
rzeX

2
( (5.12)
Substituting the form of the wave evaluation operator (5.10) and its adjoint (5.11]), we

obtain
2

T(Ac, 45) =Y ‘m Us U (2)* U(z) UL m(x)*q/(x))( (5.13)
reX

=) (As)D(AD)T (A%)T (A)T. (5.14)
reX

We want to compute the integral

]é dug (1) fg dug(Us) PNT(A<45) (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 ¢ = 1, the functional T in (5.14)) simplifies to
= ]a<]2 ]a>]2 .

Hence, using Theorem [4.2] in the case ¢ = 1, we obtain

Janst) f dugiauc) 7<)

— ;1/ da</ das €PN la<l? la>|* (1= la<] ) (1 a ’a>’2)N_27
By B

where B; C C denotes the unit disc. Choosing polar coordinates, we obtain

F dug() f dug(uc) V7<)
9 9

1 1
=4 (N — 1)2/ re dre / rs drs ePNTITE (1 — ri)N_2 (1 — ri)N_z
0 0

1 1
T—r2P T—r2p

1 1
=4(N — 1)2/ re dre / rs drs eNolr<r>)
0 0

where
g(re,rs) = Brir +log (1_7”<) + log (1_T<)

Our strategy for evaluating this integral asymptotically for large IV is to compute
the maxima of the function ¢ 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

Bri = Lt and  Br = !

2
1—-rg

5 -
1—-rZ

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

(rg)z_r§+%:o.

If 8 < 4, this quadratic polynomial has no roots. This means that the function g has
no interior maxima. Its global maximum is at the origin,

9(0,0) =0.

In the case 8 > 4, however, the quadratic polynomial has two roots. We thus obtain

the local extrema at
1 4 9 9 1 1 4
—5 1—5 and 7">:7"<:A+I:§+§ 1—5

The first extremum is a minimum, whereas the second is a local maximum. The value
of g at the local maximum is given by
2

Q(C,C)zlicz+2log(l—cz) with ci=/Ay.

For sufficiently large 5 (more precisely, if § > 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 2 2
4 c —He
D2g(C, C) — _m <_(1 . 62) (162 )> .

2 _ 2 _ ._
rS=rs =M=

N —
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Hence the saddle point approximation gives
F dug(1) f dus(uc) 271 (14 0(N )
g 9

, & 1 1 No(ew) T 1
— _ - gle,e) ™
N =) /0 dr</o >N D o)

— 47N c? Ng(c,c) (1 — 62)2 1

(1—c2)t 2 2c2 — 1
1 c? 2 9
= 27N (=32 Voo —1 exp N(m +2log(l — ¢ )) .

In this way, we have computed the double integral asymptotically for large V. O

We now state our main result for general q. Exactly as in the last example, we
only get local maxima if 5 > 4. In this case, we can again use the saddle point
approximation to obtain the following result.

Theorem 5.6. Assume that > 4. Then the integrand of the group integral (5.15I)
with T according to (5.12)) has saddle points at
A. = ¢ diag (ei“°1<, ... ,ewq<) , As = ¢ diag (ewl>, .. .,ewq>) ) (5.16)

where <,01<,...,<p‘i and cp1>, oy 9L are arbitrary real phase angles, and c is given in
terms of B by

11 1
2—_ pa— RN —
C=g5tzyl-g (5.17)

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

][dIUS (u>) ][ d,ltg (u<) eBNT(A<7A>)
9 9

e (1+E P a
=< (2rN)? (1—ch)™1
(27N)? (1 —c) <1—c2 m)

xexp{Nq( ¢ +210g(1—c))}<1+0<%)> (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 2] the double integral (5.I5) can be rewritten as

][ d/‘S (u>) ][ d,ug (u<) eBNT(A<,A>)
g

= C d,U/(Cqu A< / d,lL(Cqu A>
x PNTAAS) (det(1 — ALAL)) Y7 (det(1 — A% AL)) V2
= C/A dNCqu(A<)/ dpcaxa(As)
q

q

x eNIA<AS) (det(1 — ALAL)) ™™ (det(l — ALAS)) (5.19)
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with the function g(A~, As) and the normalization constant C' given by

g(Ac, As) == BT (A<, As) +logdet(1 — AL AL) + logdet(1 — AL AS) (5.20)

2 72
e (s o ) = (F) (eoo).

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

Lemma 5.7. Assume that 8 > 4. Then the function g has a global mazrimum
at (A<, As) 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 (ei‘p1<, . ,ei‘pq<) , As = c diag (ewl>, e ,ewi) (5.22)
with phase angles % . € R. Moreover, the parameter ¢ > 0 is related to (3 by

1 1 4 1

2
— 4+, /1== = . 5.23
“ =373 5 7 PEaaa (5.23)
The mazimum of g is given by
qc
g(clga, clgd) = = +2qlog (1 — ?) . (5.24)

Proof. Obviously, the functional det(1 — 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 eUU). (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, As). We
begin by varying A, keeping A fixed. We set

2
Sy 1= ‘(A>)§‘ >0.
By renaming the points in X we can arrange that
0<s1<--<sq.

Using this notation in (5.14]), we obtain

TUAV,AS) = > s [(UAV)IP < Y s, |(UAV)Y)? (5.26)
zeX z,yeX
=Y s (UAV)(VALU)) = 3 s (UAALDY) T = GU)  (5.27)
zeX zeX

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

GU) <D seAl, (5.28)
leX
where AL,... AL are the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix AcA% in increasing

order, i.e.
0<AL <. <AL (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 éU = iBU
with a symmetric operator B. Rewriting G(U) as a trace according to

GU) = tr; (SUAALUY)
with S := diag(si, ..., sq), maximality implies that
0= 6G(U) = itry (S BUAALU" — SUAALU* BY) = try (Bi[UAALU", 5]) .
Since B is arbitrary, it follows that the commutator vanishes,
This shows that the matrix UA-ALU* is invariant on the eigenspaces of S. This
in turns implies that G has the form (G.28) with A, 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<\/E,...,\/E).

In this way, the upper bound (B.28)) is realized. This diagonal matrix also realizes
equality in (5.20). Therefore, it is not only a maximizer of the functional G, but it is
even a desired maximizer of the functional T(UALV, As).

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 (U Ac V)i vanishes for all x # 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 )\Q We
conclude that the maximum of T(UALV, A-) under variations of U and V is attained

if and only if
UA<V - dlag (eigol< \/ )‘1<7 e 7eigpq< \/ )\(i ) (530)

with arbitrary phase angles oL ,..., ¢%.

We next interchange the roles of A. and As 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(1 — A*A) under the transformation (5.20)), 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

q
g(A<, A5) = 7 (BXZAZ +og (1= AZ) +log (1 - A2)) . (5.31)
r=1
Now we can maximize for every x separately. Similar as in Example (5.5l the criticality

conditions are ) 1
M= — A=
B 1— Az’ A< 1- A2
Solving the first equation for AZ and substituting it into the second equation, we obtain
a quadratic equation for A%, having the two roots

11 1
——+-J1-Z.
=55 3
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By direct computation one sees that the plus sign gives the maximum. Furthermore,
one readily finds that AZ = A2 = Ay = ¢? with ¢? according to (5.23]). Moreover, each
summand in (5.31]) takes the value

BAZAL +log (1 — AZ) +log (1 — A%)

(1),

where in the last step we used that 8 can be expressed in terms of ¢ by the right
equation in (0.23]). Using this formula in (B31]) gives (B.24). This concludes the
proof. O

:ﬁc4+210g(1—02) = ¢
1— 2

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> =cl (532)
with ¢ as given by (5.23]). It suffices to expand the matrices A and A to first order,
ie.

A<,> =cl + AA<,> Wlth AA<,> =T 5A<’> + 0(7'2) s

where 7 denotes the perturbation parameter.

Lemma 5.8. Near the mazimum (5.32)), the function g(A<, As) has the quadratic
exrpansion

2

9(A<, A5) = 75— + 2qlog(1 - ) (5.33)
472 z z
> Z <Re ((54-)7) Re <(6A<)x> (5.34)
- (127762 > (IRe(@A<)z]* + | Re(d4-)z[*) (5.35)
zeX
- 1i—c2 Z (Ao + |(5A>)gj|2) (5.36)

1_62 22(( (6AL) + GA-)E|
Proof. We first expand the function T(A-, A~) in (514),

T(e A4 = Y |40 [ (an):

+ |(045)5 + DALY

2) +0(r%) . (5.37)

2

zeX
—qc' +2¢ 3" Re ((A42)2 + (A45)7) (5.38)
zeX
+ 22 S (|64 + (045 )2 7) (5.39)
zeX

DS <Re ((342)7) Re ((5A<)j)> LO(). (540

zeX
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The last two summands in (5.20), on the other hand, can be expanded as in the
proof of Lemma [5.4l We thus obtain
A*A =1+ c(AA* + AA) + (AA*)(AA)
log det(1 — A*A) = logdet ((1 — ¢®) Lca)
—tr ((1 —ATA) e (AAT AA)) —tr ((1 — AT A (AA*)(AA))

- % (- A°A) e (AAT 1 AA) (1 - A°4) ¢ (A" 1 A4)) +0((AA))

2

:Qlog(l—c2) — 1_—662 tr (AA*—i—AA) — m tr (((5A*)((5A))
2 2
B ﬁtf <(5A* +0A)(6AF +5A)> +0(r%)
2 2c I »
S QZRGAA 2Z|5A — 1= 2 |64y
zeX sex =
2722 )
1—0222‘R65A 22‘&4 (6AY (7_3)7
reX

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 5 in (5.23]) gives the result.
0

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 7 is invariant under local phase transformations of U and Us,

(Ao)y = €< Ay and  (As)y — €7 (A)y,
where . and @~ 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

ImoAZ with reX

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-fizing procedure. Perturbing to first order around the
maximum at A. 5 = clcq, we obtain

A<7> = C]I,(Cq + 'iT C (‘D<7>(x) + O(T2) .

Thus we can use the linear gauge freedom in every order of perturbation theory in
order to arrange that the finite perturbations AA. - satisfy for all k € {1,...,¢} the
constraints

Im(AA<~); =0 foralla € {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 ([£.26]). Before beginning, we integrate over the gauge phases of A..
This amounts to ¢ integrals over a circle of radius ¢, giving rise to the factor

(27Tc) <,

Clearly, integrating over the gauge phases of A5 gives the same factor. The terms
in (5:34) and (535) give, for each z, a two-dimensional Gaussian integral with the

integrand
o (=3 (Relsa) # (o) ).

and with the covariance matrix

b= ﬁ <—(1Ci ?) e CQ)) '

Gaussian integration gives a factor
T o (1-c2)?
Vdet(NE) N 82 -4

In this way, for the resulting 2¢-dimensional Gaussian integrals over Re(dA-)Z and
Re(0As)Z we obtain

7 (1—c2)2\?
(5 V=)
We next consider the off-diagonal matrix entries (§A<)y for z # y. Multiplying
out (B.37)), one sees that for each = # y one gets a Gaussian integral with the covariance

matrix
Re(5A>)§ Re(5A>)§
eXp(‘ N < (Re<5A<>%é P \Re(@ao)t) /
with the covariance matrix
1 1 2
P (e 1)

Thus Gaussian integration gives a factor
T o (1-2)?
Vdet(NF) N V1—-ct
The integral over Im(6A.)% and Im(6A~)% gives the same factor. Moreover, the in-
tegrals over the off-diagonal terms of A5 can be treated in the same way. Keeping in

mind that we have ¢(¢ — 1)/2 ways to choose indices x,y with z < y, we end up with
the factor

T (1—c2)? 2q(q—1)
<N V1-¢t > '
Finally, the additional factors in (5.19]) need to be evaluated at the maximum. We
thus obtain the factor
* —2 -2 _ 9.2
(det(1 — A*A)) q‘A:c]l =((1 —62)q) 1= (1 -2,

again for A and As.
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Combining all the terms gives

][dus(u>) ][ dpig (U ) ePNT(A<A>)
g S

— C (2mc) ™ (% %)q <% %>2q(q—l) (1— ¢2)-1a?
2

X exp {Nq<1i—02 + 2log (1 — 02))} (1 + O(%))

2¢%+q 1 q 1 29(¢-1)
= (29 2 T 2 < <7> (1-— c2)_2q
N20°=4 \ \/2¢2 — 1 V1—ct

X exp {Nq(l i202 + 2log (1 — 62))} (1 + O(%))

720°+a 1 7 (1- 64)—q2 (1-ct)e
N2¢*—q 2¢2 — 1 (1 _ C2)2£]
2

X exp {Nq(ﬁ + 2log (1 — c2))} (1 + O(%))

with C according to (5.21I]). We conclude that
F dus) f dug(ate) VA<
S S

= @mNyTe (#)q (1) L=

= (29

V221 (- @)%
2
X exp {Nq(ﬁ + 2log (1 — 02)>} <1 + O(%)) .
This gives the result. O

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 B4l We choose sets @ C M and Q C M as well as two
sets V.C M and V C M of the same finite volume,

p(V) =p(V) < o0,

and consider the partition function (I1]), where the functional ¢, (5, Ty _ 1. p) 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 p and p describe the Minkowski vacuum with a regulariza-
tion on the scale . We again work in finite spatial volume as introduced in Section [3.31
Thus, instead of Minkowski space, as in ([B.5) we consider again the spacetime cylin-
der M =R x [—L, L]3. We consider solutions of the Dirac equation (i@ —m)y = 0 in
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this cylinder with periodic boundary conditions with the usual scalar product

(1Y) = /[ D1 000,
We denote the resulting Hilbert space of Dirac solutions by (Hp, (|.)m). Next we
choose H = H as the subspace of all negative energy solutions with a cutoff on the
scale 1/¢, i.e.

1
—— <w<0.
€

Denoting the local correlation map by (see also (2.9]))
Fe: M — 97, x = =V ()" (z),
we choose
p=p=(F)p,
where dj = d*x is the volume measure on .. The local correlation map makes it pos-
sible to identify Minkowski space / with the spacetimes M and M. For convenience,

in what follows we shall work in Minkowski space. Next, we choose the sets €2 and Q2
as the past of the Cauchy surface of time zero, i.e.

Q=Q={(t,7) eM|t<0}.

Next, we choose the sets V =V = [T, T] x [—£, ]* which localize the state again as
in B.7). The wave functions which are localized mainly inside the three-dimensional
box [—¢,£]? can be associated to a subspace H!*> C H whose dimension has the scaling
behavior (3.8). In this setting, the functional T}, can be written as

iTtv(ﬁ,Tu<,u>p>=< || dys [ d4y>
onv  Jonv o)V Jane)nv

x | Fe(z) Us FE(y) U (6.1)

In order to understand the structure of the functional 7%, in (G.I), we note that the
unitary operators U and U. involve many phases, typically leading to destructive
interference. If U. and Us are chosen as a multiple of the identity, then no destructive
interference occurs, making the functional J¢, 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 Us are close to multiples of the
identity on a suitable subspace of H'*P, which we denote by H*P. Using a notation
similar to (£I5), we set

Ac > 1= Tgsp u<,>|g{sp .
We expect a saddle point if these matrices are multiples of the identity matrix, e.g.

A< = A> = C ]I,g.fsp (62)

for suitable ¢ € R. We make the simplifying assumption that, on the orthogonal
complement of H®P, destructive interference does occur, making it possible to restrict
attention in the computation to the subspace H*P. Proceeding in this way, we can
compute the group integrals again with saddle point methods. Since there are many
possible choices of H®P, there will also be many saddle points. Our task is to determine
their scaling behavior and combinatorics.
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FIGURE 3. The subsystems 3? C 3" ¢ 3'*P 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 H*P.
We begin this analysis by restricting attention to the wave functions with energy on
the Planck scale,

jwl =

™ | =

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

j’ChC C j_(:lab

This analysis will make it possible to determine the scaling behavior in ¢ (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 below.)

Next, in order to maximize the contribution to T%,, we choose H*P as the subset of
wave functions whose spatial momenta lie in a cone with opening angle ¥y € [0, 7), i.e.

p=(wk) with &€ Cyylko):={k € R>| <t(k, ko) <D} (6.3)
This subset is illustrated in Figure[3l The dimension of H"P scales like
3
dim FP ~ sin? ¥ dim He ~ 92 (9 . (6.4)

Having chosen H®P, 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 [I5] for the computation of surface layer integrals. We begin
with the regularized kernel of the fermionic projector in the vacuum, for simplicity
with ie-regularization,

d*p

Pan) = [ s (o m) 807 = m?) O(—") e PN (o)

In the limit € N\, 0, this distribution develops singularities on the light cone. Likewise,
for small € > 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 T4l and [13], Sections 2.2. and 2.4] or [28]). Here we are interested only in the
scaling behavior in €, making it possible to work with the following simple argument.
Let ¢ :== y — 2 be a vector on the light cone (i.e. £ # 0 and &2 = 0). The Fourier
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integral ([6.5]) involves the oscillating phase factor exp(ip§). 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 p¢ is small. For
determining the scaling behavior in ¢, it suffices to integrate over the set

(&) = {peR*||p¢| < 1}

and leave out the phase factor. We thus obtain

4
Pe(z,y) ~ A o (;ZT]; (B +m) 3(p® —m?) O(—p°) & (1 + O(e/1)) . (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 £ is on the upper light cone, i.e.

t:=¢" = 15\ .
Moreover, we set p = (w, /;) and introduce polar coordinates (k, 1, ¢) with
= |K| and £k = —tk cos¥

(here the minus sign has the advantage that for small ¥}, the vector p is in ®(§)). Then
the set ®(¢) is characterized by the inequality

—wt + k€] cos? < 1.

Again restricting attention to large energies, we can set w =~ —k. Moreover, we can
expand for small angles to obtain

2
kt—kt(l—%) <1+ ktO(9)

and thus
9 <9 (1+0@?)  with 9?2 := % . (6.7)
Using this formula in (6.6]) gives
0 9 ) )
P(x,y) :/ k> dk/ sin 9 d19—|(p+m) el (1+00%)
~ / k? dk ETQH m) e - (1+0(9?))

~ ?/o ke Fdk (1+ O(9?)) ~ ;t (1+05?).

This is compatible with the formalism of the continuum limit, where
g (=1 & 1
Pz, y) ~ ¢ TY 4 (deg < 2) ~ = T (deg <2) > -+ (deg < 2). (6.8)

Before going on, we slightly simplify the setup. Using that the leading terms for
small € come from the wave functions of energy k ~ w ~ !, we may replace the
factor k in the definition of 9 in ([6.7)) by 1/¢,

F

= 2. (6.9)
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This changes the computation of the Fourier integral to

15 ~ > 2 J : L ew
P (z,y) _/0 k dk‘/o sin 9 dv |w|(p+m) e (1+0(e/t))
~ %/0 K2 &Rk (14 0(e/t)) =~ % (14 0(/1)) . (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 H*P C . This simply corresponds to
replacing the integration domain ®(&) in (G.6]) by

Dy (€) i= {p € R | |p¢| < 1 and k € Cy, (ko) } ,

where 0190(];0) is again the cone in (6.3]). For the computation of the resulting Fourier
integral, it is convenient to distinguish the cases where ¥ is larger or smaller than 9.
This corresponds to the two cases

t <tp respectively t>to

with
t() = 92 -
U5
In the case t > tg, the computation (G.I0]) as well as (6.8) remain valid, but only if £
lies inside the cone around kg with opening angle g, i.e.
S = .
P5($7y) 2t2 Xcﬁo 7o) ( ) ift>ty.

In the opp051te case t < tp, we get a contribution whenever f lies inside the cone
around ky with opening angle J. In this case, all the vectors in HP are “in phase.”

However, these are fewer wave functions than in (6I0). Since the number of wave
functions scales quadratically in the opening angle of the cone, we obtain

g % SV 4 5

We next compute the closed chain A, := P*(z,y) P*(y, ). In the case t > ¢, we can

use the formalism of the continuum limit to obtain (more precisely, we apply (2.13])
with L = 3)

1 =
In the case t < tg, 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 P are
“in phase”). Therefore, the close chain is obtained by taking the closed chain at ¢ = ¢y,

1 2 .
Axyﬁﬁxcﬁo(go)( ) lft<<t()

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

1 tO Xc (k (_)) if ¢ > to
Agy >~ 5= (L + 0(e/t Yo 0T
Y a3t3tg( +0le/ ))X{ 3y (&) ift<to.
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t=¢% o

FIGURE 4. The support of the closed chain as a function of &.

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

using (2I4]), we obtain

" 1 tg Xco. (i &) ift>tp
X~ £6 ¢6 £ (1+0(e/1)) { 6 00(*0)(4) ift <t
0 Xey(Ro)'S) 0

1 . o Xe (k)(3 if t > tg
~ —— §(t— 1+ 0(e/t Yo 07

b5 ¢6 tg ( |£|) ( + (5/ )) X { tG Xc (k )( ) if t < to

We thus obtain the following contribution to the functional 7%, in (G) (in the special
case p = p and U. = Us = 1 for the states in HP),

Toio) =76 [ Rty (6.12)

o0 1 1 892 ifr>t
~ 3 2 -~ 0vo = 10
~ T/ /0 r* dr Ex (1+0(e/r)) x{ SR i<t

> 11 ts ifr>t
~ 3 2 0 = 0
_TE A T d?" W % (1 +O(€/7")) X { 5

ro if r <ty
1 1 1 ng
=T g g 10 (1 H000) =76 g (140005)) = T 06 (14 0(55))
T6 (dim HP\4 @D TG, . o4 (e\12

- 8 <dimf}fh°> (1 + 0(19(2))) = =y (dlmj'f p) <Z) (1 + 0(19%))

4

3 . s
=T 75 (dim3P)" (1+0(55)) (6.13)

After these approximations and computations, we are in a setting which is very
similar to the one-dimensional example (5I5]). In order to see the similarity, we first
make the simplifying assumption that there is a basis of H®P consisting of wave packets
having mutually disjoint supports in the spacetime region V. Identifying each wave
packet with a point € X in (5.9)), we are precisely in the setting of the example (5.15])
with

o4
g = dim H®P and B:aTE—gq3
(compare (5.I5) and the linear scaling in ¢ of (BI4]) with (II)) and the quartic scaling
in ¢ in (613))). Clearly, due to dispersion effects and the fact that we only have solutions
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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 ef, em and (TWg/¢)?
(these error terms will be explained for specific wave packets in Section below). In
this setting, we can apply Theorem Noting that saddle points exist only if 3 is
larger than four, it is most convenient to write 8 in Theorem as

B—1-L

mln

which means that the prefactor v in (ILT)) is chosen as

594

=7 (6.14)

qmln

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

Proposition 6.1. We consider the functional Tt, for V a four-dimensional cuboid (3.7)
inside a spacetime cylinder (3.5]) with

T< (6.15)

)
Swla| M

Then the subsystem formed by the wave functions H® inside a cone of opening angle ¥
(see ([6.3)) gives rise to the saddle point contribution

Fanss) f dngiate) 700 < myr (1= ety

2

1+ c? c? d
1—-¢ V22 -1

+2log(1—c))} <1+o<%)+o(T2zﬁo)> (6.16)

provided that q > quin. Here « is chosen according to (6.14) and

xexp{Nq(

. LN3
N = dim ¥ ~ <;> (6.17)
N

K SP L 92 (=
q = dim K 5 <€) (6.18)

1 1 q.

2 _ ~ - _ Zmin
clq)” = 515 1 v (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 ¢ wave packets localized evenly
in the box of size ¢. According to (6.I8)), the Euclidean distance d between the wave

packets scales like d ~ €9, 213 The wave packets disperse with an opening angle ¥g
(see Figure [3]). In order for this effect to be negligible, we need to assume that d >
T sin ¥y ~ TV, giving (6I5]). 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. ([l
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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.I5]). 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 means for the refined localized state (ILT]). In this proposition we
computed the contribution of one saddle point corresponding to the subsystem H®P.
Clearly, there are many possible choices for H*P, 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 ¢ in the limit when N tends to
infinity. The combinatorics of the saddle points depend on £ and ¢, 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 — oo (see (GI7T])). Thus the leading contributions to the
refined localized state are obtained by those subsystems for which the function in the

exponent
2

h(q) :==¢q (% + 2log (1 — c(q)2)) (6.20)

with ¢(q) according to (6.19)]) is largest.
Lemma 6.2. The function h(q) is strictly monotone increasing for q > Gmin-
Proof. A direct computation yields
h/(qmin) =4—-2log2>0
32z —2yzVI+wz+3)
Gmin VT (1 +2)3 (VI+7 - v3)°

where we parametrized ¢ in terms of x > 0 by

h"(q) = for ¢ > gmin ,

wl=

q = Gmin (1 ‘1‘33)

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

2vz VIt < (Vo) + (Vita) =22+2<20+3.

Therefore, the function h is convex on (guin, 00). Using that h'(gmin) is strictly positive,
we conclude that h is strictly monotone on [gmin, 00). O

This lemma shows that in the considered limiting case N — oo, 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 H"®, i.e.

HP =K  and Yy =27.

We finally explain how one can relax the condition (6.I5]). If this condition is
violated, we cannot choose a basis of H*P 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 (G.I6]), 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 (©I8). Then the subsystem formed by the wave functions HP inside a cone of
opening angle Vg (see ([63)) gives rise to the saddle point contribution

][ dpg(Us) ][ dpg(Us) NV (PP < exp {N h(g) + O(log N)} :
9 9

provided that q > qmin, where «, q, ¢ and h(q) are again given by (6.14)), ([6.17)—(E19)
and ([6.20).

Proof. We denote the localized wave packets by e, with z € X := {1,...,¢}. Com-
pared to the model example (5.12)), we need to take into account that for every z, also
other waves e, with y # = contribute. In order to describe this situation in the most
general setting, we consider a functional T4 of the general form

2
TE(ALA) = Y Z ‘ try (Us ()" W(z) U Pw,a)‘ (6.21)
zeX a=1
with parameters p1,...,p; > 0 and positive operators P 1, ..., Py, on I. These oper-

ators can be thought of as being non-zero on all wave packets which have a substantial
overlap with e;. Since the wave function e, clearly has an overlap, we may assume
that the new functional bounds the original functional from below, i.e.

T(A, As) <THS(A AS)  forall Ao, As € A, (6.22)

(and A, as introduced in ([4.8))).
Similar to (0.14]), we write (6.21]) as

Ths (A AL) = Zz(m (Ao A% Poo)|

rzeX a=1

(where 7, is the orthogonal projection to the subspace spanned by e;). Given U
and Us, we now consider the integral over all matrices obtained by multiplying from
the left by unitary operators acting on U([),

Fooduon (Ve f (V) ¥ T 00 (6.23)
u(I) u(I)

(here dpy(y) denotes again the normalized Haar measure). Integrating subsequently
over the whole group G x G gives the partition function. .
In order to estimate (6.23), we first write the functional T (V_A_, VL AS) as

Pz
(Idis(v<A<’ V>A>) — Z Z ‘ try (V>A> Ty AZV: PC&O() ‘2
rzeX a=1

P
2
=D D Hea| ALVZ PuaVaAs ea)]
zeX a=1

For any x and «, we let u be a normalized eigenvector of P, , corresponding to the
largest eigenvalue. We choose V5 such that it maps the vector A e, to a multiple
of u. Likewise, we choose V. such that it maps the vector A. e, to a multiple of u.
Then

|(ex !A*<V§ PpoVs As e:c>‘ = || A el ”A*< ezl ”Px,aH .
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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 T4 replaced by our
original functional T in (5.I4]). The point is that the constant involved in this estimate
depends only on ¢, but not on N (this could be worked out in more detail with a
covering argument, using that the set A, in ([@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
g-dependent prefactors in (GI6). The exponential factor in (616]), however, remains
unchanged, because it is determined solely by the value of the integrand at the saddle
point (see (613)) and the Haar measure on . O

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 n supported in a neighborhood of the origin, i.e.

ne LSO([()’ 1]7R+) with 77|[0,5) =1

for some § > 0. We now modify the functional T}, in (6.I)) by inserting the cutoff

function
Jzy| )
n 6.24
(it 020
into the integrand (here ||| is the operator norm on L(K)),
T4 (5, T 1) = < [odaf g [ ] d4y>
Qnv Qnv a\Q)nv - J )NV
H$y|| > € € —1|2
n Fe(x)Us Fe(y) U . 6.25
(nxunyu |2 (@) Us Fo(y) UL (6.25)

As a result, the contribution for small ¢ in Figure Ml 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.

n(t) =O(r0 —7) (6.26)

with a dimensionless constant 79 > 0. As a consequence, in (6.I2]) we integrate only
over the region

€% > ¢, (6.27)
where t is a function of 7y with the scaling

te S (6.28)

70
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h(q)

Gmin
N
L]

+ie
Y

FIGURE 5. The function h(q) for n a sharp cutoff function.

Therefore, we can choose t arbitrary by a suitable choice of the cutoff function. This
changes the computation of T¢, after ([G.12) to

Toipp) =T [ R aly

o0 1 1 t ifr>t

3 9, 1 1 0 = 1o
~ T/ /g redr g tg (1—1—0(5/7’)) X { i <t

T3 1 £
~—— |1 —_—

et to max(to,t)3 < * O(max(%,t)))

T03 . 3 .
:?%MW£NHWM%@D

E4
=T 7 q min(q,g)?’ <1 + O(min (ﬁg,ﬁ2))> )

where we used the notation

(f)g. (6.29)

€

Thus for ¢ > ¢, the functional “J'tv scales only linearly in ¢q. This can be taken into
account simply by modifying the function ¢(g) in (6.19]) to

11 @
2 min
=—+ -4/l -—F"=.
c(q) 2 2 min(q, q)3

(6.30)

On the interval [gumin,¢q|, the function h(g) is unchanged. In particular, we know
from (6.2)) that this function is strictly monotone increasing. For ¢ > ¢, however, h(q)
simply is a linear function. Its monotonicity properties are determined by the slope
c(q)?
1_(;0)((1)2 + 2log (1 — c(g)2) .

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

More generally, with the cutoff function 7 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 ¢.

Remark 6.4. (potential significance of t) In the above construction, the param-
eter 79 in (6.20), 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 (625 by another functional which arises
more naturally in the theory of causal fermion systems. The most obvious candidate
would be the functional (3I0]) involving the Lagrangian mentioned in Section 34l 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 [¢°| is much larger than the Planck scale; for details see [10, Chapter 4]
or [I3] 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 [B.4]
the computation of the Lagrangian is more subtle due to cancellations of summands

in (2.1). O

6.3. The Phase Freedom of the Saddle Points. For the model example in Sec-
tion (.21 the saddle point is unique only up to the phase freedom described by the
functions ¢L,...,¢L and ¢L,...,¢% in (5I6). In Section we saw that, in a suit-
able approximation where we took into account only the leading order in &/lmacros
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 &/l acr0. This phase
freedom is in general broken if

higher orders in % and me

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

In order to derive this result, we decompose the system [—£, £]> C R? describing our
laboratory into strips in z-direction of width d with the scaling

edsl.

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

(@~ 2)6=0.

These solutions can be decomposed into the left- and right-moving solutions. We
consider for example the right-moving solutions ¢(t — x). We multiply the initial data
by phase factors e’?* and solve the Cauchy problem. In this way, the solution is
multiplied in each right-moving strip by a corresponding phase factor; see Figure [6l
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 H*P. To this end, we
choose a smooth cutoff function n(k) which vanishes outside H*P (i.e. the space of
high-energy wave functions inside the cone with opening angle ¥y; see Figure [3)).
This cutoff function varies on the scale e 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 ¢, as is indicated in Figure [6] for
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M — N x
d

FIGURE 6. Phase freedom of the saddle points.

the solutions in the time strip with phase €3 by the dark shaded regions near
the boundary of the strip.

(IT) 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 [0]).

In order to describe the waves in the different strips, we introduce symmetric lin-

ear operators Fj, acting on H'#P. Disregarding the convolution in position space (D),

these operators could be chosen as orthogonal projection operators. Taking these con-

volutions into account, we can nevertheless choose the E; as orthogonal projection
operators outside the transition regions of size ~ e. Next, in analogy to (B.16) we
introduce the unitary operators

A =cexp (z Z gp]iEk> and As =cexp (z Z gp];Ek>
k k

(with ¢ as in (619 or ([6.30])).

Let us consider how the phases 4,0'2 and gp'é enter the functional f]'tv(ﬁ, Ty usp)-
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 7 to
the integrand in (6.I]) are not small. But they vanish unless y lies in a strip of width ~ ¢.
Therefore, after integrating over y, the resulting contribution to “J'tv (p, Tu_ u-p) is of
higher order in £/¢. 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 T%,(p, Ty w. p) involves a scaling factor me. This
proves the claim.

6.4. Saddle Points for the Low-Energy Wave Functions. In the previous sec-
tions (Sections and (6.2))) we saw that the high-energy wave functions give rise
to saddle points. If U, and Us 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 €. By introducing a parameter ¢
with the dimension of length into the functional T%,, 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 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 (35P)+ N " 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 H®P). Therefore, it remains to consider the
subspace

HP @ H'e c Hlab (6.31)

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

A= (‘j :) , (6.32)

where A : HP — H5P is the matrix used in the computations of Sections 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 “J'tv can be computed using the formalism of the
continuum limit, exactly as explained in Section [6.I1 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 5.8l But we can also expand in
the matrix elements of the “starred” block matrices in (6.32). Similar to ([2.I1]), 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.

5<‘x Us yu21|2) = 2ReTrg, <R< (y,x) dP-(x,y) + R~ (y,x) d P~ (x, y)) (6.33)

with integral kernels R (y, x) and R~ (y,z). Here the kernel of the fermionic projector
with index > and < is defined in analogy of (2.I0]) by

Po(z,y) = —V(2)Us ¥(y)*,  P<(z,y) = —¥(x) U< V(y)".

The kernels R<(y, z) and R~ (y, ) have singularities on the light cone which are gener-
ated by the wave functions in H°P and thus depend on A alone. The variations 6 P, on
the other hand, are formed of individual wave functions which are bounded in space-
time. Therefore, an expansion in powers of § P amounts to an expansion in orders on
the light cone (see the preliminaries at the end of Section R.1.4]). After carrying out
the integrals in (2.42]), we thus obtain an expansion of the form

ATY(, Ty s p) = Re @ (6P<) + Re @~ (6Ps) + (higher orders in €/fmacro) , (6.34)

where & and ®- are complex-linear functionals, and £y acro denotes the length scale
characterizing the low-energy wave functions. Note that ®. and &~ are determined
by the saddle point computation in Section [6.11

Varying more specifically the unitary operators on H*° @ H!®, we obtain the formula

T (5, Tu_ o p) = T (cl) + Re Tr(6A- Y2) 4+ Re Tr(As Y5)

. _ (6.35)
+ (higher orders in €/fmacro)

for suitable symmetric matrices Y. and Y, where T{,(c]l) denotes the functional at
the saddle point. Since first variations of A- and As (where we again use the block
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matrix form ([€32])) give us back the results of Lemma [5.8] we know that Y. and Y~
have the block matrix form

where the parameters d. - describe the first variation of T as computed in (5.38]).

Next, we diagonalize Y. and Y5 by a unitary transformation. This unitary trans-
formation can be regarded as a redefinition of the subspaces H!® and FP. 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 3¢ is independent of e, whereas the dimension of 3P is ~ =3, we conclude that,
to leading order in &/fyacr0, this diagonalization does not change the upper left block
matrix entries, i.e.

de 51 . .
Yoo =<7 0 + (higher orders in &/fmacro) (6.36)
’ 0 Ze >

with Z a symmetric operator on 3('¢. 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 H®P such that the matrices Y. and Y~ take the form

de 1 0 0
Yoo = 0 de>1 % |,
0 * *

where we decomposed the first block component into two blocks, where the second
block refers to a subspace of HP of dimension d := dim H®. In the second step we di-
agonalize the lower (2d x 2d)-block. This diagonalization redefines HP. 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 £/fyer0. Using that the dimension d
is independent of €, we obtain the desired error term in (6.36)).

After these preparations, the exponential in (I.I]) can be written as a product of
a function depending only on A. and A-, a function of Wg{leA<7Tg.(le and a function
of Wg{ch> .. Consequently, the U-integral can be analyzed with the help of Propo-
sition if we set

A=A and D = Tgpe Ac mygte .
Now we argue as follows. Using that
A*"A®@ D*D < A"A® 1c»
the factor in the denominator in (£30]) can be estimated by
det(1 — A*A)P < det (1 - A*A® D*D) <1.

This shows that we can again apply the saddle point computation of Section
An additional factor det(1 — A*A)~P in the integrand changes the formula (5.I8) in
Theorem only by a prefactor (1 — ¢)~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 and At the saddle point, we know that

det (1 — A*A® D*D) = det(1 — ¢*D*D)?
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with the parameter ¢ given by (5.I7)), being bounded below by 1/2 and bounded from
above away from one. Therefore, we can again apply Proposition to conclude
that the saddle point for the low-energy wave functions can be described by applying
Proposition (.1l The denominator in (430) simply gives rise to the prefactor

1
det(1 — c2A32)4

with Ap as in (5 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 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 5.1l
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 mgge Uc mye
and mqge Us Tygle.

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
subspace HP C H!2P. Clearly, there are many possible choices for this subspace, which
can be described by a combinatorics depending on the dimensions of H'2P and FP.
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 HP C H'*P 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 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 3P = J(!2b formed by all high-energy wave functions. In the setting of Section 6.2}
on the other hand, we arranged that the function h(g) has one maximum at ¢ = ¢ (see
Figure [Bl). Consequently, we need to take into account all the saddle points involv-
ing approximately ¢ wave functions. The combinatorics of these saddle points simply
corresponds to the possible choices of cones of opening angle ¥ defined by (629]). 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 € &, where & is an abstract
index set. For notational simplicity, we treat & as a discrete set and sum over a € &
with weights c, > 0.

An important point for what follows is that the saddle point of the model example in
Section is not unique, but involves the freedom in choosing the phases ¢1<, NS
and <;Sl>, ..., 9% in (BI6). 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 ¢5 (for bra) and gbg (for ket), i.e.

eiipg — gbg and eigo; = ng Wlth Oé,ﬁ S {17 cee 7q} .

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

Po(z,y) = €500 P_(2,y)  and  Pu(w,y) — €% @Y Po(z,y)  (6.38)

for suitable functions ¢35 and gog. As the details are not needed later on, we simply
work with these phases abstractly and label them by indices «, 8 € ¥,, where ¥, is
any index set which may depend on a € &. For notational simplicity, we again treat <
as a discrete set and sum over «,8 € T,. In cases when T, 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 that these saddle points can be described with the help of Proposition (.11
where Ay is determined by the saddle point (a, a, §) (with a € & and «, 5 € T,,) of the
high-energy wave functions. Proposition Bl gives a unique saddle point. Moreover,
from (B.3])) we know that the contribution by the saddle point in (5.2]) grows expo-
nentially in V. Therefore, for large IV, it suffices to consider the contribution at this
unique saddle point. The interesting issue is the dependence on « and 3. Clearly, the
phase factors in ([6.38]) drop out of the integrand in (242]) 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.

5P<($7y) —>5P<(3§‘,y) and 5P>($7y) —>5P>(33,y),

where we vary As 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

2ReTrg, <R< (y,x) e %5 @Y §P_(2,y) + Rs(y, ) e s @) 5P (x, y)) . (6.39)

Integrating over x and y, in (6.34]) we obtain a dependence on a and 3, which can be
described most conveniently by adding indices to the matrices Y- and Y~ in (6.35]),

T4 (5, Tue o p) = Ty () + Re Tr(5 A Y2) + Re Tr(345 Y27)
+ (higher orders in €/lacro0) ,

We point out that Y. depends only on «, whereas Y~ depends only on 5. 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 € & 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 21, ... ,zl’, and 21, ...,24, we work with the bosonic insertion

szyt(ﬁ7 TU< ,U>p) o D;’nyt(ﬁ7 TU<,U>10) D2>1fyt(/l TU<,U>IO) to D%Vt(ﬁy TU<,U>P) .
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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<, Us as well as
a vector ey € H!, we consider the anti-linear mapping

bé> :%g—)c, b;(é):D;Z>$’Yt(ﬁ,Tu<,u>P) :

We represent this anti-linear mapping by a vector ;" (U<, Us) in the Hilbert space 9{2,
ie.
f
by (@) = (o |v7 ), for all ¢ € 3(, .

Intuitively speaking, the wave function wf (U<, Us) tells us how the physical wave cor-
responding to e, of the interacting spacetime looks like for an observer in the vacuum.
Next, we let (eg)s=1,..., #; be an orthonormal basis of f}Cf) and form the Hartree-Fock
state

7 (U, Us) = o7 (U, Us) Ao A7 (Us, Us) € Fp
Similarly, we define the Hartree-Fock state ®< by representing the linear mapping
bf< :}C£_>(C7 bf<(¢) :D¢<)<el"yt(ﬁ7TU<,U>p)
with a vector ¥ (U<, Us),
b (¢) = (U7 [9),  forall ¢ € 3,
and by taking the resulting Hartree-Fock state,
O (Ue, Us) =95 (U, Us) A+ A YT (U, Us) € F g,

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

(B (U, Us) | WT(h) - UT(L) W(dy) - () | @™ (U, Us)) (6.40)

Pff

This leads us to the following definition.
Definition 6.5. The localized refined pre-state wi, at time t is defined by

oty (a T(zi)- al () WHgh) - WH6)) a(z) -+ alz) WED) - 0(5,)
" ZL(B.5) B, ][ dpg (U< ) ][dﬂs ) N (P Tiuc )
X (P (U, Us) | WT () - - (szsr/)\If@---w%)|<I>>(u<,u>>>;;ff

x D50, Tucaip) -+ D53 (5, Tuc i p) D27 (5, Tuc i p) -+ D27 (6, Up)

with the mormalization constant given by

VATRES ][d,ug (Uu) ][d,ug (Us) N Ty (PTicc 10 p) (O(U<,Us) | <I>>(U<,u>)>ff
9 S P, 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« = Us = U without refinement. In this case, we can leave out all indices <
and >, so that (€40) simplifies to
(@) [ w(@) - TH(g) W(61) - W(G,) | P(W))

P, fr
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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 v,
are orthonormal

(e [ber)p = e -
In this case, the Hartree-Fock wave function ®(U) is normalized. Moreover, the pro-

jection operator w't to the image of the effective one-particle wave functions 1, can
be written as

ft
bt = Z [9e) p (el -
=

A straightforward computation yields

(@) | (1) UH(g) W(G1) - U(dr) | D(W))

p.f
1 sign(o)+-sign (o’
= Oy ] Z (—1)%e (o) +sign(o’) <¢o(1) ’Wf’t ¢;f(1)>z T <¢o(r) ‘Wf’t (b::r’(r)>tp7

" o,0'€S,

(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 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 has the advantage that the positivity
properties are more apparent, as will be explained in Section

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 O

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 As. 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

(I)((I, OZ) = (I)<(u<,U>) ) q)(avﬁ) = q>>(u<7u>) )

and similarly for the bosonic insertions. Evaluating the group integrals at the saddle
points as explained in Section gives the following result.
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Theorem 6.7. To leading order in 1/N and €/lqacro, the localized refined pre-state wf/
takes the form

w€/<aT(zi) el () () - (gl alz) - alzg) U(61) - \P(%»
=Y > (@) | W) W) @) (6 | 0 8)

a€eS  a,B€T,
X DZ’yt(a,a) e Dz)’yt(a,a) D;lfyt(a,ﬂ) e D;qut(a,ﬂ)
+ higher orders in 1/N and €/ pacro

It

with non-negative weights c,.

To avoid confusion, we point out that, for notational convenience, the factor 1/ Z{} (ﬂ , ﬁ)
was absorbed into the weights c,.

Theorem 6.8. To leading order in 1/N and €/lyqacr0, the localized refined pre-state w"f/
is positive, thereby defining a quantum state (L3)).

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

wh (') - al () a(z) - alZg) Brorms (6.42)
= an Z <(I)(a7 Oé) |Bfermi |(I)((1, ﬁ)>]:ff
a€S  a,BET, oIt

X Dfﬂt(a, Q). Df},ﬂt(a, @) DZ~"(a,B) - - Dgﬂt(a, B) (6.43)
+ higher orders in 1/N and /pacro -

Given A € o, our task is to show that wi, (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 (232]) 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’(2') gives (z\z')tp,

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 D,~!(a,a) and Dzy!(a, B), respectively.
After these transformations, the expectation value can be written as follows,

wl{//(A*A):anZ Z Z Z Ty ke (@, @) Ty, (@, )

acs r=0 o,f€%Tq k1,....,kr 1,00

X (Z/ﬂ ‘an)tp e (Zkr ‘an-)tp <(I)(CL, a) | A%kormi(ra a) Aformi(rv /8) ‘ (I)(av /8)>]:/§,ff .

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

ZT»(T) = Z Tkl"'kr 2 Q- Q 2z, -
klv"'vk’r'
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We thus obtain

ZC“Z Z T(a,« ) ® ®(a,« ‘Aforml(r a)

ac&  r=00a,0e%,

X Afermi(h 5) ‘ Zy (T(a76)) ® q>(a75)>].‘p :

Bringing the operator Aferml(r «) to the left and introducing the vector
Z Z ® Aferml(T Oé) CID(a, a) )
aG‘Za

we conclude that

*A) = anz <\Il(a,r)‘\ll(a,r)>ﬂ .

aes r=0
This is obviously non-negative, concluding the proof. ([l

7. DESCRIPTION OF ENTANGLEMENT

The formula derived in Theorem reveals that the refined state makes it possible
to describe entanglement. Indeed, the state w%, can be written as the expectation value
of a density operator o?

wi (4) = trr, (0" A) forall Ae o . (7.1)
This density operator can be written in bra/ket notation as

=3 | L) 3 v

ac6 a€%, BERa

(7.2)

where the Fock vector W7, is given as the tensor product of the fermionic Fock vec-
tor ®(a, #) in the statement of Theorem with a bosonic Fock vector which realizes
the bosonic expectation values. From ([.2]) one sees that, in the case of only one saddle
point a, one gets a pure state, and the trace in ([TI]) reduces to the usual expectation

value,
=(Xul ),
BeT aEe®

If we have more than one saddle point, we can describe a mixed state. The sums
over «, f € T, run over the phase freedom of the high-energy saddle point a. In this
way, the state (T.2) allows for the description of general entangled states.

Based on these results, we can make the qualitative picture described in Section
precise. The index « in (BI)) and in the insertions (B.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 (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[@)). 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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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 « in the decomposition
of a Fock vector into product states as in (Z.2]) and (B.]). 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 .1l Before beginning, we note that,
since the group integral in (&.5]) involves as many factors U as U™, phase factors in U
cancel out. Therefore, instead of considering the group U(V), 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™! as a down arrow (see the left of Figure [7). Next, we use Cramer’s rule

(u_l)w N (N — 1)! et TN I uil Jitte uiNﬂ JN-1

in order to rewrite the factors U~! in terms of U (here € 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 [l 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 ki,...,k, and ly,...,l,). At the bottom, the arrows are
connected as shown on the right of Figure [, with a certain combinatorics which still
needs to be specified.

Connecting the arrows in this way, we obtain closed lines connecting 4¢ indices.
We refer to such a closed line as an ¢-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,...,i, and ji,...,Jp), the resulting configuration of contractions is
determined uniquely by chains of length 1 < ¢; < /s < .- </, where K denotes the

number of chains. Clearly,
b+ +lg=p.
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NI A U A O

a2 ainad=h R

chains of length £ =1 chains of length ¢ = 2
FIGURE 8. The contractions in [¢1,...,{k].

For a convenient notation, we form the tuple
()= (l1,...,0K) and set ()| =+ + Uk .
Then the group integral (4.5]) can be written as
> oy (N) [l . k], (A1)
(Cg) with |(€x)] = p
where ¢, (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

1 i kor1y i ko i Ky
_ 1 o) ko) sio@ Koy | oy sFol(ny)
[61’ T KK] oyl Z 5l0/(1) 5jo(1) 510/(2) 6j0(2) 5l0/(n1) 6jo(n1)

p- 0_79_/63(19) '
% 6ZU(7L1+1) ka’(n1+1) 7'47(7L1+2) ko’(n1+2)
l"’(nlJfl) ‘7‘7("1+2) la’(n1+2) ]U(7L1+1)
X 5i0(7ll+27l21) ko’(n1+2n2+1) ia(nl +2n9+2) ko’(n1+2n2+2) .

la’(n1+2n2+1) j"(7l1+2"2+2) la’(n1+2n2+2) ja(n1+2n2+1) ’

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

The remaining task is to estimate how the combinatorial factors c(,) scale in N.
To this end, it is useful to denote the longest chain of a configuration (¢1,...,¢x) by

L(ty,... lg) =k .

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(zl,...,eK)| ‘ L(ly,... k) > L} .
Clearly, these constants are decreasing in L,
Cr>2Cy>2Cp=>Cpi1 =0

(the last equality holds because all chains have length at most p). In the next lemma
we estimate the constants Cy. Since we are concerned only with the N-dependence,
we want to disregards constants depending only on p, K and the chains (¢1,..., k).
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 anyp € N and for all L € {2,...,p},
Cy

CL S N (A.2)
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FIGURE 9. Contracting the indices i1 and k;.

=

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 Cp41 =
0. Assume that the inequality holds for L + 1, i.e.

CL+17...,C <g

p+1 S N (A3)

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 71 and /1. Using that the matrices are unitary, we get a factor 5;?11. The remainder
is the group integral in the case p — 1. Denoting the contraction by an arrow, we write
the resulting formula symbolically as

Z C(gk)(N) [@1,6]{] — (5?11 Z C(gk)(N) [61,...@[{] . (A4)
(fx) with [(£x)| = p (fx) with [(&)] =p—1

On the other hand, the contraction of the indices 71 and [; can be performed for each
contribution [¢1,...,¢k]. 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 j;. We denote the resulting configuration by (¢ | 41, ..., ), where ¢ is
the length of the line connecting the two free indices, whereas ¢4, ..., f; are the lengths
of the closed chains. This construction is illustrated in Figure @

More concretely, we let (¢1,...,¢x) be a configuration with L({y,...,lx) = L > 2.
We assume that this configuration violates (A.2), i.e.

|C(é17---7ZK)‘ > Cl/N- (A.5)

Our special attention are the factors N which arise when contracting 7; and ly. Such
a factor arises from the formula

8.5 =N
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when a chain of length one is formed, as is depicted at the top of Figure [ by a circle.
In fact, a factor N arises only if such a circle is formed. Moreover, contracting ¢; and [y
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[d]). 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

(1, L] — neg e N (i [0, b a] + Y g gl b lg] (A6)

q<lr

with suitable combinatorial factors a A (whose form will be irrelevant). For clarity, we
note that the factor n,, {k 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 (671, . ,E}{) with L(@l, . ,gf{) > 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(¢y, ... ,/¢ #) > L are of the order C; O(N?)
and thus cannot compensate the summand involving N in (A.6]).

Next, configurations (gl,...,gf{) with L(@l,...,gf() = L cannot compensate the
summand involving N in (A.Gl), simply because the condition [(x |f1,...,lx_1] =~
[!7 % |€~1, ol k—1) implies that the two configurations must be the same.

It remains to consider (!71, . ,gf{) with L(@l, . ,gf{) < L. In this case, the con-
tractions do give rise to the configuration ({5 | ¢1,...,¢Kx—1), but only if the indices iy
and [y lie in different chains. This does not give rise to a factor N. We thus obtain
the estimate

N ‘C(Zl,-..,ZK)| /S Cl 9

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

Using the estimate of this lemma in (A), the group integral can be expanded as
Ly (R (ke — i))
7£U(N> W (W) (U dug(W) = e, L 1] (14 0(5

_ 1 io(1) cKor(1) io(p) <Kol () 1
- C(lp) _| Z 610.1(1) 6j0(1) o 5lo”(p) 6j0’(1’) <1 + O(N))
o,0'€S(p)
—camy 300 STW g 5 (140 = (A7)
= tar) loy "1 lo@p) “dp N/’ .
aeS(p)

where (17) is a short notation for the configuration with p chains of length one. Con-
tracting the indices ¢; and [ gives

I 7 _1\ k _1\k
Fo 1 10 (U (i

_ k i ko ()41 i Ko (p)+1 1
e 6j11 ; 1) 5l:(1)+1 511 o '5l:(p)+1 6jp ’ <1 + O(N)) ’
oeS(p—
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We thus obtain the inductive relation ¢(p-1y = N ¢(1»), which in view of ¢y =1 can
be solved to obtain

1
C(lp) = m .

Using this formula in (A7) gives (@EH). This concludes the proof of Lemma [L.1]
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