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Abstract. We give an example of a generally covariant quasilocal algebra
associated with the massive free field. Maximal, two-sided ideals of this algebra
are algebraic representatives of external metric fields. In some sense, this
algebra may be regarded as a concrete realization of Ekstein’s ideas of
presymmetry in quantum field theory. Using ideas from our example and from
usual algebraic quantum field theory, we discuss a generalized scheme, in
which maximal ideals are viewed as algebraic representatives of dynamical
equations or Lagrangians. The considered frame is no quantum gravity, but
may lead to further insight into the relation between quantum theory and
space-time geometry.

1. Introduction

One of the most fascinating challenges of contemporary physics is the unification
of Einstein’s general relativity theory with quantum theory. Many attempts are
made, but the goal seems to be still far off. It even is not clear how much of the
conceptual and technical structures of both theories will survive an unification,
because they seem to be fundamentally different.

By results of [1, 3, 5, 7, and 8], there emerge ideas of a quantum field theory
which incorporates at least one of the basic principles of general relativity theory:
the principle of general covariance. The setting is algebraic quantum field theory
which seems to be especially suitable.

In algebraic quantum field theory (cf. Haag and Kastler [10]) to each region
(open set with compact closure) ¢ of Minkowski space IM there corresponds one
C*-algebra /(). This correspondence is assumed to fullfill the isotony property,
ie., if O, C0,CM, then .o7(0,)C.«/(0,). The self-adjoint elements of .oZ((V) are
interpreted as observables that detect events within (0. All .27(0) are subalgebras of
a C*-algebra .7 which is the inductive limit of all the .«7((V). .« is also called algebra
of quasilocal observables, and the correspondence ('—.oZ(() net of local
C*-algebras. Among the (Haag-Kastler) axioms of algebraic quantum field theory
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there is one group which relates the causal structure and symmetry of space-time
with the algebras:

1. Causality

(a) (Sometimes called Einstein causality.) If two regions ¢, ¢, lie space-like to
each other, then the elements of .&/(¢;) commute with those of /(0,), ie.
[(C,), 4(0,)]=1{0].

(b) (Sometimes calles primitive causality, which expresses the existence of a
causal dynamical law.) If ¢, is in the domain of dependence of ¢/, (every endless,
nowhere space-like, smoth curve through O, intersects (/,), then .o7(0,)< .</(0,).

11. Poincaré Invariance

The orthochronuous Poincaré group 2] is represented by automorphisms o, 4,
acting on .o by o, 4((0))= o/ (a+ AC),(a, A) e #1.Here, ais a translation vector
and 4 a Lorentz transformation.

In his Gibbs lecture Missed Opportunities Dyson [6] proposed the creation of
a generally covariant formulation of these axioms, including some analog of a
metric tensor in order to give a meaning to space-like separation. It is our opinion
that one can fullfill Dyson’s demand. In the next section we will give an example of
a generally covariant net of C*-algebras and generalized causal relations. The
main additional structure we need, is the presence of many maximal, two-sided
ideals in the local algebras .27(¢0), by which we can formulate dynamical or causal
structures. In algebraic quantum field theory the algebra of observables is usually
assumed to be simple.

2. Generally Covariant Weyl Algebra

For clarity and simplicity, in the following example the space-time manifold is
taken to be R*. The set of all globally hyperbolic metric tensor fields g on R* is
denoted by 9. By these prerequisites all of the following has a global character, but
there are no fundamental obstacles to find a local formulation for the derived
result.

In an interesting paper, Dimock [3] constructed to a given manifold with a
globally hyperbolic metric g a Weyl algebra ./, and a net ¢ —.&Z,(0) of
C*-subalgebras. We give a brief description of this net (using a different method
than Dimock), since we shall need it afterwards for our construction of the
generally covariant net. If @, denotes the quantum field and fe & is a test function
(2 denotes the class of infinitely often differentiable functions with compact
support in R*), the Weyl algebra </, is generated by elements expi®,( f), where in
the usual field theoretic notation

Do f)=[ DX ()py(x),  dp(x) =]/ —detg(x)

and @g satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation

(Hy—m>)®,=0,

]/ ieis ——0,8")/ —detgd, . (2.1)
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Due to Eq. (2.1) the map f—®,(f) is many to one
?(f)=0<feK,:={feZ|G,f=0},

where G,(x, y) =G (x, y) — Gi®'(x, y) is the causal Green’s function of the Klein-
Gordon operator, uniquely determined by the globally hyperbolic metric g (cf.
[9]), and

(Gof)(x I Gy(x, ) f(y)dpg(y) .

For Gyx,y) we have Gyx,y)=—Gyy,x), and G,f is a solution of (2.1).
Furthermore

suppG, fCJ(suppf) VfeZ. (2.2)

Here J(supp f) is the set of all points of R* which can be reached by a causal curve
through the support of f.

We can define the factor space C,: = Z/K,, and denote by f® the element of C,
which corresponds to the class of the element fe%. Then we have the
nondegenerate symplectic form

ag( 5 h®): = IRL JIGx, Yh()dpg(X)dpg(y), — fef* heh®,
on C,.

For the construction of the algebras .o/, we assign an abstract element W,(f*) to
every f®eC,, take all finite linear combinations, and define a star operation
(involution) by W;*(f®): = W,(—/*) and a multiplication by the Weyl relation
" en._ 3 ”1—(/1 /z) g g

Wo(fBIW(fF):=e Wo(fE+13).
The set of all these expressions forms a *-algebra .7, with W,(0%) as unit element.

On y/ we can define a (unique) C*-norm, most 51mply by GNS-construction,
startmg from the positive linear form o (cf. [2, p. 79]) defined by

1 if fe=0e

2.
0 otherwise. (2:3)

o(W(f®): = {
The completion of .7, in this norm gives a unique and simple Weyl algebra .7, (cf.
[2, p- 20]). The net structure is obtained by assigning to the region ¢ the subspace
C,(0) of all classes f® which possess a representative in & with support in €. .7,(C)
is then defined as the Weyl algebra generated from this subspace.

We now have for every metric field ge % a net 0 —.oZ,(0) of C*-algebras, which
we need in the construction of a generally covariant net of C*-algebras. The
motivation for the construction is given by the following heuristic consideration.

A physical measurement will be performed within three steps:

(1) The measurement will be planned and described.

(2) The detector for the measurement will be put up in the presence of some
boundary conditions (e.g. the existence of a gravitational field).

(3) The measurement will be carried out with a state.

We can take the point of view that, for fixed f'e Z, the elements W, (/*®') and
W, (f#?), belonging to different algebras .7, and .o/, represent the same

82’
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description of a measurement or (for non-self-adjoint elements) operation proce-
dure, differing in the circumstances under which they were carried out. Therefore,
for fixed f€ &, the set { W,(f®)|lg e 4} abstracts in a natural way from the metric field
g and can be regarded as the mathematical image of the description of an operation
procedure. Instead of those sets we regard the mappings
W(f):g=W(f®. [feZ, ge¥d, WSS9 Gggp Ay,

with W(f)(%) equal to the mentioned set {W,(/®*)|ge 4}. The mappings W( /) may
be viewed (without regarding a topology) as special sections of a bundle with base
% and fibers .</,. They generate a *-algebra </ by pointwise operations. The adjoint
of W(f) is defined by W*(f):g—W,y(—/*). For a general section 4 € .o/ we write
A:g— A, In o/ we have the relation (flexible Weyl relation)

1
~Loiron
e 50 h)

W(f)W(h)= W(f+h) (2.4)
with
a(fih):g—a,(f5hE).

By the norms | ||, of all the .«7, we define by
PelA): =114,

C*-seminorms, and by

[ All: =sup p,(A4)
ge¥
a C*-norm on .. With help of (2.4) it is easily verified that the supremum exists.
The completion of .« in this norm is a C*-algebra .«7. For a region ¢ CR*, .o7(0) is
the smallest C*-subalgebra of ./ which contains all those W(f) with supp fC .
Every C*-seminorm p, defines a two-sided ideal in .o/ by 7, : =kerp, which is
closed in norm (cf. [4, p. 24]). We easily conclude that in the sense of isomorphy

A | T = A (2.5)
and
A ONAO)NT ) =(A(O)+ T )| Ty = AL, (O). (2.6)

(For the first isomorphy of (2.6) compare [4, p. 22].) As all .¢Z, are simple, the ideals
7, are maximal in .¢/.

We want to mark that by the above process of idealization, the elements 4 of .o/
abstract from the external conditions, and our scheme is, therefore, closely related
to Ekstein’s [ 7] discussion on presymmetry where he also considered algebras with
many ideals.

For the obtained net ¢ —.o/(0), the causality axiom I generalizes to

Theorem 2.1. Flexible Causality.
(@) If two regions O, and O, of R* lie space-like to each other with respect to
geY, then [A4(0,), A (C,)]C T,
(b) If O, 0,CR* are two regions and O, is in the domain of dependence of (',
with respect to g€Y, then o/ (0,)C . (0,)+ 7,

g
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Proof. a) By virtue of (2.5) and (2.6) we have

[AO), A0S T, <> [A0,), A(C)]= {0}

If two test functions fi, f,eZ fullfill suppf; €, and suppf,C0O,, then we
conclude with help of (2.2) o,(f£, f£)=0. With this result and the Weyl relation we

et (WO W B]=0  YW([Be(C), i=1.2,

and hence [.Z,(0,), Z,(C,)]={0}.

b) oA(0,)C.A(C,)+ T, is equivalent to .o/(0,)+.7,C /(C,)+ .7, and by (2.5)
and (2.6) equivalent to o7,(0,) S .o, (O, ). If supp f, € (5, then we can find (cf. Dimock
[3, Lemma A.3 and Theorem 4]) a f,, supp f, SO, nJ(supp f,), and G, f, =G, f,.
Hence, G f,—/f1)=0 or f,—fi€K, and we have f[F=fF or W[5
=W(ff)e/(0,) and Z(C)CA(0,). O]

The first flexible causality property (a) shows a connection between the metric
tensor fields g on R* and the maximal ideals 7, of .«Z. This opens a possibility to
use this relation in the definition of general causal structures in the next section.
The primitive causality expresses in algebraic field theory the existence of a
dynamical law. The second flexible causality property (b) shows that in ./ the
ideals .7, represent dynamical laws. As we considered only one type of dynamics,
dlffermg by the metrics g, we can say that different maximal ideals .7, are
essentially characterized by the metrics. Only in this sense the maximal, two-sided
ideals 7, can be regarded as the analog of a metric tensor.

Now, we want to proof the general covariance of the net ¢ —.<Z(0). Let Diff(IR#)
be the group of all C*-diffeomorphisms  x:R*->R*  k(x)
=(k°(x), x!(x), K(x), k3(x)). We define the linear transformations

kK*f ok ok f(x):=f(k(x)), and K, f—oK,f k=0 ) =(k*)"",

of & onto itself. Let k() be the image of ¢, then Z(k(()) is the image of Z(0) (test
functions with support in ¢) under «,. Furthermore (we use the same symbol for
different mappings, but the meaning should become clear by the context),

aﬂ(lc(x)) >

K goKE, K=k )=k
are one-to-one mappings of ¥ ontoitself. Toeach ke Diff(IR*) we want to associate
an automorphism a, : .27 —.¢7 which can be extended to all of .. With the help of

the flexible Weyl relation, each 4 € .<7 can be represented as .o« = Z Z,W(f;) where

OK*(x) K”(x)

Krigortg,  (KK%g),(x) =

oxt ox"

the sections Z;: g— Z (g) are elements of the center of .7, i.e. Z(g) i 1s a multiple of the
identity of </, and can be regarded as a complex number. On .7 we define

1 {A): Z ol Z)n W), (2.7a)
(WS = Wi, fi): 8= Wllic, f)F) (2.7b)
% Z;): g~ Z(K*g). (2.7¢)

To proof that (2.7) defines an automorphism we need two lemmas.
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Lemma 2.2. 6,(f% h%) = 0,0, ((*f )%, (c*h)"®) and 1*(f¢)=(1*f )",

The proof of the above lemma follows by simple coordinate change technics
which we shall omit.

Lemma 2.3.! | )
lerg, g) VVg(fg)"’ x*g((K*f)K £)

and

i(K*g,g) <§1 )”lVVg(f;g)> = iil )”ii(x*g,g)(I/Vg(ﬁg))

defines an isomorphism of .of, onto .o/,

Proof. By the state (2.3) we have
o (;1 ALY ;V;kwgwfg)) - 3 V.

Hence, from Y 2,W,(f#) =0, all f# different, we conclude ;=0 Vi=1,...,n. Thus,
i=1

[(+g, g 18 Well defined on finite linear combinations. With help of Lemma 2.2 and the
Weyl relation we conclude

i(x*g g) g(f (f K*g((K*fl K*g K*g( *fZ)K*g) .

As finite linear combinations of the W,( /®) are dense, in norm, in .<7Z,, we can extend
ierg, g Uniquely to all of .oz, [

Theorem 2.4. General Covariance. To every diffeomorphism ke Diff(R#), (2.7)
defines an automorphism a,.: .o/ —of that fullfills o, (o (0)) = o/ (k(0)).

Proof. a, is well defined on .7, as by Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3 we conclude
_; ZW(f)=0 < YL Z(g)W,(f¥)=0 Vge9,

< Y Z(k*g W [ =0 Vge¥,
< Y Z(k*gW(k, [)F)=0 Vged,

= ¥ %(Z)a W) =0.

Again, by Lemma 2.2 we can easily show that «, respects the flexible Weyl relation
and all algebraic operations. Therefore, «, defines an automorphism on .7, which
can uniquely be extended to all of .o7. o/(() is generated by all those W([) with
suppf in 0. With o (W(f)=W(k,f) and «x, (2(0))=2((0)) we finally get
0 (0) =/ (k(0)). [

Because of this theorem and the validity of the flexible Weyl relation, we also
call .o/ the generally covariant Weyl algebra.

! Compare the related result of Dimock [3, Theorem 4]
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We can interprete the automorphism o, in two manners:

I) If A € .o/ represents a measurement, then «,(A4) may be a completely different
described measurement, where the description of A is altered by the diffeomor-
phism k. W(f) will be replaced by W(x*f). The laboratory of the observer stays in
the same state of motion or the observer stays in the same reference frame.

II) x defines a transition to another reference frame (laboratory) of the
observer. Now o, (A) represents the same measurement as A. The physical effect is
the alteration of expectation values of states. (With this idea of general covariance,
Fredenhagen and Haag [8] calculated the response of an accelerated detector.)

We want to add some remarks on states of .«7. If a state w fullfills @(7,) = {0},
then all measurements reduce to those of the net given by (/—.o/())/7, which is no
more generally covariant and which has a fixed dynamical and causal structure.
Therefore, a state may break the symmetry. By this effect gravitation comes into
play and @ may be interpreted as a state on a fixed gravitational background. A
state o which fullfills o (ﬂ fg) = {0} is a mixture of states w; with w(7,)=1{0}

and, therefore, a mixture over different gravitational backgrounds g. These are
states with classical gravitational fluctuations which perhaps may serve as a first
approximation to states of a real quantum gravitational field. By the existence of
these states, which cannot be ruled out at once by physical arguments, the
presented scheme is more general than that given by Dimock [3].

3. Generalizations

In Sect. 2 the inputs were the dynamical laws respectively the metric fields, which
define the causal and dynamical structures. By Theorem 2.1 these could be
expressed by the flexible causality relations. We now want to go the opposite way.
Starting with a net (¢ —.2/(0) of C*-algebras defined (for simplicity again) on R*,
we shall define causal and dynamical structures? by special ideals of the algebra .7
which is associated with R,

The first flexible causality property of Theorem 2.1 motivates the definition of
causally independent sets.

Definition 3.1. 1f 7 is an ideal (in the following, every ideal is two-sided and closed
in norm), then two sets #%,,%,CIR* are defined to be causally independent with
respect to 7, if there are regions (,, (/, CR*, such that #, S0, #,<C,, and
[Z(0,), (0,)]CT . A continuous curve of R* will be called 7 -causal curve, if no
two points of R* are causally independent with respect to 7.

The second flexible causality property of Theorem 2.1 reflects the presence of
dynamical laws. For its general formulation we need a definition for the domain of
dependent of a region.

Definition 3.2. For a region (0 CR* we define
D, (0): ={peR*every (non extendible) 7 -causal curve through p intersects ¢’}
to be the domain of dependence of C.

2 The following definitions differ slightly from that given in [1]
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Definition 3.3. Let 7 be an ideal in .«Z. If for each pair of regions O, ¢, of R* we
have 0,SDC,) = A(C)CA(C)+ T,
then 7 is called hyperbolic.

For a net - .2/(0) to have well defined causal and dynamical structures, .o/
should possess hyperbolic ideals. But there is yet no general answer to the
question, which ideals of ./ should be hyperbolic.

The hyperbolic ideals seem to be proper candidates for algebraic pendants of
dynamical equations or Lagrangians and commutation relations of usual field
theories. A net with hyperbolic ideals should show many essential properties of a
quantum field theory on a general space-time.

As pointed out, by the presented frame we can get no quantum gravity. We
believe that in an algebraic quantum gravity —if at all possible — there should be no
two-sided ideals, but structures which represent ideals in some approximate sense
to formulate approximate causal and dynamical structures. Therefore, the study of
the above structures (which should be confirmed or corrected by more examples)
by purely algebraic methods may even lead to further insight into real quantum
gravity.
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