arXiv:2403.15276v1 [quant-ph] 22 Mar 2024

Bell-CHSH inequality and unitary operators

M. S. Guimaraes,^{1, ∗} I. Roditi,^{2, †} and S. P. Sorella^{1, ‡} 1UERJ – Universidade do Estado do Rio de Janeiro, Instituto de Física – Departamento de Física Teórica – Rua São Francisco Xavier 524, 20550-013, Maracanã, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil 2CBPF − Centro Brasileiro de Pesquisas Físicas, Rua Dr. Xavier Sigaud 150, 22290-180, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil

Unitary operators are employed to investigate the violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality. The ensuing modifications affecting both classical and quantum bounds are elucidated. The relevance of a particular class of unitary operators whose expectation values are real is pointed out. For these operators, the classical and quantum bounds remain unaltered, being given, respectively, by 2 and 2 √ 2. As an example, the Weyl unitary operators for a real scalar field in relativistic Quantum Field Theory are discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Bell-CHSH inequality [1, 2] is a fundamental tool in the study of the entanglement, a hallmark of Quantum Physics. In its usual form, the Bell-CHSH correlator reads

⟨ψ∣ C∣ ψ⟩ , (1)

where ∣ψ⟩ stands for the state of the system and C is given by

C = (A + A^′)B + (A − A^′)B^′ , (2)

with (A, A^′) and (B, B^′) being the so-called Bell’s operators [1]. They are dichotomic Hermitian operators fulfilling the following properties

A = A^† , A^′ = A^{′†} , B = B^† , B^′ = B^{′†} ,

A^2 = A^{′2} = B^2 = B^{′2} = 1 , (3) and [ A, B ] = 0 , [ A^′, B ] = 0 , [ A, B^′ ] = 0 , [ A^′, B^′ ] = 0 .

[ A, A^′ ] ≠ 0 , [ B, B^′ ] ≠ 0 . (4)

It is customary to refer the capital letters A and B as Alice and Bob. From equation (4) one sees that Alice’s operator commute with Bob’s operators, while (A, A^′) have nonvanishing commutator. The same holds for (B, B^′). This last condition has a simple understanding in terms of measurements. For instance, in the case of the usual spin 1/2 Bell-CHSH inequality, it means that Alice and Bob cannot perform two simultaneous measurements of their own spin in two different directions.

One speaks of a violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality whenever

2 < ∣⟨ψ∣ C∣ ψ⟩∣ ≤ 2 √ 2 . (5)

The value 2 is the classical bound while 2 √ 2, known as Tsirelson’s bound [3], is the quantum upper bound. In order to better understand that bound, let us consider now (A, A^′) and (B, B^′) as generic operators and compute

C^†C = ∣C∣^2 = ∣A + A^′∣^2∣B∣^2 + ∣A − A^′∣^2∣B^′∣^2 + (A^†A − A^{′†}A^′)(B^†B^′ + B^{′†}B) + (A^{′†}A − A^†A^′)(B^†B^′ − B^{′†}B) (6)

∗ msguimaraes@uerj.br † roditi@cbpf.br ‡ silvio.sorella@gmail.com

where ∣⋯∣ denotes the non negative part of the polar decomposition of an operator.^1 The overall scales of the operators are not important to quantify a Bell test, that is why one uses dichotomic operators. Recalling that any operator can be cast in a polar decomposition, without losing in generality we demand that the non negative part of all operators are set equal to 1, that is, ∣A∣ = ∣A^′∣ = ∣B∣ = ∣B^′∣ = 1. Therefore, expression (6) reduces to

∣C∣^2 = 4 + (A^{′†}A − A^†A^′)(B^†B^′ − B^{′†}B) (7)

the usual Tsirelson’s bound is obtained when the operators are also required to be Hermitian, so that the last term on the right hand side becomes a product of commutators [A^′, A] [B, B^′]. In such a setting, each commutator has a maximum value of 2, and in Quantum Mechanics a state can be found that realizes this maximum value for both commutators, resulting in ⟨∣C∣^2⟩ = 8. The classical counterpart can be defined as the case where all variables commute and therefore the maximum value in this case is ⟨∣C∣^2⟩ = 4.

However, we are interested here in the situation where operators belonging to the class of normal operators are employed in the Bell-CHSH inequality. Normal operators have a spectral representation and they have been considered in ongoing discussions on the possibility of enlarging the class of the observables of the Quantum Theory [4, 5]. An operator D is called normal if it commutes with its hermitian conjugate, i.e. D^†D = DD^†. An Hermitian operator is a particular case of a normal operator. Note also that if the normal operator D satisfies ∣D∣ = 1 then it is a unitary operator. It follows that the relation (6) is valid for unitary operators, and these are therefore the natural class of normal operators to be used in Bell tests.

The present paper aims at studying the Bell-CHSH inequality when unitary operators are employed instead of Bell’s operators, namely, when

C = (A + A^′)B + (A − A^′)B^′ , (8)

where

A^†A = 1 = AA^† , A^{′†}A^′ = = A^′A^{′†} ,

B^†B = 1 = BB^† , B^{′†}B^′ = = B^′B^{′†} ,

[ A, B ] = 0 , [ A^′, B ] = 0 , [ A, B^′ ] = 0 , [ A^′, B^′ ] = 0 ,

[ A, A^′ ] ≠ 0 , [ B, B^′ ] ≠ 0 . (9)

Besides being the natural class of normal operators to be studied in Bell tests, one notices that in the realm of relativistic Quantum Field Theory, the Weyl operators [6–8]

A_f = e^{iφ(f )} , (10)

where φ(f) is the smeared scalar quantum field [9], play a key role in the construction of the Von Neumann algebras [10] of localized field operators which are the main tool for the study of the Bell-CHSH inequality.

In general, addressing the Bell-CHSH inequality by means of unitary operators requires the handling of various aspects: i) provide a discussion on the physical maning of such operators, ii) investigate the possible modification of the classical as well as of the quantum bound, iii) provide some explicit examples to illustrate these concepts.

All the above points will be elaborated in the following Sections.

More precisely, in Section (II) we analyse a few properties of the unitary operators and derive the classical bound. We shall see that the value 2 will be replaced by 2 √ 2, which no longer signals violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality.

An example relying on the use of the angular momentum operator will serve as an illustration of this change in the classical bound. In Section (III) we discuss a class of unitary operators displaying the property

⟨ψ∣ AB ∣ψ⟩ = ⟨ψ∣ A^′B ∣ψ⟩ = ⟨ψ∣ AB^′ ∣ψ⟩ = ⟨ψ∣ A^′B^′ ∣ψ⟩ = real value . (11)

1 The polar decomposition of an operator A is A = U∣A∣, where U is a partial isometry and ∣A∣ = A^†A. If A is a normal operator, U is unitary and commutes with ∣A∣.

It turns out that, in this case, the classical bound remains 2. Therefore, we can safely speak of a violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality when ∣⟨ψ∣ (A + A^′)B + (A − A^′)B^′ ∣ψ⟩∣ > 2 . (12) As an explicit realization of eqs.(11), (12), in Section (IV) we present the treatment of the Bell-CHSH inequality in the case of a relativistic real scalar quantum field by means of the Weyl operators. In Section (V) we collect our conclusion.

II. PROPERTIES OF THE UNITARY OPERATORS. DERIVATION OF THE CLASSICAL BOUND Let A be a generic unitary operator. To capture the physical content of A we set A = M + iN , (13) where (M, N ) are Hermitian operators. From AA^† = A^†A = 1, one gets [M, N ] = 0 , M^2 + N^2 = 1 . (14) This equation tells us that a unitary operator can be thought as being made up by two commuting Hermitian operators whose eigenvalues are distributed along the unit circle.

For what it concerns the classical bound, we consider four unitary quantities (e^{iα}, e^{iα′} ), (e^{iβ} , e^{iβ′} ) and look at the classical quantity Z_{unit} = (e^{iα} + e^{iα′} )e^{iβ} + (e^{iα} − e^{iα′} )e^{iβ′} . (15) Use of the triangle inequality gives ∣Z_{unit}∣ ≤ ∣e^{iα} + e^{iα′} ∣ + ∣e^{iα} − e^{iα′} ∣ . (16) Therefore ∣Z_{unit}∣ ≤ √ 2 ( √ 1 + cos(α − α^′) + √ 1 − cos(α − α^′) ) , (17) whose maximum value is 2 √ 2, namely ∣Z_{unit}∣ ≤ 2 √ 2 . (18) Instead, in the usual case of Bell’s dichotomic quantities Z_{dichotomic} = (a + a^′)b + (a − a^′)b^′ , a^2 = a^{′2} = b^2 = b^{′2} = 1 , (19) we have the well known result ∣Z_{dichotomic}∣ ≤ 2 . (20) We see thus that, in the case of unitary quantities, the classical bound increases till 2 √ 2.

A. Example of a correlator attaining 2 √ 2. A non-violating Bell-CHSH case It is instructive to provide here the example of a quantum mechanical model attaining the value of 2 √ 2 which, however, cannot be considered a violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality. For that purpose, we rely on the orbital angular moment in two-dimensions^2, i.e. L = ε_{ij} x_ip_j = −i ∂ ∂ϑ . (21)

2 We set ̵h = 1.

For the eigenvalues and eigenvectors we have

L∣m⟩ = m ∣m⟩ , ∣m⟩ = e^{i mϑ} √ 2π , m = integer , (22) and ⟨m ∣ m^′⟩ = 1 2π ∫ 2π 0 dϑ e^{−i(m−m′)ϑ} = δ_{mm}′ . (23)

We consider now a bipartite system: H = H_A ⊗ H_B . The total angular momentum is

L_T = L_A + L_B , [L_A, L_B ] = 0 . (24)

As unitary operators, we choose

A = e^{iαLA} , A^′ = e^{iα′LA} , B = e^{iβLB} , B^′ = e^{iβLB} , (25)

where (α, α^′, β, β^′) are arbitrary real parameters which play a role akin to that of the four Bell’s angles. Denoting by ∣m_A, m_B >= ∣m_A > ⊗∣m_B > the eigenvectors of L_T , as entangled state ∣ψ > we shall take the state with vanishing total angular momentum given by

∣ψ >= 1 √ 2 (∣1, −1 > −∣ − 1, 1 >) . (26)

An elementary calculation yields

⟨ψ∣ e^{iαLA} e^{iβLB} ∣ψ⟩ = cos(α − β) . (27)

Therefore, for the Bell-CHSH correlator, we get ⟨C_L⟩ = ⟨ψ∣ (e^{iαLA} + e^{iα′ LA} )e^{iβLB} + (e^{iαLA} − e^{iα′ LA} )e^{iβ′LB} ∣ψ⟩ = cos(α − β) + cos(α^′ − β) + cos(α − β^′) − cos(α^′ − β) . (28)

Making use of the standard choice:

α = 0 , α^′ = π 2 , β = π 4 , β^′ = 3π 4 , (29)

one ends up with

⟨C_L⟩ = 2 √ 2 . (30)

This equation might give the impression that the Bell-CHSH correlator (30) would saturate Tsirelson’s bound, attaining a maximal violation. Though, this is an incorrect statement, the reason being that the unitary operators (25) all commute among themselves, i.e. [A, A^′] = [B, B^′] = 0, thus not fulfilling one of the basic requirements of eqs.(9). As such, the result (30) does not imply a violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality. Rather, in agreement with eq.(18), the expression (30) provides an example of a non-violating correlator attaining the maximum allowed classical bound: 2 √ 2.

III. A PARTICULAR CLASS OF UNITARY OPERATORS

This section is devoted to a special class of unitary operators for which, instead of 2 √ 2, the classical bound returns to the usual value 2. A relevant example of this class of unitary operators is given by the Weyl operators, a key ingredient for the study of the violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality in relativistic Quantum Field Theory.

In addition to the requirements (9), these operators enjoy the property of displaying correlation functions which are real. More precisely, they fulfill

⟨ψ∣ AB ∣ψ⟩ = ⟨ψ∣ A^′B ∣ψ⟩ = ⟨ψ∣ AB^′ ∣ψ⟩ = ⟨ψ∣ A^′B^′ ∣ψ⟩ = real value . (31)

Interestingly enough, the above equations have their classical counterpart, namely Im(e^{iα} e^{iβ} ) = sin(α + β) = 0 , Im(e^{iα} e^{iβ′} ) = sin(α + β^′) = 0 , Im(e^{iα′} e^{iβ} ) = sin(α + β) = 0 , Im(e^{iα′} e^{iβ′} ) = sin(α^′ + β^′) = 0 , (32) implying α + β = πn_1 , α + β^′ = πn_2 , α^′ + β = πm_1 , α^′ + β^′ = πm_2 , (33) with (n_1, n_2, m_1, m_2) integers. Thus α − α^′ = π(n_1 − m_1) = π integer . (34) As a consequence, the maximum value of expression (17) becomes now 2, i.e ∣Z_{unit}∣ ≤ 2 , (35) giving back the usual value.

IV. WEYL OPERATORS IN RELATIVISTIC QUANTUM FIELD THEORY AND VIOLATIONS OF THE BELL-CHSH INEQUALITY As mentioned before, this Section is devoted to present a detailed discussion of the Weyl operators in the case of a relativistic scalar Quantum Field Theory in (3+1) Minkowski spacetime. As we shall see, these operators will provide a very nice example of unitary operators fulfilling the additional requirement (31). As a consequence, the classical bound is still given by the value 2 so that a violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality occurs for values bigger than 2. For the benefit oif the reader, we shall provide a self-contained presentation of all tools needed for the facing of the Bell-CHSH inequality in relativistic Quantum Field Theory.

A. Theoretical framework Let us start by presenting a short reminder on the canonical quantization of a free real scalar field, whose action is given by S = ∫ d^4x [ 1 2 (∂_μϕ)^2 − m^2 2 ϕ^2] . (36) The field ϕ can be expanded in terms of creation and annihilation operators as ϕ(t, ⃗x) = ∫ d^3⃗k (2π)^3 1 2ω_k (a_ke^{−ikx} + a^†_ke^{ikx}) , (37)

where ω_k = k^0 = √ ⃗k2 + m2. The canonical commutation relations read [a_k, a^†_q] = (2π)^32ω_kδ^3(⃗k − ⃗q), (38) [a_k, a_q] = [a^†_k, a^†_q ] = 0, Using the above definitions, one easily obtains the commutator between the scalar fields for arbitrary spacetime points: [ϕ(x), ϕ(y)] = iΔ_{P J} (x − y), (39) where Δ_{P J} (x − y) is the Pauli-Jordan distribution, given by: iΔ_{P J} (x − y)=∫ d^4k (2π)^3 ε(k^0)δ(k^2 − m^2)e^{−ik(x−y)}, (40) where we have made use of ε(x) ≡ θ(x)−θ(−x). The Pauli-Jordan distribution is Lorentz-invariant and odd under the exchange (x − y) → (y − x). Moreover, it vanishes outside of the light cone, ensuring that measurements at space-like separated points do not interfere. As such, the Pauli-Jordan distribution encodes the information about locality and relativistic causality.

It is a well known fact that a quantum field is an operator valued distributions [9] and must be suitably smeared to give well-defined operators acting on the Hilbert space. This is achieved by employing real smooth test function with compact support h(x) ∈ C^∞_0 (R^4). For the smeared field one has

ϕ(h) = ∫ d^4x ϕ(x)h(x). (41)

Inserting eq.(37) into eq.(41), we can rewrite the smeared quantum field as ϕ(h) = a_h + a^†_h, where we defined the smeared version of the creation and annihilation operators by

a_h = ∫ d^3 ⃗k (2π)^3 1 2ω_k ĥ^∗(ω_k, ⃗k)a_k, (42)

where ĥ(p) = ∫ d^4x h(x)e^{ipx} is the Fourier transform of h(x) and with an analogous expression for a^†_h. Using the smeared field, one introduces the Lorentz-invariant inner product in the space of the test functions with compact support, given by the smeared version of the Wightman two point function [9]:

⟨f∣g⟩ = ⟨0∣ϕ(f)ϕ(g)∣0⟩ = i 2 Δ_{P J} (f, g) + H(f, g) = ∫ d^3p (2π)^3 1 2ω_p f^∗(p)g(p) (43)

where Δ_{P J} (f, g) is the smeared version of eq.(40) and H(f, g) is the symmetric combination of the smeared fields product. Thus, we can rewrite the commutator (39) in its smeared version as [ϕ(f), ϕ(g)] = iΔ_{P J} (f, g). In this setting, causality is thus expressed by [ϕ(f), ϕ(g)] = 0 when the supports of f and g are located in spacelike separated regions. We underline that, upon using the canonical commutation relations and the above-defined inner product (43), one finds

[a(f), a^†(g)] = ⟨f∣g⟩. (44)

Following [6, 7], let O be an open set in Minkowski spacetime and M(O) be the space of test functions belonging to C^∞_0 (R^4) with support contained in O: M(O) = {f ∣supp(f) ⊂ O}. (45) One introduces the causal complement O^′ of the spacetime region O as well as the symplectic complement M^′(O) of the set M(O) as

O^′ = {y ∣(y − x)^2 < 0, ∀x ∈ O}, M^′(O) = {g ∣Δ_{P J} (g, f) = 0, ∀f ∈ M(O)}. (46)

With the above definitions, causality can be recasted [6, 7] by stating that [ϕ(f), ϕ(g)] = 0 whenever f ∈ M(O) and g ∈ M^′(O) . Furthermore, we also recast locality as [6, 7]: M(O^′) ⊂ M^′(O).

We introduce now the Weyl operators [6–8], a well-known class of unitary operators

A_f = e^{iϕ(f )}. (47)

These operators give rise to the so-called Weyl algebra

A_f A_g = e^{− i2 ΔP J (f,g)}A_{f +g} . (48)

When the supports of f and g are spacelike separated, the Pauli-Jordan distribution vanishes, and thus the Weyl operators behave as A_f A_g = A_{f +g} = A_gA_f . It should also be stressed that, unlike the quantum field ϕ(f), the Weyl operators are bounded. Upon using ϕ(f) = a_f + a^†_f and expanding the exponential, for the vacuum expectation value of the Weyl operator one gets

⟨0∣A_f ∣0⟩ = e^{− 12 ∣∣f ∣∣2} ; , (49) where ∣∣f∣∣^2 = ⟨f∣f⟩ and ∣0⟩ is the Fock vacuum.

We proceed now by presenting a few elements of the Tomita-Takesaki modular theory [10], a quite important ingredient in the study of the Bell-CHSH inequality in relativistic Quantum Field Theory [6–8]. To that end we define the observable algebra A(O) associated with the spacetime region O as the von Neumann algebra obtained by taking products and linear combinations of the Weyl operators defined on M(O).^3 It is known that, by the Reeh-Schlieder theorem [9], the vacuum state ∣0⟩ is both cyclic and separating for the von Neumann algebra A(O). To introduce the Tomita-Takesaki modular theory we follow [10] and define the anti-linear unbounded operator S acting on the Von Neumann algebra A(O) as S a∣0⟩ = a^†∣0⟩, ∀a ∈ A(O), (50) from which it follows that S^2 = 1 and S∣0⟩ = ∣0⟩. Making use of the polar decomposition of the operator S [10], one gets:

S = JΔ^{1/2}, (51) where J is anti-unitary and Δ is positive and self-adjoint. These modular operators satisfy the following properties [10]:

JΔ^{1/2}J = Δ^{−1/2}, Δ^† = Δ,

S^† = JΔ^{−1/2}, J^† = J, Δ = S^†S, J^2 = 1. (52) In particular, the Tomita-Takesaki theorem [10] states that: JA(M)J = A^′(M), that is, upon conjugation by the operator J, the algebra A(M) is mapped into its commutant A^′(M): A^′(M) = { a^′, [a, a^′] = 0, ∀a ∈ A(M) } . (53) The Tomita-Takesaki construction has many relevant consequences when applied to Quantum Field Theory. As far as the Bell inequalities are concerned, it gives a way of constructing Bob’s operators from Alice’s ones by making use of the modular conjugation J. That is, given Alice’s operator A_f , one can assign the operator B_f = JA_f J to Bob, with the guarantee that they commute each other since by the Tomita-Takesaki theorem the operator B_f = JA_f J ∈ A^′(M) [8].

When equipped with the Lorentz invariant inner product ⟨f∣g⟩, eq.(43), the set of test functions give rise to a complex Hilbert space F which, as outlined in [11], enjoys many properties. It turns out that the subspaces M and iM are standard subspaces for F, meaning that: i) M ∩ iM = {0}; ii) M + iM is dense in F. Moreover, as proven in [11], for standard subspaces it is possible to set a modular theory analogous to that of the Tomita-Takesaki. One introduces an operator s acting on M + iM as s(f + ih) = f − ih. , (54) for f, h ∈ M. Notice that with this definition, it follows that s^2 = 1. Making use of the polar decomposition, one has: s = jδ^{1/2}, (55) where j is an anti-unitary operator and δ is positive and self-adjoint. Similarly to the operators (J, Δ), the operators (j, δ) fulfill the following properties:

jδ^{1/2}j = δ^{−1/2}, δ^† = δ

3 For the basic definitions adopted here, see the appendix of Ref. [8].

s^† = jδ^{−1/2}, j^† = j δ = s^†s, j^2 = 1. (56) An important result [11] concerning the operator s is that it holds that a test function f ∈ M if and only if sf = f . (57) In fact, suppose f ∈ M. On general grounds, owing to eq.(54), one writes sf = h_1 + ih_2 , (58) for some (h_1, h_2). Since s^2 = 1 it follows that f = s(h_1 + ih_2) = h_1 − ih_2 , (59) so that h_1 = f and h_2 = 0. In much the same way, one has that f^′ ∈ M^′ if and only if s^†f^′ = f^′. As shown in [12], the action of the operators (j, δ) on the von Neumann algebra A(M) is defined through JW_f J = Je^{iϕ(f )}J ≡ e^{−iϕ(jf )} , Δe^{iϕ(f )}Δ^{=1} = e^{iϕ(δf )} . (60) Also, it is worth noting that if f ∈ M then jf ∈ M^′. This property follows from s^†(jf) = jδ^{−1/2}jf = δf = j(jδf) = j(sf) = jf . (61) Let us end this section by mentioning that, in the case of wedge regions of the Minkowski spacetime, the spectrum of the operator δ coincides with the positive real line, that is, log(δ) = R [7, 13], being thus an unbounded operator with a continuous spectrum.

B. The Bell-CHSH inequalities We are now ready to face the Bell-CHSH inequality in the case of a real scalar relativistic Quantum Field Theory.

As done before, we first introduce the Alice operators, namely A_f = e^{iϕ(f )} , A_f ′ = e^{iϕ(f ′)} , (62) where (f, f^′) are test functions belonging to M. Thus, from the Tomita-Takesaki construction, Bob’s operators will be defined by B_{jf} = e^{ia ϕ(jf )} , B_{jf} ′ = e^{ib ϕ(jf ′ )} , (63) where (a, b) are arbitrary real coefficients. The unitary operators (B_{jf} , B_{jf} ′ ) fulfill, by construction, the property [A_f , B_{jf} ] = [A_f ′ , B_{jf} ] = [A_f , B_{jf} ′ ] = [A_f ′ , B_{jf} ] = 0 . (64) Moreover, due to eq.(49), the unitary operators operators (A_f , A_f ′ , B_{jf} , B_{jf} ′ ) fulfill the reality condition (31), namely: ⟨0∣ A_f B_{jf} ∣0⟩ = e^{− 12 ∣∣f +ajf ∣∣2} = real . (65) Similar equations hold for (⟨0∣ A_f ′ B_{jf} ∣0⟩, ⟨0∣ A_f B_{jf} ′ ∣0⟩, ⟨0∣ A_f ′ ; B_{jf} ′ ∣0⟩). Thus, for the Bell-CHSH inequality in the vacuum state, we get ⟨0∣ C ∣0⟩ = ⟨0∣ A_f B_{jf} + A_{jf} B_{jf} + A_f B_{jf} ′ − A_f ′ B_{jf} ∣0⟩ = e^{− 12 ∣∣f +ajf ∣∣2} + e^{− 12 ∣∣f ′+ajf ∣∣2} + e^{− 12 ∣∣f +bjf ′ ∣∣2} − e^{− 12 ∣∣f ′ +bjf ′ ∣∣2} . (66) In order to evaluate the norms ∣∣f + ajf∣∣^2, ∣∣f + bjf^′∣∣^2, ∣∣f^′ + ajf∣∣^2, ∣∣f^′ + bjf^′∣∣^2, we follow the procedure outlined in [6, 7]. Making use of the fact that the operator δ has a continuous spectrum coinciding with the positive real line, we pick up the spectral subspace specified by [λ^2 − ε, λ^2 + ε] ⊂ [0.1]. Let φ be a normalized vector belonging to this subspace. One notices that jφ is orthogonal to φ, i.e. ⟨φ∣jφ⟩ = 0. In fact, from δ^{−1}(jφ) − j(jδ^{−1}j)φ = j(δφ) , (67) it follows that the modular conjugation j exchanges the spectral subspace [λ^2 − ε, λ^2 + ε] into [1/λ^2 − ε, 1/λ^2 + ε]. Therefore, proceeding as in [8], we set f = η(1 + s)φ (68) f^′ = η^′(1 + s)iφ , (69) where (η, η^′) are normalization factors. Since s^2 = 1, it turns out that sf = f , sf^′ = f^′ , (70) so that both f and f^′ belong to M. Recalling that φ belongs to the spectral subspace [λ^2 − ε, λ^2 + ε], it follows that [8], ∣∣f∣∣^2 = ∣∣jf∣∣^2 = η^2(1 + λ^2) ∣∣f^′∣∣^2 = ∣∣jf^′∣∣^2 = η^{′2}(1 + λ^2) . (71) as well as ⟨f∣jf⟩ = 2η^2λ ⟨f∣jf^′⟩ = 0 , ⟨f^′∣jf⟩ = 0 ⟨f^′∣jf^′⟩ = 2η^{′2}λ . (72) Finally, for the Bell-CHSH inequality, one has

⟨C⟩ = e^{− 12 η2 ((1+λ)2(1+a2))+4aλ)} + e^{− 12 (η′2(1+λ)2+a2 η2(1+λ2 ))}

+ e^{− 12 (η′2b2 (1+λ)2+η2 (1+λ2 ))} − e^{− 12 η′2 ((1+λ)2(1+b2))+4bλ)} (73) Despite its simplicity, this equation captures very well the violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality in Quantum Field Theory. When maximized with respect to the parameters (η, η^′, λ, a, b), one gets, for example: η = 0.001 , η^′ = 0.511 , a = 0.227 , b = 0.892 , λ = 0.974 , (74) giving ⟨C⟩ = 2.189 , (75) which represents a sensible violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality in the vacuum state of the theory [6, 7]. It remains now to establish the quantum upper bound for the correlator (66). In order to achieve this task we evaluate C^†C, obtaining C^†C = 4 − e^{−iφ(f +ajf )}e^{iφ(f ′+bjf ′ )} − e^{−iφ(f ′+bjf ′ )}e^{iφ(f +ajf )} + e^{−iφ(f ′+ajf )}e^{iφ(f +bjf ′)} + −e^{−iφ(f +bjf ′ )}e^{iφ(f ′+ajf )} . (76) Making use of the properties of the operator norm ∣∣ ∣∣_{op}^4 it follows that ∣∣C^†C∣∣_{op} ≤ 8 . (78)

4 The operator norm of a bounded operator T acting on a Hilbert space H is defined as ∣∣T ∣∣_{op} = sup (

∣∣T x∣∣ ∣∣x∣∣

, x ∈ H) . (77)

Moreover, for any state ∣ψ⟩ normalized to one, we have

∣⟨ψ∣ C ∣ψ⟩∣^2 ≤ ∣∣Cψ∣∣^2 = ⟨ψ∣ C^†C ∣ψ⟩ ≤ ∣∣C^†Cψ∣∣ ≤ ∣∣C^†C∣∣_{op} ≤ 8 . (79)

This equation states that the quantum bound for the Bell-CHSH correlator (66) is precisely Tsirelson’s bound:

∣⟨C⟩∣ ≤ 2 √ 2 . (80)

V. CONCLUSION

In this work we have pursued the discussion on the role of the normal operators in the Quantum Theory, as advocated by [4, 5]. In particular, we have investigated the Bell-CHSH inequality in the case in which unitary operators are employed. As underlined, these operators show up in a natural way when facing the Bell-CHSH inequality in relativistic Quantum Field Theory, Sect. (IV).

Our findings can be summarized as follows:

• for generic unitary operators fulfilling eqs.(9), the classical bound becomes 2 √ 2. An example of this phenomenon has been provided by the quantum mechanical model of Sect. (II A)

• if, in addition of eqs.(9), the unitary operators obey the reality constraint (11), the classical bound returns to the usual value of 2. As a consequence, a violation of the Bell-CHSH inequality occurs for values bigger than 2, as it happens in the case of the real relativistic scalar field discussed in Sect.(IV).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors would like to thank the Brazilian agencies CNPq and CAPES, for financial support. S.P. Sorella, I. Roditi, and M.S. Guimaraes are CNPq researchers under contracts 301030/2019-7, 311876/2021-8, and 310049/2020- 2, respectively.

[1] J. S. Bell, On the Einstein Podolsky Rosen paradox, Physics Physique Fizika 1, 195 (1964). [2] J. F. Clauser, M. A. Horne, A. Shimony and R. A. Holt, Proposed Experiment to Test Local Hidden-Variable Theories, Phys. Rev. Lett. 23, 880 (1969).

[3] B .S . Tsirelson, J. Math. Sci. 36, 557-558 (1987) [4] Hu, Meng-Jun and Hu, Xiao-Min and Zhang, Yong-Sheng, Are observables necessarily Hermitian?, Quantum Studies:

Mathematics and Foundations, vol. 4, 243-249, (2017) [5] M. Erhard, M. Krenn and A. Zeilinger, Advances in high-dimensional quantum entanglement, Nature Reviews Physics, vol. 2, 365-381, (2020)

[6] S. J. Summers and R. Werner, Bell’s Inequalities and Quantum Field Theory. 1. General Setting, J. Math. Phys. 28, 2440 (1987).

[7] S. J. Summers and R. Werner, Bell’s inequalities and quantum field theory. II. Bell’s inequalities are maximally violated in the vacuum, J. Math. Phys. 28, 2448 (1987).

[8] P. De Fabritiis, F. M. Guedes, M. S. Guimaraes, G. Peruzzo, I. Roditi, and S. P. Sorella, Weyl operators, Tomita-Takesaki theory, and Bell-Clauser-Horne-Shimony-Holt inequality violations, Phys. Rev. D 108, 085026 (2023).

[9] R. Haag, Local quantum physics: Fields, particles, algebras, Springer-Verlag, 1992. [10] O. Bratteli and D. W. Robinson, Operator Algebras and Quantum Statistical Mechanics 1, Springer, 1997. [11] M. A. Rieffel and A. Van Daele, A bounded operator approach to Tomita-Takesaki theory, Pacific J. Math. 69, 187 (1977). [12] J-P. Eckmann and K. Osterwalder, An application of Tomita’s theory of modular Hilbert algebras: Duality for free Bose fields, J. Funct. Anal. 13, 1 (1973).

[13] J. J. Bisognano and E. H .Wichmann, On the Duality Condition for a Hermitian Scalar Field, J. Math. Phys. 16, 985 (1975).