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I propose modified set of creation and annihilation operators for the Schrödinger representation
which is compatible with the Fock representation which differs from previous works. I take into
account the relation between different non-unitary vacuums obtained from restricted frameworks
like the relation between the Minkowski and Unruh vacuums.

I. INTRODUCTION

Background independent Quantum Field Theories
that are heavily based on the use of the Schrödinger
representation has been developed in the last 30
years[1–5].

The understanding of this representation in curved
space-time and its relation with other representa-
tions through the Algebraic Quantum Field Theory
(AQFT) using the Gel’fand, Naimark, Segal (GNS)
construction theorem has been studied in papers such
as [6–8]. The AQFT framework has been proven
more fundamental and general, making it a power-
ful tool to study other representations and the rela-
tions among them. The Schrödinger representation
seems to be a suitable tool for finding a background
independent formulation of Quantum Field Theory
which can be a relevant tool in the pursuit of Quan-
tum Gravity [3]. In an attempt to extend the for-
malism in curved backgrounds [5] (and [4]) built the
Schrödinger representation on a curved manifold in
order to avoid the usual description of the Fock rep-
resentation, which interprets the vacuum as a non-
particle state. They argue that such an approach is
inherently problematic in curved space-time, where
there is no uniquely favored mode of decomposition
and no guarantee that the usual concept of a par-
ticle is a good description of the spectrum of the
theory. We agree with this interpretation of the vac-
uum. Unlike Long and Long’s (1996) interpretation,
Schrödinger’s representation provides an intrinsic de-
scription of the vacuum. For Long and Long, the vac-
uum depends explicitly on quantities that are linked
to the choice of the foliation. A suitable choice of
modes is made by choosing a time-like Killing vector
which induces a decomposition mode.

Canonical quantization is introduced in [9], where
he prefers to construct the theory by using the Dirac
quantization method. Here, the selection of modes
are represented by the selection of the complex struc-
ture J . The complex structure J is part of a projec-
tion operator K = (1− iJ)/2 which maps the phase
space to a complex one which is dense in the Hilbert
space. Additionally, J induces a norm on a Hilbert
space. Specifically, the elements Kφ are identified as
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the positive frequency modes. Finally, he constructs
a Fock representation using such a structure.

The development of a more formal and mathe-
matical precise treatment in AQFT results in a nat-
ural relationship between different representations.
This is made though the use of representation in-
dependent algebraic states in AQFT, which leads
to a connection between the Fock and Schrödinger
representations. This relationship was discussed in
the paper [8] using the GNS theorem. They found
that the momentum density operator in its func-
tional representation should be modified as π̂[g] =
∫

Σ d3x
(

−ig δ
δφ

+ φ(iB−1 −B−1A)g
)

so both repre-

sentations can match.

[6] reproduces such results by using a geometric
quantization approach. The formalism used there al-
lows for a certain degree of freedom in the choice
of the final shape. This compatibility requires a
Gaussian integration measure; therefore, the states
Ψ[φ] will not longer be integrated with a "Lebesgue
like" measure Dφ. Instead, it will be a "well" de-
fined Gaussian measure dµB−1 which depends on
operator B which is one of the components of the
complex structure. Therefore, the integration and
normalization of the states depends strongly on the
choice of J . The creation and annihilation opera-
tors are also modified since they depend on π. For

instance, the annihilation operator is b̂Gauss[Kλ] =
i
2

∫

Σ
d3x (Ag + Bh + ig) δ

δφ
, and the associated vac-

uum state is Ψ = eiθ, with θ being an arbitrary
phase. Such a fact is not consistent with relations
found among different vacuums found in Thermofield
Dynamics for the Minkowski and Rindler’s vacuums.
Where although the relation being non-unitary [10]
exists. Furthermore, the explicit dependency of the
vacuum in the selection of modes is lost. In this
article, we modify the calculations made in [8] and
[7] slightly in order to obtain a desirable Gaussian
vacuum which depends explicitly on the choice of
J . Schrödinger’s representation is compatible with
Fock’s representation in the Weyl sense. Parallel to
this result, an alternative representation of a momen-
tum density operator is obtained with its correspond-
ing creation annihilation operators. Such representa-
tion seems to fulfill the requirements of Thermofield
dynamics, especially when we attempt to relate the
Minkowski vacuum to Rindler’s vacuum.
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II. COMPLEX STRUCTURE J.

We will work with an arbitrary foliation of a man-
ifold with topology M = R×Σ. The phase space M

is composed by the cotangent bundle whose elements
are pairs of the form (φ, π) where each element com-
pactly supported. An element in the solution space
S has a one to one relationship with φ in the phase
space. The operators K and K act as a projectors
from the phase space M to the complex spaces W and
W, respectively. The phase space related to complex
solutions of the Klein-Gordon equation is then the
disjoint sum VC = W ⊕ W. The projector operator
can be written in terms of an operator J through the
relation K = (1 − iJ)/2. The condition of projec-
tor K2 = K implies J2 = −1; thus, J is a complex
structure. The complex structure J can be written
as a matrix of operators of dimension two, namely:

− J =

(

A B
C D

)

(1)

By the restriction of J2 = −1, a set of relations
among the components can be established.

A2 +BC = −1 AB +BD = 0

CA+DC = 0 CB +D2 = −1 (2)

More specifically, the projection from the phase space
to M to W and W is described as:

K

(

g
h

)

=
1

2
(1− iJ)

(

g
h

)

= −
i

2

(

i−A −B
−C i−D

)(

g
h

)

= −
i

2

(

ig −Ag −Bh
−Cg + ih−Dh

)

=

(

g+
h+

)

(3)

K

(

g
h

)

=
1

2
(1 + iJ)

(

g
h

)

= −
i

2

(

i+A B
C i+D

)(

g
h

)

= −
i

2

(

ig +Ag +Bh
Cg + ih+Dh

)

=

(

g−
h−

)

(4)

where

(

g
h

)

∈ M. The inner product is:

〈Ψ1-sys|Ψ1-sys′〉 = −iΩ
(

Kλ,Kν
)

= −
1

2
Ω(λ, Jν) − i

1

2
Ω(λ, ν) (5)

The term −Ω(λ, Jν) is usually denoted as µ(λ, ν).
Note that it is symmetric, so the following relations
must be satisfied by the components of the complex
structure:

µ(λ, ν) = −Ω(λ, Jν)

=

∫

Σ

d3x (hAq + hBp− gCq − gDp)

= −Ω(ν, Jλ)

=

∫

Σ

d3x (pAg + pBh− qCg − qDh) (6)

Therefore, the terms must satisfy the relations:

∫

Σ

d3xhAq = −

∫

Σ

d3xqDh

∫

Σ

d3xhBp =

∫

Σ

d3xpBh

∫

Σ

d3xgCq =

∫

Σ

d3xqCg (7)

The equations (2) and (7) are conditions of consis-
tency of the components of J . Additionally, µ(λ, ν) is
the real part of the product, and here the free choice
of modes was encapsulated .

III. RELATING THE FOCK AND THE

SCHRODINGER REPRESENTATION.

A. The GNS construction

The operators φ̂ and π̂ generates elementary linear
observables; therefore, it is valid to ask about the
general Lie group these operators might generate. An
element of this Lie group could look like:

W [g, h] = e−i
∫
{h(x)φ̂(x)−g(x)π̂(x)}dx (8)

Regarding the exponent is Ω̂([g, h], ·), and in order
to simplify our notation λ := [g, h], hence:

W [g, h] = W (λ) = e−iΩ̂(λ,·) (9)

It is worthwhile asking about the product between
two different elements of our Lie group:

W (λ1)W (λ2) = e−iΩ̂(λ1,·)e−iΩ̂(λ2,·)

= e
i
2
Ω(λ1,λ2)e−iΩ̂(λ1+λ2,·) = e

i
2
Ω(λ1,λ2)W (λ1 + λ2)

(10)

where we used the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff for-
mula. Additionally:

W (λ)∗ = eiΩ̂(λ,·) = e−iΩ̂(−λ,·) = W (−λ) (11)

And furthermore if λ = 0, then:

W (0) = 1 (12)

The relations (10), (11), and (12) are called the Weyl
relations. All operators that satisfy the Weyl rela-
tion belong to a representation of the so called Weyl
algebras A. Quantization means associating a repre-
sentation of the Weyl relations on a Hilbert space. It
is easy to see that W (λ) satisfies all the requirements
of a C∗-algebra. Additionally, W (λ) ∈ R(A) are, by
their own, representations of A.

In the research conducted by [8], it is used the GNS
construction which can be stated by the following
theorem:
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Theorem 1. Let A be a unital C∗-algebra and let
ω : A → C be a state. Then there is a Hilbert space
H, a representation R : A → L(H) and a vector
|Ψ0〉 ∈ H such that,

ω(A) = 〈Ψ0|R(A)Ψ0〉H (13)

Furthermore, the vector |Ψ0〉 is cyclic. The triplet
(H, R,Ψ0) with these properties is unique (up to uni-
tary equivalence).

The expected value of the Weyl operator can be
obtained if we apply the functional ωFock(·) over

RFock(Ŵ (g)), which is a Fock representation of the
elements of the Weyl algebra. Thus we get:

ω(RFock(Ŵ (g)))Fock = Fock 〈0|RFock(W (λ)) |0〉Fock

= exp

(

−
1

4
µ(λ, λ)

)

(14)

|0〉Fock is the Fock vacuum chosen by the correspond-
ingly creation/annihilation operators. It is useful to
note that a Schrödinger representation of the Weyl
operator is as follows:

RSch(Ŵ (λ)) = eiφ̂[h]−iπ̂[g] = eiφ̂[h]e−iπ̂[g]e−
1

2
[φ̂[h],π̂[g]]

(15)
We have two operators whose action over a Hilbert
space is not determined. Solving this situation re-
quires that one of them should be fixed. Let us see
which one. One of the reasons why we want to calcu-
late the expectation value of RSch(Ŵ (λ)) is to define
normalizations of the kind “

∫

DφΨ∗[φ]Ψ[φ] = 1” cor-
rectly. Of course, we might have chosen to integrate
over π. The interpretation of Ψ[φ] is that |Ψ[φ]|2

is proportional to the probability density for the

quantum field φ̂(x,Σt) to assume the value φ(x,Σt)
at the fixed surface Σt, which is parameterized by
t. Such interpretation, automatically fixes the func-

tional Ψ[φ] as the eigenvector of φ̂(x,Σt), namely

φ̂Ψ[φ] = φΨ[φ], where I omit the hyper-surface vari-

ables. Alternatively, it can be affirmed that φ̂ is diag-
onal in the Schrödinger representation. The canoni-

cal commutator is [φ̂[h], π̂[g]] = i
∫

Σ d3xhg, where we
omit t in Σ henceforth. If the vacuum expectation
of RSch(Ŵ (λ)) is calculated and using the fact that
expectation values should be independent of the rep-
resentation, it is valid to equate the equation (14)

with ω(RSch(Ŵ (λ)))Sch, thus:

ω(RSch(Ŵ (λ)))Sch

=
〈

Ψ0

∣

∣

∣
eiφ̂[h]e−iπ̂[g]e−

i
2

∫
Σ
d3xhgΨ0

〉

= e−
i
2

∫
Σ
d3xhg

〈

Ψ0

∣

∣

∣
ei

∫
Σ
d3xφhe−iπ̂[g]Ψ0

〉

= exp

(

−
1

4
µ(λ, λ)

)

(16)

Through this relation, we obtain an equation that
can be used to find a representation for π̂[g], which

furthermore, depends of the complex structure J via
µ. Explicitly:

〈

Ψ0

∣

∣

∣
ei

∫
Σ
d3xφhe−iπ̂[g]Ψ0

〉

= exp

(

i

2

∫

Σ

d3xhg +
1

4
Ω(λ, Jλ)

)

(17)

There is already a sketch for π̂[g], motivated by the

commutation relation [φ̂[h], π̂[g]] = i
∫

Σ d3xhg. In
order to satisfy this relation, π̂[g] must depend on a
functional derivative over φ, and at most, polynomial
terms on φ should be allowed. To keep the calcula-
tions from getting too complex, they work just with
linear terms. The following proposition of the mo-
mentum density operator is made:

π̂[g] =

∫

Σ

d3x

(

−ig
δ

δφ
+ φ(M +N)g

)

(18)

M and N are operators that act over elements in
the solution space S and its cotangent space. In [8]
and [7] a similar momentum density operator is made
but differs from (18) in the term N . This choice is
made because it is required to keep the expression as
general as possible and as simple at the same time.
Keeping in mind that the momentum density is in the
exponent, it is important to use the BCH again[11]:

e−iπ̂[g] = e−i
∫
Σ
d3xφ(M+N)g−

∫
Σ
d3xg δ

δφ

= e−i
∫
Σ
d3xφMg e−

∫
Σ
d3x(g δ

δφ
+iφNg)

× e−
i
2

∫
Σ
d3x

∫
Σ
d3ygMg[φ, δ

δφ
]

= e
i
2

∫
Σ
d3xgMg e−i

∫
Σ
d3xφMg

× e−
∫
Σ
d3x(g δ

δφ
+iφNg) (19)

Substituting (19) in (17):

e
i
2

∫
Σ
d3xgMg 〈Ψ0| e

i
∫
Σ
d3xφh e−i

∫
Σ
d3xφMg

× e−
∫
Σ
d3x(g δ

δφ
+iφNg) |Ψ0〉

= exp

(

i

2

∫

Σ

d3xhg +
1

4
Ω(λ, Jλ)

)

(20)

Now, how can e−
∫
Σ
d3x(g δ

δφ
+iφNg) |Ψ0〉 be calculated?

The functional Ψ0 is a sort of "free choice”, and when-
ever it does not come into conflict with the state in-
duced by the annihilation operator, all the construc-
tion might be regarded as consistent. The exponen-
tial term can be written as:

e−
∫
Σ
d3x(g δ

δφ
+iφNg) =

lim
n→∞

(

1−
1

n

∫

Σ

d3x

[

g
δ

δφ
+ iφNg

])n

(21)

Lets choose a functional that can satisfy the following
condition:

∫

Σ

d3x

[

g
δ

δφ
+ iφNg

]

Ψ0[φ] = 0 (22)
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This implies e−
∫
Σ
d3x(g δ

δφ
+iφNg) |Ψ0〉 = |Ψ0〉. The

states are functionals, of the form

Ψ0[φ] = Ce−
i
2

∫
Σ
d3x φNφ (23)

C is a normalization constant. Assume that the op-
erator N can be split in N = N ′+iN ′′. An appropri-
ate measure is needed to guaranty that the integral is
well defined. Let us call it µ̂. Moreover, the integral
shall run over the configuration space S. Using the
conditions (22) and (23) in (20) we can obtain:

e
i
2

∫
Σ
d3xgMg

∫

S

dµ̂ e
∫
Σ
d3x φN ′′φ ei

∫
Σ
d3x φh×

e−i
∫
Σ
d3x φMg = exp

(

i

2

∫

Σ

d3x hg +
1

4
Ω(λ, Jλ)

)

(24)

It is worthwhile to simplify the equation. If we take
a look at (16), one may note that this is true for
any vector on the phase space, so lets us choose λ =
[0, h]. If this is so, µ(λ, λ) = −Ω([0, h], J [0, h]) =
Ω([0, h], [Bh,Dh]) =

∫

Σ d3xhBh, substituting λ and
the previous result into (24) leads to:

∫

S

dµ̂ e
∫
Σt

d3x φN ′′φ
e
i
∫
Σt

d3x φh
= e

− 1

4

∫
Σt

d3x hBh

(25)
Is worthwhile to reabsorb the quadratic term in the
exponential into the measure:

∫

S

dµ̃ei
∫
Σ
d3x φh = e−

1

4

∫
Σ
d3x hBh (26)

Where dµ̃ = dµ̂e
∫
Σt

d3x φN ′′φ
. The relation (26) is

the Fourier transform of the measure µ̃. There is a
theorem that links the Fourier transform with being
a Gaussian measure [12]:

Theorem 2. A measure µ̃ on a locally convex space
X is Gaussian and centered, if and only if its Fourier
transform has the form:

χ(µ̃) = e−
1

4
(h,Oh) (27)

O is a symmetric bilinear function on X∗ and the
bilinear form and (h,Oh) is positive defined.

Thus, it is concluded that µ̃ is Gaussian. The mea-
sure looks like:

dµ̃B−1 = Dφe−
∫
Σ
d3x φB−1φ (28)

The subindex B−1 in dµ̃B−1 indicates the depen-
dence of the measure in the operator B−1. Such
result implies that from (28) and the definition of
µ̃:

dµ̂ = Dφe
−

∫
Σt

d3x φ(B−1+N ′′)φ
(29)

So knowing N ′′ allows us to know the integration
measure. Returning to the equation (24), using the

fact that Ψ is a complex constant in (20) and that
we are dealing with a Gaussian measure:

e
i
2

∫
Σ
d3xgMg

∫

S

dµ̃B−1 ei
∫
Σ
d3xφ(h−Mg)

= exp

(

i

2

∫

Σ

d3xhg +
1

4
Ω(λ, Jλ)

)

(30)

Thus, the functional integral in the left hand side
is:

e
i
2

∫
Σ
d3xgMg e−

1

4

∫
Σ
d3x(h−Mg)B(h−Mg)

= exp

(

i

2

∫

Σ

d3xhg +
1

4
Ω(λ, Jλ)

)

(31)

Lets dive into the term of the right hand side. The
term Ω(λ, Jλ) can be written using the matrix form
of J , Ω([g, h], J [g, h]) = −Ω([g, h], [Ag + Bh,Cg +
Dh]):

Ω([g, h], [Ag +Bh,Cg +Dh])

=

∫

Σ

d3x(hAg + hBh− gCg − gDh) (32)

Hence, equating the exponents and the integrands:

i

2
gMg −

1

4
(hBh− 2h(BMg) + (Mg)(BMg))

=
i

2
hg −

1

4
(hAg + hBh− gCg − gDh) (33)

where the symmetry of B obtained in (7) was used.
From here, we extract the relations:

gCg = i2gMg − (Mg)(BMg) (34)

h(BMg) = ihg − hAg (35)

where the relations (7) were used, especially the fact
that hAg = −gDh under integral sign. Now, from
the second relation in (34) it is extracted the equa-
tion:

M = B−1(iI−A) = iB−1 −B−1A (36)

Such operator was obtained in [7, 8]. Now we will
look for the operator N ′′

B. Using the Schrödinger representation to

find the operator N”

The representation of the momentum density oper-
ator in the Schrödinger representation with a Gaus-
sian measure is:

π̂[g] =

∫

Σ

d3x

(

−ig
δ

δφ
+ φ(iB−1 −B−1A+N)g

)

(37)
The further term found in (37) is product of have con-
sidered a Gaussian measure. Lets see explicitly how
the creation/annihilation operators look like. The
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creation operator in terms of φ and π can be written
as:

b̂†[Kλ] = −iΩ̂(Kλ, ·) = −iΩ̂

(

1

2
(1 − iJ)λ, ·

)

=
1

2
(φ̂[Cg +Dh− ih]− π̂[Ag +Bh− ig])

(38)

Analogously, the annihilation operator is:

b̂[Kλ] = iΩ̂(Kλ, ·) = iΩ̂

(

1

2
(1 + iJ)λ, ·

)

=
1

2
(φ̂[Cg +Dh+ ih]− π̂[Ag +Bh+ ig])

(39)

It is straightforward to show that the annihilation
operator derived from the representation of π in the
Gaussian measure is explicitly:

b̂Gauss[Kλ] =
1

2

∫

Σ

d3x

[

(Ag +Bh+ ig)i
δ

δφ

− φN(Ag +Bh+ ig)] (40)

Where the subindex "Gauss” indicates the corre-
sponding measure. It is simple to see that the cre-
ation operator can be written as:

b̂†Gauss[Kλ] = −
1

2

∫

Σ

d3x
(

2φ̂(B−1(iA+ 1)g + ih)

+φN(−i(iA+ 1)g +Bh)− i(Ag +Bh− ig)
δ

δφ

)

(41)

We are free to choose the operators of creation and
annihilation, in order to simplify the calculations,

lets choose b̂†Gauss[Kλ] as proportional to the func-
tional derivative. Therefore:

N = −2iB−1 (42)

Lets remember that N = N ′ + iN ′′. N ′ is just a
phase in Ψ0[φ] and it can be fixed as zero. Thus:

N ′′ = −2B−1 (43)

The measure ends up being:

dµ̂ = Dφe
∫
Σt

d3x φB−1φ
(44)

Which clearly is not Gaussian. Although the vacuum
is Gaussian:

Ψ0[φ] = C[B]e−
∫
Σ
d3x φB−1φ (45)

where C[B] is a normalization constant. Here we
make explicit the functional dependence of B because
the vacuum depends on its choice (the choice of the
complex structure J). The vacuum compensates this
’ill’ definition of the measure. Therefore, by substi-
tuting the operator (42) in (37), we obtain:

π̂[g] = −i

∫

Σ

d3x

(

g
δ

δφ
+ φ(B−1 − iB−1A)g

)

(46)

The creation and annihilation operators are corre-
spondingly:

b̂†Gauss[Kλ] =
i

2

∫

Σ

d3x (Ag +Bh− ig)
δ

δφ
(47)

b̂Gauss[Kλ] =
i

2

∫

Σ

d3x (Ag +Bh+ ig)

×

[

δ

δφ
+ 2B−1φ

]

(48)

Alternatively, the positive and negative frequency
modes can be explicitly noted:

b̂†Gauss[Kλ] =

∫

Σ

d3x g+
δ

δφ
(49)

b̂Gauss[Kλ] = −

∫

Σ

d3x g−
[

δ

δφ
+ 2B−1φ

]

(50)

IV. DISCUSSION

A shape of the vacuum which depends on the com-
plex structure seems more natural and compatible
with the Fock description of states. For instance the
restriction of the Minkowski vacuum to the Right
(or left) wedge which is highly mixed. This is con-
sequence of the Reeh-Schliender theorem. It is ex-
pected that the restriction of the Minkowski vacuum
in such a Wedge, should be written in terms of a lin-
ear combinations of Rindler’s pure states. The whole
Minkowski vacuum restricted to both wedges is pure
and therefore, should be orthogonal to total Rindler’s
vacuum ωL

R ⊗ ωR
R [13]. An appropriate Schrödinger

representation should manifest this fact.
I suspect that the shape of the vacuum (45) re-

spects these relations among different vacuums, even
in the non-unitary case like the relation between
Minkowski and Rindler displayed in (2.76) of [14].
Such constrain should be taking into account in or-
der to reproduce theoretical results obtained in the
Fock representation, like the Unruh effect or Hawking
effect. Although a further analysis should be made in
order to compute even the expectation values trough
this representation.
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