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Abstract

We consider quantum algebras of observables associated with subregions in theories
of Einstein gravity coupled to matter in the GN → 0 limit. When the subregion is
spatially compact or encompasses an asymptotic boundary, we argue that the algebra
is a type II von Neumann factor. To do so in the former case we introduce a model of an
observer living in the region; in the latter, the ADM Hamiltonian effectively serves as
an observer. In both cases the entropy of states on which this algebra acts is UV finite,
and we find that it agrees, up to a state-independent constant, with the generalized
entropy. For spatially compact regions the algebra is type II1, implying the existence
of an entropy maximizing state, which realizes a version of Jacobson’s entanglement
equilibrium hypothesis. The construction relies on the existence of well-motivated but
conjectural states whose modular flow is geometric at an instant in time. Our results
generalize the recent work of Chandrasekaran, Longo, Penington, and Witten on an
algebra of operators for the static patch of de Sitter space.
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1 Introduction

A major lesson of modern physics is that it is fruitful to study entanglement measures in
many-body quantum mechanical systems. These measures have many applications across
physics, from quantum computing to the emergence of spacetime from conformal field the-
ory. To discuss such measures in quantum mechanical systems, the usual starting point is
a tensor product decomposition of the Hilbert space, from which one can obtain reduced
density matrices. However, if one wishes to study entanglement measures in local quantum
field theory by dividing the degrees of freedom according to where they live in space, there is
an obstruction. While the Hilbert space of local quantum field theory has a tensor product
decomposition in a lattice regularization, and thereby has reduced density matrices associ-
ated with a subregion, those reduced density matrices are ill-defined in the continuum limit.
Said another way, subregions do not carry renormalized density matrices, but they do carry
local operators and their algebras. Despite the absence of reduced density matrices, and cor-
respondingly the absence of well-defined entanglement entropies, these local algebras possess
relative entanglement measures such as mutual information and relative entropy [1, 2].

In this work we are interested not in quantum field theory, but in quantum gravity
coupled to matter in the GN → 0 limit. In this regime there is an effective field theory
description at low energies [3,4], where one can still divide space into subregions and associate
local operators and thus their algebra with a region. Remarkably, coupling to gravity is
expected to strengthen the tools of information theory by providing a renormalized notion
of entanglement entropy for subregions given via the generalized entropy

Sgen =

〈
A

4ℏGN

〉
+ SEE, (1.1)

consisting of a Bekenstein-Hawking-like term involving the area of the entangling surface and
a term representing the entanglement entropy of the state of quantum fields restricted to the
subregion. Each term in (1.1) is separately UV divergent—the second due to infinite vacuum
entanglement in quantum field theory, the first due to loop effects that renormalize the
gravitational coupling GN—but a number of arguments suggest that these divergences cancel
in their contributions to Sgen in order to make it UV-finite and regulator-independent [5–10].
This hints that Sgen may represent the true entropy of the fundamental quantum gravitational
degrees of freedom, which organizes into a sum of the two terms in (1.1) when working within
the low energy effective theory.
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This interpretation of Sgen underlies many of the connections that have been discovered
between quantum information and quantum gravity. These have their origin in black hole
thermodynamics [11, 12], which first motivated the introduction of the generalized entropy
in order to make sense of the second law of thermodynamics in the presence of black holes
[11,13]. The resulting generalized second law, which states that Sgen increases under evolution
to the future along the black hole horizon, provides a semiclassical upgrade of the classical
area theorem of general relativity [14,15]. This procedure of replacing areas with generalized
entropies has been applied in several other contexts [10,16,17], leading to various semiclassical
generalizations of classical theorems of general relativity, while at the same time providing
information-theoretic explanations for why the theorems are true. Foremost among these is
the quantum focusing conjecture [10], a semiclassical generalization of the classical focusing
theorem that implies a number of other interesting statements about quantum field theory
and semiclassical general relativity, such as the quantum null energy condition [10, 18–20]
and the generalized second law for causal horizons [21,22].

In holographic contexts, the generalized entropy features prominently in the Ryu-Taka-
yanagi (RT) formula and its quantum generalizations [23–27]. The quantum-corrected for-
mula states that the entanglement entropy of a subregion in the boundary conformal field
theory is equal to the generalized entropy of a specific subregion in the dual bulk spacetime.
The bulk subregion is selected by extremizing the generalized entropy over all choices of
subregions in the bulk whose asymptotic boundary is the boundary subregion. The result-
ing bulk region is called an entanglement wedge, and its spatial boundary is known as a
quantum extremal surface (QES). Considerations of entanglement entropies computed via
the RT formula and quantum extremal surfaces have led to a wealth of ideas in holography
and quantum gravity, including bulk reconstruction [28–30], connections between hologra-
phy and quantum error correction [31–37], and the black hole information problem and the
island formula [38–43].

In fact, it has been shown that the semiclassical bulk dynamics are largely determined
by demanding that the bulk geometry be consistent with the RT and QES formulas [44–48],
allowing one to postulate that the bulk geometry arises entirely from the entanglement
structure of the dual conformal field theory [49,50]. The arguments leading to the derivation
of bulk dynamics from the RT formula bear a close resemblance to previous works deriving
the Einstein equation from horizon thermodynamics [51]. This connection is most explicit
in Jacobson’s recent entanglement equilibrium conjecture, where the Einstein equation is
argued to follow purely from bulk quantum gravity arguments and an assumption that the
vacuum state restricted to a subregion has maximal entropy [52].

Given the wide range of applications and insights that rely on a notion of entanglement
entropy for local subregions in quantum gravity, it is unsettling that such subregions are
at the same time problematic. The culprit is diffeomorphism invariance, which tends to
forbid the existence of localized gauge-invariant observables in both classical and quantum
gravitational theories [53–56]. The fact that diffeomorphisms can change the location of a
subregion requires that the subregion be specified in an invariant manner; doing so leads to
gravitational dressing of observables that can interfere with local algebraic properties such
as microcausality [55–58]. More generally, introducing a boundary gives rise to gravitational
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edge modes from diffeomorphisms acting near the boundary, leading to the concept of an
extended phase space for quasilocal gravitational charges [59–70].

Despite the challenges posed by diffeomorphism invariance, the numerous applications of
generalized entropy detailed above suggest it should be well defined for generic subregions
in semiclassical gravity [71]. Ideally it would arise as an entropy of a quasilocal operator
algebra associated with the subregion, and this algebra would enable rigorous discussions
of entanglement entropy and other quantum information theoretic quantities. A further
desideratum of such an algebraic description is that it would make manifest the finiteness of
the generalized entropy, demonstrating that the split into an area and entanglement entropy
term as in (1.1) should simply be viewed as a choice of renormalization scheme. Doing so
would bolster existing arguments in favor of finiteness of generalized entropy by providing
an independent justification that does not rely on Euclidean methods, symmetry, or specific
field content.

The goal of the present paper is to offer a proposal for such a quasilocal algebra of ob-
servables for subregions in semiclassical quantum gravity. This algebra is constructed in the
limit of small gravitational coupling GN → 0, in which gravitational backreaction is sup-
pressed. In this limit, the description in terms of quantum field theory in a fixed background
is expected to capture the leading behavior, which can be further corrected order by order
in the GN expansion. Since gravity can be treated as a low-energy effective field theory in
this limit, one expects the language of local quantum field theory and von Neumann alge-
bras [1, 72, 73] to be applicable in order to provide a description of the subregion algebras.
In constructing such algebras, we will find that gravitational constraints arising from dif-
feomorphism invariance enter the description in a crucial way. Imposing these constraints
results in an algebra in which entanglement entropy can be uniquely defined up to an overall
additive ambiguity. Under regularization, this entropy agrees with generalized entropy up
to the additive ambiguity, which can be thought of as a universal entanglement divergence.

Our construction of local gravitational algebras relies heavily on recent insights that
have been made on strict large-N limits in holography. These began with the works of
Leutheusser and Liu [74,75], which noted that the large N limit of a holographic CFT above
the Hawking-Page phase transition produces an emergent type III1 von Neumann algebra,
indicating the presence of a black hole horizon in the bulk gravitational theory.1 Type III1
algebras are ubiquitous in quantum field theories when restricting to subregions [79,80], and
the emergent holographic algebra is naturally interpreted as the algebra of bulk quantum
fields restricted to the black hole exterior. Subsequent work argued that generic causally
complete subregions in the bulk theory should be associated with emergent type III1 algebras
in the boundary CFT [81–83]. An important further development was made by Witten, who
demonstrated that the inclusion of 1

N
corrections significantly changes the properties of the

emergent algebras, resulting in algebras of type II [84]. Unlike their type III counterparts,
type II von Neumann algebras possess well-defined notions of density matrices and traces
[85,86], and hence allow for renormalized entanglement entropies to be defined [87–89]. The
renormalized entropy was then shown to agree, up to a state-independent constant, with
the generalized entropy in the cases of the static patch of de Sitter space and the AdS

1See also [76–78] for related earlier work.
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black hole [90, 91]. Further investigations into algebraic constructions in JT gravity also
yielded emergent type II algebras [92, 93], suggesting that such algebras appear generically
in gravitational theories.

We will argue here that the same mechanism leading to type II algebras in the dS static
patch and the AdS black hole applies to arbitrary subregions in quantum gravity. Thus,
the appropriate algebraic formulation of gravitational subregions is in terms of type II von
Neumann algebras. This represents a substantial generalization of the constructions pre-
sented in [84, 90, 91], which all involved symmetric configurations in which the subregion is
bounded by a Killing horizon. Making the generalization to generic subregions requires two
key modifications of the original arguments.

1. First, we will show that treating perturbative gravity carefully beyond linear order
requires imposing gravitational constraints associated with subregion-preserving dif-
feomorphisms even when these diffeomorphisms are not isometries.

2. Second, we will argue that there are states on the subregion algebra whose modular
flow generates boost-like diffeomorphisms in an infinitesimal neighborhood of a Cauchy
slice, even when there is no global boost symmetry.

The details of our construction of a type II algebra for subregions in quantum gravity
will closely follow the construction for the de Sitter static patch given by Chandrasekaran,
Longo, Penington, and Witten (CLPW) in [90]. Most notably, this procedure involves the
introduction of an observer degree of freedom within the subregion to serve as an anchor
for gravitationally dressing operators in the subregion algebra. Rather than arguing for
the existence of such an observer degree of freedom from first principles, we will show that
introducing the observer has the desired effect of producing a local gravitational algebra in
which the renormalized entropy agrees with the subregion generalized entropy. Additional
arguments in favor of the existence of the observer come from considerations of the algebra for
a region which extends out to infinity, discussed in section 5.5. In this case, the asymptotic
boundary can be used as the observer, but since the resulting type II algebra must have a
nontrivial commutant, we end up concluding that the local algebra associated with the causal
complement must be associated with a type II algebra constructed with an observer degree
of freedom. Further speculations on the nature of the observer are given in the discussion,
section 6.4.

The final step in the construction of the algebra concerns energy conditions imposed
on the observer. Just as in the CLPW construction, the observer can be restricted to
have positive (or bounded below) energy, which is implemented via a projection in the
crossed product algebra. For local gravitational subregions, this projection results in an
algebra of type II1, which, in particular, possesses a maximal entropy state. Intriguingly,
the existence of a maximal entropy state for the gravitational subregion immediately implies
a version of Jacobson’s entanglement equilibrium hypothesis [52]. When applied to the
asymptotic boundary, the positive energy projection coincides with the positivity of the
ADM energy, but due to certain sign differences, produces a type II∞ algebra, similar to
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the case of the AdS black hole [84,91].2 This suggests that bounded subregions in quantum
gravity are associated with type II1 algebras, while subregions that encompass an asymptotic
boundary are type II∞. More succinctly, type II algebras arise for gravitational subregions
with compact entangling surfaces.

The basic argument leading to the type II gravitational algebras is straightforward to
state, and so we begin in section 2 with an overview of the argument. This section serves
to clarify the logic of the paper and to emphasize the major results. The assumptions en-
tering into the argument are then listed in section 2.1 to provide an easy reference for later
discussions in the paper. A reader interested in understanding the main claims of this work
is encouraged to read section 2 and then also section 6 which discusses numerous possible
applications of the present work. The remaining sections provide further justifications and
explanations of the assumptions listed in section 2.1 and describe in greater detail the prop-
erties of the type II gravitational algebras. Section 3 is devoted to describing the constraints
appearing in gravity and their relation to diffeomorphism invariance. Following this, section
4 describes the relation between the boost diffeomorphism and modular flow, and gives evi-
dence for the geometric modular flow conjecture. Section 5 gives details related to the type
II gravitational algebras, leading to a demonstration that the algebraic entropy agrees with
the subregion generalized entropy up to a state-independent constant. Several appendices
are included that provide further details on gravitational constraints, von Neumann algebras,
modular theory, and practical calculations within the crossed product algebra.

Note about related work: Shortly after this paper was first posted on the arXiv, two other
papers appeared [94, 95] which have conceptual overlap with this one. We are also aware
of forthcoming work by Kudler-Flam, Leutheusser, and Satishchandran [96] which realizes
the crossed product explicitly for free fields on certain backgrounds, and of forthcoming
work by Freidel and Gesteau [97] which discusses connections between crossed products and
gravitational edge modes.

2 Outline of the construction

We begin with an overview of the general arguments leading to type II algebras for gravita-
tional subregions and an associated calculation of generalized entropy, in order to clarify the
major assumptions needed to reach the conclusion. The arguments will be based on purely
bulk quantum gravitational considerations, in a low energy and weak gravitational coupling
limit, κ → 0, with κ =

√
32πGN .

2Here we explicitly exclude subregions that divide an asymptotic such as entanglement wedges of boundary
subregions in AdS; such regions are associated with type III1 algebras in the dual CFT for any value of N .
We speculate how these algebras should be handled in more detail in section 6.2.
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Free graviton theory

The first step is to consider the theory of Einstein gravity minimally coupled to matter in the
strict κ → 0 limit. This limit suppresses gravitational backreaction, and hence is described
in terms of quantum fields propagating on a background with a fixed metric g0ab which we will
take to be globally hyperbolic. Treating gravity as an effective field theory, the gravitons can
be quantized in a similar manner to the ordinary matter fields. This is done by expanding
the metric around the background according to

gab = g0ab + κhab, (2.1)

and quantizing the metric perturbation hab as a free, massless, spin-2 field. The coefficient
of hab is chosen to give it a canonical normalization in the quadratic action,3 and this also
suppresses graviton interactions in the κ → 0 limit.

Diffeomorphisms that preserve the decomposition (2.1) are generated by vector fields κξa
proportional to κ, which act trivially on matter fields in the κ → 0 limit while generating an
abelian algebra of linearized gauge transformations for the graviton, δκξhab = £ξg

0
ab. Because

the action of diffeomorphisms is suppressed in κ, there is no issue in defining arbitrary
subregions in the background geometry and analyzing the algebra of matter fields and free
gravitons restricted to these subregions. We will fix a subregion S by choosing it to coincide
with the domain of dependence D(Σ) of a partial Cauchy slice Σ with boundary ∂̃Σ, where
the ∂̃ notation refers to the finite-distance boundary of Σ, and excludes any asymptotic
boundaries (see figure 1). We will use the symbol Σ̄ to denote a complementary partial
Cauchy slice, also with boundary ∂̃Σ̄ = ∂̃Σ, so that Σc = Σ ∪ Σ̄ is a Cauchy slice for the
spacetime. According to general arguments from algebraic quantum field theory [79,80], the
algebra AQFT associated with S is a von Neumann factor of type III1 for any quantum field
theory with a UV fixed point.4 This algebra is realized as a collection of bounded operators
acting on a Hilbert space HQFT. By assuming Haag duality [1, 98], the algebra of quantum
fields for the complementary domain of dependence S ′ = D(Σ̄) can be taken to coincide
with the commutant algebra A′

QFT consisting of all bounded operators acting on HQFT that
commute with AQFT. This commutant algebra is also type III1.

The subregion S can either be bounded, by which we mean that it has a bounded Cauchy
surface Σ, as in figure 1(a), or unbounded, meaning it contains a complete asymptotic bound-
ary, as in figure 1(b). The constructions we are about to describe for of the gravitational
algebras in each case are similar, with the main qualitative difference being that bounded
regions will result in type II1 algebras while unbounded regions will result in type II∞ al-
gebras. Since the algebra of the causal complement S ′ naturally arises as the commutant
of the subregion algebra, both cases can be handled at once if S is chosen to be a bounded
subregion in an open universe, so that S ′ is unbounded. We therefore restrict attention to
this case for the remainder of this section. Since Σ then has no asymptotic boundaries, we
will simply write ∂Σ for ∂̃Σ.

3I.e., so that the prefactor of the graviton kinetic term is 1
2 .

4Practically, the type III1 characterization means that the algebra contains no renormalizable density
matrices, and each of its modular operators has spectrum equal to the full positive reals [0,∞). For a recent
review of the formal definition of a type III1 von Neumann factor, see [89].
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Σ
ΣΣ

S

S ′

∂̃Σ∂̃Σ

(a)

Σ Σ

S S ′

∂̃Σ

(b)

Figure 1: Two examples of a partial Cauchy slice Σ, its causal development S, the complementary
region S ′, and the entangling surface ∂Σ. In example (a), S is bounded while S ′ is unbounded, while in
example (b), both S and S ′ are unbounded.

Gravitational interactions and constraints

The next step is to consider corrections coming from the κ expansion. A significant change
is that at first interacting order in κ, all matter fields ϕ transform under rescaled diffeomor-
phisms, δξϕ = κ£ξϕ. The transformation of the graviton is similar, δξhab = κ£ξhab+£ξg

0
ab,

with the first term representing the diffeomorphism transformation of the spin-2 field hab, and
the second term still interpreted as a linearized gauge transformation. Because of these non-
trivial transformations, care has to be taken in order to ensure that the algebra we construct
is diffeomorphism-invariant. It is useful to break this problem into two parts: first, ensuring
that the algebra is invariant under diffeomorphisms that are supported locally within the
subregion S, and then ensuring invariance under the wider class of diffeomorphisms that act
simultaneously on S and S ′.

Diffeomorphism invariance within S can be addressed either by gravitationally dressing
operators within the subregion, or by partially fixing the gauge to set up a well-defined coor-
dinate system within S. The local gravitational dressing can be constructed perturbatively
in the κ expansion [56,58], and it is generally expected that the algebra AQFT remains type
III1 upon including these perturbative corrections [74,75,84]. Operators in A′

QFT must sim-
ilarly be gravitationally dressed, and it is important to choose this dressing to ensure that
AQFT and A′

QFT remain commutants of each other. A straightforward way to enforce this
requirement is to dress both sets of operators to the entangling surface ∂Σ which is held
fixed (see, e.g. [99]); doing so should prevent the gravitational dressings for the different
subregions from overlapping, thus preserving microcausality.

Because such dressings are necessarily quasilocal, there remain additional conditions from
requiring invariance under diffeomorphisms that act in both S and S ′. Of particular impor-
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S

S ′

∂Σ∂Σ

Figure 2: A vector field ξa that is future-directed in S, past-directed in S ′, tangent to the null boundaries,
and approximates a boost near the entangling surface ∂Σ.

tance are diffeomorphisms that generate boosts around the entangling surface, as in figure
2. These diffeomorphisms are generated by vector fields ξa that are future-directed in S,
past-directed in S ′, and tangent to the null boundaries of the subregions so that they map
S and S ′ into themselves. Furthermore, ξa must vanish at the entangling surface ∂Σ and
have constant surface gravity κ on ∂Σ, defined by the relation

∇aξb
∂Σ
= κnab, (2.2)

where nab is the unit binormal to ∂Σ, i.e., the unique antisymmetric tensor that is normal
to ∂Σ, co-oriented with the normal bundle of ∂Σ, and satisfies nabnab = −2.

We will choose one such diffeomorphism and study the effects of imposing it as a con-
straint on the algebras AQFT and A′

QFT. This can be done by writing an expression for the
associated constraint functional in the full nonlinear theory of gravity, and imposing that
constraint on AQFT and A′

QFT order by order in κ. However, just as in the CLPW con-
struction [90], it is problematic to impose this constraint solely on the quantum field degrees
of freedom comprising AQFT and A′

QFT. Instead, we introduce an observer degree of free-
dom into the subregion S by tensoring in an additional Hilbert space Hobs = L2(R). This
observer is used both to define location of the subregion beyond leading order in κ and to
serve as a clock providing a physical notion of time evolution for quantum fields within S.
It is not necessary to view the observer as a literal particle following a worldline within the
subregion, and, as discussed in section 5.5, the construction of the gravitational subregion
algebra is largely agnostic to the details of the observer model. The main requirement is that
the observer couple universally to gravity via its energy-momentum, which implies that the
observer Hamiltonian must appear in the gravitational constraints. Following CLPW [90],
we take the observer’s Hamiltonian to be the position operator Hobs = q̂, in which case
the conjugate momentum p̂ = −i d

dq
has the interpretation of the time measured by the

observer. The full observer algebra is taken to be the set of all bounded operators acting
on Hobs, Aobs = B(Hobs). The complementary region S ′ must also have an observer degree
of freedom, but because S ′ contains an asymptotic boundary, the role of the observer is
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played by the ADM Hamiltonian HADM. It acts on a separate Hilbert space HADM, and
the full asymptotic observer algebra includes all bounded operators on this Hilbert space,
AADM = B(HADM).

Together, the full kinematical algebra is (AQFT∨A′
QFT)⊗Aobs⊗AADM, which acts on the

Hilbert space Hkin = HQFT ⊗Hobs ⊗HADM. The tensor product structure reflects the fact
that Aobs and AADM commute with the quantum field degrees of freedom before imposing
the gravitational constraint. As explained in section 3, the constraint is given by

C[ξ] = Hg
ξ +Hobs +HADM, (2.3)

where Hg
ξ is the operator generating the flow of ξa on the quantum field algebras AQFT and

A′
QFT instantaneously on Σc. It takes the form of a local integral of the matter and graviton

stress tensors, as explained in section 3.2.

Crossed product algebra

To implement the constraint at the level of the subregion algebra, we need to determine the
operators in AQFT ⊗Aobs that commute with C[ξ]. Because both algebras already commute
with HADM, the desired subalgebra consists of all operators commuting with the flow of
C = Hg

ξ +Hobs = Hg
ξ + q̂. This can alternatively be characterized as the set of operators on

HQFT ⊗Hobs commuting with C as well as A′
QFT. As explained in appendix B, the resulting

von Neumann algebra is the crossed product of AQFT by the flow generated by Hg
ξ . It is

generated by elements of the form eiH
g
ξ p̂ae−iH

g
ξ p̂ with a ∈ AQFT, along with eiq̂t for t ∈ R; in

other words, the gauge-invariant algebra for the subregion S is given by

AC = {eiHg
ξ p̂ae−iH

g
ξ p̂, eiq̂t | a ∈ AQFT, t ∈ R}′′, (2.4)

where S ′′ denotes the smallest von Neumann algebra containing the set S. We can think of
the operators eiq̂t as generating the algebra of operators that are diagonal in the observer
energy basis, and the operators eiH

g
ξ p̂ae−iH

g
ξ p̂ as being dressed versions of operators in AQFT

where the observer clock has been synchronized with the time experienced by field-theoretic
degrees of freedom.

Properly implementing the constraints at the level of the Hilbert space effectively elimi-
nates the factor of HADM from Hkin (see section 5.1 and [90]), leading to the representation
of AC acting on HQFT ⊗Hobs described above. In this description, the ADM Hamiltonian is
represented by HADM = −C = −Hg

ξ − q̂. By construction, this operator, along with A′
QFT,

generates the commutant algebra,

(AC)′ = {b′, ei(Hg
ξ+q̂)s|b′ ∈ A′

QFT, s ∈ R}′′, (2.5)

and this is naturally identified as the algebra associated with the complementary subregion
S ′. This algebra is an equivalent representation of the crossed product of A′

QFT by the flow
generated by Hg

ξ .
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Geometric modular flow

Having obtained the subregion algebra AC as a crossed product with respect to the flow
generated by Hg

ξ , the next task is to determine the type of the resulting von Neumann
algebra. Our claim is that this algebra is type II∞, and coincides with the crossed product
of AQFT with respect to a modular automorphism group, in direct analogy with previous
examples for subregions with boost symmetry [84,90,91].

This claim relies on a conjecture that Hg
ξ is in fact proportional to the modular Hamilto-

nian for some state on the algebra AQFT. The intuitive argument for this conjecture is that
any flow that agrees with the vacuum modular flow in the UV (i.e., on degrees of freedom
localized close to the entangling surface) should define a valid modular flow for some state
on the algebra. Since any entangling surface looks locally like Rindler space at short enough
distances, we need only require that the flow generated by Hg

ξ agree near the entangling
surface with the vacuum modular flow for this local Rindler space. As is well known from
the work of Bisognano and Wichmann [100], the vacuum modular flow of Rindler space is
simply the geometric flow of a boost that fixes the entangling surface. Hence, by choosing ξa
to look like a boost with constant surface gravity near ∂Σ, we conjecture this ensures that
Hg
ξ generates a modular flow of some state |Ψ⟩ ∈ HQFT. The surface gravity determines the

constant of proportionality between Hg
ξ and hΨ,

hΨ = βHg
ξ =

2π

κ
Hg
ξ , (2.6)

as follows from the Unruh effect [101] associated with the local Rindler space near the
entangling surface. Equivalently, this relation implies that |Ψ⟩ satisfies the KMS condition
at inverse temperature β = 2π

κ
for the flow generated by Hg

ξ . Additional arguments in favor
of this geometric modular flow conjecture are presented in section 4.

Note that when ξa does not generate a symmetry of the background metric, the Hamilto-
nian generating the flow of ξa will be time-dependent. This means that the time-independent
operator Hg

ξ only generates this flow instantaneously on the initial Cauchy surface Σc, and
hence the modular flow looks local only in the vicinity of Σc. Fortunately, this is all that
is needed to identify the modular crossed product algebra with the gauge-invariant gravita-
tional algebra. Due to time dependence, the Hamiltonian constructed on a different Cauchy
slice will differ from Hg

ξ , and therefore define a different KMS state. This will result in an
isomorphic crossed-product algebra whose states and operators are simply related to those
of AC.

Modular operators and density matrices

In addition to supporting the conclusion that AC is a type II∞ von Neumann algebra, the
assumption that βHg

ξ is a modular Hamiltonian of some state on AQFT allows one to leverage
the full machinery of modular theory (reviewed in appendix C) in order to compute density
matrices and entropies in AC. The existence of well-defined density matrices, along with the
related existence of a renormalized trace, are key features of type II von Neumann factors,
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and both are uniquely determined up to a state-independent multiplicative constant. These
properties follow from the fact that the modular operator ∆Φ̂ associated to AC for any state
|Φ̂⟩ ∈ HQFT ⊗ Hobs factorizes into separate operators respectively affiliated with AC and
(AC)′ according to

∆Φ̂ = ρΦ̂(ρ
′
Φ̂
)−1. (2.7)

The factors in this relation determine the density matrix ρΦ̂ for AC and the density matrix
ρ′
Φ̂

for (AC)′.

As a concrete demonstration of this factorization, we consider a class of states of the form
|Φ̂⟩ = |Φ⟩ ⊗ |f⟩ where |Φ⟩ ∈ HQFT and |f⟩ = f(q) is a wavefunction in Hobs. The factors of
the modular operator can be determined exactly (see section 5.2 and appendix E), resulting
in the density matrices

ρΦ̂ =
1

β
eip̂

hΨ
β f

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
e

βq̂
2 ∆Φ|Ψe

βq̂
2 f ∗

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
e−ip̂

hΨ
β (2.8)

ρ′
Φ̂
=

1

β
∆

− 1
2

Ψ|ΦJΦ|ΨJΨe
βq̂
2

∣∣∣f
(
q̂ +

hΨ
β

)∣∣∣
2

e
βq̂
2 JΨJΨ|Φ∆

− 1
2

Ψ|Φ, (2.9)

where the relative modular operators ∆Φ|Ψ, ∆Ψ|Φ and modular conjugations JΨ, JΨ|Φ, JΦ|Ψ
are defined in appendix C.

Generalized entropy

With the expression for ρΦ̂ in hand, the entropy can be computed as the expectation value
of − log ρΦ̂,

S(ρΦ̂) = ⟨Φ̂| − log ρΦ̂|Φ̂⟩. (2.10)

In order to simplify the computation of the logarithm, we impose the same semiclassical
assumption on the observer wavefunction f(q) as employed in [90, 91], namely that it is
slowly varying. This amounts to assuming that the entanglement between the observer and
the quantum field degrees of freedom is negligible, and allows us to ignore commutators of
the form [f

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
,∆Φ|Ψ] appearing in log ρΦ̂. Under this assumption, the entropy can be

expressed as (see section 5)

S(ρΦ̂) = −Srel(Φ||Ψ)− β⟨Hobs⟩f + Sobs
f + log β, (2.11)

where Srel(Φ||Ψ) is the relative entropy between the states |Φ⟩ and |Ψ⟩ in the algebra AQFT,
and Sobs

f is the entropy associated with the probability distribution derived from the ob-
server’s wavefunction. This expression for the entropy is manifestly UV finite for a wide
class of states and hence defines a good notion of renormalized entropy for the subregion.
This formula for the entropy is closely related to expressions from [90,91] applicable to sub-
regions possessing boost symmetry. Note that the multiplicative ambiguity in the definition
of ρΦ̂ translates to a state-independent additive ambiguity in S(ρΦ̂), reflected in the constant
log β term in (2.11). This ambiguity is discussed in more detail in sections 5.2 and 5.3.
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We can also relate S(ρΦ̂) to the generalized entropy for the subregion. Because |Ψ⟩ is
a KMS state for Hg

ξ , the relative entropy in (2.11) can be expressed as a free energy with
respect to the one-sided Hamiltonian for the subregion HΣ

ξ ,

Srel(Φ||Ψ) = β⟨HΣ
ξ ⟩Φ − Smat

Φ + const., (2.12)

with the constant state-independent. Each term in this expression is separately UV divergent,
but the combination is finite for states with finite relative entropy with respect to |Ψ⟩. To
convert this to a generalized entropy, we note that when the local gravitational constraints
are satisfied on the subregion Cauchy surface Σ, the total energy in the subregion is related
to the bounding area according to (see section 3.1)

HΣ
ξ +Hobs = − κ

2π

A

4GN

. (2.13)

This relation is the integrated form of the first law of local subregions, an analog of the first
law of black hole mechanics that is applicable to generic subregions in gravitational theories.
Applying these relations to (2.11), we arrive at the result

S(ρΦ̂) =

〈
A

4GN

〉

Φ̂

+ Smat
Φ + Sobs

f + const. = Sgen + const., (2.14)

demonstrating that the algebraic entropy S(ρΦ̂) computed in AC agrees with the subregion
generalized entropy up to a state-independent constant. Note that invoking the local first
law of subregions simplifies the derivation of the generalized entropy from (2.11) relative to
the original arguments appearing in [90,91].

Type II1/Type II∞ algebras from energy conditions

We next turn to the question of energy conditions satisfied by the observer. Although we
do not at present have a detailed model for the observer, a reasonable requirement to avoid
instabilities is that the observer energy be bounded below, as was assumed by CLPW in [90].
This can be implemented by acting with a step function projection Πo = Θ(Hobs) = Θ(q̂),
on all elements of AC. The resulting algebra Ã = ΠoACΠo consists of all operators of the
form Πo âΠo, with â ∈ AC. As explained in section 5.4 and appendix B, the effect of this
projection on the algebra can be diagnosed by evaluating the trace of Πo in AC. This trace
is defined on â ∈ AC by

T̂r â = 2πβ⟨Ψ|⟨0|pe−
βq̂
2 â e−

βq̂
2 |0⟩p|Ψ⟩, (2.15)

where |0⟩p is the zero momentum eigenstate. T̂r can be viewed as a renormalized version of
the standard Hilbert space trace that preserves cyclicity T̂r(â b̂) = T̂r(b̂ â) and satisfies good
physical properties including faithfulness, semifiniteness, and normality. See section 5.2 and
appendix B for further discussion of this trace.

From this definition, the trace of Πo is readily evaluated,

T̂r(Πo) = β

∫ ∞

0

dye−βy = 1. (2.16)
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Because T̂r(Πo) is finite, the projected algebra Ã is a factor of type II1. This matches the
algebra type obtained by CLPW for the static patch of de Sitter space. Type II1 algebras
have the property of possessing a maximum entropy state whose density matrix coincides
with the identity operator. This state is given by

|Ψmax⟩ = |Ψ,
√
βe−

βq
2 Θ(q)⟩. (2.17)

The existence of such a maximal entropy state immediately implies a version of Jacobson’s
entanglement equilibrium hypothesis [52], which conjectured that the entropy of the vacuum
for small causal diamonds is maximal in quantum gravity theories. Given the form of the
maximal entropy state (2.17), we see that it is the KMS state |Ψ⟩ that defines the maximal
entropy state, which reduces to the vacuum state only for special choices of subregions and
matter content.

The energy conditions for the complementary region S ′ can also be analyzed from the
perspective of the commutant algebra (AC)′. As discussed in section 5.5, the ADM Hamil-
tonian is represented on HQFT ⊗ Hobs by the operator −Hg

ξ − q̂, and hence the projection

to positive ADM energy is implemented by ΠADM = Θ
(
−hΨ

β
− q̂

)
∈ (AC)′. Equation (2.15)

also defines a trace on (AC)′, and on ΠADM this trace is infinite,

T̂r(ΠADM) = ∞. (2.18)

Accordingly, the projected algebra ΠADM(AC)′ΠADM remains type II∞. This reflects a generic
feature of unbounded subregion algebras: the projection to positive ADM energy is always
infinite for such gravitational algebras due to the way the ADM Hamiltonian appears in the
gravitational constraint. The resulting picture is that bounded subregions are associated with
type II1 algebras possessing maximal entropy states, while unbounded subregions produce
type II∞ algebras and correspondingly have no maximal entropy state.

2.1 List of assumptions

The construction outlined above provides evidence that local subregions in gravity should
be associated with type II von Neumann algebras, and that doing so leads to an algebraic
interpretation of the generalized entropy. This conclusion relies on a number of assumptions,
which we list here in order to clarify the logic of the argument. In much of the remainder of
the paper, we discuss these assumptions in greater detail and give partial evidence for them.

Assumptions:

A1. There exist algebras AQFT, A′
QFT (which we call “kinematical”) describing the quantum

field degrees of freedom (including linearized gravitons) associated with the causally
complementary subregions S and S ′. These algebras are perturbatively definable order
by order in the κ expansion, and remain type III1 and commutants of each other to
all orders in κ.
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A2. There exist auxiliary observer degrees of freedom associated with the subregions S and
S ′ described by type I∞ algebras Aobs,A′

obs that commute with AQFT and A′
QFT to all

orders in κ.

A3. The physical gravitational algebra arises from imposing the constraint C[ξ] = Hg
ξ +

Hobservers, where Hg
ξ is the generator of a specific boost-like flow on AQFT and A′

QFT,
and Hobservers refers to the Hamiltonian of the auxiliary observer degrees of freedom
associated with S and S ′.

A4. The flow generated by Hg
ξ coincides with the modular flow for some state on the

algebras AQFT, A′
QFT.

A5. The local gravitational constraints hold on a Cauchy surface Σ for the subregion S,
allowing the application of the first law of local subregions in the computation of the
entropy.

A6. The energies of the auxiliary observer degrees of freedom in A2 with respect to a
future-directed vector field are bounded below.

We use assumptions A1-A4 to obtain a type II algebra for the subregion as a crossed
product with respect to a modular flow. We use A5 to rewrite the entropy associated with
this crossed product algebra as the generalized entropy up to a state-independent constant.
Finally, we only use assumption A6 to argue that the algebra for a bounded subregion is
actually type II1 and therefore possesses a maximal entropy state; the preceding arguments
connecting the algebraic entropy to generalized entropy are independent of assumption A6.

Assumption A1 is the starting point for finding the crossed product algebra in section 5.1
and implicitly has many working parts. For example, when we say that the kinematical alge-
bras are definable order by order in κ, we have in mind that the operators in AQFT and A′

QFT
commute with the constraints generated by diffeomorphisms compactly supported on S and
S ′ respectively, order by order in κ. That is, these operators are gravitationally dressed
within S and S ′. It also implicitly assumes a prescription for specifying the boundary of
the subregion in a diffeomorphism-invariant manner, a topic on which we briefly comment
in section 3.3. Furthermore we are assuming that all of the thorny questions related to Ein-
stein gravity as a nonrenormalizable low-energy effective theory can be answered to produce
renormalized and dressed operators (whose endpoints are presumably local up to a resolution
scale κ). These assumptions go beyond classic results [79, 80] proving that UV-complete,
non-gravitational, Lagrangian field theories have type III1 factors associated with subregions.
Even so, Assumption A1 is not really new; it is in line with recent works [74,75,81–84,90,91]
(including CLPW) concerning operator algebras in large N theories.

In introducing observers or using ADM energy as an effective observer in Assumption A2,
we are following the lead of CLPW [90] for a bounded subregion and [84, 91] for one that
includes an asymptotic boundary. In the first case this introduction is, in a sense, phe-
nomenological, and it proves quite useful. We would however like to arrive at it from more
fundamental considerations, perhaps as a consequence of specifying a subregion in a theory
of gravity. Assumption A3 is analogous to the constraint considered by CLPW in the static
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patch of de Sitter space, although our constraint does not in general generate an isometry.
This assumption is on solid ground and is discussed in detail in section 3. Assumption A4
really has two parts, since the state at this order in κ is a sum of two terms, one being a
Gibbs-like distribution for the matter degrees of freedom and the other a state for linearized
gravitons. When the subregion is a ball in flat space and the matter is a CFT, this Gibbs-like
distribution coincides with the CFT vacuum, as follows from the Hislop-Longo theorem [102]
as well as the classic argument by Casini, Huerta, and Myers [103], while in the static patch
of de Sitter the vacuum is such a state (with ξ generating time translations). We argue in
section 4 that an analogous (generically excited) state exists more generally for subregions
of matter QFT. Note that for the specific case where S admits a stationary null slice, a state
with local modular flow on that slice can be realized using ideas from [104–106].

Assumption A5 is well motivated from the perspective of gravitational constraints; how-
ever, it is also somewhat schematic since it involves sums of terms that are separately UV
divergent. The resulting first law arising from this constraint can nevertheless be viewed
as a Lorentzian argument in favor of finiteness of the generalized entropy, since it is used
to convert the generalized entropy into an expression involving a relative entropy. It and
Assumption A6 appear chiefly in sections 5.3 and 5.4.

3 Gravitational constraints

One of the main points of the present work is that type II von Neumann algebras arise in
the treatment of gravitational subsystems as a consequence of diffeomorphism invariance.
In any quantum theory with gauge symmetries, there are constraints that must be imposed
on the Hilbert space and the algebra of observables. At the classical level, the constraints
generate gauge transformations via Poisson brackets, so at the quantum level, gauge-invariant
operators are ones that commute with the quantized constraints. Thus, to understand the
consequences of diffeomorphism invariance for algebras of observables in gravity, we must
begin by studying the structure of the corresponding classical constraints.

In this section, we explain how diffeomorphism constraints appear in the theory of per-
turbative gravitons coupled to matter quantized around a fixed background. In subsection
3.1, we explain the structure of diffeomorphism constraints in nonlinear general relativity
minimally coupled to matter. In subsection 3.2, we study perturbative gravitons by taking
the small-GN limit of the nonlinear constraints, and explain certain subtleties in the struc-
ture of the constraints via an analogy to U(1) gauge theory. In subsection 3.3, we discuss
issues related to gauge-fixing the regions S and S ′; while we do not completely resolve the
issue of gauge-fixing, we explain some features that a good gauge-fixing prescription should
have.
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3.1 Constraints in nonlinear gravity

One key feature of a classical theory with gauge symmetries, as explained e.g. in [107], is
a redundancy of the configuration space variables for describing solutions to the equations
of motion; even if initial data is specified for all configuration space variables, their values
under dynamical evolution are not completely determined. In a phase space formulation of
the theory, this leads to a too-large “kinematical” phase space in which physical configurations
live on a constraint submanifold. In classical field theories, as explained e.g. in [108], the
kinematical phase space should be thought of as (a particular quotient of) the space of field
configurations, with the constraint submanifold containing field configurations satisfying
the equations of motion. The kinematical phase space is equipped with a symplectic form
whose restriction to the constraint submanifold develops degeneracies corresponding to gauge
symmetries. A gauge symmetry of the configuration space variables, written e.g. as ϕ 7→
ϕ+ ϵδϕ, induces a flow on the constraint submanifold that is a degenerate direction for the
induced symplectic form. One can show, as in [108], that for any such flow there exists a
functional C on phase space that (i) vanishes on the constraint submanifold, and (ii) generates
the flow via Poisson brackets, in the sense that for any function f on phase space we have

{f, C}|constraint submanifold = δf. (3.1)

Consequently, C commutes with gauge-invariant functions on the constrained phase space.

The story is similar in quantum theory. Under canonical quantization, the phase-space
functional C must turn into an operator Ĉ that commutes with all gauge-invariant operators.
In place of the kinematical phase space of the classical theory, we consider a kinematical
algebra of operators in the quantum theory. The physical operators are the ones that com-
mute with the constraints; these are called “dressed operators.” These dressed operators can
be identified by studying the commutation relations between constraints and kinematical
operators.

We now apply the above considerations to gravitational theories. In any gravity theory,
diffeomorphisms with compact support on a Cauchy slice are gauge symmetries. For any such
diffeomorphism, there is an associated constraint that must vanish in the physical theory.
More generally, diffeomorphisms with non-compact support are generated by a Hamiltonian
that consists of a constraint term, which vanishes on physical configurations, and a boundary
term that remains nonzero even after the constraints are imposed. Taking ζa to be a vector
field generating a diffeomorphism and Σc to be a complete Cauchy surface for the spacetime
region where the diffeomorphism acts, the expression for the gravitational Hamiltonian Hg

ζ

is given by

Hg
ζ =

∫

Σc

Cζ +Hbdy
ζ . (3.2)

Precise expressions for the constraint and boundary terms can be derived from any canonical
formulation of the classical gravitational theory; see appendix A for a review of the derivation
using covariant phase space techniques. For general relativity minimally coupled to matter,
the constraint current Cζ takes the form

Cζ =

(
1

8πGN

(Ga
b + Λδab)− T ab

)
ζbϵa... (3.3)

18



where Ga
b is the Einstein tensor, Λ is the cosmological constant, T ab is the matter stress

tensor, and ϵa... is the spacetime volume form.5

To obtain the crossed product in section 2, we imposed a constraint associated with a
vector field ξa that generates a boost around an entangling surface (see again figure 2). More
specifically, we considered splitting a spacetime Cauchy surface Σc into two pieces Σc = Σ∪Σ̄.
The domain of dependence of Σ was called S and the domain of dependence of Σ̄ was called
S ′. We required that ξa be future-directed in the interior of S, past directed in the interior
of S ′, vanishing at the entangling surface ∂Σ, and tangent to the null boundaries of S and
S ′ (see again figure 2). We also required that ξa approach a global time translation at any
asymptotic boundaries, and that on ∂Σ there is a constant κ satisfying

∇aξb
∂Σ
= κnab, (3.4)

where nab is the unit binormal to ∂Σ. The constancy of κ is a quasilocal version of the zeroth
law of black hole mechanics applicable to general subregions, and we show in some examples
in section 4 that it is tied to the existence of a KMS state associated with the flow of ξa.
Note that for reasons discussed in footnote 2, we also required that the entangling surface
∂Σ be compact.

The boundary term in equation (3.2) for the vector field ξa is determined by the topology
of the Cauchy surface Σc. For every asymptotic boundary in Σc, the boundary term Hbdy

ξ

picks up a corresponding ADM Hamiltonian. Due to the time orientation of ξa, the ADM
Hamiltonian comes with a positive sign for an asymptotic boundary of Σ, and a negative sign
for an asymptotic boundary of Σ̄. As explained in [90], imposing the identity Hg

ξ = 0 directly
on the kinematical algebras AQFT or A′

QFT completely trivializes the algebra. For regions
with asymptotic boundaries this is not an issue, because the boundary term in equation
(3.2) is nonzero, so imposing the constraint does not set Hg

ξ to zero, but rather relates it
to the ADM Hamiltonian. If either Σ or Σ̄ does not have an asymptotic boundary, then
it is necessary to introduce an auxiliary “observer” degree of freedom in that region to take
the place of the boundary term. We assume that the observers are weakly coupled to the
matter degrees of freedom, but couple to gravity via their energy-momenta. We will remain
agnostic about the details of the observers — see section 6.4 for further discussion — but
will assume that the observers act as clocks that measure time along the flow ξa, in that we
have

Hobs = −
∫

Σ

(Tobs)
a
bξ
bϵa... (3.5)

in the region S, or

H ′
obs =

∫

Σ̄

(T ′
obs)

a
bξ
bϵa... (3.6)

in the region S ′. The sign difference between these two equations is due to the fact that ξa
is past-directed on Σ̄.

When an observer is coupled to gravity, its stress-energy must be included as a con-
tribution to the stress-energy tensor appearing in the constraint current (3.3). The total

5For some theories with tensor matter, there are additional contributions to the constraint involving the
matter equations of motion, see appendix A.
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Hamiltonian for ξa, computed via equation (3.2), can then be written in an explicit form.
For convenience, as in section 2, we now restrict to the case where Σ is bounded and Σ̄ is
unbounded. In this case, the full gravitational Hamiltonian, including the observer contri-
bution, is given by

Htotal
ξ =

∫

Σc

Cmat
ξ +Hobs −H Σ̄

ADM, (3.7)

where Cmat
ξ denotes the constraint current (3.3) without the observer-stress energy included.

Going forward, we will reserve the symbol Hg
ξ for the Hamiltonian that generates the flow of

ξa purely on the gravitational and matter degrees of freedom, without acting on the observer.
With this choice of notation, equation (3.2) can be expressed in convenient form as

Hg
ξ +Hobs +H Σ̄

ADM =

∫

Σc

Cmat+obs
ξ ≡ C[ξ]. (3.8)

After quantization, C[ξ] becomes an operator Ĉ[ξ] that must commute with physical observ-
ables. If Σ were unbounded, we would replace Hobs by −HΣ

ADM; if Σ̄ were bounded, we would
replace H Σ̄

ADM by −H ′
obs. Going forward, we will remain in the Σ-bounded, Σ̄-unbounded sce-

nario, and therefore will drop the superscript “Σ̄” from H Σ̄
ADM; analogous results for other

scenarios can be obtained by appropriate substitution of observer Hamiltonians for ADM
Hamiltonians:

CS bounded, S′ unbounded[ξ] = Hg
ξ +Hobs +H Σ̄

ADM.

CS unbounded, S′ bounded[ξ] = Hg
ξ −HΣ

ADM −H ′
obs.

CS bounded, S′ bounded[ξ] = Hg
ξ +Hobs −H ′

obs.

CS unbounded, S′ unbounded[ξ] = Hg
ξ −HΣ

ADM +H Σ̄
ADM.

(3.9)

As explained in section 5.5, the sign difference between observer and ADM Hamiltonians as
they appear in these equations is responsible for producing a type II∞ algebra for unbounded
regions after imposing a positive energy condition, instead of a type II1 algebra in the
bounded case.

In addition to the global constraints discussed above, it is also important to consider
the individual contributions to the constraint coming from Σ and Σ̄. Formally, since the
global constraint is expressible as an integral over the complete Cauchy surface Σc, it can be
expressed as a sum of two quasilocal contributions

C[ξ] =
∫

Σ

Cξ +

∫

Σ̄

Cξ. (3.10)

These quasilocal constraints lead to important relations that are used to interpret the en-
tropies of the type II gravitational algebras in terms of generalized entropies. Since the
partial Cauchy surface Σ has a non-asymptotic boundary, we may apply equation (3.2) to
obtain an expression for

∫
Σ
Cξ in terms of a gravitational Hamiltonian HΣ

ξ and a boundary
term coming from the entangling surface ∂Σ. In general relativity, the boundary term is
proportional to the area of ∂Σ, which can be derived by relating it to the Noether charge
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of [109,110] and using the constancy of the surface gravity κ (see appendix A). The expression
is ∫

Σ

Cmat+obs
ξ = HΣ

ξ +Hobs +
κ

2π

A

4GN

. (3.11)

An analogous relation can be derived for the complementary region Σ̄. If we write Hg
ξ =

HΣ
ξ −H Σ̄

ξ to emphasize that ξa is past-directed on Σ̄, the identity is
∫

Σ̄

Cmat
ξ = −H Σ̄

ξ +HADM − κ

2π

A

4GN

. (3.12)

Note that adding these two equations together gives

C[ξ] =
(
HΣ
ξ +Hobs +

κ

2π

A

4GN

)
+

(
−H Σ̄

ξ +HADM − κ

2π

A

4GN

)

= HΣ
ξ −H Σ̄

ξ +Hobs +HADM (3.13)

in agreement with equation (3.8).

From equation (3.11), we see that if the constraints Cmat+obs
ξ = 0 are satisfied locally

on the partial Cauchy slice Σ, then the total ξ-energy within the subregion is related to
the area of the boundary. We may assume this for the present purposes, as it is part of
our assumption A1 from section 2.1. In section 5, we will use equation (3.11) to relate the
entropy computed in a crossed product algebra to the generalized entropy of Bekenstein.

To connect with familiar concepts from gravitational thermodynamics, it is useful to take
a variation of equation (3.11) at fixed κ, which leads to an infinitesimal relation

δHΣ
ξ + δHobs = − κ

2π
δ
A

4GN

. (3.14)

We call this the first law of local subregions. It is a generalization to arbitrary subregions of
various other thermodynamic relations that have appeared previously in gravity such as the
first law of black hole mechanics [12], the first law of event horizons [111], and the first law
of causal diamonds [52,112,113]. The integrated form of the first law (3.11) could therefore
be referred to as a quasilocal equation of state or Smarr relation. Note that quasilocal Smarr
relations and first laws have recently been explored in [114].

3.2 Perturbative constraints for nonlinear gravitons

In the previous subsection, we described the structure of diffeomorphism constraints in gen-
eral relativity coupled to matter. The setting of section 2 is the GN → 0 limit of this theory,
where general relativity is treated as an effective field theory of gravitons. The constraints
of this theory can be studied by expanding the exact nonlinear constraints of the previous
section order by order in the graviton coupling.6

6See [56] for a recent discussion of this perturbative expansion about generic backgrounds.

21



Perturbative gravitons around a fixed background are field configurations of the form

gab = g0ab + κhab, (3.15)

with κ =
√
32πGN , and where GN is treated as a vanishingly small formal parameter.

The tensor g0ab is a metric solving Einstein’s equations (possibly with a classical source
or cosmological constant), and hab is a generic symmetric tensor that we call a graviton
field. The gauge symmetries of the perturbative graviton theory are inherited from the
full nonlinear theory of gravity. Every compactly supported diffeomorphism is a gauge
symmetry of the nonlinear theory; however, when studying perturbative gravitons, we have
already done a partial gauge-fixing by restricting the background metric to be exactly g0ab,
and the residual gauge symmetries correspond to compactly supported diffeomorphisms that
do not alter this choice. In practice, this means that the gauge symmetries of perturbative
gravitons are compactly supported diffeomorphisms that are formally proportional to κ, i.e.,
δκζgab = κ£ζgab. Because g0ab is held fixed under these transformations, their effect is to alter
the metric fluctuation h by

δκζhab = £ζg
0
ab + κ£ζhab =

0

∇aζb +
0

∇bζa + κ£ζhab. (3.16)

If a matter field ϕ is present, then these diffeomorphisms act on the matter field by

δκζϕ = κ£ζϕ. (3.17)

In the limit κ → 0, the transformation of matter fields is neglected, and the graviton

field is transformed by the addition of the pure-gauge term
0

∇aζb +
0

∇bζa. This the usual
abelian gauge symmetry of the free graviton theory; it is abelian because the commutator
[κζ1,κζ2] = O(κ2) is neglected in the κ → 0 limit.

If the background metric g0ab admits a compactly supported Killing vector field Xa, then
the associated diffeomorphism is a symmetry of the background metric. This has an impor-
tant effect on the theory of gravitons, which can be thought of in two different ways. The
traditional perspective, which is called the study of “linearization instabilities” [115–117],
notes that the vector field κXa produces no change in the fields at leading order. Conse-
quently, the constraints of the full theory cannot be treated by considering only perturbative
corrections to the leading-order constraints; to fix this issue, a constraint corresponding to
Xa must be imposed at leading order. An alternative perspective notes that Xa generates
a transformation that maps field configurations of the form (3.15) into other field configu-
rations of that form, so it must be imposed as a gauge symmetry at leading order in any
consistent truncation of the full nonlinear theory. In either perspective, the linear theory of
gravitons can only be consistently embedded into a nonlinear theory of gravity if one takes
into account the gauge transformation δXgab = £Xgab, which acts on the metric fluctuation
hab by

δXhab = £Xhab, (3.18)

and on matter fields by
δXϕ = £Xϕ. (3.19)
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Crucially, this transformation acts on all fields at leading order. In [90], a crossed prod-
uct algebra was obtained for the static patch of de Sitter space by imposing a constraint
corresponding to the static patch’s boost isometry. In the same work, a crossed product
algebra was obtained for the exterior of a static black hole by requiring the (non-compactly
supported) Schwarzschild time translation to generate the same physical flow as the ADM
Hamiltonian.

The main point of this paper is to argue that crossed product algebras and generalized
entropies can be associated to subregions in general backgrounds in the κ → 0 limit of
quantum gravity, even in the absence of isometries. We contend that the linearization in-
stability is a red herring — every constraint has a contribution at subleading order that can
affect the linearized theory, whether or not the leading-order contribution of that constraint
vanishes. Without taking these effects into account, it is possible to miss important aspects
of the theory. For example, the gravitational Gauss law that expresses the Hamiltonian in
gravity as a boundary term only becomes nontrivial at first interacting order in κ beyond the
linearized theory, which Marolf has argued is a crucial point behind the holographic nature
of gravity [118]. We will argue here that a similar effect is responsible for producing the
crossed-product subregion algebras and finite renormalized entropies. To understand this
claim, we will expand the quantities from subsection 3.1 as power series in the gravitational
coupling κ.

The constraint current Cκζ , computed via equation (3.3), admits an expansion in κ as

Cκζ = 4(G(1))abζ
bϵa... + κ

(
4(G(2))ab − (T (0))ab + 2h(G(1))ab

)
ζbϵa... +O(κ2), (3.20)

where we have expanded the Einstein tensor as

Ga
b = (G(0))ab + κ(G(1))ab + κ2(G(2))ab + . . . , (3.21)

introduced the notation h ≡ (g0)abhab, and have assumed that the background metric g0
solves Einstein’s equations with cosmological constant Λ.7 As in [56], we can construct
physical observables in the theory of a nonlinear graviton coupled to matter by imposing the
integral of equation (3.20) as a constraint order by order in κ. Once the linearized constraints
have been imposed, we may neglect terms proportional to G(1), as terms proportional to G(1)

generate linearized diffeomorphisms on the graviton field. The residual constraint current is

Cκζ = κ
(
4(G(2))ab − (T (0))ab

)
ζbϵa... +O(κ2). (3.22)

In the language of section 2.1, restricting our attention to this expression is part of assumption
A1, which implies that the kinematical algebras consist of dressed operators that already
satisfy all of the linearized constraints. In practice, this means that the kinematical operators
are gauge-invariant under the abelian gauge symmetry of the free graviton; constructing them
is analogous to constructing gauge-invariant operators in pure Maxwell theory. Note that
imposing the linearized constraints also entails fixing the location of the subregion boundary
in a diffeomorphism-invariant way at lowest perturbative order, which we discuss further in
subsection 3.3.

7More generally, it could solve Einstein’s equations with a semiclassical matter source, which would appear
as a background contribution to the matter stress tensor proportional to 1/κ2.
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The next step in studying the quantum theory is to restrict to the subalgebra of operators
that commute with an operator version of

C(1)[κζ] ≡
∫

Σc

(
4(G(2))ab − (T

(0)
mat+obs)

a
b

)
ζbϵa.... (3.23)

We will restrict our attention to the vector field ξa defined in the previous subsection. The
constraint C(1)[κξ] can be written in terms of fundamental physical quantities using equation
(3.8). Using the fact that the observer and ADM Hamiltonians rescale linearly under the
substitution ξa → κξa, we have

C(1)[κξ] = (Hg
κξ)

(1) +H
(0)
obs + (H Σ̄

ADM)(0), (3.24)

where we have expanded Hg
κζ as

Hg
κξ =

1

κ
(Hg

κξ)
(−1) + (Hg

κξ)
(0) + κ(Hg

κξ)
(1) +O(κ2). (3.25)

Note that while (Hg
κξ)

(1) appears multiplying κ in equation (3.25), it is quadratic in the
graviton field.

The commutators of C(1)[κξ] in the quantum theory can be studied at leading order in
κ by studying the Poisson brackets of the corresponding classical quantity. As explained in
the previous subsection, the functional Hg

κξ generates diffeomorphisms with respect to κξ
on the kinematical algebra of gravity and matter fields, i.e.,

{hab, Hg
κξ} = £ξg

0
ab + κ£ξhab, (3.26)

{ϕ,Hg
κξ} = κ£ξϕ. (3.27)

By matching linear-in-κ terms in equation (3.26), we see that (Hg
κξ)

(1) must generate diffeo-
morphisms on kinematical fields with no κ suppression.8 I.e., we have

{h, (Hg
κξ)

(1)} = £ξh, (3.28)

{ϕ, (Hg
κξ)

(1)} = £ξϕ. (3.29)

(Hg
κξ)

(−1) is a constant and has vanishing Poisson brackets with all fields, and (Hg
κξ)

(0)

generates the linearized diffeomorphism δhab = £ξg
0
ab. Note that while (Hg

κξ)
(1) appears

multiplying κ in equation (3.25), it is quadratic in the graviton field.

Our conclusion is that there is a constraint operator corresponding to C(1)[κξ] that must
commute with physical operators, and that it consists of pieces corresponding to observer and
ADM Hamiltonians, together with a piece that generates diffeomorphisms on the kinematical
algebra of observables. There is a small subtlety associated to the fact that the constraint we
are really told to impose is κC(1)[κξ], not C(1)[κξ]. From the perspective of the perturbative

8There is a small subtlety here: if the graviton fluctuation hab is regarded as a formal power series in κ,
then the linear-in-κ contribution to Hg

κξ generates diffeomorphisms only on the lowest term in that power
series; higher-order terms in Hg

κξ generate diffeomorphisms acting on higher-order terms in hab.
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Figure 3: Several types of “kinematical” operators in scalar-Maxwell theory that are invariant under
compact gauge transformations supported within a region. There are charged scalars dressed to each
other, charged scalars dressed to the boundary of the region, local field strength operators, and Wilson
lines with no endpoints in the interior of the region. Any kinematical operator including a Wilson line
with an endpoint on the boundary is not invariant under the global constraints of the theory.

graviton theory, where κ is a formal parameter, imposing one of these constraints is not
the same as imposing the other. But in order for the perturbative graviton theory to embed
consistently within the full nonlinear theory, where κ really is just a number, both constraints
must be imposed.

To understand this last point, it may be helpful to consider an analogy to U(1) Maxwell
theory coupled to a charged scalar. The fundamental fields are a gauge field Aµ and a complex
scalar ϕ, which transform under gauge transformations as Aµ 7→ Aµ + ∂µλ, ϕ 7→ eiλϕ. The
quasilocal constraints in a region S correspond to gauge transformations for functions λ(x)
that are compactly supported within S. The algebra of operators commuting with these
constraints is generated by (i) local field strength operators dA, (ii) Wilson lines with no
endpoints in the interior of S, (iii) scalar fields ϕ dressed to conjugate fields ϕ̄ by Wilson
lines, (iv) scalar fields ϕ dressed by Wilson lines that end on the boundary of S, and (v)
other extended operators. See figure 3. In our language, the algebra generated by these
operators is the kinematical algebra AQFT.

This algebra only satisfies some of the constraints associated with the full theory. One
additional constraint that one could consider comes from a gauge transformation for a func-
tion λ(x) that is constant in a neighborhood of S, and that vanishes at infinity. This
constraint does not commute with any operators in AQFT that involve Wilson lines ending
on the boundary of S, so restricting to the subalgebra commuting with this constraint would
remove all operators of this kind from AQFT. If one wants to keep these operators in the
theory in order to have quasilocal charged scalars localized to the region S, it is necessary
to augment the theory by an auxiliary Hilbert space Hcharge whose algebra is generated by a
single operator Q that transforms, under gauge transformations constant in a neighborhood
of S, as Q 7→ e−iλQ. This operator plays the role of the observer Hamiltonian in the gravity
construction described above. The kinematical operators ϕei

∫
A and Q are not invariant
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under the constant gauge transformation, but combinations like ϕei
∫
AQ are. Properly ac-

counting for the constant gauge transformation therefore requires restricting to a subalgebra
of AQFT ⊗ B(Hcharge), just as accounting for the boost transformation in gravity required
restricting to a subalgebra of AQFT ⊗Aobs.

To make a more precise analogy between the Maxwell theory example and the gravity
example, we may treat the Maxwell field Aµ perturbatively around the vacuum as Aµ =
0 + αaµ, where α is the Maxwell coupling. The constant gauge transformation should be
suppressed by a factor of α, so it acts as

δαaµ = 0, δαϕ = iαϕ, δαQ = −iαQ. (3.30)

The leading order piece of the constraint corresponding to this transformation generates
the α → 0 part of this transformation, so it is trivial on the kinematical algebra AQFT ⊗
B(Hcharge). In analogy with equation (3.29), the subleading piece C(1)[α] satisfies the Poisson
brackets

{ϕ, C(1)[α]} = iϕ, {Q, C(1)[α]} = −iQ. (3.31)

The operators ϕei
∫
A and Q, which must be removed from AQFT ⊗ B(Hcharge) in the full

theory, fail to commute with C(1)[α]. The operator ϕei
∫
AQ, which remains in the full theory,

does commute with C(1)[α]. So we conclude, as claimed above, that treating a gauge the-
ory perturbatively around a fixed configuration requires applying subleading constraints to
the leading order kinematical algebras, at least if one wants to retain quasilocal operators
associated to subregions.

From this point of view, our approach in gravity is incomplete, but it has the virtue of
being in the right direction. In assumption A1 we assume that the kinematical algebras
AQFT and A′

QFT built from metric fluctuations and matter commute with the leading O(κ0)
part of the constraints, at least for diffeomorphisms that have compact support inside S
and S ′. This is in complete analogy with the quasilocal algebras constructed in the Maxwell
theory example described above. While imposing a single constraint at subleading order is
clearly not the end of the story, we expect the other constraints at O(κ) will not significantly
change the structure of the algebras. Our expectation is that dressing within the subregions
S and S ′ can account for O(κ) terms in the constraints that generate diffeomorphisms
compactly supported in S and S ′. As for diffeomorphisms that “straddle” S and S ′, like the
boost constraint we impose, our expectation is that these will only lead to a richer crossed
product. We discuss this along with a potential relation to gravitational edge modes in
section 6.5.

3.3 Fixing a region

An important issue to address when working with generic subregions in gravity is the problem
of specifying the entangling surface in a diffeomorphism-invariant manner. Even in the
linearized theory at κ = 0, if ∂Σ is not extremal in the background spacetime, linearized
diffeomorphisms of the graviton field, δκζhab = £ζg

0
ab, can result in O(κ) changes in the

area, which translate to large O(κ−1) changes in the generalized entropy. Hence, appropriate
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gauge-fixing conditions are needed to specify the surface location at linear order. Although
we do not give a complete treatment of this issue, we outline a set of gauge-fixing conditions
that lead to sensible results for the entropy calculations in section 5.

A convenient condition to impose at leading order in κ is that the quasilocal gravitational
Hamiltonian HΣ

ξ appearing in the subregion constraint (3.11) have no contribution at first
order in perturbations around its background value. In terms of the κ expansion,

HΣ
ξ =

1

κ2
(HΣ

ξ )
(−2) +

1

κ
(HΣ

ξ )
(−1) + (HΣ

ξ )
(0) + . . . , (3.32)

(HΣ
ξ )

(−2) denotes the constant background value, and (HΣ
ξ )

(−1) is the quantity we propose
to set to zero as a gauge-fixing condition. Note that (HΣ

ξ )
(−1) is linear in hab and receives no

contribution from the matter fields.

One reason for choosing this condition is that it holds automatically when ξa is a Killing
vector of the background metric, such as in the de Sitter static patch or a black hole exterior.
The fact that (HΣ

ξ )
(−1) vanishes identically in these cases leads to various first law relations,

as is apparent in the Iyer-Wald formalism [109, 110]. Applied, for example, to the exterior
region of a static black hole, the vanishing of (HΣ

ξ )
(−1) results in the first law of black hole

mechanics, relating the first-order change in the black hole area to the first-order change
in the ADM Hamiltonian, assuming the constraints hold. Since (HΣ

ξ )
(−1) is identically zero

when ξa is a Killing vector of g0ab, it does not define a gauge-fixing condition in this case;
however, the entangling surface is also extremal when ξa is Killing, which suppresses the
effect of linearized diffeomorphisms in calculations of the entropy.

A context in which (HΣ
ξ )

(−1) = 0 does define a gauge-fixing condition is for a causal
diamond in a maximally symmetric space [52]. In that case, (HΣ

ξ )
(−1) is proportional to

the first order change in the volume of Σ. The gauge-fixing condition thus requires that
the radius of the ball be adjusted to compensate for metric perturbations that change the
volume. This is representative of the generic case, where small transverse deformations of
the entangling surface can be used to enforce the gauge-fixing condition (HΣ

ξ )
(−1) = 0.

When enforcing this gauge condition and imposing the constraints, the local first law
relation (3.11) expanded to first order in perturbations gives

H
(−1)
obs = −4κA(1), (3.33)

where H
(−1)
obs denotes the coefficient of the O(κ−1) contribution to Hobs. The analogous

relation derived from (3.12) when working on Σ̄ with an asymptotic boundary reads H(−1)
ADM =

4κA(1). Here there is a choice of whether to allow O(κ−1) changes in the observer energy and
ADM Hamiltonian. If taking the perspective that Hobs should enter at the same order as
ordinary matter, the natural condition is to setH(−1)

obs = H
(−1)
ADM = 0, which then fixes A(1) = 0.

This is the perspective we will take in this work. However, it appears consistent to formally
allow the observer and ADM Hamiltonian to have O(κ−1) contributions, which appear in the
entropy formulas derived in section 5.3 as O(κ−1) contributions to the generalized entropy.
This latter choice appears to be related to the canonical ensemble discussed in [91] for
the AdS black hole, since in that case the fluctuations in the area can appear at order κ.

27



Imposing instead that Hobs and HADM have no κ−1 contribution is then analogous to the
microcanonical ensemble of [91], whose corresponding area fluctuations are order κ2.

As a final comment, note that the condition (HΣ
ξ )

(−1) = 0 does not fully fix the location
of the entangling surface; rather, it should be viewed as a single condition determining the
overall size of the region. Linearized diffeomorphisms of the graviton affect the area at
order κ2 and hence the entropy at order κ0, which highlights the importance of fixing the
entangling surface location at this order. Although we do not treat this problem in detail
in the present work, we offer a proposal for how this gauge-fixing might work. We first
note that the entangling surface of a causal diamond in a maximally symmetric space can
be viewed as an extremum of the functional A − kV , where V is the spatial volume and
k is a parameter determining the radius. Since in this case V is related to the subregion
Hamiltonian HΣ

ξ at first order, this suggests that for more generic subregions, the surface
could be fixed by demanding that it extremize the functional κA

8πGN
+ V [ξ], where V [ξ] is a

geometric functional whose first order variation agrees with (HΣ
ξ )

(−1).9 This extremization
prescription generalizes the Ryu-Takayanagi procedure [23–25], which corresponds to V [ξ] =
0, resulting in an extremal area entangling surface. Although the details of the gauge-fixing
prescription for the region do not appear to affect the relation between algebraic entropy
and generalized entropy derived in section 5.3, a more careful treatment of this issue is an
important goal for future work.

4 Local modular Hamiltonian

A key assumption that underlies many of the results in this work is assumption A4 from
section 2.1, asserting that Hg

ξ is proportional to a modular Hamiltonian for some state on
the type III1 algebras AQFT, A′

QFT. As discussed in section 3.2, Hg
ξ can be constructed

as a local integral over the complete Cauchy surface Σc of the matter and graviton stress
tensors weighted by the vector ξa. Thus the assumption that Hg

ξ is proportional to a mod-
ular Hamiltonian may seem at first surprising. Except for special symmetric configurations
such as regions bounded by a Killing horizon or a conformal Killing horizon for a CFT,
vacuum modular Hamiltonians of subregions are generically given by complicated, nonlocal
expressions. The path integral construction of the density matrix for a subregion [120, 121]
gives some indications as to why this is the case. The density matrix can be expressed as a
Euclidean time-ordered exponential of the integral of the stress tensor [122], but unless this
Euclidean time evolution is a symmetry so that the generator is conserved, the time-ordered
exponential does not reduce to a simple exponential of a local Hamiltonian. This clearly
precludes Hg

ξ from being proportional to the modular Hamiltonian for the vacuum state
for most choices of subregions; however, the possibility remains that Hg

ξ corresponds to the
modular Hamiltonian of some other excited state, provided that ξ approximates a boost near
∂Σ.

In this section we discuss this assumption and collect evidence in its favor from a number

9See [119] for an exploration of this extremization procedure in the case of causal diamonds.
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of viewpoints. We begin by pointing out that the requisite KMS states exist in regulated
quantum field theories whose associated von Neumann algebras are type I, a canonical ex-
ample of which is lattice field theory. This argument extends to any algebra possessing a
faithful semifinite normal trace, and hence applies to type II algebras as well. Going to the
continuum in which the quantum field theory algebra becomes type III, we note that the
converse of Connes’s cocycle derivative theorem provides a characterization of the set of op-
erators that can serve as modular Hamiltonians for this algebra. The theorem suggests that
given a modular flow of an arbitrary state, one can subtract off the nonlocal terms from its
modular Hamiltonian to arrive at the generator of the local diffeomorphism flow, as asserted
in assumption A4. As a final piece of evidence, we adapt the arguments of Casini, Huerta,
and Myers [103], to demonstrate the existence of the proposed states for causal diamonds in
flat-space conformal field theory weakly deformed by relevant operators.

4.1 Regulated vs. continuum KMS states

Suppose we consider non-gravitational field theory in a lattice approximation, so that the
algebra of operators in a subregion is type I and carries well-defined density matrices (any
other regulator producing a type I algebra suffices for this argument). Then there is a
procedure for constructing the desired state. We can split the Hamiltonian into separate
local contributions from the subregion Cauchy surface Σ and its complement Σ̄,

Hg
ξ = HΣ

ξ −H Σ̄
ξ . (4.1)

We then form a density matrix for the algebra AQFT that is thermal with respect to the
subregion Hamiltonian, ρ = e−βH

Σ
ξ /Zξ. This density matrix can be used to compute expec-

tation values of operators a ∈ AQFT by taking traces, ⟨a⟩ρ = Tr(ρa), and therefore defines a
state on the algebra. Furthermore, we can verify that the flow generated by Hg

ξ satisfies the
KMS condition for the state defined by ρ. Defining the flowed operator az ≡ eizH

g
ξ ae−izH

g
ξ

where z is a complex parameter, the KMS condition is the statement that

⟨asb⟩ρ = ⟨bas+iβ⟩ρ. (4.2)

This statement follows by noting that Hg
ξ and HΣ

ξ generate the same flow on a, since H Σ̄
ξ

commutes with a. Hence, az = ρ−i
z
β aρi

z
β , and by expressing the expectation values in (4.2)

in terms of the trace, the equality of the two expressions follows by the cyclicity of the trace.

This argument seems to imply that for any reasonable choice of Hamiltonian H, the
associated thermal density matrix defines a state for which the flow generated by H satisfies
the KMS condition. The main restriction on the form of H is that its spectrum be bounded
below, or, equivalently, that the correlation function ⟨baz⟩ρ is analytic in the strip 0 ≤
Im(z) ≤ β. There can also be additional physical restrictions on H when taking a continuum
limit, such as requiring the energy of the KMS state to remain finite as the lattice spacing is
taken to zero. Since the KMS condition for the type I algebra follows from the existence of
a density matrix and cyclicity of the trace, it is clear that similar arguments apply for type
II von Neumann algebras as well.
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However, in the continuum limit, the algebra AQFT is type III1, which means that the
trace employed in the above argument does not actually exist. Hence it is a nontrivial task
to determine if there is a state which satisfies the KMS condition with respect to a given
flow. Another subtlety is that the modular flow for any state |Φ⟩ on a type III1 algebra
is an outer automorphism, which implies that its modular Hamiltonian hΦ cannot be split
into local, one-sided contributions. Although it is common practice to formally make the
split hΦ = hΣΦ − hΣ̄Φ, the objects hΣΦ, hΣ̄Φ have UV divergent fluctuations, and hence do not
even define unbounded operators. Such divergences also occur when splitting Hg

ξ into local
contributions HΣ

ξ , H Σ̄
ξ as in (4.1). The fact that the splittings of both Hg

ξ and hΦ exhibit
similar divergences offers a clue for how one would argue that Hg

ξ defines a valid modular
Hamiltonian.

The point is that the inability to split either operator is a UV issue, related to the infinite
entanglement between degrees of freedom localized close to the entangling surface. Modular
flow is strongly constrained by the requirement that it preserve this entanglement structure
close to ∂Σ, but is largely unconstrained on how it acts on degrees of freedom well-separated
from the boundary. Zooming in close to the entangling surface, the subregion locally resem-
bles Rindler space. As is well-known from the results of Bisognano and Wichmann [100], the
vacuum modular flow of a Lorentz-invariant quantum field theory in Rindler space coincides
with the flow generated by the boost Hamiltonian. Hence, the natural expectation is that
the modular flow of any state will approximate a geometric flow that looks like a boost close
to the entangling surface.

Here, we would like to employ a stronger conjecture, namely that any one-parameter
group of automorphisms of AQFT that looks like a boost near ∂Σ (and possibly subject to
additional restrictions close to ∂Σ) coincides with the modular flow of some state on AQFT.
Since Hg

ξ generates such a flow, this conjecture implies that it is proportional to the modular
Hamiltonian of some state. Note that the modular flow Umod(s) = exp

[
isHg

ξ

]
will generally

not be the same as the flow generated by the vector field ξa. This is because when ξa is
not an isometry, the Hamiltonian generating the flow along ξa is time-dependent, i.e., it
depends on the choice of Cauchy slice. Denoting the time-dependent generator H(λ), the
flow along the vector ξa is given by a time-ordered exponential Uξ(s) = T exp

[
i
∫ s
0
dλH(λ)

]
.

The important point is that Hg
ξ agrees with H(λ) at λ = 0, and hence it generates the action

of the diffeomorphism instantaneously on the initial Cauchy surface. This action approaches
a boost near the entangling surface, where ξa approximates a Killing vector for the local
Rindler space. Because of this, the effects of time-dependence should be suppressed near the
entangling surface, suggesting that in that region the modular flow approximates the local
diffeomorphism flow.

4.2 Converse of the cocycle derivative theorem

More evidence for this conjecture comes from the following characterization of the space of
modular Hamiltonians on a von Neumann algebra. Suppose h0 is the modular Hamiltonian
of some state |Φ0⟩. Then choosing any two Hermitian operators a ∈ AQFT, b′ ∈ A′

QFT, the
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operator
hab′ ≡ a+ h0 + b′ (4.3)

is a modular Hamiltonian for some other state |Φab′⟩. This fact follows from the converse of
the cocycle derivative theorem in the theory of modular automorphism groups [123], [124,
Theorem 3.8], and is explained in more detail in appendix D. This is the converse statement
of the fact that any two modular Hamiltonians are related by operators from AQFT and
A′

QFT as in equation (4.3), with a and b′ constructed from Connes cocycles [1, 123,124].

The relevance of the relation (4.3) to the present problem is that a and b′ should be viewed
as operators localized away from the entangling surface, so that adding them to the modular
Hamiltonian does not affect the flow close to ∂Σ. Any two flows that agree near ∂Σ should
be generated by Hamiltonians that are related as in (4.3). Since we expect all modular flows
to look like a boost near ∂Σ, this then suggests that any flow that looks like a boost near
∂Σ is the modular flow for some state. It further suggests that although a generic modular
Hamiltonian will be a sum of a local integral of the stress tensor and additional multilocal
contributions, the multilocal contributions should be given by operators from within the
algebras AQFT, A′

QFT. If this is the case, the nonlocal pieces of the modular Hamiltonian
can be canceled by adding operators as in (4.3), resulting in a modular Hamiltonian consisting
of only a local piece that generates the boost about the entangling surface ∂Σ.

It is possible that these ideas arguing for Hg
ξ to be proportional to a modular Hamiltonian

for some state could be upgraded into a proof of the conjecture. Such an investigation would
be fruitful also in determining what the precise conditions on the vector field ξa must be.
In section 2, we described some conditions on its behavior within the subregions S and S ′.
Some of these just ensure that the flow generated by Hg

ξ will preserve the algebras AQFT and
A′

QFT. The condition that ξa have constant surface gravity κ goes beyond this, and is likely
an important point in proving that there is a KMS state for the flow. Constancy of κ has an
interpretation of a zeroth law of thermodynamics, which is an equilibrium statement about
the ability to define a constant temperature for the system. Since the KMS condition is also
an equilibrium statement, it seems likely that the requirement of constant surface gravity is
an important characterization of generic modular flows. It remains to be seen what further
conditions can be derived for modular flows.

4.3 CFT and weakly deformed CFT

As a final justification for assumption A4, we consider a nontrivial example in which the
necessary KMS state is not the vacuum. Note that assumption A4 implicitly contains two
parts. At leading order in the κ → 0 limit the generator Hg

ξ is a sum of two terms. One is
constructed from the matter stress tensor, and the other is quadratic in metric fluctuations.
To show that Hg

ξ generates a modular flow one must then show that there is a KMS state
for the flow generated by Hg

ξ both of the matter fields and of metric fluctuations.

Finding the metric fluctuation part of such a KMS state is in principle a matter of direct
computation. After all, the graviton part of Hg

ξ is a known quadratic “Hamiltonian” for a
free spin-2 field. We relegate it to future work and do not consider it further.
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In the rest of this section we focus on the matter part of the problem where we can draw
upon existing results. There are two notable examples where KMS states of the sort we want
are known to exist. The first is in flat-space conformal field theories, where S is the causal
development of a ball Σ of radius R on the surface t = 0. In that case Hislop and Longo [102]
and Casini, Huerta, and Myers [103] have shown that the CFT vacuum is in fact a KMS
state of the sort we wish, with a modular Hamiltonian given by the matter part of Hg

ξ . In
that case ξa is a conformal killing vector that fixes S, with ξα∂α = (R2−(t2+r2))

2R2 ∂t − tr
R2∂r

where r is the distance from the center of the ball. Notably this vector field approaches a
boost near the entangling surface r = R, and has constant surface gravity at ∂Σ, consistent
with our expectations for ξa mentioned above. In this instance the flow generated by (the
matter part of) Hg

ξ is geometric not only at the instant in time t = 0 where we define the
KMS state, but throughout the causal development S. Shortly we will show that a small
perturbation of this state continues to serve as a KMS state for relevant deformations that
are small relative to the size of the ball.

The second instance where there are known examples of the desired KMS states is in the
theory of a free 1+1-dimensional Dirac fermion where they have been constructed numerically
in [125] when S is the causal development of an interval.10 By [102,103] the vacuum is a KMS
state, but many other states were considered where the modular flow was generated by Hξ,
characterized by an effective local temperature ξt = β(x). In particular those authors found
a finite energy density in the interval when ξ approached a boost near ∂Σ [126], i.e. when β
vanished linearly at the edge of the interval. Moreover, for general β(x) these states have a
time-dependent stress tensor one-point function, as one would expect for a superposition of
excited states.

Now let us go beyond the case of a flat space CFT in the causal development of a ball
by turning on relevant deformations. First let us recall the methods of Casini, Huerta, and
Myers for an undeformed CFT. By mapping the causal development S of a ball Σ of radius R
to a Rindler wedge, they showed that the CFT vacuum, restricted to the ball, has a modular
Hamiltonian

Hξ =

∫
dΣαξβT

αβ =
β

2R2

∫

r<R

dd−1x(R2 − r2)T tt(x) , β = 2πR . (4.4)

Here ξ is the conformal Killing vector that fixes S and in the second equality we have
written the integral over the constant time slice at t = 0. The flat space stress tensor T µν
can be mapped through a Weyl transformation to one T̃ µν on hyperbolic space through the
combination of the coordinate transformation

t = R
sinh

(
τ
R

)

cosh(u) + cosh
(
τ
R

) ,

r = R
sinh(u)

cosh(u) + cosh
(
τ
R

) ,
(4.5)

10Those authors also considered states of a fermion on an interval times Rd−1 in d spacetime dimensions,
but factorized according to the momentum along the Rd−1, so that the states were effectively those of a
tower of fermions in 1+1-dimensions.
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followed by the Weyl rescaling ηµν → gµν = Ω2ηµν with

Ω = cosh(u) + cosh
( τ
R

)
. (4.6)

Up to a state-independent piece coming from the Weyl anomaly we have

Hξ = β

∫
dΣ T̃ττ , (4.7)

with dΣ the volume form on hyperbolic space. Here we have used that, at t = τ = 0,
Tττ = ΩdT̃ττ . The CFT vacuum restricted to S can be mapped to the thermal state on
hyperbolic space at temperature T = 1

β
= 1

2πR
. In particular, vacuum correlation functions in

S can be obtained from hyperbolic space where modular flow is equivalent to time translation.
Since the state is thermal in hyperbolic space, this guarantees that these correlation functions
obey the KMS condition with respect to the flow generated by Hξ.

As alluded to above, these expressions for Hξ should not be taken too literally since we
cannot split the modular Hamiltonian into a piece living entirely inside the ball and a piece
outside. What is true is that vacuum correlation functions of operators inside S can be
computed on hyperbolic space at finite temperature, and so these expressions for Hξ should
be understood as a recipe that defines an algebraic state.

Now, starting in Minkowski space, let us turn on a very small relevant deformation λ for
an operator O of dimension ∆. The flat space stress tensor is deformed as Tµν = T

(0)
µν −λOηµν ,

where T (0)
µν is the stress tensor of the undeformed CFT. By a small deformation, what we

really mean is that we work in conformal perturbation theory in the coupling λ, which we
expect to be valid when |λ|Rd−∆ ≪ 1. We then postulate the existence of an algebraic state
described by a “modular Hamiltonian”

Hξ =

∫
dΣαξβT

αβ =
1

2R2

∫

r<R

dd−1x(R2 − r2)β(r)T tt(x) , (4.8)

where in addition to deforming the stress tensor we have allowed ourselves the freedom to
adjust the vector field ξα perturbatively in λ away from the expression above, i.e. at t = 0,

ξt =
R2 − r2

2R2
β(r) , (4.9)

where β(r) = 2πR(1 + δβ(r)) where δβ is a correction that is suppressed by powers of λ.

Now the algebraic state that corresponds to Hξ, roughly speaking the density matrix
e−Hξ/Tr(e−Hξ), is our candidate KMS state. We would now like to see if it satisfies two
conditions. First, do correlation functions in this state respect the KMS condition? Second,
is the energy in the ball finite in this state? To answer both of these questions it is convenient
to map this modular Hamiltonian into one in hyperbolic space.11 The map above tells us
that

Hξ =

∫
dΣ β(u)

(
T̃ (0)
ττ + λ(u)Õ

)
. (4.10)

11Weyl rescalings are not a symmetry of the deformed theory. However, up to anomalies, they equate the
deformed CFT in the presence of position-dependent sources (gµν , λ) to the deformed CFT in the presence
of new sources (Ω2gµν ,Ω

∆λ).
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The freedom to adjust the vector field ξ0 has turned into a position-dependent temperature
β(u), while the relevant deformation has turned into an effective position-dependent coupling
in the Hamiltonian

λ(u) = λΩ∆−d = λ
(
2 cosh2

(u
2

))∆−d
. (4.11)

Also Õ is the transformed version of O, Õ = Ω−∆O. Note that this coupling dies off near
the boundary of hyperbolic space, which corresponds to the entangling surface ∂Σ back
in Minkowski space. With the position-dependent coupling, the hyperbolic space stress
tensor is T̃ττ = T̃

(0)
ττ + λ(u)Õ. Because β(u) = 2πR(1 + δβ(u)), δβ then multiplies the ττ

component of the stress tensor evaluated at δβ = 0, and so the correction proportional to δβ
can be interpreted as a perturbation in the ττ component of the metric, this thermal state
corresponds to a deformed CFT in the deformed geometry

ds2 ≈ −(1 + δβ(u))dτ 2 +R2
(
du2 + sinh2(u)dΩ2

d−2

)
, (4.12)

where τ ∼ τ − 2πiR. Note that the sources, the metric and coupling λ(u), have a time
translation symmetry, and consequently there are no issues associated with time-dependence
of the modular Hamiltonian. In this example, modular flow is just translation in τ.12

From this last form (4.10) of Hξ we see that t = 0 correlation functions in this state, upon
being mapped to thermal correlators in hyperbolic space, respect the KMS condition. The
reason is the same one mentioned above for an undeformed CFT in the vacuum. Namely,
modular flow simply acts as time translation on operators in hyperbolic space, combined
with the fact that the state in hyperbolic space is thermal (albeit in a way that depends
locally in space, a form of hydrostatic equilibrium). As for finite energy, we evaluate the
energy density in conformal perturbation theory, and then use a Weyl rescaling to map it
back to the energy density in Minkowski space.

The conformal integrals in this problem involve the vacuum CFT correlators ⟨OO⟩ and
⟨TOO⟩ and are in general intractable. For this reason we content ourselves with the asymp-
totic behavior of the flat space energy density near the entangling surface, or, in hyperbolic
space, near the conformal boundary of hyperbolic space. To compute that behavior we
consider CFTs with a holographic dual and perform the computation using the AdS/CFT
dictionary. We can do that here since the correlators ⟨OO⟩ and ⟨TOO⟩ are universal in any
CFT and are fixed by the dimension of O.

The gravitational problem we wish to solve is that of Einstein gravity with negative
cosmological constant minimally coupled to a massive scalar field ϕ dual to O, where our
boundary conditions are that the metric on the conformal boundary is (4.12) and the source
encoded in the near-boundary behavior of ϕ is the position-dependent coupling (4.11). Set-
ting the AdS radius to unity and introducing a formal expansion parameter ε that counts

12Note that τ is not the physical time inside the causal diamond. Operators off of the t = 0 slice are
related to those on the t = 0 slice by evolution under the Minkowski space Hamiltonian, which, from the
point of view of Hξ, is generated by a τ -dependent Hamiltonian. This is consistent with the observations we
made at the end of subsection 4.1.
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powers of the original source λ, the scalar and metric profiles read

ϕ = εϕ(1) +O(ε3) , (4.13)

ds2 = −
(
r2

R2
− 1

)
dτ 2 + r2(du2 + sinh2(u)dΩ2

d−2) +
dr2

r2

R2 − 1
+ ε2h(2)µν dx

µdxν +O(ε4) .

The leading order configuration is just the topological hyperbolic black hole with temperature
1

2πR
. The Klein-Gordon equation for ϕ and the Einstein’s equations for hµν can be solved

order by order in ε, with the result that ϕ(1) solves the Klein-Gordon equation in the leading
order metric, while h(2)µν solves the linearized Einstein’s equations with a stress tensor source
generated by ϕ(1), of the form

□(0)ϕ(1) = ∆(∆− d)ϕ(1) ,

D(0)
µν

ρσh(2)ρσ = T (2)
µν ,

(4.14)

where D(0) is the differential operator that generates the left-hand-side of the linearized
Einstein’s equations and T (2)

µν = ∂µϕ
(1)∂νϕ

(1)− 1
2

(
g(0)µν∂µϕ

(1)∂νϕ
(1) +∆(∆− d)(ϕ(1))2

)
is the

stress tensor sourced by ϕ(1). The metric fluctuation h(2) encodes the boundary stress tensor
of order λ2, which is what we want to find.

To proceed we solve these equations by separation of variables. We decompose the
position-dependent source for O into normalizable eigenfunctions Uk(u) of the scalar Lapla-
cian on hyperbolic space with eigenvalues k(k + 2 − d). At large u these eigenfunctions
behave as e−ku. That is,

ϕ(1) =
∑

k

Rk(r)Uk(u) , (4.15)

where the sum runs over those k appearing in the decomposition of the source (4.11). The
radial functions Rk(r) then decouple by symmetry and satisfy a radial equation. The lowest
value of k dominates the behavior of ϕ at large u near the boundary of hyperbolic space
and is given by k = d−∆. For that value the radial equation can be simply solved to give
Rd−∆(r) ∝ λr∆−d, and it encodes the large-u expectation value of Õ, ⟨Õ⟩ ∝ λe(∆−d)u. Going
back to flat space we have ⟨O⟩ ∝ λ(R− r)−2(∆− d

2).

Now this scalar profile generates a stress tensor which in turn backreacts to create a
metric fluctuation h(2)µν , which we can gauge-fix to be of the form

h(2)µν dx
µdxν = h(2)ττ (u, r)dτ

2 + h(2)uu (u, r)du
2 + h(2)(u, r) sinh2(u)dΩ2

d−2 . (4.16)

It is in general quite complicated to solve these linearized Einstein’s equations in the presence
of this source. For the moment let us dial δβ(u) = 0. As in solving the Klein-Gordon
equation, it is convenient to exploit the symmetries of hyperbolic space. One can expand
the metric fluctuations and stress tensor into a basis of appropriate eigenfunctions. For
example the ττ components are scalars from the point of view of hyperbolic space and can be
expanded into a basis of eigenfunctions of the scalar Laplacian, while the other components
can be expanded in a basis of tensor eigenfunctions. The smallest eigenvalue appearing
in ϕ(1) fixes the smallest eigenvalues appearing in the stress tensor T (2). In particular,
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the large-u behavior of the ττ and uu components of the stress tensor is ∼ λ2e2(∆−d)u,
while the large-u behavior of the angular components is ∼ λ2e2(∆−d+1)u. These source the
metric fluctuations (h

(2)
ττ , h

(2)
uu , h(2)) to have the form ∼ λ2e2(∆−d)u. These in turn, generate a

boundary stress tensor ⟨T̃µν⟩ whose ττ and uu components scale as ∼ λ2e2(∆−d)u, and whose
angular components scale as ∼ λ2e2(∆−d+1)u. Mapping back to flat space we see that this
state has an energy density

⟨Ttt⟩ ∼ λ2(R− r)2(
d
2
−∆) . (4.17)

There are corrections that, at large u, are suppressed relative to this leading contribution
by e−2nu ∼ (R − r)2n for n = 1, 2, . . .. This energy density remains finite for dimensions in
the range ∆ ∈

(
d−2
2
, d
2

)
, diverging for ∆ > d

2
. However these states have finite energy in the

larger range ∆ ∈
(
d−2
2
, d+2

2

)
.

This is almost, but not quite what we wanted. On the one hand we have good KMS states
for sufficiently relevant deformations, but on the other these states have diverging energy for
large enough conformal dimension ∆ > d+2

2
. This is where the freedom to tune the vector

field in Hξ becomes useful. Let us now turn on a perturbation δβ ∼ λ2e2(∆−d)u. (Really
we mean λ2 times the normalizable hyperbolic harmonic with k = 2(d −∆).) By the same
arguments above, this gives another contribution to the energy density ⟨T̃ττ ⟩ ∼ λ2e2(∆−d)u.
By tuning the strength of this perturbation in δβ we can eliminate the contribution above,
so that now the asymptotic growth of the flat space energy density is given by the first
correction to (4.17), going as ⟨Ttt⟩ ∼ λ2(R−r)2( d+2

2
−∆). After this tuning the energy density

is finite in the range ∆ ∈
(
d−2
2
, d+2

2

)
, and the energy is finite in the range ∆ ∈

(
d−2
2
, d+4

2

)
.

We can keep going and tune the coefficient of a perturbation δβ ∼ λ2e2(∆−d−1)u to further
extend the range in which the energy is finite.

Taking stock, we see that, provided our region is the causal development of a ball at t = 0
in flat space, we can construct a KMS state to quadratic order in conformal perturbation
theory for a relevant coupling. We map this state to a generalized thermal state in hyperbolic
space, implying that equal-time correlation functions on the t = 0 slice obey the KMS
condition. And, with some tuning of the vector field ξ near the entangling surface, we can
arrange for the state to have finite energy.

5 Crossed product algebra

We now have all the ingredients needed to construct the type II von Neumann algebra
associated with the subregion S, utilizing the assumptions A1-A4 described in section 2.1.
The point of these four assumptions is to reduce the construction of the subregion algebra to
the same sequence of steps as were employed by CLPW in their construction of the algebra for
the de Sitter static patch [90]. Assumption A1 asserting the existence of the type III1 algebras
AQFT and A′

QFT is no different from the analogous statement employed by CLPW, and has
been justified by a number of recent works on large N limits in holography [74, 75, 81–83].
Assumption A2 asserting the existence of an observer and an associated type I∞ algebra is
also directly analogous to the assumption made by CLPW. Additional evidence in favor of
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this assumption will be described in section 5.5 when we consider asymptotic dressing, but
for the moment we will simply take it as a postulate and see that it produces sensible results
for the subregion entropy.

Assumptions A3 and A4 are novel ideas employed in the present work, and both are
necessary to lift the boost symmetry requirement in the CLPW construction. Sections 3
and 4 have been devoted to justifying these assumptions, and together they imply that
a constraint must be imposed to obtain the gravitational subregion algebra, and that the
matter and graviton contribution to this constraint generates a modular flow on AQFT and
A′

QFT.

Once these assumptions have been made, the type II algebra for the subregion follows
directly from the CLPW construction [90]. We will repeat the analysis below, emphasizing
two improvements we make to the original work. First, we provide an exact computation
of the modular operators and density matrices for a natural set of states on the type II
algebra without assuming any semiclassical conditions on the observer’s wavefunction. The
semiclassical conditions are only employed in the computation of the entropy from the density
matrix, where they can be interpreted as the statement that the observer is weakly entangled
with the quantum fields. This ensures that the observer and matter contributions to the
total entropy of the state takes the form of a simple sum Sobs +SQFT. Second, we show that
the resulting expression for the entropy can be directly converted to a generalized entropy
by employing the integrated first law of local subregions, equation (3.11), assuming the
local gravitational constraints are satisfied. The applicability of this local constraint is the
content of assumption A5 of section 2.1. Applying this first law avoids having to consider
the dynamics of the subregion horizon as was done in [90, 91], and allows the entropy to be
expressed in terms of instantaneous quantities on the subregion Cauchy surface Σ.

The analysis in this section will be done for a bounded subregion within a spacetime
with an asymptotic boundary, so that S is bounded and S ′ is unbounded. The other cases
described in section 3.1 can be handled analogously. The distinction between bounded and
unbounded only appears in deriving the consequences of assumption A6, which demands
that the observer degree of freedom have energy that is bounded below. For a bounded
subregion, this results in an algebra of type II1, while for an unbounded subregion it yields
a type II∞ algebra. The implications of these different algebra types for the bounded and
unbounded cases are explored in sections 5.4 and 5.5.

Throughout this section, we extensively employ results from modular theory for von
Neumann algebras. We encourage the reader to refer to appendix C for a brief overview of
this topic and an explanation of the notation employed for the various modular operators
appearing in this section. For more general background on von Neumann algebras and
crossed products, see appendix B.

5.1 Crossed product from constraints

As outlined in section 2, the starting point is the type III1 algebra AQFT describing the
quantum field theory degrees of freedom of matter fields and gravitons in the bounded
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subregion S. These operators act on a Hilbert space HQFT, and, assuming Haag duality, the
commutant algebra A′

QFT acting on this Hilbert space describes the quantum field theory
degrees of freedom in the causal complement S ′, which is assumed to include asymptotic
boundaries. In addition, the auxiliary observer degree of freedom acts on a Hilbert space
Hobs = L2(R), and its algebra is taken to be the algebra of all bounded operators on this
Hilbert space Aobs = B(Hobs). Hence, the total Hilbert space for the subregion algebra
and its commutant is HS = HQFT ⊗ Hobs, and the kinematical algebra before imposing
the gravitational constraint is AQFT ⊗ Aobs. In particular, Aobs is assumed to commute
with AQFT; it is only after imposing the constraint that these degrees of freedom become
noncommuting.

The gravitational constraint to impose is given by (3.8), which we reproduce here,

C[ξ] = Hg
ξ +Hobs +HADM. (5.1)

Hg
ξ is an operator acting on HQFT that generates the action of the boost vector ξa on the

algebras AQFT, A′
QFT infinitesimally near the subregion Cauchy surface Σ. The observer

Hamiltonian acts on a single-particle Hilbert space Hobs, and hence the simplest choice for
this Hamiltonian isHobs = q̂. The final component of the constraint is the ADM Hamiltonian.
Since HADM is assumed to commute with the kinematical algebras AQFT, A′

QFT, and Aobs,
it should be represented as an operator acting on a separate Hilbert space HADM, which
is tensored with HS . This is directly analogous to the setup considered by CLPW when
including an observer in the complementary patch of de Sitter [90, section 4.2], which was
argued to be necessary when imposing the constraint at the level of the Hilbert space. The
result of the CLPW analysis is that the constrained Hilbert space can be mapped to the
subregion Hilbert space HS , and the algebra of operators commuting with C[ξ] can be taken
to act on HS .

Since HADM commutes with AQFT and Aobs, its presence in the constraint C[ξ] does not
affect the construction of the subregion algebra when representing it on HS . Hence, in terms
of operators acting on HS , the subregion algebra can be characterized as the algebra AC of
operators that commute with C = Hg

ξ +Hobs = Hg
ξ + q̂, as well as with A′

QFT. The simplest
such operator is q̂ = Hobs. The remaining operators are constructed as dressed versions of
the operators in AQFT. Defining the momentum operator p̂ = −i d

dq
, it is straightforward to

see that C commutes with operators of the form eip̂H
g
ξ ae−ip̂H

g
ξ with a ∈ AQFT. As explained

in appendix B, these operators generate the full algebra AC, in that we have

AC = {eip̂Hg
ξ ae−ip̂H

g
ξ , eiq̂t|a ∈ AQFT, t ∈ R}′′, (5.2)

where we recall that ′′ denotes taking the double commutant of the operators appearing in
this set. Note that this algebra contains arbitrary bounded functions of q̂, although since q̂
itself is unbounded, it is only an operator affiliated with AC.13 Appendix B also explains that
this algebra is identified as the crossed product of AQFT by the flow generated by Hg

ξ . Since

13An unbounded operator is said to be affiliated with the algebra AC if every bounded function of that
operator is in AC , equivalently, if it commutes with every operator in (AC)′. See for example [127, remark
5.3.10]. For brevity, we will occasionally say an unbounded operator affiliated with AC is in AC .
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AC was realized as a commutant of the set of operators {C,A′
QFT}, these operators generate

the commutant algebra (AC)′. Hence the commutant algebra is immediately identified as

(AC)′ = {b′, ei(Hg
ξ+q̂)s|b′ ∈ A′

QFT, s ∈ R}′′. (5.3)

Here we note that C = Hg
ξ + q̂ is an operator affiliated with (AC)′. This operator should be

identified with −HADM in order to realize the full constraint (5.1) as the trivial operator 0
when acting on HS . This identification is derived in [90] (with −HADM replaced with H ′

obs,
the observer Hamiltonian in the complementary patch of de Sitter space) through a proper
treatment of the constraint in terms of a simple BRST complex.

We now apply assumption A4 to identify the flow generated by Hg
ξ with the modular

flow of some state |Ψ⟩ ∈ HQFT. This implies that the modular Hamiltonian for |Ψ⟩ is given
by

hΨ = βHg
ξ , β =

2π

κ
. (5.4)

The inverse temperature β is determined in this relation by matching to the Unruh tempera-
ture upon zooming in close to the entangling surface [101], where the flow approaches a local
Rindler boost. Since this then implies that AC is the crossed product of a type III1 algebra
by its modular automorphism group, we conclude that it is a type II∞ von Neumann factor,
as explained in appendix B and [84,128].

5.2 Modular operators and density matrices

One of the most useful features of a type II∞ algebra is that any modular operator factorizes
into a product of an operator affiliated with the algebra and an operator affiliated with the
commutant. This coincides with the fact that modular flow is an inner automorphism for
type II algebras, and hence is generated by an element in the algebra (see e.g. [1, chapter
V.2.4]). This is in stark contrast with type III1 algebras, where modular flow is an outer
automorphism, and, as discussed in section 4, any attempt to split a modular Hamiltonian
into an element of the algebra and an element of the commutant leads to UV divergences.

The factorization of the modular operator gives rise to two interconnected properties of
the von Neumann algebra: the existence of a trace and the existence of density matrices.
These properties are discussed in detail in [84]; here, we briefly review how they arise.
Consider a cyclic-separating state |Φ̂⟩ ∈ HS whose modular operator ∆Φ̂ for AC factorizes
according to

∆Φ̂ = ρΦ̂(ρ
′
Φ̂
)−1, (5.5)

with ρΦ̂ ∈ AC and ρ′
Φ̂
∈ (AC)′. The operator ρΦ̂ can be used to construct a trace on the

algebra, given by
T̂r(â) = ⟨Φ̂| ρ−1

Φ̂
â |Φ̂⟩, (5.6)

for which the cyclicity property T̂r(â b̂) = T̂r(b̂ â) follows straightforwardly from standard
identities for the modular operator. This definition of the trace also immediately implies that
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ρΦ̂ functions as a density matrix, since it is a Hermitian, positive operator in AC satisfying

T̂r(ρΦ̂â) = ⟨Φ̂| â |Φ̂⟩, T̂r(ρΦ̂) = 1. (5.7)

A subtlety associated with the above definitions of ρΦ̂ and T̂r is that the factorization
property (5.5) defines the density matrices only up to rescaling ρΦ̂ → λρΦ̂, ρ′

Φ̂
→ λρ′

Φ̂
, where

λ is an element of the center of the von Neumann algebra. Since AC is a factor, this coincides
with a constant rescaling ambiguity for ρΦ̂, and an associated rescaling ambiguity for the trace
defined by (5.6). Importantly, the rescaling ambiguity is state-dependent, since the density
matrices ρΦ̂ for different states |Φ̂⟩ can be rescaled independently. Since this would lead to a
state-dependent additive ambiguity in the entropy S(ρΦ̂) = ⟨Φ̂|−log ρΦ̂|Φ̂⟩, it is important to
resolve. An easy way to fix the relative normalization of density matrices for different states
is to use the fact, reviewed in appendix B, that the trace defined by equation (5.6) for any
state |Φ̂⟩ is faithful, normal, and semifinite, and that any two traces with these properties
are related by a constant factor. So to resolve the state-dependent normalization ambiguity
in ρΦ̂ into a single state-independent ambiguity, we simply choose the normalization of ρΦ̂
so that equation (5.6) is independent of |Φ̂⟩. In practice, a straightforward way of doing this
is to choose a fixed operator ê ∈ AC with finite trace, and normalize the density matrices ρΦ̂
so that the trace of ê, as defined by (5.6), is unity:

T̂r(̂e) = ⟨Φ̂| ρ−1

Φ̂
ê |Φ̂⟩ = 1. (5.8)

This allows density matrices for different states to be compared in a meaningful way by
reducing the normalization ambiguity to a single choice, which is the normalization of ê.
Equivalently, one can fix a choice of trace T̂r, then normalize all the density matrices ρΦ̂ to
satisfy T̂r(ρΦ̂).

To demonstrate the factorization of the modular operator for the algebra AC explicitly,
we consider a class of classical-quantum states |Φ̂⟩ ∈ HS , defined as tensor product states of
the form

|Φ̂⟩ = |Φ, f⟩ ≡ |Φ⟩ ⊗ f(q) (5.9)

where |Φ⟩ is a state in HQFT and f(q) is a normalized wavefunction for a state in Hobs =
L2(R). The modular operator ∆Φ̂ for this state is determined by the relation

⟨Φ̂| â b̂ |Φ̂⟩ = ⟨Φ̂| b̂∆Φ̂ â |Φ̂⟩ (5.10)

for any two operators â, b̂ ∈ AC. We can determine ∆Φ̂ by solving this relation on an

additive basis of algebra elements of the form â = eip̂
hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β eiuq̂, b̂ = eip̂

hΨ
β be−ip̂

hΨ
β eivq̂.

The calculation is somewhat involved, so the details are presented in appendix E. A technical
tool that facilitates the computation is to assume that the state |Φ⟩ for the quantum field
degrees of freedom is canonically purified with respect to the KMS state |Ψ⟩. This implies
that it is fixed by the modular conjugation operation JΨ|Φ⟩ = |Φ⟩, and furthermore that
∆

1
2

Φ|Ψ|Ψ⟩ = |Φ⟩, where ∆Φ|Ψ is the relative modular operator of the states |Φ⟩, |Ψ⟩ for the
algebra AQFT. However, the assumption of canonical purification is not strictly necessary,
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and we present expressions for general states |Φ⟩ at the end of this subsection. See appendix
C for additional details on modular theory and canonical purifications.

With the assumption that |Φ⟩ is canonically purified, the factors of the modular operator
∆Φ̂ are given by

ρΦ̂ =
1

β
eip̂

hΨ
β f

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
e

βq̂
2 ∆Φ|Ψe

βq̂
2 f ∗

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
e−ip̂

hΨ
β (5.11)

ρ′
Φ̂
=

1

β
∆

− 1
2

Ψ|Φe
βq̂
2

∣∣∣f
(
q̂ +

hΨ
β

)∣∣∣
2

e
βq̂
2 ∆

− 1
2

Ψ|Φ. (5.12)

To see that ρΦ̂ is in AC, we move the factors of eip̂
hΨ
β inward in the expression (5.11) using

the relation eip̂
hΨ
β g(q̂)e−ip̂

hΨ
β = g(q̂ + hΨ

β
), allowing ρΦ̂ to equivalently be expressed as

ρΦ̂ =
1

β
f(q̂)e

βq̂
2 eip̂

hΨ
β ∆

− 1
2

Ψ ∆Φ|Ψ∆
− 1

2
Ψ e−ip̂

hΨ
β e

βq̂
2 f ∗(q̂), (5.13)

where ∆Ψ = e−hΨ is the modular operator for the KMS state |Ψ⟩. Although neither ∆Ψ nor
∆Φ|Ψ is an element of AQFT, the product ∆− 1

2
Ψ ∆Φ|Ψ∆

− 1
2

Ψ is in AQFT. This can be checked by
formally expressing the modular operators in terms of factorized density matrices ∆Φ|Ψ =
ρΦ ⊗ (ρ′Ψ)

−1, ∆Ψ = ρΨ ⊗ (ρ′Ψ)
−1, with a more rigorous argument given in the discussion

surrounding equation (C.36) of appendix C. Hence, the expression (5.13) is explicitly a
product of elements of AC. Similarly, we can express ρ′

Φ̂
as

ρ′
Φ̂
=

1

β
∆

− 1
2

Ψ|Φ∆
1
2
Ψe

βq̂+hΨ

∣∣∣f
(
q̂ +

hΨ
β

)∣∣∣
2

∆
1
2
Ψ∆

− 1
2

Ψ|Φ. (5.14)

Again applying the density matrix expression for the modular operators or the arguments
leading to equation (C.36), one sees that ∆

− 1
2

Ψ|Φ∆
1
2
Ψ and ∆

1
2
Ψ∆

− 1
2

Ψ|Φ are in A′
QFT. Thus, (5.14)

expresses ρ′
Φ̂

manifestly as a product of elements of (AC)′.

The normalization ambiguity in both ρΦ̂ and its associated trace T̂r defined by (5.6)
can be resolved by requiring T̂r(Πo) = 1, where Πo = Θ(q̂), with Θ the Heaviside step
function. This choice will prove convenient later in section 5.4 when projecting to the type
II1 subalgebra associated with positive observer energy. The calculation of T̂r(Πo) directly
from (5.6) is messy, but because any (faithful, semifinite, normal) trace is equivalent up to
rescaling, we can instead use the definition of the trace defined in appendix B, given by

T̂r(â) = 2πβ⟨Ψ|⟨0|pe−
βq̂
2 â e−

βq̂
2 |0⟩p|Ψ⟩, (5.15)

where |0⟩p is the zero momentum eigenstate. It is straightforward to check that this trace is
normalized to satisfy T̂r(Πo) = 1. It will therefore define the same trace as (5.6) as long as
T̂r(ρΦ̂) = 1. Using the identity hΨ|Ψ⟩ = 0, one verifies that

T̂r(ρΦ̂) = 2π⟨Ψ|⟨0|pf(q̂)∆Φ|Ψf
∗(q̂)|0⟩p|Ψ⟩ =

∫
dy|f(y)|2⟨Ψ|∆Φ|Ψ|Ψ⟩ = ⟨Φ|Φ⟩ = 1. (5.16)
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Hence, the constant prefactors in (5.11) and (5.12) have been chosen consistently to yield
density matrices that are normalized in a state-independent way.

Finally, the density matrices for the most general classical quantum state |Φ̂⟩ = |Φ, f⟩
where |Φ⟩ is not assumed to be canonically purified can be obtained from (5.11) and (5.12)
from the observation that any such state can always be expressed as |Φ⟩ = u′|Φc⟩, where |Φc⟩
is a canonically purified, and u′ is a unitary in A′

QFT [129]. Since u′ ∈ (AC)′, we see that |Φ̂⟩
is obtained from a canonically purified classical-quantum state |Φ̂c⟩ = |Φc, f⟩ by the action
of a unitary from the commutant algebra (AC)′. The modular operators for the two states
are then related by a simple conjugation,

∆Φ̂ = u′∆Φ̂c
(u′)† (5.17)

implying the relation for the density matrices

ρΦ̂ = ρΦ̂c
, ρ′

Φ̂
= u′ρ′

Φ̂c
(u′)†. (5.18)

The unitary u′ is given explicitly in terms of modular conjugations (see appendix C),

u′ = JΦ|ΨJΨ. (5.19)

In addition, note that the relative modular operators are related to the canonically purified
versions according to

∆Φ|Ψ = ∆Φc|Ψ, ∆Ψ|Φ = u′∆Ψ|Φc(u
′)†. (5.20)

Because of this, the density matrix on the algebra AC is unchanged, and the assumption that
|Φ⟩ is canonically purified has no effect on computations related to AC, such as expectation
values of operators, entropies, or other quantum information quantities constructed from the
density matrix.

For the commutant algebra (AC)′, the full expression for the density matrix when |Φ⟩ is
not a canonical purification follows from (5.12), (5.18), and (5.20), which lead to

ρ′
Φ̂
=

1

β
∆

− 1
2

Ψ|ΦJΦ|ΨJΨe
βq̂
2

∣∣∣f
(
q̂ +

hΨ
β

)∣∣∣
2

e
βq̂
2 JΨJΨ|Φ∆

− 1
2

Ψ|Φ. (5.21)

The factors of JΦ|ΨJΨ and JΨJΨ|Φ can have an effect on the entropy computation, but we
will argue in section 5.5 that these terms drop when imposing a semiclassical assumption on
the observer wavefunction f .

5.3 Generalized entropy

Having obtained the density matrix (5.11) for the classical-quantum state |Φ̂⟩, the next task
is to compute the entropy for this state and relate it to the generalized entropy for the sub-
region S. This involves computing the logarithm of ρΦ̂, which is a nontrivial task since ∆Φ|Ψ
does not commute with the other operators f(q̂ − hΨ

β
), f ∗(q̂ − hΨ

β
) appearing in the expres-

sion for the density matrix. However, following [90,91], we can simplify this computation by
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making a semiclassical assumption on the observer wavefunction f(q) by requiring that it
be slowly varying, so that commutators of the form [∆Φ|Ψ, f(q̂ − hΨ

β
)] are suppressed, being

proportional to the derivative of f(q). This assumption amounts to requiring that the ob-
server is not strongly entangled with the quantum field degrees of freedom. To see this, note
that although the classical-quantum state |Φ⟩ ⊗ f(q) naively looks unentangled, the quan-
tum field operators that act on this state involve a conjugation by eip̂

hΨ
β , as seen in equation

(5.2). This conjugation generates entanglement between the observer degree of freedom and
the quantum field algebra whenever |Φ⟩ has nonzero modular energy. Since the operator
hΨ ⊗ p̂ appears in the conjugation, a state is only unentangled if it is a zero eigenfunction
of either p̂ or hΨ. Zero eigenfunctions of p̂ are not normalizable, so any normalizable state
in HS either involves entanglement between the quantum field operators and the observer
degree of freedom, or has zero modular energy. For example, any state of the form |Ψ⟩⊗ |f⟩
has zero modular energy due to the condition hΨ |Ψ⟩ = 0. For states with nonzero modular
energy, the point of the semiclassical assumption is to reduce the entanglement as much as
possible in order to be able to treat the observer and the quantum fields independently in
their contributions to the entropy of the state.

Having made this restriction on f(q), we can compute log ρΦ̂ by retaining only the leading
terms in the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff expansion of the logarithm. Noting that the factors
of e±ip̂

hΨ
β in (5.11) can be moved outside the logarithm, and recalling that the relative

modular Hamiltonian is defined by hΦ|Ψ = − log∆Φ|Ψ, we obtain

− log ρΦ̂ = eip̂
hΨ
β

(
hΦ|Ψ − βq̂ − log

∣∣∣f
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)∣∣∣
2

+ log β

)
e−ip̂

hΨ
β (5.22)

= eip̂
hΨ
β (hΦ − hΨ|Φ + hΨ)e

−ip̂hΨ
β − hΨ − βq̂ − log |f(q̂)|2 + log β (5.23)

= eip̂
hΨ|Φ

β hΦe
−ip̂

hΨ|Φ
β − hΨ|Φ − βq̂ − log |f(q̂)|2 + log β (5.24)

Arriving at the second line requires the modular Hamiltonian identity hΦ|Ψ−hΨ = hΦ−hΨ|Φ,
which follows from the two equivalent definitions of the Connes cocycle uΦ|Ψ(s) (see appendix
C). The third line uses the fact that hΦ − hΨ|Φ is an operator affiliated with AQFT, being
proportional to the derivative of uΦ|Ψ(s) at s = 0, and the fact that the flow generated by
hΨ agrees with the flow generated by hΨ|Φ on elements of AQFT.

The entropy is then defined by the expectation value

S(ρΦ̂) = ⟨Φ̂| − log ρΦ̂|Φ̂⟩ = −T̂r
(
ρΦ̂ log ρΦ̂

)
. (5.25)

When evaluating this, the only complicated term in (5.24) is the first one, due to the con-

jugation by eip̂
hΨ|Φ

β . However, when this operator acts on the state |Φ, f⟩, it has a negligible
effect due to the assumption that f(q) is slowly varying, which equivalently means its Fourier
transform is sharply peaked around zero momentum. Hence, this assumption implies the
approximation

⟨Φ, f |eip̂
hΨ|Φ

β hΦe
ip̂

hΨ|Φ
β |Φ, f⟩ ≈ ⟨Φ|hΦ|Φ⟩. (5.26)

Of course, this expression is actually zero since hΦ|Φ⟩ = 0, but keeping it in the expression of
the entropy makes it clear that only operators in the subregion algebra AC appear. Note that
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because eip̂
hΨ
β produces a small change in the state |Φ, f⟩ under the semiclassical assumption,

it is tempting to instead use equation (5.22) directly when evaluating the entropy, and simply
drop the factors of eip̂

hΨ
β when taking the expectation value in (5.25). The issue with this, as

explained in [91, section 3.2], is that the operator q̂ has large fluctuations when f is slowly
varying, so that a small change in the state can produce a order 1 change in the expectation
value of q̂. This argument does not apply to the expectation value of hΦ, which is why it is
justified to drop the twirling factors in (5.26), but not when taking an expectation value of
q̂.

The expectation values to evaluate in the computation of the entropy are therefore given
by

⟨Φ̂|hΦ − hΨ|Φ|Φ̂⟩ = ⟨Φ|hΦ − hΨ|Φ|Φ⟩ = −Srel(Φ||Ψ) (5.27)

⟨Φ̂| − βq̂|Φ̂⟩ = −
∫ ∞

−∞
dq|f(q)|2βq = −β⟨Hobs⟩f (5.28)

⟨Φ̂| − log |f(q̂)|2|Φ̂⟩ = −
∫ ∞

−∞
dq|f(q)|2 log |f(q)|2 = Sfobs (5.29)

where (5.27) employs Araki’s expression for the relative entropy, Srel(Φ||Ψ) = ⟨Φ|hΨ|Φ|Φ⟩ =
⟨Φ|hΨ|Φ−hΦ|Φ⟩ [130]. This results in the following expression for the entropy of the classical-
quantum state |Φ̂⟩,

S(ρΦ̂) = −Srel(Φ||Ψ)− β⟨Hobs⟩f + Sfobs + log β. (5.30)

Since both |Φ⟩ and |Ψ⟩ are cyclic and separating, the relative entropy in this expression is
finite, and hence we find that the entropy S(ρΦ̂) computed in the type II algebra is finite.

The expression (5.30) agrees with the analogous result in [91] for the AdS black hole,
equation (3.7), upon identifying our Hobs with −hR in their equation. This is the expected
identification when working with an asymptotic boundary instead of a local subregion, as
discussed in section 3.1. (5.30) differs from the expression given by CLPW, equation (3.18)
in [90], by a term involving ⟨Φ|hΨ|Φ⟩. We believe this occurs due to an inaccuracy in
[90] in computing the density matrix for the state under consideration, as explained in
appendix E. However, we note that this term does not seem to contribute significantly to the
final expression for the entropy as a generalized entropy, possibly due to the semiclassical
assumptions for the observer wavefunction.

Having obtained the expression (5.30) for the entropy of the state |Φ̂⟩, we next would like
to demonstrate that it agrees with the generalized entropy for the subregion up to a state-
independent constant. This involves rewriting the relative entropy in terms of the entropy of
the quantum fields restricted to the subregion S. This will obviously introduce UV divergent
quantities into the expression for S(ρΦ̂), but given that the starting expression is UV finite,
such divergent quantities will always appear in combinations in which the divergences cancel.
We start by introducing the one-sided density matrices ρΦ and ρΨ for the quantum field
degrees of freedom in the states |Φ⟩ and |Ψ⟩. Using the identities hΦ = − log ρΦ + log ρ′Φ
and hΨ|Φ = − log ρΨ + log ρ′Φ, the relative entropy defined by (5.27) can be converted to the
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standard expression14

Srel(Φ||Ψ) = Tr (ρΦ log ρΦ − ρΦ log ρΨ) = −SQFT
Φ − ⟨log ρΨ⟩Φ. (5.31)

Since |Ψ⟩ is a KMS state for the flow generated by the Hamiltonian Hg
ξ , the one-sided

density matrix for this state will be thermal with respected to the one-sided Hamiltonian
HΣ
ξ , introduced in equation (4.1). Hence it may be expressed as

ρΨ =
e−βH

Σ
ξ

Zξ
, (5.32)

where Zξ is a normalization factor. This then allows the relative entropy to be expressed as
a difference in free energy,

Srel(Φ||Ψ) = β⟨HΣ
ξ ⟩Φ − SQFT

Φ + logZξ (5.33)

where
logZξ = −β⟨HΣ

ξ ⟩Ψ + SQFT
Ψ . (5.34)

The final step is to employ the integrated first law of local subregions, obtained from
(3.11) after assuming that the gravitational constraints Cξ = 0 hold locally on the Cauchy
slice for the subregion. In the quantum theory, the vanishing of the constraints holds as an
operator equation, and hence we should view the area and Hamiltonians appearing in (3.11)
as operators as well. Taking the expectation value of this equation in the state |Φ̂⟩ implies

β⟨HΣ
ξ ⟩Φ + β⟨Hobs⟩f = −

〈
A

4GN

〉

Φ̂

. (5.35)

Combining this equation with (5.33) and (5.30) results in the generalized entropy,

S(ρΦ̂) =

〈
A

4GN

〉

Φ̂

+ SQFT
Φ + Sobs

f + c, (5.36)

where the state-independent constant c is given by

c = log β − logZξ. (5.37)

Since the constant term involves log β, which appeared as a normalization constant ensuring
T̂rρΦ̂ = 1, we see that the entropy is sensitive to the normalization of the trace T̂r. When
working with a type II∞ algebra, there is not any preferred normalization, so this additive
ambiguity is unavoidable. However, when working with the projected type II1 algebra in
section 5.4, there is a preferred normalization defined by imposing that T̂r1 = 1 (this condi-
tion is not possible on a type II∞ algebra since in that case the identity has infinite trace; see
appendix B). We will use this preferred normalization to interpret the constant terms in the

14Retaining hΦ in this expression guarantees that only ρΦ density matrices appear, as opposed to ρ′Φ.
However, since 0 = ⟨Φ|hΦ|Φ⟩ = S(ρΦ)− S(ρ′Φ), it is equivalent to work with just ⟨Φ|hΨ|Φ|Φ⟩.
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entropy in section 5.4. We therefore see that the entropy in the type II gravitational algebra
agrees with the semiclassical generalized entropy Sgen(Φ̂), up to an additive ambiguity.

Note that although the area term in (5.36) appears to be order κ−2, the constant term
c compensates the divergent piece so that S(ρΦ̂) is finite. This relies on the area A having
no contribution at order κ, which is the convention employed when fixing the subregion, as
discussed in section 3.3. There we noted that one could allow A to be nonzero at order κ by
allowing Hobs to have energies at order κ−1. This produces an order κ−1 contribution to the
entropy, as is also apparent in the expression for S(ρΦ̂) in (5.30). Although such divergent
observer energies complicate the crossed product construction of the algebra, it is interesting
that the final entropy formula seems to allow for such formally large contributions.

The derivation of the generalized entropy presented here has the advantage over the
analogous one in [90, 91] of only using fields and states defined on the subregion Cauchy
surface. This is enabled by assumption A5, and again ties the finiteness of the generalized
entropy (or, rather, generalized entropy differences) to the imposition of the local gravita-
tional constraints. It also avoids having to consider dynamics of the Cauchy horizon for the
subregion, as was done in [90, 91], which likely would be more complicated in the present
context where the subregion has no time-translation symmetry. Note the connection between
relative entropy and generalized entropy employed here has appeared previously in studies of
semiclassical entropy for Killing horizons. It was an important observation in Casini’s proof
of the Bekenstein bound [131], and also features in Wall’s proof of the generalized second
law [104].

5.4 Type II1 algebra for bounded subregions

Up to this point, we have employed assumptions A1-A5, which are sufficient to obtain the
local gravitational algebra as a crossed product and to relate the entropy of a set of states
on this algebra to the generalized entropy. It remains to explore the consequences of as-
sumption A6, which requires the energy of the observer be bounded below. This assumption
is implemented in the same way as in the CLPW construction [90], and our discussion and
results are closely related to theirs.

The energy condition on the observer is imposed by way of a projection to states of
positive observer energy.15 This projection is given by Πo = Θ(Hobs) = Θ(q̂), where Θ is
the Heaviside step function. Since Πo is a bounded function of q̂, it is an element of AC,
and hence acting with it on AC results in a subalgebra Ã. This subalgebra consists of all
operators of the form Πo âΠo, which we denote by

Ã = ΠoACΠo. (5.38)

This algebra acts on the projected Hilbert space H̃ = ΠoHS = HQFT ⊗ L2(R+).16

15For simplicity, we choose the lower bound of the observer energy to be zero, although any finite lower
bound will result in the same overall type of the projected von Neumann algebra. There may nevertheless
be interesting situations where the lower bound is different from zero.

16A possible concern one might have is that after projecting, the operator p̂ fails to be self-adjoint when
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In order to determine the type of the algebra Ã, we need to evaluate the trace of the
projection Πo. In section 5.2, we alluded to the fact that the trace on AC was chosen to
assign T̂r Πo = 1, which we can verify directly using the definition of the trace given in (5.15),

T̂r Πo = 2πβ⟨Ψ|⟨0|pe−βq̂Θ(q̂)|0⟩p|Ψ⟩ = β

∫ ∞

0

dye−βy = 1. (5.39)

The trace T̂r descends to a trace on the projected algebra Ã, and, since Πo acts as the
identity in Ã, we see that in this algebra, the trace of the identity is 1. As explained in
appendix B, this implies that Ã is a type II1 von Neumann algebra, in direct analogy with
the algebra of the static patch of de Sitter [90].

A crucial feature of type II1 algebras is that they possess a maximal entropy state, whose
density matrix is given by the identity 1. The purification of this state in H̃ can be taken
to be

|Ψ̂max⟩ = |Ψ,
√
βe−

βq
2 Θ(q)⟩, (5.40)

so we see that the KMS state |Ψ⟩ for the quantum fields along with the Boltzmann distri-
bution for the observer determines the maximal entropy state for Ã. Using this expression
for the maximal entropy state, we can interpret the constant c that appears in the entropy
formula (5.36). First, applying the integrated first law to the expression for the partition
function (5.34), we have

logZξ =

〈
A

4GN

〉

Ψmax

+ SQFT
Ψ + β⟨Hobs⟩fmax , (5.41)

where we have defined the observer wavefunction fmax(q) =
√
βe

−βq
2 Θ(q). We also have that

the observer entropy in the Boltzmann state is given by

Sobs
fmax

= −
∫ ∞

0

dq|fmax(q)|2 log |fmax(q)|2 = −
∫ ∞

0

dqβe−βq(log β − βq)

= − log β + β⟨Hobs⟩fmax . (5.42)

The constant term that appears in the entropy formula (5.36) is then given by

c = log β − logZξ = −
〈

A

4GN

〉

Ψmax

− SQFT
Ψ − Sobs

fmax
= −Sgen(Ψmax), (5.43)

and hence the entropy formula for states on the type II1 algebra reduces to a difference in
generalized entropy from the maximal entropy state,

S(ρΦ̂) = Sgen(Φ̂)− Sgen(Ψmax). (5.44)

acting on H̃. Although true, this does not cause any problems when defining the projected algebra, since p̂

itself is not in AC . Even though AC involves operators that are twirled by factors of eip̂
hΨ
β , the projection

Πo is Hermitian, and so any operator that was Hermitian in AC will project to a Hermitian operator in Ã.
Hermitian operators that are fixed by the projection (i.e. are already elements of Ã ⊂ AC) therefore will
remain Hermitian when acting on H̃.
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Finally, we can derive another convenient expression for the entropy by noting that the
relative entropy of the observer wavefunction with respect to the maximal entropy state is
given by

Srel(f ||fmax) =

∫
dq|f(q)|2(log |f(q)|2 − log |fmax(q)|2) = β⟨Hobs⟩f − Sobs

f − log β. (5.45)

Plugging this into equation (5.30), we find that the entropy on the algebra is given in terms
of a sum of relative entropies,

S(ρΦ̂) = −Srel(Φ||Ψ)− Srel(f ||fmax). (5.46)

Since relative entropies are positive, this expression makes manifest that S(ρΦ̂) is always
negative, as one expects from the interpretation provided by (5.44) as an entropy difference
from the maximal entropy state. The connection between relative entropy and entropy of a
type II1 algebra has recently been explored in [88].

Intriguingly, the existence of a maximal entropy state connects to Jacobson’s entangle-
ment equilibrium conjecture [52]. This conjecture was formulated for small causal diamonds
in maximally symmetric background geometries, and it was shown that Einstein’s equation
can be derived from the assumption that the vacuum state of a CFT coupled to gravity has
maximal generalized entropy when restricted to the diamond. Here, we have confirmed the
existence of a maximal entropy state for a generic subregion in semiclassical quantum gravity
once an energy condition is imposed on the observer. Instead of the vacuum state defining
the maximal entropy state, we find that it is the KMS state associated with the boost flow
within the diamond that determines the maximal entropy state. Further comments on the
application of von Neumann algebras to the entanglement equilibrium conjecture are given
in section 6.1.

5.5 Type II∞ algebra for asymptotic subregions

The discussion up to this point has focused on the gravitational algebras for bounded sub-
regions. However, the crossed product construction applies equally well for subregions that
include complete asymptotic boundaries. These arise naturally as causal complements in
open universes of the bounded subregions considered above, or otherwise occur when di-
viding a spacetime with multiple asymptotic boundaries, such as a two-sided black hole.
The algebra for such an unbounded region could be constructed from scratch following an
identical procedure as described in section 5.1. One simply replaces the observer Hilbert
space with a Hilbert space for the ADM Hamilton, HADM, and constructs a crossed-product
algebra acting on HQFT ⊗ HADM. Alternatively, in the case that the asymptotic subregion
S ′ is the causal complement of a bounded subregion S, the algebra can be realized as the
commutant (AC)′ of the bounded subregion algebra. Just as in the discussion of the comple-
mentary static patch of de Sitter space considered by CLPW [90], these two procedures will
yield unitarily equivalent descriptions of the algebra for the subregion S ′. The identification
of (AC)′ as the algebra associated with the causal complement S ′ realizes a version of Haag
duality for gravitational subregion algebras.
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Since the commutant algebra (AC)′ has already been identified in (5.3), we will use this
description in the present section to examine the entropy associated with the region S ′. (AC)′

contains a type III1 subalgebra associated with quantum fields restricted to S ′. In addition,
it also contains the operator C = Hg

ξ + q̂, which, as discussed below (5.3), is identified with
−HADM, in order to be consistent with the global gravitational constraint (5.1). In this
sense, the ADM Hamiltonian plays the role of an asymptotic observer, allowing the outside
algebra to be interpreted as an algebra of operators dressed to the asymptotic boundary
together with the global ADM Hamiltonian.

The entropy of classical-quantum states |Φ̂⟩ = |Φ, f⟩ for this algebra is again consistent
with the generalized entropy of the outside subregion. Utilizing the density matrix (5.12)
and employing the same semiclassical condition as in section 5.3, the logarithm of the density
matrix can be written17

− log ρ′
Φ̂
= −hΨ|Φ − βq̂ − log

∣∣∣f
(
q̂ +

hΨ
β

)∣∣∣
2

+ log β

= −hΨ|Φ + hΨ + βHADM − log |f(−HADM)|2 + log β (5.47)

Since hΨ − hΨ|Φ = hΦ|Ψ − hΦ = −h′Ψ|Φ + h′Φ, the expectation value of this term can be
expressed as minus a relative entropy for A′

QFT. As in section 5.3, we can directly interpret
this expectation value as a free energy in S ′ by making the formal split

hΨ = − log ρΨ + log ρ′Ψ, hΨ|Φ = − log ρΨ + log ρ′Φ, (5.48)

and expressing ρ′Ψ as a thermal state for the one-sided Hamiltonian H Σ̄
ξ ,

ρ′Ψ =
e−βH

Σ̄
ξ

Z ′
ξ

. (5.49)

This then leads to

⟨Φ|hΨ − hΨ|Φ|Φ⟩ = Tr
[
ρ′Φ(log ρ

′
Ψ − log ρ′Φ)

]
= SQFT

Φ′ − β⟨H Σ̄
ξ ⟩Φ − logZ ′

ξ. (5.50)

Identifying ⟨Φ̂|− log |f(−HADM)|2|Φ̂⟩ with the entropy SADM associated with the uncertainty
in the ADM Hamiltonian, the outside entropy is given by

S(ρ′
Φ̂
) = ⟨Φ̂| − log ρ′

Φ̂
|Φ̂⟩ = β⟨HADM⟩Φ̂ − β⟨H Σ̄

ξ ⟩Φ̂ + SQFT
Φ′ + SADM + log β − logZ ′

ξ (5.51)

Finally, applying the first law relation for the outside region (3.12) converts this expression
to a generalized entropy, up to a state-independent constant,

S(ρ′
Φ̂
) =

〈
A

4GN

〉

Φ̂

+ SQFT
Φ′ + SADM + c′. (5.52)

17Although this density matrix assumes that |Φ⟩ is a canonical purification with respect to |Ψ⟩, it is also
a valid expression when utilizing the semiclassical approximation, which implies [JΦ|ΨJΨ, f(q̂ +

hΨ

β )] ≈ 0.
When applied to the exact density matrix (5.21), the factors of JΦ|ΨJΨ can be commuted past |f(q̂ + hΨ

β )|2
and canceled against JΨJΨ|Φ, after which the expression for the density matrix reduces to (5.12).
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This algebra can also be restricted to the positive energy sector for HADM. As in section
5.4, this is implemented via the projection ΠADM = Θ(HADM) = Θ(−q̂ − hΨ

β
). The trace of

this projection can be evaluated by noting that the formula (5.15) also defines a trace on
(AC)′. Hence, using the identity hΨ|Ψ⟩ = 0, the trace of ΠADM evaluates to

TrΠADM = 2πβ
〈
Ψ|

〈
0
∣∣
p
Θ
(
− q̂ − hΨ

β

) βe−βq̂
|f(q̂)|2

∣∣0
〉
p

∣∣Ψ
〉
= β

∫ ∞

−∞
dqe−βqΘ(−q) = ∞ (5.53)

Because this trace is infinite, the projected algebra Ã′ = ΠADM(AC)′ΠADM remains type II∞.
Hence, the outside region that includes the asymptotic boundary behaves more like the AdS
black hole with a type II∞ algebra [84, 91], while the bounded subregion is more analogous
to the static patch of de Sitter, possessing a type II1 algebra [90].

As mentioned above, a unitarily equivalent representation of the outside algebra can
given as a crossed product acting on HS′ = HQFT ⊗ HADM. The resulting algebra Aout is
given by

Aout = {eip̂′Hg
ξ a′e−ip̂

′Hg
ξ , eisq̂

′|a′ ∈ A′
QFT, s ∈ R}′′ (5.54)

where q̂′ = −HADM and p̂′ = −i d
dq′

is the conjugate momentum. Superficially, the operator
associated with the subregion observer Hobs has been eliminated in this description: all
operators acting on HS′ are constructed from the ADM Hamiltonian −q̂′, its conjugate
momentum −p̂′, and the quantum field operators from AQFT and A′

QFT. Of course, the
observer is still present, with the observer Hamiltonian given by the operator Hobs = q̂′+Hg

ξ

in the commutant algebra A′
out.

What is striking is that when the outside algebra Aout is represented on HS′ , it can be
viewed as an algebra constructed entirely from operators dressed to the asymptotic boundary,
supplemented by the ADM Hamiltonian. In the context of holography, such operators are
expected to be constructible in the CFT using standard techniques as in [26,29,30,132–134].
Assuming the validity of the arguments in the present work, this algebra of boundary-
dressed operators will be type II∞ in κ → 0 limit, corresponding to the large N limit in the
CFT. Since any representation of a type II algebra must have a nontrivial commutant, this
implies the existence of an algebra that is naturally associated with the complementary local
subregion S. Since the CFT should furnish such a representation in the large N limit, there
must be operators in the CFT corresponding to localized observables in the bulk subregion
S.18 If, as suggested by the bulk geometry, this CFT algebra contains a type III1 subalgebra
that is naturally isomorphic to the algebra of bulk quantum fields restricted to S, we can
furthermore conclude that there must be an additional degree of freedom associated with
the bulk observer. This follows from the simple fact that the commutant of a type II algebra
is always type II, so there must be some mechanism to convert the type III1 quantum field
theory algebra to a type II algebra that can serve as the commutant. A natural explanation
for this mechanism is to conclude that there is some observer degree of freedom in S that
implements a crossed product on the algebra.

18Similar arguments have been made for the emergence of type III1 algebras corresponding to local bulk
subregions, both at infinite N [81] and to all orders in the 1/N expansion [82,83].
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Note however that Aout is insensitive to the details of how the observer is modeled on
the inside algebra. These details are present only at the level of choice of representation of
the outside algebra. For example, one could instead construct the standard representation
of Aout, in which the commutant algebra A′

out is isomorphic to Aout, and hence would also
be type II∞. This would correspond to a bulk wormhole geometry, with each subregion
S ′, S containing an asymptotic boundary.19 In this case, the observer Hamiltonian for
the complementary region is naturally interpreted as the ADM Hamiltonian at the second
asymptotic boundary of the wormhole geometry. However, in representations where A′

out is
type II1, a natural expectation is that the commutant algebra describes a local subregion in
the bulk with an associated local observer degree of freedom.

Finally, it is worth mentioning that since Aout includes the ADM Hamiltonian, the com-
mutant algebra consists of operators with zero ADM energy, since they commute with HADM.
From the bulk perspective, ensuring this commutativity is the reason for introducing the ob-
server degree of freedom, allowing operators to be dressed to the observer instead of the
asymptotic boundary. This is puzzling from the perspective of the dual CFT, since the
ADM Hamiltonian is dual to the CFT Hamiltonian, which only commutes with a small
number of topological operators. However, the large N limit required for the emergence of
the local bulk algebras generally involves restricting to a code subspace in the CFT, and in
some explicit examples operators can be constructed that commute with the CFT Hamilto-
nian within this code subspace to all orders in the 1/N expansion [82,83]. Investigating such
constructions in more detail may therefore provide insight into the nature of the observer
degree of freedom.

6 Discussion

In this work we have associated an algebra of operators to a generic subregion S for theories
of Einstein gravity coupled to matter in the GN → 0 limit. When S is a bounded bulk region,
the associated algebra is of type II1. When S includes an asymptotic boundary, the associated
algebra is of type II∞. In both cases, physics in the region has some of the properties of
ordinary quantum mechanics, in that there are well defined density matrices. In the type II1
case there is a maximum entropy state; in both cases, there is no minimum entropy state. The
existence of density matrices lets us assign UV-finite entropies to regions that are almost
well defined up to an ambiguous state-independent constant, which in ordinary quantum
mechanics would be fixed through a state counting prescription that sets the entropy of a
pure state to zero. After regulating, we see that up to the ambiguous universal constant,
our entropy is the generalized entropy of Bekenstein.

Our construction generalizes the work of [90], in which the authors associated a type II1
algebra to the static patch of de Sitter space and a type II∞ algebra to the exterior of a static
black hole (see also [84, 91]). The main ingredients used in our work resemble theirs. We
introduce a model of an observer weakly entangled with gravity; account for an integrated

19A related construction occurs in the canonical purification of an entanglement wedge in holography
[135,136].

51



form of a Hamiltonian constraint in the subregion S; use a gravitational First Law associated
with a generic subregion; and, crucially, assume the existence of a local state we refer to as
a KMS state, whose modular Hamiltonian is proportional to an integrated Hamiltonian
constraint. In the absence of gravity there is good reason to think that such states exist in
generic local quantum field theories. With gravity, we assume such a state exists and find that
this is a consistent assumption leading to a type II algebra and ultimately the generalized
entropy. The careful treatment of nonlinear constraints, the gravitational First Law, and the
existence of the KMS state are the essential ingredients that allow us to generalize [84,90,91]
to subregions without boost isometries.

In the rest of this section we discuss a large number of open questions and applications
in gravity and von Neumann algebras that are suggested by our work. More broadly, this
paper and other recent works suggest a new perspective on observables in theories of quantum
gravity that we begin to map out below.

6.1 Applications to semiclassical entropy

One of the most significant outcomes of our analysis is the connection between the manifestly
finite entropy for the type II local gravitational algebras and the semiclassical generalized
entropy, as exhibited in equation (5.36). This relationship was first identified in [90, 91]
for algebras associated with the de Sitter static patch and black hole exteriors; the present
paper shows that the relationship continues to hold for a much broader class of subregions in
semiclassical gravity. We additionally clarified the role that the local gravitational constraints
play in deriving the relationship, which also yielded a simplified derivation by invoking the
first law of local subregions that follows from the constraints. Since generalized entropy is
such an important quantity in semiclassical quantum gravity, it is worth considering what
implications this finite type II entropy has on the question of UV-finiteness of the generalized
entropy.

On this point, it is actually the relationship between generalized entropy and relative
entropy that is key. Once we have made the assumption A4 on the existence of a KMS state
|Ψ⟩ for the flow generated by Hg

ξ , the relative entropy can be converted to the free energy
expression (5.33). Imposing the local gravitational constraints Cξ = 0 in (3.11), consistent
with assumption A5, converts this free energy difference to the generalized entropy for the
subregion. It is instructive to consider this step in the absence of an observer, in which case
the observer Hamiltonian drops from (3.11) and their stress tensor drops from the constraint.
This leads to the relationship

Srel(Φ||Ψ) = −
〈

A

4GN

〉

Φ

− SQFT
Φ +

〈
A

4GN

〉

Ψ

+ SQFT
Ψ = −Sgen(Φ) + Sgen(Ψ) (6.1)

Since the relative entropy is generically finite when |Φ⟩ and |Ψ⟩ are cyclic-separating, this
argument demonstrates that the difference in generalized entropies between two states is
finite. One simply needs to ensure that the regularization scheme employed to define the
entropy and area operator is consistent with the localized gravitational constraint, so that
⟨
∫
Σ
Cξ⟩Φ,Ψ = 0. To conclude finiteness of Sgen(Φ) itself, one would need to be able to
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argue that generalized entropy is finite in the KMS state |Ψ⟩. In some sense, Sgen(Ψ) = ∞
in the GN → 0 limit, since it is dominated by A

4GN
with the area remaining finite. This

suggests that full finiteness of Sgen is a nonperturbative statement, that we only expect to
see when working with the finite GN quantum gravity description.20 Nevertheless, finiteness
of generalized entropy differences is still a nontrivial statement, since it is not immediately
clear that divergences will cancel out in the generalized entropy expression for perturbations
that change the area. Invoking the local gravitational constraint allows this cancellation to
be derived in the perturbative theory.

Restoring the observer to the discussion does not affect the argument for finiteness of
generalized entropy differences. It makes a finite contribution to the matter entropy and
affects the area through its backreaction on the geometry, but neither of these effects produce
new UV divergences. What the observer adds is the ability to interpret the generalized
entropy as an entropy of a von Neumann algebra. This provides a statistical interpretation
of the generalized entropy, although not quite a state-counting interpretation due to the fact
that the von Neumann algebra is type II. Nevertheless, it opens the door to a number of
further investigations into properties of generalized entropy in semiclassical geometries. It
could even be viewed as the correct entropic quantity to consider in semiclassical gravity,
which reduces to the generalized entropy for classes of states in which the observer is weakly
entangled.

An immediate topic to investigate would be to determine how the type II entropy behaves
for generic classical-quantum states, lifting the semiclassical assumption that was employed
to arrive at equation (5.30). The exact expressions for the density matrices given in (2.8)
and (2.9) provide a first step, but it is still a nontrivial problem to compute the logarithm
due to noncommutativity between hΨ and ∆Φ|Ψ.

A more ambitious goal would be to frame the quantum focusing conjecture [10] in terms
of type II gravitational algebras, and to seek a proof from properties of the entropy under
algebra inclusions. Our work takes a first step on this problem by giving a prescription for
constructing the algebra for generic subregions. Hence, in principle we can meaningfully
discuss how the entropy responds to changes in the subregion induced by evolution along
a causal horizon. The fact that the entropy of the type II algebras is automatically finite
sidesteps tricky issues related to renormalization and finiteness of the generalized entropy;
since the type II entropy limits to a generalized entropy difference, it can be taken as a
proper definition of the renormalized generalized entropy. A more nontrivial task would be to
consistently relate the additive ambiguities in type II entropies between different subregions.
This is related to the question of how the algebra for a subregion relates to the algebra for
a larger region containing it. In particular, the KMS state for the subregion would not have
any obvious relation to the KMS state for the larger region, and hence some work is required
to determine how the algebras are related. The fact that crossed products with respect
to different states are simply related by Connes cocycles [84, 123] suggests that a natural
relation could be achieved for crossed product algebras associated with a subregion and a
proper subspace thereof. Clearly the type II gravitational algebras constructed here provide
a new set of tools for investigating the quantum focusing conjecture and other semiclassical

20See [137] for a discussion of finiteness of Sgen in the context of asymptotically isometric codes [37].
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entropy relations.

Another direction of inquiry relates to higher curvature corrections to the generalized
entropy. For Killing horizons, these are given by the Wald entropy [109,110], but for generic
entangling surfaces there can be additional contributions from the extrinsic curvature, as
appear in the Dong entropy [138, 139]. Most derivations of the higher curvature entropy
functionals rely on Euclidean methods,21 so a Lorentzian derivation in terms of von Neumann
algebras would be enlightening. As we have emphasized, the crossed product construction
of gravitational algebras is a consequence of diffeomorphism invariance, and hence would be
valid for any diffeomorphism-invariant theory of gravity. As reviewed in appendix A, the
constraint operator can always be unambiguously defined, since it is constructed directly
from the higher curvature equations of motion. The main subtlety in obtaining the entropy
formula is the correct determination of the subregion gravitational Hamiltonian HΣ

ξ , which
is sensitive to how ambiguities in the covariant phase space are resolved. These ambiguities
propagate into the entropy functional, and hence the main problem to address is how to treat
them consistently in the present context. We expect the recent advances in the theory of
covariant phase space with boundaries could provide insights into this question [65,143,144].

Finally, we noted in section 5.4 that the occurrence of a type II1 algebra for bounded sub-
regions in gravity implies a version of Jacobson’s entanglement equilibrium hypothesis [52].
The main difference is that in place of the vacuum state, the local KMS state |Ψ⟩ determines
the maximal entropy state for the subregion. This observation may help resolve some puzzles
arising in the original construction, which considered small causal diamonds in maximally
symmetric backgrounds. In particular, when working with nonconformal matter fields, it
was found that the entropy of the vacuum did not seem to behave correctly in conformal
perturbation theory to be consistent with Jacobson’s original hypothesis [145, 146]. It is
possible that a more careful treatment of this problem using the algebraic techniques devel-
oped here and thinking carefully about the appropriate KMS state for the causal diamond
may lead to a resolution of these puzzles. Note that the type II entropy formula provides a
missing piece of the entanglement equilibrium hypothesis, namely an independent definition
of the entropy, which is provided by equation (5.30). Assuming the equality of this for-
mula with the subregion generalized entropy would yield a derivation of the local subregion
constraints, exactly analogous to the derivations of the bulk Einstein equations from the
holographic entropy formula [44–48].

6.2 Holographic applications

Although motivated by large-N limits in holography, our construction of gravitational sub-
region algebras was performed directly in the bulk, employing purely quantum gravitational
arguments. However, given that holography provides concrete, UV-complete models of bulk
quantum gravity in terms of a dual CFT, determining how the bulk type II algebras iden-
tified here arise in the CFT is a natural direction to pursue. A major component of such

21Although see [140–142] for derivations based on the classical higher curvature second law of black hole
mechanics.
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a top-down derivation of the gravitational algebra would be the explicit construction of the
type III1 algebra of bulk quantum fields, i.e. determining how to justify assumption A1 us-
ing a large-N limit. Although a challenging problem, inroads have already been made in
some recent works [37, 81–83], and there is a wide literature devoted to bulk reconstruc-
tion in holography that has addressed aspects of this problem as well [26, 29, 30, 132–134].
An explicit construction of such an algebra in the CFT would also shed light on how to
view the observer degree of freedom, which is somewhat enigmatic from the bulk quantum
gravitational perspective (see section 6.4 for further discussion).

One area where the holographic picture already provides insight is for subregions whose
entangling surfaces extend out to infinity. For example, the AdS-Rindler wedge, or more
general entanglement wedges, are all of this flavor. Entanglement wedge duality [28–30]
implies that the dual algebra consists of all local CFT operators in the causally complete
boundary region that forms the asymptotic boundary of the entanglement wedge. As a local
algebra of a quantum field theory, we know that this algebra should be type III1 for any
value of N . Focusing on the case of AdS-Rindler, which is an entanglement wedge with boost
symmetry, if one were to try directly applying the arguments in this paper, one would find
that the asymptotic observer Hamiltonian should correspond to the one-sided asymptotic
boost Hamiltonian. This is problematic because this operator corresponds to a one-sided
boost Hamiltonian in the dual CFT, which is ill-defined in the continuum. Hence, it is not
clear that imposing the gravitational constraints could be interpreted as a legitimate crossed-
product construction in this context. We expect similar arguments to apply for more general
subregions whose entangling surfaces extend to infinity, and whose corresponding generalized
entropy is infinite at finite GN . A modification of this idea involving a bulk radial cutoff was
recently considered in [147], and the cutoff algebra was argued to be type II∞. We expect
however that a consistent picture of the boundary algebra in the continuum limit should
exist that both incorporates the bulk gravitational constraints and also reproduces the type
III1 structure.

Entanglement wedges relate to another potential application of our construction to holog-
raphy: understanding the quantum extremal surface prescription [27]. Quantum extremal
surfaces provide the nonperturbative quantum-corrected generalization of the Ryu-Takaya-
nagi formula, and are determined by extremizing the generalized entropy over all choices of
entangling surfaces in the bulk. All derivations of this formula to date involve Euclidean path
integral methods, which, although highly useful, obscure the algebraic origin of the entropy
being computed. It would be of great interest to derive the QES formula in a Lorentzian
formulation involving the subregion gravitational algebras constructed in this work. As we
have seen, the type II entropy agrees with the generalized entropy, up to a state-independent
(but possibly subregion-dependent) constant, and so it would be interesting to understand
the extremization procedure in terms of some property of these von Neumann algebras. This
motivates a broader investigation into the structure of the full net of von Neumann algebras
associated with quantum gravitational subregions.

Note that in order to fix our region in the first place we had to enforce a constraint, that
a notion of volume for the region (see section 3.3) was constant. The generalized entropy we
find should then be understood as the entropy subject to this constraint. This is reminiscent
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of the coarse-grained entropies of [135]. Perhaps, in analogy with the behavior of entropy
in thermodynamics, by relaxing this constraint we can land on not just the generalized
entropy, but an extremization of the generalized entropy over the shape of the entangling
surface. This could give a purely Lorentzian derivation of the QES formula.

Finally, we note a possible application of this work to tensor networks in holography.
This connection is motivated by the observation that any type II∞ von Neumann algebra
can be realized as a tensor product of a type II1 and a type I∞ von Neumann algebra
(see e.g. [89, section 7.2]). We argued in section 5.5 that subregions that include complete
asymptotic boundaries yield algebras of type II∞, while those associated with a bounded
subregion were argued in section 5.4 to be type II1. This suggests that we could view the
asymptotic subregion as consisting of an infinite lattice of local subregions, each associated
with a type II1 algebra. Operators acting on short distance scales would be represented on an
individual type II1 algebra, and operators that mix individual lattice sites would correspond
to operators acting on the type I∞ tensor factor, and together these would generate the full
type II∞ asymptotic algebra. It would be natural to choose the size of the local subregions in
the lattice to be on the order of the AdS length and construct the lattice as a hyperbolic tiling
as in the HaPPY code [32]. This could provide a tensor network model that incorporates
sub-AdS locality, in that the type II1 factors would describe features of the gravitational
algebra at short distance scales.

6.3 Geometric modular flow conjecture

The major workhorse behind the results presented here is assumption A4 concerning the
existence of a state on the algebra AQFT whose modular flow is geometric in the vicinity
of Cauchy surface Σ. It allows the algebra AC presented in section 5.1 to be identified as
a crossed product of AQFT with respect to its modular automorphism group. Furthermore,
the existence of a KMS state on AQFT for this flow is the key input that, in conjunction
with assumption A5, allows the relative entropy Srel(Φ||Ψ) appearing in the type II entropy
formula (5.30) to be expressed in terms of a generalized entropy, and therefore yields an
explanation for the cancellation of UV divergences in generalized entropy differences. We
motivated this assumption in section 4 from the intuitive picture that modular flows should
approach the local Rindler boost near the entangling surface, and also provided examples in
which the associated KMS state can be explicitly constructed.

Given the prominent role it plays in this work, an important direction for future inves-
tigation would be to explore the validity of assumption A4 in greater detail. One direction
of inquiry would be to determine further geometric constraints on the properties of the flow
needed to produce a KMS state. For example, it would be interesting to determine how
quickly the flow must approach the local Rindler boost near the entangling surface, and
whether this depends on geometric properties of ∂Σ such as its extrinsic curvature. We also
expect the flow to be highly constrained along the null boundary of the subregion S, and it
would be interesting to explore these constraints in further detail. One property to investi-
gate is the behavior of the surface gravity along the null surface, away from the entangling
surface. Equation 3.4 gives one definition of surface gravity for the null surface, but a num-
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ber of other definitions exist that generically do not agree when the surface is not a Killing
horizon [148,149]. These surface gravities depend on the behavior of the generator ξa on or
near the null surface, and hence we expect that conditions relating them to the geometry
of the null boundary should arise for modular flows. A particular example of this kind of
condition was realized in the construction of a KMS state for deformed CFT in section 4.3.

Because assumption A4 applies in the κ → 0 limit in which gravity decouples, it could be
investigated purely from the perspective of nongravitational algebraic quantum field theory,
treating the matter fields and free spin-2 gravitons separately. Hence, one might hope to be
able to construct a proof of (or counterexample to) the conjecture in situations where we
have some control, such as renormalizable quantum field theories in Minkowski space. We
gave one argument in section 4 involving canceling nonlocal terms in the vacuum modular
Hamiltonian using operators from AQFT and invoking the converse of the cocycle derivative
theorem (see appendix D). It is possible this could provide a framework for constructing a
general proof, although one would have to carefully analyze that the cancellation of nonlocal
terms can be achieved, perhaps in a limiting sense, using only elements from AQFT.

6.4 Interpretation of the observer

The introduction of an observer degree of freedom into the local subregion algebra played a
crucial role in arriving at a nontrivial type II gravitational algebra. It serves as an anchor to
which operators in the subregion can be gravitationally dressed, thereby providing a means
to satisfy the quasilocal constraints of diffeomorphism invariance. Even when working with
an unbounded region where, instead of an observer, the asymptotic boundary and ADM
Hamiltonian provide the anchor for dressing, the fact that any representation of a type II
algebra must have a nontrivial commutant invariably leads to the conclusion that there is
an observer degree of freedom in the complementary subregion, as discussed in section 5.5.
Nevertheless, the observer was introduced by hand in the crossed product construction, and
it remains an open question how this degree of freedom emerges from either a bulk quantum
gravitational or holographic description.

A number of recent ideas have been proposed related to the problem of observers in
quantum gravity. CLPW suggest that the observer could emerge as a degree of freedom
within the appropriate “code subspace” of the full quantum gravitational Hilbert space in
which the subregion algebra is well-defined [90]. This code subspace should roughly be
identified as a class of states in which bulk effective field theory provides a good description.
A similar proposal advocates for using features of the state defining the background geometry
as a means to dress operators [82, 83], and hence in the context of subregion von Neumann
algebras one could interpret the observer as being constructed from these features of the
background. Susskind has offered a related perspective, arguing that the observer can emerge
as a fluctuation of the de Sitter static patch degrees of freedom, and also connected the
existence of the observer to the need to gauge-fix the time-translation symmetry in the
effective theory [150]. These ideas all share the property of obtaining the observer from an
intrinsic degree of freedom of the complete theory.
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An alternative viewpoint is that the observer could arise as an external degree of freedom
that is consistently coupled to the gravitational theory. For example, a holographic model
for a bulk observer as a probe black hole was described in [151, 152]. The black hole arises
via entangling the CFT with a reference system, and hence one could interpret the reference
system as the extra degree of freedom associated with the observer. The idea of entangling
with a reference also plays a prominent role in recent works on black hole evaporation and
the information problem [38–43]. A possibly related idea comes from the recent construction
of a constrained instanton for gravity restricted to a subregion with a fixed spatial volume
constraint [153]. The constraint is implemented with a Lagrange multiplier in the gravita-
tional action (a la [154]), which resembles the extra observer degree of freedom needed to
obtain a nontrivial subregion algebra. Note also that the fixed volume constraint appeared
in our construction for certain choices of subregions in relation to the problem of specifying
the location of the entangling surface considered in section 3.3. It is therefore possible that
a direct relation to the constrained instanton construction could be found.

A possible idea for an intrinsic model of the observer within the bulk quantum gravita-
tional theory relates to our discussion of the constraints in section 3. There it was emphasized
that it is important to consider the gravitational constraints at first nonlinear order in the
gravitational coupling κ, which nevertheless leads to a constraint between quantum fields
and the observer that is visible even at O(κ0). It is possible that this constraint could be
implemented in the linearized theory by quantizing a single nonlinear graviton mode exactly,
and that this extra mode might plausibly play the role of the observer. Such a mode would
be nonlocal, related to the difference in times experienced by the quantum fields in the two
subregions. A fruitful starting point to explore this idea would be lower dimensional gravita-
tional models such as JT gravity coupled to matter. There, the recently derived gravitational
algebra found in [155] may yield the desired nonlinear mode to implement this idea.

A final perspective on the observer is provided by the quasilocal constraint relation (3.11),
which, after imposing Cmat+obs

ξ can be rearranged to express the observer Hamiltonian in
terms of the area and one-sided boost generator,

Hobs = − κA

8πG
−HΣ

ξ . (6.2)

The area operator on its own is singular in the quantum theory, as is the one-sided Hamilto-
nian HΣ

ξ . However, the above relation suggests that their sum defines a UV-finite operator
in semiclassical gravity that behaves like a local energy contribution within the subregion.
Using this relation, one could interpret the observer as a smoothed-out version of the area
operator, which fails to commute with local fields within the subregion when quantum grav-
itational effects are taken into account. See [84, 91] for related comments concerning this
regulated version of the area operator.

6.5 Gravitational edge modes

An intriguing proposal for modeling the observer as an external degree of freedom is provided
by gravitational edge modes. Introducing a subregion boundary into a theory with gauge
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symmetry can cause some gauge transformations to become physical symmetries, whose
charges define edge modes. There has been much speculation that entanglement between
these edge mode degrees of freedom could provide an interpretation of the area term ap-
pearing in the generalized entropy formula. This is motivated by Donnelly’s formula for
entropy in nonabelian gauge theories, which expresses the entropy as a sum of a bulk en-
tropy and the expectation value of an operator defined at the entangling surface [156]. This
entropy formula is derived in the context of the extended Hilbert space, in which additional
degrees of freedom are added to the physical Hilbert space in order to obtain a factorization
across spatial boundaries. The physical Hilbert space is recovered by the entangling product
described in [61], which implements the gauge constraints on the extended Hilbert space.
There has been much work devoted to extending this construction to gravitational theories,
see [59–70].

The similarity to the crossed product construction considered here is readily apparent.22

The observer appears as an additional degree of freedom needed in order to define the
subregion algebra, whose clock is charged under the boost transformation that evolves the
subregion forward in time. As discussed by CLPW [90], a nontrivial algebra consistent with
the gravitational constraint also requires an observer in the complementary region, and the
extended kinematical Hilbert space is a tensor product of both observers’ Hilbert spaces and
the Hilbert space of quantum fields. Imposing the constraint yields a physical Hilbert space
for the subregion via the crossed product, directly analogous to the constraint imposed for
the entangling product for edge modes. The crossed product has a further advantage of
not needing to assume that the quantum field Hilbert space factorizes, and therefore can be
viewed as a continuum version of the entangling product of [61].

Interpreting the observer as a gravitational edge mode has a bearing on the question
of how many degrees of freedom should be associated with the observer. The simple model
employed here defined the observer in terms of a single particle Hilbert space. However, such
a description is likely too simplistic for a realistic theory. As pointed out by CLPW [90], one
needs to at least include a frame for the observer to allow nontrivial angular dependence of
the algebra in the de Sitter example. In the context of gravitational edge modes, a natural
choice is provided by the infinite-dimensional symmetry algebra that arises from subregion
charges, of which the area is a single generator [61, 62, 68]. Taking this idea to its logical
conclusion, one should model the observer as a representation of the edge mode symmetry
algebra, and consider the crossed product with respect to this much larger group. We have
been informed that this connection between observers, edge modes, and crossed products
will be explored in upcoming work by Freidel and Gesteau [97].

6.6 Constraints, diffeomorphism invariance, and dressing

We have found that imposing a single gravitational constraint associated with the constant
boost about the entangling surface is enough to arrive at type II algebras for gravitational
subregions. However, in gravity, all compactly supported diffeomorphisms are gauge trans-

22See [157] for a related discussion on the connection between observers and edge modes.
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formations, and each is associated with an independent constraint that must be imposed
on the Hilbert space and observable algebra. This immediately raises the question of what
became of this infinite set of other constraints in the construction of the subregion algebra.

To a large extent, these constraints have been subsumed by assumption A1, asserting
the existence of commuting subregion algebras AQFT, A′

QFT constructed to all orders in
the κ expansion. This assumption entails the construction of operators with appropriate
gravitational dressings in order to commute with the gravitational constraints order by order
in the κ expansion. We described schematically how this procedure might work in section 2
by dressing operators to the entangling surface in order to satisfy microcausality, but a more
detailed investigation is warranted, perhaps along the lines of the constructions considered
in [55,56,58,158].

As discussed in section 2, the boost constraint is explicitly imposed on these algebras
because we do not expect quasilocal dressing within the subregion to produce fully gauge-
invariant operators. This can be understood from the perspective of partial gauge-fixing. It
is possible to fix the gauge within each subregion relative to the entangling surface without
violating microcausality, but a complete gauge fixing also requires the gauges in the separate
subregions to be related to each other. The boost constraint of assumption A3 synchronizes
the global time variables defined by the observer in each subregion. However, it seems likely
that this is insufficient for constructing a complete gauge fixing. Any diffeomorphism that
acts as an outer automorphism of the algebras AQFT and A′

QFT could potentially lead to
a nontrivial constraint that is not solved by the quasilocal construction of the algebras.
These transformations include arbitrary diffeomorphisms of the entangling surface, as well
as position-dependent boosts. A proposal for handling these constraints would be to give
the observer additional degrees of freedom and implement a crossed product with respect
to these transformations, as suggested by the gravitational edge mode picture discussed in
section 6.5.

One can also consider constraints associated with diffeomorphisms that deform the sub-
regions, such as a time translation of the entangling surface to its future. Satisfying these
constraints seems to relate to the problem of specifying the subregion boundary in a diffeo-
morphism-invariant manner. This question was briefly addressed in section 3.3, which pro-
posed setting the leading order change in the subregion gravitational Hamiltonian HΣ

ξ to
zero as a gauge-fixing condition. This alone does not fully determine the subregion, and
we mentioned an additional idea for dynamically fixing the entangling surface ∂Σ by ex-
tremizing a functional κA

8πGN
+ V [ξ], where the geometric functional V [ξ] is related to the

subregion Hamiltonian HΣ
ξ . When V [ξ] = 0, this procedure reduces to the Ryu-Takayanagi

prescription [23–25], and when V [ξ] = −k κV
8πGN

, it can lead to bounded subregions which in
maximally symmetric spaces reduce to causal diamonds. It seems likely that a wide variety
of subregions could be given diffeomorphism-invariant specifications by judiciously choosing
the functional V [ξ].

Finally, a common feature of diffeomorphism-invariant theories is a lack of a preferred
notion of time evolution. In our construction, a version of this arises in an arbitrariness in
the choice of the boost-generating vector field ξa away from the boundary of the subregion.
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Although one should expect this choice to not affect the resulting gravitational algebra, it
has a marked effect on various formulas since different choices of vector fields will produce
different flows on the algebras AQFT, A′

QFT, and result in different KMS states. Luckily,
so long as the vectors agree near the entangling surface, these flows will be related by
Connes cocycles (assuming the validity of the geometric modular flow conjecture discussed
in section 4), and the resulting crossed product algebras will be unitarily equivalent [84,123].
This is an instantiation of the background-independence of the gravitational crossed product
construction proposed by Witten [84] and is reminiscent of the state-independent notion
of thermal time proposed by Connes and Rovelli [159]. Exploring how to leverage this
unitary equivalence to obtain unambiguous results for the gravitational subregion algebra
and entropies would be an interesting future direction to pursue.
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A Covariant phase space and constraints

The gravitational constraints are a key player in the argument leading to local type II von
Neumann algebras, being the subjects of assumptions A3 and A5 given in section 2.1, and
discussed at length in section 3. This appendix gives an account of how these constraints arise
in the canonical theory as a consequence of diffeomorphism gauge symmetry. The covariant
phase space formalism [108, 110, 160] is particularly well suited for addressing this point,
since it is a canonical formulation of the theory that preserves the manifest diffeomorphism
symmetry present in the Lagrangian (see [65,143,144] for recent reviews). The treatment of
the constraints given here is closely related to the presentation in appendix B of [55].

The starting point is the Lagrangian L[ϕ], a differential form of maximal degree in space-
time that is a functional of the dynamical fields, collectively denoted ϕ, which include the
metric gab and other matter fields ψ. Varying the Lagrangian with respect to the dynamical
field produces the relations

δL = Eϕ · δϕ+ dθ, (A.1)

where Eϕ = 0 define the metric and matter field equations, and θ = θ[ϕ; δϕ] is the symplectic
potential current.
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Diffeomorphisms are generate by vector fields ξa and act on the dynamical fields by Lie
derivatives,

δξϕ = £ξϕ. (A.2)

Diffeomorphism-covariance of the Lagrangian implies that

δξL = £ξL = diξL, (A.3)

where d denotes the exterior derivative and iξ denotes contraction of the vector field ξa into
the differential form. Due to this equation, one can define the Noether current

Jξ = θ[ϕ;£ξϕ]− iξL, (A.4)

whose exterior derivative is determined by (A.1) and (A.2) to be

dJξ = −Eϕ ·£ξϕ, (A.5)

so that Jξ is conserved on-shell. Since this equation holds identically for arbitrary vectors
ξa, the right hand side can be decomposed uniquely as

−Eϕ ·£ξϕ = dCξ +Nξ (A.6)

where Cξ and Nξ depend algebraically on ξa and not on its derivatives. Because Nξ =
d(Jξ − Cξ) is exact for arbitrary ξa, it must be the case that it vanishes. The relations

Nξ = 0 (A.7)

are known as the Noether identities, and arise as a consequence of Noether’s second theorem
applied to local diffeomorphism symmetry. Therefore, Jξ − Cξ is an identically closed form
for arbitrary ξa, and hence must be exact [161]. Thus there must exist a Noether potential
Qξ so that the Noether current is given by

Jξ = Cξ + dQξ. (A.8)

According to equation (A.6), Cξ consists of specific combinations of the equations of
motion, and these combinations define the constraints of the theory. Their role as constraints,
as opposed to standard dynamical field equations, follows from the fact that they involve
fewer time derivatives than the other equations of motion, and therefore restrict the initial
data as opposed to determining dynamics [162,163].

In the canonical formulation, the constraints play the role of generators of gauge trans-
formations. This is seen by constructing a symplectic current ω = δθ,23 whose integral over
a complete Cauchy surface Σc determines the symplectic form

Ω =

∫

Σc

ω. (A.9)

23We employ notation where δ denotes an exterior derivative on the space of field configurations. Hence,
δθ should be thought of as an antisymmetrized variation δ2θ[δ1ϕ]− δ1θ[δ2ϕ].
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Generically there can be additional boundary terms appearing in the expression for Ω (see the
recent treatments in [65,143,144]) but we will not display these explicitly; we will comment
on how these terms affect some later expressions below. When evaluated on a diffeomorphism
transformation, the standard Iyer-Wald identities [110] produce the relation

Ω[δϕ,£ξϕ] =

∫

Σc

δCξ +

∫

∂Σc

(δQξ − iξθ) +

∫

Σc

iξEϕ · δϕ (A.10)

Upon accounting for the boundary terms in the symplectic form and the action and impos-
ing necessary boundary conditions [110, 143], the second integral can be written as a total
variation

∫
∂Σc

δBξ, assuming that the vector field ξa preserves the chosen boundary condi-
tions. For asymptotic boundaries, this generally requires that ξa approach an asymptotic
Killing vector. Since the last integral involves the field equations, the Hamiltonian Hg

ξ for
this transformation is identified with

Hg
ξ =

∫

Σc

Cξ +

∫

∂Σc

Bξ, (A.11)

which generates the dynamics by Hamilton’s equation of motion,

δHg
ξ = Ω[δϕ,£ξϕ]−

∫

Σc

iξEϕ · δϕ. (A.12)

Equation (A.11) is the expression of the well-known statement that in gravity, the Hamilto-
nian is given by an integral of the constraints, up to a boundary term.

Equation (A.12) shows that Hg
ξ can be viewed as the generator of the field transformation

£ξϕ, as it implies the Poisson bracket relation

{ϕ,Hg
ξ } = £ξϕ. (A.13)

When ξa is compactly supported, the boundary term in (A.11) vanishes, and the Hamiltonian
becomes purely an integral of the constraint. This compactly supported diffeomorphism is a
gauge transformation of the theory, and hence we arrive at the statement that the constraints
generate gauge transformations.

To be more explicit about the form of the constraints, we now specialize the theory to
general relativity minimally coupled to matter. The dynamical fields consist of the metric
gab and a collection of matter fields ψ. The Lagrangian splits into a sum of a gravitational
and matter contribution, L = Lg + Lm, with

Lg =
1

16πG
ϵ(R− 2Λ) (A.14)

with ϵ the spacetime volume form, R the Ricci scalar, and Λ the cosmological constant.
The constraint is determined by equation (A.6), and its precise form depends on the tensor
structure of the matter fields ψ. It is always given by a term involving the Einstein equation,
plus possible additional terms involving matter equations of motion,

Cξ = ϵa...

(
1

8πG
(Ga

b + Λδab)− T ab

)
ξb + Eψ-terms. (A.15)
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Exact expressions for the Eψ terms are given in [45,162,163].

In addition to matter fields, the crossed product construction outlined in section 2 in-
volves including an observer degree of freedom into the theory, who must couple to gravity
universally via their energy-momentum. The simplest way to achieve this is to add an aux-
iliary phase space associated with the observer, which is simply taken to be the standard
phase space on R2, with position and momentum coordinates (q, p). As discussed in section
3, the observer is modeled as a clock, with q interpreted as the observer’s energy and the
momentum p interpreted as the clock’s time. The observer’s symplectic form is simply given
by

Ωobs = δq ∧ δp (A.16)

Since p is the clock variable, defined to measure time along the flow of the specific generator
ξa considered in the crossed product construction, this diffeomorphism acts on the observer
variables by

δξq = 0, δξp = 1. (A.17)

Hence,
Ωobs(δ(q, p), δξ(q, p)) = δq = δHobs. (A.18)

Note that the constraint (A.15) will be modified to also include the observer’s stress tensor
in addition to the matter stress tensor. Taking the extended symplectic form Ωext to be
the sum of Ωobs and the gravitational symplectic form Ω defined in (A.9), we find that the
Hamiltonian is modified to be

Hg
ξ +Hobs =

∫

Σc

Cmat+obs
ξ +

∫

∂Σc

Bξ, (A.19)

where Cmat+obs
ξ now includes the contribution of the observer’s energy momentum tensor.

Finally, we can also discuss the construction of the local phase space within a subregion.
For this, we integrate the symplectic current only over the partial Cauchy surface Σ,

ΩS =

∫

Σ

ω. (A.20)

The Iyer-Wald identity now yields the relation for evaluating this subregion symplectic form
on a diffeomorphism

ΩΣ[δϕ,£ξϕ] =

∫

Σ

δCξ +

∫

∂Σ

δQξ +

∫

Σ

iξEϕ · δϕ (A.21)

where the term iξθ does not contribute at ∂Σ since ξa is taken to vanish there. This equation
defines a subregion gravitational Hamiltonian generating the local flow according to

HΣ
ξ =

∫

Σ

Cξ +

∫

∂Σ

Qξ, (A.22)

up to an additive constant, which we absorb into the definition of the subregion Hamiltonian
HΣ
ξ . In general relativity, the Noether potential is given by [109,110]

− 1

16πG
ϵab...∇aξb (A.23)
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At ∂Σ, the spacetime volume form decomposes as ϵ = −n∧µ, with nab the binormal 2-form
normalized by nabnab = −2 and µ the volume form on ∂Σ. By choosing ξa at ∂Σ to satisfy

∇aξb
∂Σ
= κnab, (A.24)

with the surface gravity κ constant, the Noether potential integrated over the boundary
becomes ∫

∂Σ

Qξ = − κA

8πG
. (A.25)

The localized constraint including the contribution of the observer can then be written as

HΣ
ξ +Hobs +

κA

8πG
=

∫

∂Σ

Cmat+obs
ξ (A.26)

which is employed in (3.11). A similar argument applied to the complementary region S ′

leads to equation (3.12).

Finally, we briefly comment on possible ambiguities that can arise in the definition of
the gravitational Hamiltonian and entropy functionals. These arise from the ability to shift
the Lagrangian and symplectic current by boundary terms L → L + dℓ, θ → θ + dβ. At
physical boundaries, these ambiguities are resolved by boundary conditions and demanding
that the full action (including boundary terms) is stationary on-shell [143,164]. For the sub-
region phase space, the ambiguities can be resolved by considering the form of the boundary
conditions one would impose for a subregion variational principle, even if these boundary
conditions are not explicitly imposed [65, 144]. Many of these ambiguities are not relevant
for the vector field ξa considered here, since it vanishes at ∂Σ. However, specifically in higher
curvature gravitational theories, the correct entropy functional is expected to be given by the
Dong entropy, which differs from the Wald entropy constructed from the covariant Noether
potential by extrinsic curvature terms [138,139]. These corrections can be viewed as a choice
of ambiguities for the covariant phase space [140], and it was suggested in [143] that they
might be determined by a more detailed analysis of the boundary conditions for the subregion
phase space.

Note however that for any choice of ambiguity terms, equation (A.26) will continue to
hold, as will the analogous equation in the complementary region. This is because the con-
straints on the right hand side are constructed directly from the equations of motion, which
do not depend on how the ambiguities are resolved. Hence, although the higher curvature
gravitational Hamiltonian Hg

ξ depends on the choice of ambiguity terms, the entropy func-
tional does as well in such a way that the combination appearing in (A.26) is independent
of this choice. It would be interesting to determine how these ambiguities enter into the
construction of the crossed product algebra and generalized entropy in higher curvature
theories.

B Types, crossed products, and their use

This appendix gathers some pedagogical background on the aspects of von Neumann type
theory and crossed product theory that are relevant for the present work. More detail about
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the type classification of von Neumann algebras can be found in the review [89], and more
detail about crossed products can be found in the review [165].

A von Neumann algebra A is a set of bounded operators on a Hilbert space H that con-
tains the identity and is closed under addition, multiplication, scalar multiplication, adjoints,
and a particular kind of limit called a “weak limit.” A is said to be a “factor” if its center
is trivial, meaning that the only elements of A which commute with all of A are the scalar
multiples of the identity.

Von Neumann factors are classified into types based on whether they contain operators
that can be treated as density matrices. Usually, a density matrix is defined as a positive
operator with unit trace (ρ ≥ 0 and Tr(ρ) = 1), though more generally one sometimes
considers unnormalized density matrices where the trace is only required to be finite and
nonzero. Not every von Neumann algebra has density matrices. For example, if H is infinite-
dimensional and A is the set of scalar multiples of the identity, then A contains no positive
operators with finite, nonzero trace. However, there is a sense in which certain von Neumann
algebras admit effective or renormalizable density matrices. To define these, we enlarge
our definition of what we mean by a “trace.” Rather than taking “trace” to mean the
specific Hilbert space trace defined on positive operators by Tr(P ) =

∑
j ⟨ej|P |ej⟩ for an

orthonormal basis |ej⟩ , we take a trace to be any map on A that has all of the important
physical properties enjoyed by the Hilbert space trace.

More precisely, a trace is defined to be a map τ from the space of positive operators in
A to the set [0,∞] satisfying certain linearity and cyclicity conditions. Just like the Hilbert
space trace, it takes values in the extended positive reals [0,∞] (some operators have infinite
Hilbert space trace) and is naively defined only on positive operators (because not every
non-positive operator has a well defined, basis-independent Hilbert space trace), but can be
extended to take finite values in C for any “trace class” operator T satisfying τ(

√
T †T ) <∞.

The linearity and cyclicity conditions are spelled out explicitly in [89, definition 6.1]. A
physical trace — called “faithful, normal, and semifinite” by mathematicians — is a trace τ
that has good physical properties: nonzero operators have nonzero trace, τ is continuous in
a sense appropriate for functions valued in [0,∞], and τ assigns finite trace to at least one
nonzero operator. See [89, definition 6.2] for details.

The questions of existence and uniqueness for physical traces on a von Neumann algebra
can be thought of as issues of renormalizability and scheme dependence. If a physical trace
exists, we can think of it as a renormalization scheme for treating certain infinite-Hilbert-
space-trace operators as effective density matrices. If there are multiple inequivalent physical
traces, these represent inequivalent renormalization schemes. It has been shown (see e.g.
theorem 2.31 of [166]) that on a von Neumann factor A, any two physical traces must
be related by a multiplicative constant, τ = cτ ′, so for factors the scheme dependence of
renormalization is extremely restricted. Among von Neumann factors, we say a factor is
type III if it admits no physical trace — i.e., the only faithful and normal trace sends
every nonzero positive operator to infinity — and type I or II if it admits a physical trace.
The classification is completed by saying that a factor is of type I if it has an orthogonal
projector with minimal trace, and type II if it has orthogonal projectors of arbitrarily small

66



trace. Physically, type I factors should be thought of as containing pure states, since they
have projectors that are “effectively rank-one” in that they cannot be subdivided further;
type II factors should be thought of as containing mixed states, but no pure states. A type
II factor is said to be of type II1 if the identity operator has finite trace, in which case the
identity can be treated as the density matrix for a “maximally mixed” state, and plays the
role of a state of maximum entropy. A type II factor is said to be of type II∞ if the identity
has infinite trace, in which case there is no state of maximum entropy.

The relevance of all this for the present paper is that it was argued in [79, 80] that
within a single superselection sector of a quantum field theory with an ultraviolet fixed
point, the algebras of operators localized to subregions are von Neumann factors of type
III1. The subscript in “type III1” relates to a further classification of type III factors due to
Connes [123], and means that every modular operator has spectrum supported on the full
positive reals [0,∞). While type III algebras admit no renormalization schemes, Takesaki
proved [128, corollary 9.7] that the crossed product of a type III1 factor by any of its modular
operators is a type II factor (more specifically, a type II∞ factor). Since type II factors admit
essentially unique renormalization schemes, the crossed product of a type III1 factor by one
of its modular operators is a useful tool for renormalizing infinite quantities. This tool is
actually computationally practical: Takesaki gave an implicit characterization of the physical
trace on a crossed product algebra in [128, lemma 8.2], which was later written as a concrete
formula by Witten in [84].

The traditional construction of a crossed product by a modular operator is given as
follows. Let A be a von Neumann algebra acting on the Hilbert space H, and let L2(R) be
an auxiliary Hilbert space, so that the total space under consideration is H⊗L2(R). Let ∆Ψ

be the modular operator for some state |Ψ⟩ (see appendix C). The Hilbert space H⊗L2(R)
can be thought of as the space of square-integrable functions from R into H, by decomposing
a vector |ψ⟩ ∈ H ⊗ L2(R) in terms of the unnormalized momentum basis as24

|ψ⟩ =
∫
dp |ψ(p)⟩ ⊗ |p⟩ . (B.1)

In this way, we can identify |ψ⟩ with the function p 7→ |ψ(p)⟩ . The crossed product A⋊∆ R
is defined as the smallest von Neumann algebra containing two kinds of operators: (i) the
translation operators that act on L2(R) as |p⟩ 7→ |p+ t⟩, and (ii) the twirled operators that
act on |ψ(p)⟩ as |ψ(p)⟩ 7→ ∆−ip

Ψ a∆ip
Ψ |ψ(p)⟩ for some a ∈ A. In terms of the position and

momentum operators q̂, p̂ acting on L2(R), and the modular Hamiltonian hΨ = − log∆Ψ

acting on H, these two kinds of operators can be written

(i) : eiq̂t t ∈ R, (B.2)
(ii) : eihΨp̂ae−ihΨp̂ a ∈ A. (B.3)

Thus we may write the crossed product as

A⋊∆ R = {eihΨp̂ae−ihΨp̂, eiq̂t | a ∈ A, t ∈ R}′′ (B.4)
24Note that in much of the mathematical literature, the position basis is used, which leads to an equivalent

description of the crossed product. We use the momentum basis to match the conventions of [90].
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where S ′′ denotes the double commutant of the set S, which is known to be equal to the
smallest von Neumann algebra containing all elements of S [167]. Conjugating by the unitary
operator e−ihΨp̂ leads to an equivalent definition of the crossed product algebra with respect
to the following set of generators:

A⋊∆ R ∼= {a⊗ 1,∆it
Ψ ⊗ eiq̂t | a ∈ A, t ∈ R}′′. (B.5)

This representation of the crossed product gives an intuitive picture for its physical meaning:
the crossed product consists of operators in A dressed by modular flow, with momentum-
space translations in the auxiliary register L2(R) being used to keep track of modular time.

A powerful result known as the commutation theorem for crossed products tells us that
the crossed product algebra given in equation (B.4) is exactly the subalgebra of A⊗B(L2(R))
fixed under the flow generated by hΨ + q̂. That is, we have (see e.g. [165, chapter I, theorem
3.11])

A⋊∆ R = {â ∈ A⊗ B(L2(R)) | ei(hΨ+q̂)tâe−i(hΨ+q̂)t = â for all t ∈ R}. (B.6)

This is why, in the main text, crossed products arise as a consequence of imposing gauge
symmetry; if hΨ+ q̂ is the generator of some gauge symmetry, then gauge invariance requires
restricting to the crossed product subalgebra.

It is known [128, corollary 9.7] that if A is a type III1 factor, then A ⋊∆ R is a type
II∞ factor. As emphasized above, this means that it has a preferred physical trace that is
unique up to rescaling. A concrete formula for the trace can be obtained by unpacking the
proof of lemma 8.2 in [128]. In the present notation if |Ψ⟩ is the state whose modular flow
is used to define the crossed product, and |0⟩p is the unnormalizable zero-momentum state,
then the formal state |Ψ̂⟩ = |Ψ⟩⊗ |0⟩p has special properties. In particular, its modular flow
∆̂it

Ψ satisfies25

∆̂−it
Ψ â ∆̂it

Ψ = e−iq̂tâeiq̂t (B.7)

for all â ∈ A ⋊∆ R. This shows that the modular flow associated to the state |Ψ̃⟩ is inner.
Takesaki then shows that if any algebraic state φ has inner modular flow of the form cit for
some positive operator c affiliated with the algebra, then the map τ(a) = φ(ca) is a physical
trace. In the present context, where φ is the algebraic state on the crossed product defined
by taking expectation values in |Ψ⟩ ⊗ |0⟩ , this implies that the map

T̂r(â) = (⟨Ψ| ⊗ ⟨0|)e−q̂â(|Ψ⟩ ⊗ |0⟩) (B.8)

is a physical trace on A⋊∆ R. We have adopted the notation T̂r for the physical trace on a
crossed product, as this is the notation used in the main text.

In the main text, the crossed product is not taken exactly by a modular flow, but rather
by a modular flow rescaled by an inverse temperature β determined by the surface gravity of
a vector field ξa. This requires rescaling hΨ to hΨ/β. The effect of this is to give the crossed
product algebra as

A⋊∆ R = {eip̂
hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β , eiq̂t | a ∈ A, t ∈ R}′′, (B.9)

25Sign differences in this expression relative to expressions in [128] are due to our convention that modular
flow acts as a 7→ ∆−ita∆it, as opposed to Takesaki’s convention a 7→ ∆ita∆−it.
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as in equation (2.4), with the isomorphic representation

A⋊∆ R = {a⊗ 1, e−i
hΨ
β
t ⊗ eiq̂t | a ∈ A, t ∈ R}′′. (B.10)

The commutation theorem tells us that A⋊∆ R is exactly the flow-fixed algebra

A⋊∆ R = {â ∈ A⊗ B(L2(R)) | ei
(

hΨ
β

+q̂
)
t
âe

−i
(

hΨ
β

+q̂
)
t
= â for all t ∈ R}, (B.11)

as claimed in section 2. Finally, the physical trace is

T̂r (â) = 2πβ(⟨Ψ| ⊗ ⟨0|p)e−βq̂â(|Ψ⟩ ⊗ |0⟩p), (B.12)

where |0⟩p is the unnormalizable zero-momentum state and we have introduced an overall
constant 2πβ to make certain equations in the main text simpler. In particular, when we
produce a type II1 algebra in section 5.4, the identity in that algebra has unit trace with
respect to this normalization.

C Modular theory

Many of the results in this work rely on properties of modular automorphism groups and
Tomita-Takesaki theory for von Neumann algebras. In this appendix, we will collect the main
results that are used throughout the paper, to serve as a quick reference for notation and
definitions. The discussion here will be informal; precise mathematical statements and proofs
of the results quoted here can be found in the cited references. See [73] for an accessible
introduction and more detailed explanations. Further mathematical detail can be found
in [2, 168], with a complete treatment in [124].

Given a von Neumann algebra A acting on a Hilbert space H and a cyclic and separating
vector |Ψ⟩ ∈ H, the Tomita operator SΨ is an antilinear operator defined by the relation

SΨa|Ψ⟩ = a†|Ψ⟩, ∀a ∈ A. (C.1)

It admits a polar decomposition
SΨ = JΨ∆

1
2
Ψ, (C.2)

where the modular conjugation JΨ is an antiunitary operator satisfying J2
Ψ = 1 and the

modular operator ∆Ψ = S†
ΨSΨ is Hermitian and positive-definite. Both operators leave the

state |Ψ⟩ invariant, JΨ|Ψ⟩ = ∆Ψ|Ψ⟩ = |Ψ⟩, and furthermore modular conjugation sends ∆Ψ

to its inverse,
JΨ∆ΨJΨ = ∆−1

Ψ . (C.3)

The Tomita operator S ′
Ψ for the commutant algebra A′ admits a polar decomposition S ′

Ψ =

JΨ∆
−1/2
Ψ , so the modular conjugation for A′ is the same as for A and the modular operator

is ∆−1
Ψ . Furthermore, if a is in A, then JΨaJΨ is in A′.

From its definition, one finds that ∆Ψ satisfies

⟨Ψ|ab|Ψ⟩ = ⟨Ψ|b∆Ψa|Ψ⟩, ∀a, b ∈ A. (C.4)
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The modular Hamiltonian hΨ is defined by

hΨ = − log∆Ψ, (C.5)

and is used to define the modular flow of operators in A,

as = eishΨae−ishΨ . (C.6)

The flowed operator as remains in A for all real values of s, and hence modular flow defines
an automorphism of A. When A is type III1, this automorphism is outer for all values of s,
implying that hΨ cannot be expressed as a sum of an element of A and an element of A′.

Although ∆Ψ does not factorize when A is type III, it is often helpful to keep in mind the
formula for this operator when A is type I and the Hilbert space factorizes H = HA ⊗HA′ .
In this case, any state |Ψ⟩ defines a density matrix ρΨ for A acting on HA and a density
matrix ρ′Ψ for A′ acting on HA′ . In terms of these, the modular operator is given by

∆Ψ = ρΨ ⊗ (ρ′Ψ)
−1 (C.7)

and the modular Hamiltonian can be expressed as a sum

hΨ = hAΨ − hA
′

Ψ , (C.8)

with hAΨ = − log ρΨ and hA
′

Ψ = − log ρ′Ψ. This formal split of the modular Hamiltonian is
employed in sections 4 and 5, especially in deriving the generalized entropy formula (5.36),
but when A is type III, the one-sided modular Hamiltonians hAΨ, hA′

Ψ are singular operators.

Given another cyclic and separating state |Φ⟩, we can define the relative Tomita operator
SΦ|Ψ by the relation26

SΦ|Ψa|Ψ⟩ = a†|Φ⟩. (C.9)

The polar decomposition SΦ|Ψ = JΦ|Ψ∆
1
2

Φ|Ψ defines the antiunitary relative modular conjuga-
tion JΦ|Ψ and relative modular operator ∆Φ|Ψ. From the fact that SΦ|ΨSΨ|Φ = 1, one finds
that JΦ|ΨJΨ|Φ = 1, implying

J†
Φ|Ψ = JΨ|Φ, (C.10)

and also
JΦ|Ψ∆

1
2

Φ|ΨJΨ|Φ = ∆
− 1

2

Ψ|Φ. (C.11)

Similar manipulations yield the following relations for the relative Tomita operator S ′
Φ|Ψ for

the commutant A′, with polar decomposition J ′
Φ|Ψ(∆

′
Φ|Ψ)

1
2 :

S†
Φ|Ψ = S ′

Φ|Ψ, J ′
Φ|Ψ = J†

Φ|Ψ, (∆′
Φ|Ψ)

1/2 = ∆
−1/2
Ψ|Φ . (C.12)

The relative modular operator may be expressed as ∆Φ|Ψ = S†
Φ|ΨSΦ|Ψ, which leads to a

relation analogous to (C.4),
⟨Φ|ab|Φ⟩ = ⟨Ψ|b∆Φ|Ψa|Ψ⟩. (C.13)

26There are differing conventions for relative operators throughout the literature, where the Tomita oper-
ator in this equation is sometimes denoted SΨ|Φ. Here we follow the conventions employed in CLPW [90],
which also agrees with those of [1, 169], but is opposite the conventions of [20,73].
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The logarithm of ∆Φ|Ψ determines the relative modular Hamiltonian

hΦ|Ψ = − log∆Φ|Ψ. (C.14)

In terms of the formal type I factorization, the relative modular operator and modular
Hamiltonian can be expressed

∆Φ|Ψ = ρΦ ⊗ (ρ′Ψ)
−1 (C.15)

hΦ|Ψ = hAΦ − hA
′

Ψ . (C.16)

An important set of operators that appear when relating modular flows of different states
are the Connes cocycles uΦ|Ψ(s), u′Ψ|Φ(s), defined by [1,123,124]

uΦ|Ψ(s) = ∆is
Φ|Ψ∆

−is
Ψ = ∆is

Φ∆
−is
Ψ|Φ (C.17)

u′Ψ|Φ(s) = ∆−is
Φ|Ψ∆

is
Φ = ∆−is

Ψ ∆is
Ψ|Φ (C.18)

The equivalence of these two definitions of the Connes cocycles can be checked using the
type I density matrix expressions for the modular operators, which also reveals that uΦ|Ψ(s)
is an element of A and u′Ψ|Φ(s) is an element of A′. These statements remain true even in the
case of type III algebras, despite the fact that the factorization of the modular operators is
not valid in this situation (see [169] for a recent review of the proof for generic von Neumann
algebras). From these definitions, one also verifies that evolution with respect to different
modular Hamiltonians hΦ and hΨ is related by

e−ishΦ = uΦ|Ψ(s)e
−ishΨu′Ψ|Φ(s), (C.19)

implying that any two modular flows on A are related by an inner automorphism, and
similarly for A′. This is the content of the cocycle derivative theorem in the theory of von
Neumann algebras [123] [124, Theorem 3.3].

A useful class of states employed in this work are canonical purifications. Given a fixed
vector |Ψ⟩ ∈ H and some state ω on A, there is a unique canonical purification |Φ⟩ that
reproduces the expectation values of ω on elements of A. The vector |Φ⟩ is an element of the
canonical cone associated with |Ψ⟩, and has the property of possessing the same modular
conjugation as |Ψ⟩, i.e. JΦ = JΨ, and these are equal to the relative modular conjugations
JΨ|Φ = JΦ|Ψ = JΨ [1, 129]. The vector |Φ⟩ satisfies the properties

JΨ|Φ⟩ = |Φ⟩, |Φ⟩ = ∆
1
2

Φ|Ψ|Ψ⟩. (C.20)

Because all of the modular conjugations are equal, one also finds

JΨ∆ΦJΨ = ∆−1
Φ , JΨ∆Φ|ΨJΨ = ∆−1

Ψ|Φ. (C.21)

When |Φ⟩ is a cyclic-separating vector that is not in the canonical cone of |Ψ⟩, it can always
be written in the form |Φ⟩ = u′|Φc⟩, where |Φc⟩ is in the canonical cone and u′ ∈ A′ is
unitary [129]. Thus, when computing expectation values or entropies for the algebra A,
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one is always free to assume that the vector for the state under consideration is a canonical
purification.

An explicit formula for u′ can be obtained by noting that the relative Tomita operators
for |Φ⟩ and |Φc⟩ with respect to |Ψ⟩ are related by

SΦ|Ψ = u′SΦc|Ψ, (C.22)

which follows directly from the definitions of the relative Tomita operators: SΦ|Ψa|Ψ⟩ =
a†|Φ⟩ = u′a†|Φc⟩ = u′SΦc|Ψa|Ψ⟩. By the uniqueness of the polar decomposition and the fact
that JΦc|Ψ = JΨ, we then find that

∆Φ|Ψ = ∆Φc|Ψ, JΦ|Ψ = u′JΨ, (C.23)

and hence
u′ = JΦ|ΨJΨ. (C.24)

Note that other modular operators are related to their canonically purified versions according
to

∆Ψ|Φ = u′∆Ψ|Φc(u
′)†, ∆Φ = u′∆Φc(u

′)†. (C.25)

We close with a summary of certain useful identities relating products of modular opera-
tors that are affiliated with A or A′. As explained in e.g. [127, remark 5.3.10], an unbounded
operator is said to be affiliated with A if it commutes with every operator in A′; equivalently,
if every bounded function of the operator is in A. It is easy to see that the operator S ′

ΨS
′
Ψ|Φ

is affiliated with A, as for any a′, b′ in A′, we have

S ′
ΨS

′
Ψ|Φa

′ |b′Φ⟩ = a′ |b′Ψ⟩ = a′S ′
ΨS

′
Ψ|Φ |b′Φ⟩ , (C.26)

so the operator [S ′
ΨS

′
Ψ|Φ, a

′] vanishes on all states of the form |b′Φ⟩ . These states are dense in
H by the assumption that |Φ⟩ is cyclic and separating, so we have [S ′

ΨS
′
Ψ|Φ, a

′] = 0. Writing
the operator S ′

ΨS
′
Ψ|Φ in terms of its polar decomposition and using equations (C.10), (C.11),

and (C.12) gives
S ′
ΨS

′
Ψ|Φ = JΨ∆

− 1
2

Ψ ∆
1
2

Ψ|ΦJΦ|Ψ. (C.27)

Since S ′
ΨS

′
Ψ|Φ is affiliated with A, conjugating this operator by JΨ produces an operator

affiliated with A′. So the operator

JΨS
′
ΨS

′
Ψ|ΦJΨ = ∆

− 1
2

Ψ ∆
1
2

Ψ|ΦJΦ|ΨJΨ (C.28)

is affiliated with A′. But we already know via equation (C.24) that JΦ|ΨJΨ is in A′, so

∆
− 1

2
Ψ ∆

1
2

Ψ|Φ must be affiliated with A′ as well.

By repeating the logic of the above paragraph but switching the roles of A and A′, using
the identities in equation (C.12), and taking adjoints or inverses when convenient, we see
that the following operators are affiliated with A and A′.

Affiliated with A Affiliated with A′

SΨ|ΦSΨ SΨSΨ|Φ

JΨ|ΦJΨ JΦ|ΨJΨ

∆
1
2

Φ|Ψ∆
− 1

2
Ψ ∆

1
2

Ψ|Φ∆
− 1

2
Ψ

(C.29)
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These operators satisfy certain useful identities. It is easy to verify the expression

SΨSΨ|Φ = SΨ|ΦSΦ (C.30)

by checking that these operators have the same action on the dense set of states of the form
|aΦ⟩ . Cocycle manipulations presented in e.g. [170, appendix C] [20, appendix A] verify the
identity

JΦ|ΨJΨ = JΦJΦ|Ψ. (C.31)

Finally, expanding equation (C.30) in terms of polar decompositions and applying equations
(C.10), (C.11), (C.12) gives

JΨ∆
1
2
Ψ∆

− 1
2

Φ|ΨJΨ|Φ = JΨ|Φ∆
1
2

Ψ|Φ∆
− 1

2
Φ JΦ. (C.32)

Left-multiplying by JΨ and right-multiplying by JΦ|Ψ gives

∆
1
2
Ψ∆

− 1
2

Φ|Ψ = JΨJΨ|Φ∆
1
2

Ψ|Φ∆
− 1

2
Φ JΦJΦ|Ψ. (C.33)

By equation (C.29), JΦJΦ|Ψ is affiliated with A′ and ∆Ψ|Φ∆
−1/2
Φ is affiliated with A, so these

commute, and we have
∆

1
2
Ψ∆

− 1
2

Φ|Ψ = JΨJΨ|ΦJΦJΦ|Ψ∆
1
2

Ψ|Φ∆
− 1

2
Φ . (C.34)

Applying the identity (C.31) then gives

∆
1
2
Ψ∆

− 1
2

Φ|Ψ = ∆
1
2

Ψ|Φ∆
− 1

2
Φ . (C.35)

Repeating these arguments with slight variations, occasionally substituting Ψ ↔ Φ, gives
the following table of identities.

Affiliated with A Affiliated with A′

SΨ|ΦSΨ = SΦSΨ|Φ SΨSΨ|Φ = SΨ|ΦSΦ

JΨ|ΦJΨ = JΦJΨ|Φ JΦ|ΨJΨ = JΦJΦ|Ψ

∆
1
2

Φ|Ψ∆
− 1

2
Ψ = ∆

1
2
Φ∆

− 1
2

Ψ|Φ ∆
1
2

Ψ|Φ∆
− 1

2
Ψ = ∆

1
2
Φ∆

− 1
2

Φ|Ψ

(C.36)

D Converse of the cocycle derivative theorem

One of the main justifications for assumption A4 provided in section 4 is the fact that any
operator hab′ related to a modular Hamiltonian h0 as in equation (4.3) is itself the modular
Hamiltonian of some state. To show this, one invokes the converse of the cocycle derivative
theorem [123, 124], a version of which can be stated as follows. Suppose that h1 is the
generator of a flow on a von Neumann algebra A and on its commutant A′ that is related
to a modular flow generated by h0 according to

eish1 = u(s)eish0u′(s) (D.1)
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where u(s) ∈ A and u′(s) ∈ A′ for all s ∈ R. Then h1 is a modular Hamiltonian of some
state. The fact that the exponential on the left hand side of (D.1) involves an s-independent
generator h1 implies that u(s), u′(s) satisfy certain cocycle conditions, which we can derive
by evaluating ei(s+t)h1 :

u(s+ t)ei(s+t)h0u′(s+ t) = eish1eith1

= u(s)eish0u′(s)u(t)eith0u′(t)

=
[
u(s)eish0u(t)e−ish0

]
· ei(s+t)h0 ·

[
e−ith0u′(s)eith0u′(t)

]
. (D.2)

where we used [u′(s), u(t)] = 0. Hence, u(s) and u′(s) satisfy the cocycle conditions

u(s+ t) = u(s)eish0u(t)e−ish0 (D.3)
u′(s+ t) = e−ith0u′(s)eith0u′(t), (D.4)

which are the necessary conditions in order to apply the converse of the cocycle derivative
theorem as given in [124, Theorem 3.8].

This cocycle identity and the relation (D.1) imply the existence of relative Hamiltonians
h1|0 and h0|1 by the relations

eish1|0 = u(s)eish0 = eish1(u′(s))† (D.5)
eish0|1 = u(s)†eish1 = eish0u′(s). (D.6)

To see that these equations define s-independent operators h0|1 and h1|0, we can compute
the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff expansion of the two expressions for the relative Hamiltonian.
Writing u(s) = eisW (s), u′(s) = eisW

′(s) with W (s) ∈ A and W ′(s) ∈ A′ both Hermitian, this
determines two expansions for h1|0,

ish1|0 = log
(
eisW (s)eish0

)
= log

(
eish1e−isW

′(s)
)

is(W (s) + h0) +
(is)2

2
[W (s), h0] + . . . = is(h1 −W ′(s))− (is)2

2
[h1,W

′(s)] + . . . (D.7)

On the left hand side, all terms are elements of A except for ish0, since h0 generates an
automorphism of A so that commutators [h0,W (s)], [h0, [h0,W (s)]] etc. are all elements of
A. Similarly, on the right hand side, the only term that is not an element of A′ is ish1.
Assuming that A has no center, this implies that all terms beyond the linear term in s must
cancel on each side of the above equation, meaning that

h1|0 = W (0) + h0 = h1 −W ′(0), (D.8)

which is s-independent. A similar argument holds for h0|1.

This argument also reveals that the Hamiltonians are related by the equation

h1 = W (0) + h0 +W ′(0), (D.9)
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which was the condition quoted in section 4 for h1 to be a modular Hamiltonian. Hence, for
a general Hamiltonian of the form

hab′ = a+ h0 + b′ (D.10)

with a, b′ Hermitian, one can construct the relative Hamiltonian

hab′|0 = a+ h0, (D.11)

and from it construct the cocycle

u(s) = eishab′|0e−ish0 . (D.12)

With this definition, one immediately verifies that u(s) satisfies the cocycle identity (D.3).
The other relative Hamiltonian can be defined by

h0|ab′ = h0 + b′, (D.13)

and the cocycle
u′(s) = e−ish0eish0|ab′ (D.14)

will satisfy (D.4). One can then apply the converse of the cocycle derivative theorem to
conclude that hab′ is a modular Hamiltonian of some state, as claimed in section 4.

Finally, we comment on the technical requirements for the application of this theorem.
Theorem 3.8 of [124] applies to a flow on a von Neumann algebra A that is related to a
modular flow by a cocycle satisfying the condition (D.3). This modular flow is with respect
to a faithful, semi-finite, normal weight φ on the algebra A. Being a weight, as opposed to
a state, means that φ may assign infinite expectation value to some operators in A. The
semi-finite requirement means that sufficiently many operators in A have finite expectation
values, in the sense that these operators generate the full algebra A. Faithful refers to the
fact that no nonzero positive operator in A is assigned zero expectation value. Finally, the
most important requirement is that φ is normal, which is a continuity requirement on the
expectation values that φ assigns to algebra elements. For bounded subregions, one should
think of normality as a condition that the entanglement structure of quantum fields near the
entangling surface agrees with the local vacuum.

E Computation of modular operators

An important technical result in the present work is the exact set of expressions (2.8), (2.9)
for the modular operator ∆Φ̂ of a classical-quantum state |Φ̂⟩ for the crossed product algebra
AC constructed in section 5. In this appendix, we derive these expressions for the modular
operator, as well as expressions for a related class of twirled classical-quantum states of
the form |Φ̃⟩ = eip̂

hΨ
β |Φ, f⟩. These expressions will be compared to those obtained in [90,91]

under a semiclassical approximation on the observer wavefunction f for the classical-quantum
state. We will see explicitly that the modular operator factorizes into a piece affiliated with
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AC and a piece affiliated with (AC)′, in agreement with classic theorems showing that this
must always be the case in a type II factor (see e.g. [1, chapter V.2.4]). We will interpret
the piece of the modular operator affiliated with AC as the density matrix for the state |Φ̂⟩
in the algebra AC, and show that this agrees with a natural definition of density matrices
related to the algebraic traces defined in appendix B.

We begin with some notation and conventions. We will work with both a position |y⟩
and momentum |s⟩ basis for wavefunctions in Hobs = L2(R). These satisfy

q̂|y⟩ = y|y⟩, ⟨y′|y⟩ = δ(y′ − y), eiap̂|y⟩ = |y − a⟩
p̂|s⟩ = s|s⟩, ⟨s′|s⟩ = δ(s′ − s), eibq̂|s⟩ = |s+ b⟩

⟨y|s⟩ = eisy√
2π

(E.1)

A given state |f⟩ in Hobs is expressed in these bases as

|f⟩ =
∫
dyf(y)|y⟩ =

∫
dsf̃(s)|s⟩ (E.2)

so that f(y) and f̃(s) are Fourier transforms of each other, with the convention

f̃(s) =
1√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dyf(y)e−isy

f(y) =
1√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dsf̃(s)eisy.

(E.3)

We also keep in mind the Fourier representation of the delta function,

2πδ(s) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dye−isy. (E.4)

Given any operator a ∈ AQFT, its modular flow with respect to the state |Ψ⟩ will be
denoted

as ≡ eishΨae−ishΨ = ∆−is
Ψ a∆is

Ψ. (E.5)

To determine the modular operator ∆Φ̂ of the state |Φ̂⟩ = |Φ, f⟩ for the crossed product
algebra AC, we will explicitly solve the relation

⟨Φ̂| â b̂ |Φ̂⟩ = ⟨Φ̂| b̂∆Φ̂ â |Φ̂⟩ (E.6)

for generic elements â, b̂ ∈ AC. We take these operators to be

â = a p̂
β
eiuq̂ = eip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β eiuq̂

b̂ = b p̂
β
eivq̂ = eip̂

hΨ
β be−ip̂

hΨ
β eivq̂,

(E.7)
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which additively span the algebra AC. We will assume that |Φ⟩ lies in the canonical cone of
|Ψ⟩ (see appendix C) throughout the derivation, since the modular operator for more general
states is easily obtained by conjugating with u′ = JΦ|ΨJΨ.

We start by evaluating the left hand side of (E.6) using the Fourier representation of the
wavefunction:

⟨Φ̂| â b̂ |Φ̂⟩ = ⟨Φ, f | â b̂ |Φ, f⟩ =
∫
ds′dsf̃(s′)∗f̃(s)⟨Φ|⟨s′|a p̂

β
eiuq̂b p̂

β
eivq̂|s⟩|Φ⟩

=

∫
ds′dsf̃(s′)∗f̃(s)⟨Φ|a s′

β
⟨s′ − u|s+ v⟩b s+v

β
|Φ⟩

=

∫
dsf̃(s+ u+ v)∗f̃(s)⟨Φ|a s+u+v

β
b s+v

β
|Φ⟩

=

∫
dsf̃(s+ u)∗f̃(s− v)⟨Φ|a s+u

β
b s

β
|Φ⟩

=

∫
dsf̃(s+ u)∗f̃(s− v)⟨Ψ|b s

β
∆Φ|Ψa s+u

β
|Ψ⟩

=

∫
ds
dy′dy

2π
f ∗(y′)f(y)eiy

′(s+u)e−iy(s−v)⟨Ψ|be−is
hΨ
β ∆Φ|Ψe

is
hΨ
β au

β
|Ψ⟩

=

∫
dsdy′dyf ∗(y′)f(y)⟨y′|u⟩⟨−v|y⟩eiy′se−iys⟨Ψ|be−is

hΨ
β ∆Φ|Ψe

is
hΨ
β au

β
|Ψ⟩

= ⟨Ψ,−v|b
∫
dse−is(q̂+

hΨ
β

)|f⟩∆Φ|Ψ⟨f |eis(q̂+
hΨ
β

)au
β
|Ψ, u⟩

= ⟨Ψ,−v|beip̂
hΨ
β

∫
dse−isq̂e−ip̂

hΨ
β |f⟩∆Φ|Ψ⟨f |eip̂

hΨ
β eisq̂e−ip̂

hΨ
β au

β
|Ψ, u⟩ (E.8)

In the fifth line, we have applied the identity (C.13) to flip the order of a s+u
β

and b s
β
. To carry

out the s-integral in this expression, it helps to introduce an eigenbasis |ω⟩ for hΨ satisfying
hΨ|ω⟩ = ω|ω⟩. Computing the matrix elements of the s-integral operator in this basis yields

⟨ω′|
∫
dse−isq̂e−ip̂

hΨ
β |f⟩∆Φ|Ψ⟨f |eip̂

hΨ
β eisq̂|ω⟩

= ⟨ω′|
∫
dsdy′dye−isq̂f

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
e−ip̂

hΨ
β |y′⟩∆Φ|Ψ⟨y|eip̂

hΨ
β f ∗

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
eisq̂|ω⟩

= ⟨ω′|f
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)∫
dsdy′dye−isq̂|y′ + ω′

β
⟩∆Φ|Ψ⟨y +

ω

β
|eisq̂f ∗

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
|ω⟩

= ⟨ω′|2πf
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)∫
dy′dyδ(y′ +

ω′

β
− y − ω

β
)|y′ + ω′

β
⟩∆Φ|Ψ⟨y +

ω

β
|f ∗

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
|ω⟩

= ⟨ω′|2πf
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)∫
dy|y⟩∆Φ|Ψ⟨y|f ∗

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
|ω⟩

= ⟨ω′|2πf
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
∆Φ|Ψf

∗
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
|ω⟩ (E.9)
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Plugging this into (E.8) then yields

⟨Φ̂| â b̂ |Φ̂⟩ = 2π⟨Ψ,−v|beip̂
hΨ
β f

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
∆Φ|Ψf

∗
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
e−ip̂

hΨ
β au

β
|Ψ, u⟩ (E.10)

To evaluate the right hand side of (E.6), we make use of the assumption that |Φ⟩ lies in
the canonical cone of |Ψ⟩, so that |Φ⟩ = ∆

1
2

Φ|Ψ|Ψ⟩ (see appendix C). Then we compute

⟨Φ̂| b̂∆Φ̂ â |Φ̂⟩ = ⟨Φ, f |b p̂
β
eivq̂∆Φ̂a p̂

β
eiuq̂|Φ, f⟩

=

∫
ds′dsf̃(s′)∗f̃(s)⟨Φ|b s′

β
⟨s′ − v|∆Φ̂|s+ u⟩a s+u

β
|Φ⟩

=

∫
ds′dsf̃(s′)∗f̃(s)⟨Φ,−v|b s′

β
e−is

′q̂∆Φ̂e
isq̂a s+u

β
|Φ, u⟩

=

∫
ds′dsf̃(s′)∗f̃(s)⟨Ψ,−v|∆

1
2

Φ|Ψ∆
− 1

2
Φ b s′

β
e−is

′q̂∆Φ̂e
isq̂a s+u

β
∆

− 1
2

Φ ∆
1
2

Φ|Ψ|Ψ, u⟩

=

∫
ds′dsf̃(s′)∗f̃(s)⟨Ψ,−v|be−is′(q̂+

hΨ
β

)∆
1
2
Ψ∆

− 1
2

Ψ|Φ∆Φ̂∆
− 1

2

Ψ|Φ∆
1
2
Ψe

is(q̂+
hΨ
β

)au
β
|Ψ, u⟩

= 2π⟨Ψ,−v|bf ∗
(
q̂ +

hΨ
β

)
∆

1
2
Ψ∆

− 1
2

Ψ|Φ∆Φ̂∆
− 1

2

Ψ|Φ∆
1
2
Ψf

(
q̂ +

hΨ
β

)
au

β
|Ψ, u⟩ (E.11)

In the fifth line, we have used equation (C.36), which gives ∆
1
2

Φ|Ψ∆
− 1

2
Φ = ∆

1
2
Ψ∆

− 1
2

Ψ|Φ and tells
us that this operator is in A′

QFT, so it can be commuted past b. We also apply similar

manipulations to the operator ∆
− 1

2
Φ ∆

1
2

Φ|Ψ.

Equating (E.11) with (E.10) gives an equation for ∆Φ̂ that is straightforwardly solved,

∆Φ̂ = ∆
1
2

Ψ|Φ
1

f ∗
(
q̂ + hΨ

β

)∆− 1
2

Ψ eip̂
hΨ
β f

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
∆Φ|Ψf

∗
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
e−ip̂

hΨ
β ∆

− 1
2

Ψ

1

f
(
q̂ + hΨ

β

)∆
1
2

Ψ|Φ

= ∆
1
2

Ψ|Φ
e−

βq̂
2

f ∗
(
q̂ + hΨ

β

) ·
[
eip̂

hΨ
β f

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
eβq̂/2∆Φ|Ψe

βq̂/2f ∗
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
e−ip̂

hΨ
β

]
· e−

βq̂
2

f
(
q̂ + hΨ

β

)∆
1
2

Ψ|Φ.

(E.12)

One can verify using equation (C.36) that the terms outside of the brackets are elements
of (AC)′, while the quantity inside the bracket is in AC, as discussed in section 5.2. We
therefore find that the modular operator factorizes into density matrices ∆Φ̂ = ρΦ̂(ρ

′
Φ̂
)−1.

Finally, to lift the requirement that |Φ⟩ is in the canonical cone of |Ψ⟩, we simply conjugate
∆Φ̂ by u′ = JΦ|ΨJΨ, as explained in section 5.2. Since ∆Φ|Ψ is the same as in the canonically
purified modular operator, but ∆Ψ|Φ is related to the canonically purified version according
to equation (C.25), the density matrices are then given by

ρΦ̂ =
1

β
eip̂

hΨ
β f

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
eβq̂/2∆Φ|Ψe

βq̂/2f ∗
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
e−ip̂

hΨ
β (E.13)

ρ′
Φ̂
=

1

β
∆

− 1
2

Ψ|ΦJΦ|ΨJΨe
βq̂
2

∣∣∣∣f
(
q̂ +

hΨ
β

)∣∣∣∣
2

e
βq̂
2 JΨJΨ|Φ∆

− 1
2

Ψ|Φ (E.14)
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These expressions can be compared to the density matrices obtained in [90,91], computed
for a similar class of states. To make the comparison, we first note that these works employed
a unitarily equivalent algebra obtained from AC by conjugating with respect to e−ip̂

hΨ
β .

Denoting this algebra by Acr = e−ip̂
hΨ
β ACeip̂

hΨ
β , we see that it is given by

Acr =
{
a, e

i
(
q̂−hΨ

β

)
t|a ∈ AQFT, t ∈ R

}′′
. (E.15)

Under this transformation, the classical-quantum state |Φ̂⟩ maps to |Φcr⟩ = e−ip̂
hΨ
β |Φ, f⟩,

which we refer to as a twirled state. These states are somewhat more natural for the algebra
Acr than ones that do not involve twirling since they are states on which it is easy to
implement the positive energy projection: since this projection becomes Θ(q̂+ hΨ

β
) after the

conjugation, the projected states are just twirled states with f(q < 0) = 0. The modular
operator ∆Φcr of this state on the algebra Acr can be obtained immediately from ∆Φ̂ by
conjugation. This produces the density matrices for the twirled state

ρΦcr =
1

β
f

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
eβq̂/2∆Φ|Ψe

βq̂/2f ∗
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
(E.16)

ρ′Φcr
=

1

β
e−ip̂

hΨ
β ∆

− 1
2

Ψ|ΦJΦ|ΨJΨe
βq̂
2

∣∣∣∣f
(
q̂ +

hΨ
β

)∣∣∣∣
2

e
βq̂
2 JΨJΨ|Φ∆

− 1
2

Ψ|Φe
ip̂

hΨ
β . (E.17)

Interestingly, the expression for ρΦcr agrees with the form of the density matrix derived
in [90, 91] (up to the order of f and f ∗) after accounting for the definition x̂ = −q̂ and
making the appropriate changes to the wavefunction f , which is a function of x instead of
q in [90, 91]. This is somewhat surprising since their density matrix was computed for the
untwirled state |Φ, f⟩ on Acr. However, they also employed semiclassical assumptions on the
wavefunction f when deriving the density matrix, which appears to make the state largely
insensitive to the twirling operation.

The exact density matrix for the untwirled state |Φcq⟩ = |Φ, f⟩ on the algebra Acr can
be derived following a similar sequence of steps as employed above. The steps are almost
identical if one instead computes the modular operator for the commutant algebra A′

cr,

A′
cr = {e−ip̂

hΨ
β a′eip̂

hΨ
β , eiq̂t|a′ ∈ A′

QFT, t ∈ R}′′, (E.18)

and then uses the relation ∆′
Φcq

= ∆−1
Φcq

. In this case, one should express a generic state |Φ⟩
in terms of a canonical purification |Φc⟩ according to |Φ⟩ = u|Φc⟩, with u = JΨ|ΦJΨ ∈ AQFT.
This results in the following density matrices for this state:

ρΦcq =
1

β
∆

1
2

Φ|ΨJΨ|ΦJΨe
βq̂/2

∣∣∣∣f
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)∣∣∣∣
2

eβq̂/2JΨJΦ|Ψ∆
1
2

Φ|Ψ (E.19)

ρ′Φcq
=

1

β
e−ip̂

hΨ
β f

(
q̂ +

hΨ
β

)
eβq̂/2∆−1

Ψ|Φe
βq̂/2f ∗

(
q̂ +

hΨ
β

)
eip̂

hΨ
β . (E.20)

The expression for ρΦcq agrees with that given in [90,91] upon application of the semiclassical

approximation, which implies
[
∆

1
2

Φ|Ψ, f
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)]
≈ 0 ≈

[
JΨ|ΦJΨ, f

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)]
.
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It is also worth comparing the expressions for the twirled state density matrices (E.16),
(E.17) to those of the untwirled states (E.19), (E.20). One notices that the expression of the
density matrix for Acr in the twirled state is similar in structure to the density matrix for
A′

cr in the untwirled state, and vice-versa. This just reflects the fact that classical-quantum
states for Acr behave more like twirled classical-quantum states for A′

cr. Of course, neither
state is truly classical-quantum, since there is always entanglement between the observer and
the quantum field degrees of freedom within the crossed product algebras. Finally, note that
the untwirled state |Φcq⟩ for the algebra Acr naturally maps to a twirled classical quantum
state |Φ̃⟩ = eip̂

hΨ
β |Φ, f⟩ for the original crossed product algebra AC. The density matrices for

this state are obtained by conjugating (E.19) and (E.20) by eip̂
hΨ
β , resulting in

ρΦ̃ =
1

β
eip̂

hΨ
β ∆

1
2

Φ|ΨJΨ|ΦJΨe
βq̂/2

∣∣∣∣f
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)∣∣∣∣
2

eβq̂/2JΨJΦ|Ψ∆
1
2

Φ|Ψe
−ip̂hΨ

β (E.21)

ρ′
Φ̃
=

1

β
f

(
q̂ +

hΨ
β

)
eβq̂/2∆−1

Ψ|Φe
βq̂/2f ∗

(
q̂ +

hΨ
β

)
. (E.22)

To finish off, it is interesting to see how the characterization of the density matrix ρΦ̂
from equation (E.13), as the piece of the modular operator ∆Φ̂ affiliated with AC, compares
with the usual definition of a density matrix in quantum mechanics. In ordinary quantum
mechanics, given a tensor-factorized Hilbert space H = HA⊗HA′ , the density matrix ρψ for
a state |ψ⟩ ∈ H is defined as the unique positive operator in B(HA) satisfying

⟨ψ| a⊗ 1 |ψ⟩ = TrHA(ρψa) (E.23)

for all a ∈ B(HA). As explained in appendix B, while the Hilbert space trace is always infinite
on a type II von Neumann factor, there is a renormalized notion of the trace that is uniquely
defined up to rescaling. On the crossed product, we denote this trace by T̂r, and we showed
in appendix B that it is given by the formula

T̂r(â) = 2πβ(⟨Ψ| ⊗ ⟨0|p)e−βq̂â(|Ψ⟩ ⊗ |0⟩p), (E.24)

where |0⟩p is the unnormalized zero-momentum state and â is an operator in AC. It is then
natural to define the density matrix ρΦ̂ for the state |Φ̂⟩, should one exist, as a positive
operator affiliated with AC satisfying

⟨Φ̂|̂a|Φ̂⟩ = T̂r(ρΦ̂â) (E.25)

for any â in AC. The properties of the renormalized trace discussed in appendix B — in
particular, its “faithfulness” — imply that if this operator exists, then it is unique. In fact,
there is a theorem showing that this operator always exists (see e.g. [127, theorem 5.3.11]),
but since we already have an expression for ρΦ̂ computed via the modular operator ∆Φ̂, it
suffices to plug that expression into equation (E.25) and verify that the identity is satisfied.

Since every operator in AC is a limit of finite linear combinations of operators of the form
eip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂), it suffices to check the identity (E.25) for operators â of this form. Using
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the expression for the density matrix ρΦ̂ coming from equation (E.12), we have

T̂r(ρΦ̂e
ip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂))

= 2π⟨Ψ|⟨0|pe−βq̂eip̂
hΨ
β f

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
eβq̂/2∆Φ|Ψe

βq̂/2f ∗
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂) |Ψ⟩ |0⟩p .

(E.26)

The leftmost factor of eip̂
hΨ
β can be commuted through eβq̂ at the expense of translating q̂

by hΨ
β
, but since we have hΨ |Ψ⟩ = 0, all terms involving hΨ appearing at the left side of the

expression trivialize. This introduces the simplification

T̂r(ρΦ̂e
ip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂))

= 2π⟨Ψ|⟨0|pe−βq̂f (q̂) eβq̂/2∆Φ|Ψe
βq̂/2f ∗

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂) |Ψ⟩ |0⟩p , (E.27)

and we may now commute both eβq̂/2 terms to the left side of the expression to obtain the
further simplification

T̂r(ρΦ̂e
ip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂)) = 2π⟨Ψ|⟨0|pf (q̂)∆Φ|Ψf

∗
(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂) |Ψ⟩ |0⟩p . (E.28)

We will now employ the helpful identity that if |s⟩ is a momentum eigenstate, then we have

f(q̂) |s⟩ =
∫
dq

eisq√
2π
f(q) |q⟩ = eisq̂√

2π
|f⟩ . (E.29)

Using this identity, and also pulling factors of e±ip̂
hΨ
β out of f ∗

(
q̂ − hΨ

β

)
, we may write the

trace expression as

T̂r(ρΦ̂e
ip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂)) = ⟨Ψ|⟨f ∗|∆Φ|Ψe

−ip̂hΨ
β f ∗ (q̂) eip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β |Ψ⟩ |g⟩ . (E.30)

We now insert two resolutions of the identity in the momentum basis, 1 =
∫
ds |s⟩⟨s| =∫

ds′ |s′⟩⟨s′| , to obtain the expression

T̂r(ρΦ̂e
ip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂))

=

∫
ds ds′ ⟨f ∗|s⟩ ⟨s′|g⟩ ⟨s| f ∗ (q̂) |s′⟩ ⟨Ψ|∆Φ|Ψe

i(s′−s)hΨ
β ae−is

′ hΨ
β |Ψ⟩ . (E.31)

Since we have eis
hΨ
β |Ψ⟩ = |Ψ⟩ , we are free to insert this operator at the right end of the

expression, and obtain

T̂r(ρΦ̂e
ip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂))

=

∫
ds ds′ ⟨f ∗|s⟩ ⟨s′|g⟩ ⟨s| f ∗ (q̂) |s′⟩ ⟨Ψ|∆Φ|Ψe

i(s′−s)hΨ
β ae−i(s

′−s)hΨ
β |Ψ⟩ . (E.32)
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Because ei(s
′−s)hΨ

β ae−i(s
′−s)hΨ

β is in A, we may apply the relative modular operator identity
(C.13) to obtain

T̂r(ρΦ̂e
ip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂))

=

∫
ds ds′ ⟨f ∗|s⟩ ⟨s′|g⟩ ⟨s| f ∗ (q̂) |s′⟩ ⟨Φ|ei(s′−s)

hΨ
β ae−i(s

′−s)hΨ
β |Φ⟩ . (E.33)

We now make the change of variables s′ 7→ s′ + s to obtain

T̂r(ρΦ̂e
ip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂))

=

∫
ds ds′ ⟨f ∗|s⟩ ⟨s′ + s|g⟩ ⟨s| f ∗ (q̂) |s′ + s⟩ ⟨Φ|eis′

hΨ
β ae−is

′ hΨ
β |Φ⟩ . (E.34)

We now apply equation (E.29) to the term ⟨s| f ∗(q̂) |s′ + s⟩ to obtain

T̂r(ρΦ̂e
ip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂))

=
1√
2π

∫
ds ds′ ⟨f ∗|s⟩ ⟨s′ + s|g⟩ ⟨f | e−isq̂ |s′ + s⟩ ⟨Φ|eis′

hΨ
β ae−is

′ hΨ
β |Φ⟩ . (E.35)

We may then apply the identity |s′ + s⟩ = eis
′q̂ |s⟩ to obtain the expression

T̂r(ρΦ̂e
ip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂))

=
1√
2π

∫
ds ds′ ⟨f ∗|s⟩ ⟨s| e−is′q̂ |g⟩ ⟨f |s′⟩ ⟨Φ|eis′

hΨ
β ae−is

′ hΨ
β |Φ⟩ . (E.36)

The parameter s now appears only as the resolution of the identity
∫
ds |s⟩⟨s| = 1, so we

may perform that integral to obtain

T̂r(ρΦ̂e
ip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂)) =

1√
2π

∫
ds′ ⟨f ∗|e−is′q̂ |g⟩ ⟨f |s′⟩ ⟨Φ|eis′

hΨ
β ae−is

′ hΨ
β |Φ⟩ . (E.37)

By inserting a complete position basis, it is easy to verify the identity

⟨f ∗| e−is′q̂ |g⟩ = ⟨g∗| e−is′q̂ |f⟩ , (E.38)

and we may then use the identity (E.29) in the form 1√
2π
eis

′q̂ |g∗⟩ = g∗(q̂) |s′⟩ to obtain

T̂r(ρΦ̂e
ip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂)) =

∫
ds′ ⟨s′| g(q̂) |f⟩ ⟨f |s′⟩ ⟨Φ|eis′

hΨ
β ae−is

′ hΨ
β |Φ⟩ . (E.39)

After some rearranging, we may replace e±is
′ hΨ

β with e±ip̂
hΨ
β , and integrate over the complete

momentum basis
∫
ds′ |s′⟩⟨s′| = 1 to obtain

T̂r(ρΦ̂e
ip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂)) = ⟨Φ| ⟨f | eip̂

hΨ
β ae−ip̂

hΨ
β g(q̂) |Φ⟩ |f⟩ , (E.40)

as desired.
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As a final comment, as emphasized in section 5.2, we note that in the expression (E.12)
for the modular operator, we could have freely multiplied the affiliated-with-AC part by
a scalar function of |Φ̂⟩, and multiplied the affiliated-with-(AC)′ part by the reciprocal of
that function. This reflects a state-dependent ambiguity in the normalization of the density
matrices ρΦ̂ and ρ′

Φ̂
. In the main text, we resolved this to a state-independent normalization

ambiguity by requiring T̂r(ρΦ̂) = 1, so that the only lingering ambiguity comes from the
normalization of the trace. In terms of the calculation presented above for the identity
T̂r(ρΦ̂â) = ⟨Φ̂|̂a|Φ̂⟩, the normalization condition can be thought of as the special case where
â is the identity operator.
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