arXiv:1402.1480v1 [math-ph] 6 Feb 2014

A Geometric Approach to the
Landauer-Biittiker Formula

R. BEN SAADY, C.-A. PILLET?

“Laboratoire Mathématiques et Applications, INSAT Centre Urbain Nord BP 676, 1080 Tunis Cedex

bAix-Marseille Université, CNRS, CPT, UMR 7332, Case 907, 13288 Marseille, France
Université de Toulon, CNRS, CPT, UMR 7332, 83957 La Garde, France

FRUMAM

Contents
1 Introduction 4
2 Mathematical background 9
2.1 Spectral analysis and scatteringtheory . ... ... ... ............... 9
2.1.1 Closed operators and bounded operators . . . . . ... ............ 9
2.1.2 Self-adjointoperators . .. ... .. .. ... ... 11
2.1.3 Compact operators . . . . . . . . . i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 16
2.1.4 Unitary groups and scatteringtheory . . ... .. .. ... .. ........ 18
2.2 C*-Algebras . . . . . . . .. 21
2.2.1 Definitionandexamples. . . . .. .. ... ... . ... o e 21
2.2.2 Spectraltheory . ... ... .. ... . .. 23
2.2.3 Representationsandstates . .. ... ... ... .. ... .. e, 25
224 C'-dynamicCs . . . . . . . .t e 27
225 KMSstates . . . . . . e e e 28
2.2.6 Perturbationtheory . ....... ... .. ... . .. o .. 30



Ben Saad, Pillet

2.2.7 Liouvilleans and quantum Koopmanism . . ... ... ............ 31

3 Elements of nonequilibrium quantum statistical mechanics 35
3.1 Systems ofidentical particles . . . . ... ... ... ... .. . ... . . . . 35
3.1.1 Bosonsandfermions. ... ......... ... .. ... . . . ..., 35
3.1.2 Fockspace . . . .. ... . e 36
3.1.3 Second quantization . . ... ... ... ... ... e 36
3.1.4 TheC*-algebraCAR(h) . . ... ... .. 38

3.2 Theideal Fermigas . . . . . . . . . . . . . e 38
3.2.1 The C*-dynamical system (CAR(H),Tg) « -« « v v v v v v v i e e oo 38
3.22 GaugeinvariancCe . . . . . . . . ... e e e 39
323 (g, B)-KMSstatesonCARg(h) . . . ... . ..o 40
3.2.4 TheAraki-Wyssrepresentation . . . . . ... .. .. ... .. ......... 42
3.2.5 Gauge group and chemical potentials . . . . .. ... ... .......... 43
3.2.6 Thermodynamiclimit . . ... ... .. ... ... ... .. ... .. ... 45

3.3 Open quantum SYStEIMIS . . . . . . o v v v i i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 47
3.3.1 Algebraicdescription. . . . . . ... ... ... e 48
3.3.2 Non-equilibrium steady states (NESS) . . . . ... .. ... .......... 49
3.3.3 Scattering theory of C*-dynamical systems . ................. 50
3.3.4 Entropyproduction . .. ... .. ... ... 52
3.3.5 Firstand second laws of thermodynamics . . ... ... ........... 54

3.4 Openfermionicsystems . . . . . . . . . . i ittt e 55
3.4.1 Theone-particlesetup . . . . . ... ... i e 55
3.4.2 Quasi-freeNESS. . . . . . ... e 56
3.4.3 Multi-channel scattering . . ... ....... ... .. . ... ... ... 57
344 TheNESS. . . . . . 58
3.4.5 Fluxobservables .. ... ... ... ... ... .. . .. ... ... 60
3.4.6 Entropyproduction . ... ... ... ... ... e 60
3.4.7 The Landauer-Biittiker formula . . ... ... .. ... ... ... ..... 61
3.4.8 Fullcountingstatistics . . . . . .. .. ... ... 64

4 Commutators and Mourre Estimates 74
4.1 Commutators . . . . . . .o it e e e e e e 74
4.1.1 Thecommutator [-,-]on B(A) x B(AE) . . . . . . o v i v i .. 74



A Geometric Approach to the Landauer-Biittiker Formula

4.1.2 Thecommutator [A,-]onB(FE) . . . . . . v i i e e 75
4.1.3 The commutator of two self-adjoint operators . . . . ... ... ....... 85
4.2 TheMourreestimate . . . . . . . . ... . ittt 95
4.3 Propagation estimates . . . . . . . . . . .. il e e e e 100
Non-equilibrium steady states 101
5.1 Modeland hypotheses . . . . ... ... ... . ... . .. 102
52 Asimplemodel . ... ... ... 107
5.3 TheMourreestimate . . . . . . . . . .. . ittt e 110
5.4 Scatteringtheory . . . .. . . . . .. ... e 117
5.4.1 Bound states and scatteringstates . . . . .. ... ... ... L. .. 117
5.4.2 Thestrongtopologiesof B(A) . . . . . . . . . 120
5.4.3 Mplleroperators . . .. .. ... .. ... 124
5.5 Non-equilibrium steady states (NESS) . . . . . ... ... . ... ... .. ...... 132
The geometric Landauer-Biittiker formula 134
6.1 Hypotheses . . .. ... . . . ... . e 134
6.2 Asimplemodel (continued) . . . . ... ... ... ... . . . ... 137
6.3 Charges and conserved CUITENES . . . . . . . . . .o vt it it i ittt 140
6.3.1 Charges. . . . . . . . . e e 140
6.3.2 Currents and regularized currents . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... 141
6.4 Equivalenceofcurrents . .. ... ... ... .. ... e 144
6.5 Calculationofsteadycurrentl . . ... ... ... ... ... ... . ... . ... .. 146
6.6 CalculationofsteadycurrentIl . . . . ... ... ... ... ... .. ........ 150
6.6.1 Preliminaries . ... ... . ... ... 151
6.6.2 Spectral representation ofthecurrent . . . . . . ... ... ... ... .... 152
6.6.3 Trace-class operatorson [Chedu(e) . . .. ... ... ... 153
6.6.4 Thediagonal. . ... ... ... .. . .. .. e 155
6.6.5 ProofofTheorem6.16 . .. .. .. ... ... .. ... .. ... .. .. .... 159
6.7 The Landauer-Biittikerformula. . . . . .. ... .. ... ... ... ... .. ... 159
Proof of Lemma 6.1 163
Proof of Lemma 6.12 166
B.1 Estimatesinnorm of B(AF) . . . . . . . . e e e 166



Ben Saad, Pillet

B.2 Thespectral multiplicityof H . . . . .. .. ... .. .. . .. . 169
B.3 Trace-norm estimates . . . . . . . . i v i i i e e e e e e e e e e e 170
B.4 Proofoflemmat.12 . . . . . . . . . . e e 173

Abstract. We consider an ideal Fermi gas confined to a geometric structure con-
sisting of a central region — the sample — connected to several infinitely extended
ends — the reservoirs. Under physically reasonable assumptions on the propaga-
tion properties of the one-particle dynamics within these reservoirs, we show that
the state of the Fermi gas relaxes to a steady state. We compute the expected value
of various current observables in this steady state and express the result in terms
of scattering data, thus obtaining a geometric version of the celebrated Landauer-
Biittiker formula.

1 Introduction

The study of transport phenomena in the quantum regime has attracted a lot of interest over
the last decades, especially within the realm of condensed matter physics. The main efforts
have been devoted to the development of computational tools for the calculation of steady
state properties of a confined quantum system (the sample) driven out of thermal equilibrium
by mechanical or thermodynamical forces. This physical setup is conveniently described
by an open-system model where the sample . is coupled to large (eventually infinitely ex-
tended) heat and particle reservoirs %, %5, ... (see Figure 1). Thermodynamical forces are
implemented by the initial state of the joint system . + %, + %, + ---. More precisely, each
reservoir Z is prepared in a thermal equilibrium state with its own intensive thermodynamic
parameters: inverse temperature x, chemical potential p,...In the physics literature, this is
sometimes called “the partitioned scenario”, reflecting the fact that each reservoir has to be
prepared individually before being connected to the sample. Mechanical forcing is obtained
by imposing (possibly time dependent) potential bias in the reservoirs, the initial state of the
system being a joint thermal equilibrium state of the coupled system . + % + %5 +---. This
is the so called “partition free scenario”, see [ , C].

Whether such an open system, prepared in a given initial state, actually relaxes to a steady
state is a more delicate question which can not be treated by formal arguments and requires
a precise control of quantum dynamics. To the best of our knowledge, the first rigorous re-
sults on this fundamental problem of nonequilibrium quantum statistical mechanics were
obtained by Lebowitz and Spohn [Sp1, , , LS] in the case of thermodynamical forc-
ing. Besides providing simple and efficient criteria ensuring relaxation to a steady state in
the van Hove scaling limit (weak coupling), they have also studied the basic thermodynamic
properties of these steady states: strict positivity of entropy production and linear response
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Figure 1: A sample .# coupled to M reservoirs %1,...,Z .

theory. In the same limit, Davies and Spohn have studied the linear response of confined

quantum systems to mechanical drives [ . These works rely on Davies’ results on the
weak coupling limit [D1, D2] (see also the recent extension of Davies’ theory by Dereziniski
and de Roeck [ , 1) and therefore only provide a coarse time resolution of transport
phenomena.

In these notes we shall consider the simplest case, beyond the weak coupling limit, amenable
to rigorous analysis: the transport properties of an ideal Fermi gas (e.g., of an electronic gas
in the approximation of independent electrons commonly used in solid state physics). Due
to the absence of interactions, the nonequilibrium properties of such a gas can be derived
from the quantum dynamics of a one-particle system. We shall concentrate more specifically
on the Landauer-Biittiker formalism which relates the steady currents through a sample con-
nected to several fermionic reservoirs at different chemical potentials to the scattering data
associated with the coupling of the sample to the reservoirs (we shall provide a more detailed
discussion of the Landauer-Biittiker formalism in Section 3.4.7).

Relaxation to a nonequilibrium steady state (NESS) for an ideal Fermi gas in the partitioned
scenario was first obtained by Araki and Ho [AH]. These Authors studied the large time asymp-
totics of the isotropic XY spin chain prepared in a state with different temperatures on its left
and and right ends (the XY chain can be mapped to an ideal Fermi gas on a 1D lattice by a
Jordan-Wigner transformation). Their result has been extended to the anisotropic XY chain
in [AP] using a different approach, advocated by Ruelle [R4], and based on scattering theory.
In Ruelle’s approach, the NESS is expressed in terms of the initial state of the gas and the
Moller operator describing the scattering of a particle from the reservoirs by the sample (see
Section 5.5). However, to derive the Landauer-Biittiker formula which expresses the steady
state currents in terms of transmission probabilities (i.e., scattering matrix) requires further
work. This was first achieved in [ , N] within the stationary formalism of scattering the-
ory and for more general classes of ideal Fermi gases driven by thermodynamical forces (see
also Section 7 in [ ]and | D.

In the case of mechanical forcing (in the partition-free scenario), a linearized Landauer-Biit-
tiker formula (i.e., a formula for the conductivity of the sample) was obtained by Cornean et
al. in | , ]. However, relaxation to a NESS did not follow from the linear response
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approach used in these works and was first proved in [ 1. Finally, a complete (non-linear)
Landauer-Biittiker formula for the steady currents was derived in | ]. A unified treatment
of the partitioned/partition-free NESS can be found in | I.

In both scenarios a necessary condition for the coupled/biased system . + %7 + - - to relax
to a NESS is that its final, fully coupled/biased, one-particle Hamiltonian has empty singular
spectrum. In that case, the NESS only depends on the initial states of the reservoirs and on
the final one-particle Hamiltonian. It is, in particular, independent of the initial state of the

sample and of the (possibly time-dependent) switching of the coupling/bias [ , ]. In
fact, the presence of eigenvalues in the one-particle Hamiltonian of the fully coupled/biased
system produces oscillations which prevent relaxation to a steady state [Ste, ]. These

oscillations are carried by the eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian and hence are typically lo-
calized near the sample. Current measurements performed deep into the reservoirs are there-
fore immune to this effect | ]. If the singular continuous spectrum of the final Hamilto-
nian is empty, then the oscillations induced by its eigenvalues can also be washed out by
time-averaging the state of the system. The time-averaged state relax to a steady state which,
however, depends on the initial state of the sample and on the history of the coupling/bias
[ , ) l.

Before turning to a detailed review of the content of these notes, let us mention some impor-
tant results in the same line of research but which will not be covered here.

Ruelle’s scattering approach also works in the presence of weak local interactions (i.e., many
body interactions that are sufficiently well localized in position and momentum). In this case,
the Moller operator of Hilbert space scattering theory is replaced by a Meller morphism act-
ing on the C*-algebra @ of observables of the coupled system (@ is typically the gauge in-
variant part of the C*-algebra generated by fermionic creation/annihilation operators sat-
isfying the canonical anti-commutation relations, see Section 3.2). This morphism can be
constructed by controlling the Dyson expansion of the interaction picture propagator act-
ing on O, using the techniques of [ , ]. Relaxation to a NESS of a locally interact-
ing Fermi gas in the partitioned scenario was first proved by Frohlich et al. [ , 1.
Linear response theory (including a central limit theorem) for such NESS was developed in
[ , , JPP]. Using similar techniques, a mathematical theory of basic thermodynamic
processes in ideal and locally interacting Fermi gases has been developed in [ ]. A uni-
fied approach to both partitioned/partition-free NESS of locally interacting Fermi gases was
developed in [ , | where basic properties of the NESS Green-Keldysh correlation
functions were also derived.

The spectral analysis of Liouvilleans provides an alternative to Ruelle’s scattering approach to
the construction of NESS. A Liouvillean for the coupled system . + %, + - -- is an operator L
acting on a Hilbert space which carries a representation of the C*-algebra @ and such that the
group t — e'’l implements the dynamics (see [P2, , 1). For systems with finitely ex-
tended reservoirs the Liouvillean is essentially determined by the Hamiltonian. There is how-

For identical intensive thermodynamic parameters, the partitioned/partition-free scenarios lead to distinct
NESS.
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ever much more freedom in the choice of a Liouvillean if the reservoirs are infinitely extended.
The Liouvillean approach has been successfully used to prove return to equilibrium of a con-
fined system connected to a single heat bath [JP1, |2, JP3, |P4, Me, , , , FM]. An
extension of this technique to nonequilibrium situations was developed in [JP6] to prove re-
laxation to a steady state of a N-level system coupled to several fermionic reservoirs. Merkli,
Miick and Sigal have extended this result to the technically more involved case of bosonic
reservoirs [ |. In these works, the steady state is characterized by a spectral resonance
of a Liouvillean which is constructed with the help of operator algebraic techniques derived
from the fundamental results of [ , To, Ta]. Due to the use of spectral deformation tech-
niques in the resonance analysis, the method requires quite strong regularity assumptions
on the coupling of the sample to the reservoir. It does however provide a very detailed infor-
mation on the dependence of the NESS on this coupling (a convergent perturbative expan-
sion). A similar approach was used by Frohlich, Merkli and Sigal [ ] to study the ionization
process in a thermal field. We shall also mention a series of works by Abou Salem and Fréh-
lich [AFT, , ] who exploit the Liouvillean approach to derive some of the basic laws
of thermodynamics from microscopic quantum dynamics. We refer the reader to the article
of Schach Mpller [SM] in this volume for a detailed exposition of the spectral theory of some
important classes of Liouvilleans.

A third approach to the relaxation problem has been developed by de Roeck and Kupiainen in
[ , | (see also [dR1]). It uses Davies’ weak coupling approximation of the dynamics
as a starting point for a systematic expansion of the true, fully coupled dynamics. The control
of this expansion is technically more involved than the analysis required in the Liouvillean
approach, but it is very robust and only requires minimal assumptions on the coupling to the
reservoir (essentially the existence of the Davies approximation with a spectral gap). How-
ever, the method does not provide much information on the dependence of the NESS on the
coupling.

The material presented in these notes is partly based on the PhD thesis of the first Author [5a].
It can be read as a pedagogical introduction to some contemporary aspects of the mathemat-
ics of nonequilibrium quantum statistical mechanics. The main objectives are:

* To prove relaxation of an ideal Fermi gas under thermodynamical drive using Ruelle’s
approach and geometric time-dependent scattering theory based on the Mourre esti-
mate. This framework has many advantages over the stationary scattering theory used
in the previous works on the subject. Our main assumptions, which ensure good prop-
agation properties at large distance from the sample, concerns the reservoirs. They are
easily checked for reservoirs with a simple geometry. Mourre theory gives us a simulta-
neous control over the propagation properties and the singular spectrum of the coupled
system. Finally, with the use of the two Hilbert space formalism, we avoid the decou-
pling of the sample by artificial boundary conditions. The scattering matrix obtained in
this way is explicitly independent of any decoupling scheme, which represents a serious
conceptual advantage.
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* To show that the properly defined NESS expectation of a current observable can be ex-
pressed in terms of scattering data by a geometric version of the Landauer-Biittiker for-
mula. Our approach has been deeply inspired by the works of Avron et al. [ ,

, ] and more specifically [ ] who treat the similar problem of charge
transport in quantum pumps in the adiabatic regime (and prove the Biittiker-Prétre-
Thomas formula | D.

Our main results are Proposition 5.14 and Theorem 5.15, which guarantee the existence and
uniqueness of the NESS under physically reasonable conditions. Under a few additional as-
sumptions, we prove a geometric version of the Landauer-Biittiker formula in Theorem 6.7.

The organization of these notes is as follows:

* In Section 2 we describe the necessary mathematical background for our work. The goal
here is essentially to introduce the basic tools and the notation that will be used in the
following sections.

* Section 3 is a brief introduction to nonequilibrium statistical mechanics of open quan-
tum systems, and more specifically, -free fermionic systems. We introduce the concept
of NESS and describe Ruelle’s scattering method for its construction.

* Section 4 is a thorough discussion of commutators of Hilbert space operators and their
use in spectral analysis. It introduces the elements of Mourre theory which will be nec-
essary for controlling the singular spectrum and the propagation properties of quasi-
free fermionic systems.

* Section 5 is dedicated to the construction of NESS using the geometric theory of multi-
channel scattering and propagation estimates.

* In Section 6 we discuss current observables and compute their expectation values in the
NESS, deriving the geometric Landauer-Biittiker formula.

e The appendices A and B contain a few technical proofs that we deemed appropriate to
be separated from the main part of these notes.

Acknowledgments. This work was partly supported by ANR (grant 09-BLAN-0098). We are
grateful to Y. Barsheshat for his help in translating parts of the PhD thesis of the first Author
included in this notes. C.-A.P. is also grateful to V. Jaksi¢, to the Department of Mathematics
and Statistics at McGill University and to CRM (CNRS - UMI 3457) for hospitality and generous
support during his stay in Montreal where parts of this work were done.
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2 Mathematical background

In this section we briefly review the necessary mathematical background. The main purpose
is to setup our notation. The covered material is very basic and the exposition is in telegraphic
style, without formal proofs. The readers familiar with spectral analysis in Hilbert spaces and
operator algebras can safely jump over to the next section.

In Subsection 2.1 we introduce the fundamentals of spectral analysis of operators on a Hilbert
space, paying particular attention to self-adjoint operators and to the scattering theory of
the associated unitary groups. These are the common tools used in the mathematical study
of quantum dynamics, i.e., solutions to the Schrodinger equation, either time-dependent or
time-independent. Among the numerous techniques developed to study the properties of the
solutions to this equation, those based on the work of Mourre will play a central role in these
notes. These techniques will be the object of a more detailed discussion in Section 4.

Subsection 2.2 is a brief introduction to the theory of operator algebras and more particularly
C*-algebras. From the perspective of the material covered in these notes, the relevance of this
subject is marginal. It does however play an important role in the more general context of the
mathematical theory of quantum statistical mechanics. As we have already noted in the gen-
eral introduction, the development of this theory saw a revival in the last decade, essentially
revolving around transport problems in nonequilibrium systems. These recent developments
were built upon the foundations of the algebraic approach to equilibrium quantum statistical
mechanics developed in the 1960s and 1970s.

2.1 Spectral analysis and scattering theory

In this section we recall some fundamental results of spectral analysis of self-adjoint operators
on a Hilbert space, as well as the basics of scattering theory. The material covered in this
section is treated in full detail in [RS1]-[RS4].

2.1.1 Closed operators and bounded operators

If A, B are non-empty sets we denote by (a, b) the elements of the Cartesian product A x B so
as to not generate confusion with the following notation.

Let ./ be a Hilbert space. We denote by

SCX S — C
(w,vy - (W),

the inner product of #, which is anti-linear in its first argument and linear in its second one.
Riesz’ representation theorem guarantees that any continuous linear functional ¢ : # — C
can be written in the form ¢(v) = (u, v) for some u € #. The ortho-complement of a sub-
set V c J/ is defined by VL ={ue A (v,u) =0forall ve V}. Ttis a closed subspace of A
and V++ is the smallest closed subspace of .# containing V. An automorphism of ./ is a
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linear and isometric bijection from ./ onto itself. # x A equipped with its natural vector
space structure and the inner product ({u, v),(u’,v")) = (u, u’) + (v, V') is a Hilbert space and
K:{(x,y) — (¥, x) and J: (x,y) — (-, x) define automorphisms of A4 x . A net u, in A
converges weakly to u € A if the net (v, u,) converges to (v, u) for all v € #. In this case we
write

W—alim Ug = U.

An operator on / is a linear map A: 9 — #, where 9 is a subspace of #. We say that & is
the domain of A which we denote by Dom(A). A is densely defined if its domain is dense in
€. The range and the kernel of A are the subspaces Ran (A) = {Au|u € Dom(A)} and Ker (A) =
{u e Dom(A)| Au = 0} respectively. A is surjective if Ran (A) = # and injective if Ker (A) = {0}.

The graph of an operator A on ./ is the the subspace
Gr(A) = {{u, Au) | u € Dom(A)},

of /€ x #. The graph norm of A is the norm defined by |u|l 4 = llull + ||Aul| on Dom(A). An
operator A is completely characterized by its graph. Moreover, a subspace ¢ c # x A is
the graph of an operator iff (0, v) € ¢4 implies v = 0. If A and B are two operators such that
Gr (A) c Gr(B) we say that B is an extension of A and we write A < B. An operator A is closed
ifits graph is closed in # x ./, and this is the case iff Dom(A), equipped with the graph norm
of A, is a Banach space. If Ais both closed and bijective, then Gr (A1) = KGr(A) and thus A~}
is also closed. If the closure Gr(A)® of the graph of A in # x .# is a graph we say that A is
closable and we define its closure as the operator A such that Gr(A%) = Gr(A)°. It is clear
that A% is the smallest closed extension of A, that is to say that if B is closed and A c B, then
A% c B. An operator A is densely defined iff J(Gr (A)1) is a graph. In this case, the adjoint of
Ais the operator A* defined by Gr (A*) = J(Gr (A)1). A* is closed and its domain is given by

Dom(A*) = {ue A sup (1, Av)| < oo}.
veDom(A),||v|=1

(A*u,v) = (u, Av) holds for all (u, v) € Dom(A*) x Dom(A), in particular Ker (A*) = Ran (A)L.
Ais closable iff A* is densely defined. In this case A% = A** and A%* = A*.

An operator A is bounded if there exists a constant C such that Gr(A) c (u, vy |lvll < Cllull}.
One easily verifies that A is continuous as a map from Dom(A) to ./ iff it is bounded. A
bounded operator is obviously closable and its closure coincide with its unique continuous
extension to the closure of Dom(A). In particular a bounded densely defined operator A has
a unique continuous extension A with domain Dom(A®) = #. A% is closed and bounded.
The collection of all bounded operators with domain .# is denoted by 98(#). It is a Banach
algebra (actually a C*-algebra, see Section 2.2) with norm

IAll= sup [Aul. (1)
ueA, |\ ull=1

By the closed graph theorem, an operator A with domain ./ is bounded iff it is closed. If
A is bounded and densely defined, then Dom(A*) = # and A* is bounded. Furthermore,
IA*[ = Il All and [|A* Al = || A%,

10
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A bounded net A, in B(A) is strongly (resp. weakly) convergent if the net A, u is conver-
gent (resp. weakly convergent) for every u € . In this case, there exists A € ZB(#4°) such
that limy Aqu = Au for all u € A (resp. limy(u, Aqv) = (u, Av) for all u,v € A), and we
write s — limaAa = A (resp. w—1limgA, = A). If Afxl), . A&”) are bounded nets in 4(A#4°) and
s—limgAY = AD for all j then s —limg AL - AU = AD ... A1),

The resolvent set of a closed operator A is defined by
Res(A) ={ze C|Ker(A-z) = {0} and Ran (A — z) = A},

thus z € Res(A) if and only if (A — z) : Dom(A) — ./ is a bijection. In this case, the operator
RA(z) = (A-2)"!: # — Dom(A) is called the resolvent of A at z. It is a closed operator with
domain #, and is thus bounded. It satisfies the functional equation R4(z) — Rx(z') = (z —
Z)R(2)R4(Z") (so called first resolvent equation) for all z, z' € Res(A). If follows that for zy €
Res(A)

o0

Ra(2) =Y Ra(z9)"'(z—20)",

n=0
this Neumann series being norm convergent for |z — zo| < [|Ra(z0) |I71. Thus, the resolvent set
of A is open, and the mapping z — Rj4(z) is an analytic function from Res(A) to B(#°). The
closed set Sp(A) = C\ Res(A) is called the spectrum of A. A point a € Sp(4) is an eigenvalue
of A if there exists a non-zero vector u € Dom(A) such that Au = au. We say that u is an
eigenvector of A associated to the eigenvalue a.

If # and #£ are two Hilbert spaces, most of the preceding facts easily generalize to linear
maps A from Dom(A) c A/ to £ . We denote by A(#4, £ ') the Banach space of continuous
operators from /# to £ equipped with the norm (1).

2.1.2 Self-adjoint operators

An operator A is called symmetric if Ac A*, self-adjoint if A= A*, and essentially self-adjoint
if A** = A*. An essentially self-adjoint operator A is closable and its closure A% = A** is self-
adjoint. In this case, we say that Dom(A) is a core of A,

An operator A is symmetric if and only if («, Au) € R for all # € Dom(A). Such an operator is
self-adjoint iff Ran (A +1i) = A/ and it is essentially self-adjoint iff Ran (A +i) is dense in /.

If # is a closed subspace of # then # = % & %1, i.e., any u € # has a unique representa-
tionu=x+ywithxe # and ye A *. Moreover the Pythagoras theorem || ull? = ||x)|® + ||y||2
holds. The decomposition u = x + y defines a bounded operator P : u — x satisfying P =
P? = P*. We call P the orthogonal projection onto .# . Note that Q = I — P is the orthogonal
projection onto % . Reciprocally, if P € B(#) satisfies P = P? = P* then it is the orthogonal
projection onto the closed subspace Ran (P) = Ker (/- P) and I - P is the orthogonal projection
onto Ker (P) =Ran (I — P).

If # is a closed subspace of # and ] is an operator with domain / such that || Ju| = | u|| for
all ue % and Ju =0 for all u € &+ then Ker(J) = &+ and Z = Ran(J) is a closed subspace

11
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of A. ] is thus a isometric bijection from £ into #. We say that J is a partial isometry with
initial space £ and final space Z%. One verifies that JJ* is the orthogonal projection onto
2 and J* ] is the orthogonal projection onto £ . If £ =% = A then JJ* = J*J=1and J is
unitary.

If Ais self-adjoint, then Sp(A) < R. If we also have that Sp(A) < [0,00[, then A is called positive
and we write A = 0. A self-adjoint operator is positive if and only if («#, Au) = 0 for all u €
Dom(A). If C is a closed operator then C*C with the domain Dom(C*C) = {u € Dom(C)|Cu €
Dom(C*)} is positive. Conversely, every positive operator is of this form.

Every closed operator A has a unique polar decomposition A = J|A| where |[A| =0 and Jis a
partial isometry with initial space Ran (A"‘)CI = Ker (A)* and final space Ran (A) ol — Ker(A*)t.
Moreover, |A| is the square root of the positive operator A* A constructed with the help of
functional calculus which we shall now describe.

Spectral theorem 1. Let B (R) be the algebra of bounded Borel functions from R to C. If A is
self-adjoint, there exists a unique morphism ¢ 4 : B, (R) — 2B(#) such that

@ PalP) =palN)".
(i) Npa(NI =supgespia | f(@l.
(iii) Iflim, fy(a) = f(a) forall a € Sp(A) and sup,, 4egp(q) | fn(@)] < oo then

limpa(f)u=alPHu,
forall ue A.
(iv) If f=0then ¢a(f)=0.
(v) f Au=authen po(fHu= f(a)u.

(vi) If ze Res(A) and f(a) = (a—z)~! then ¢p4(f) = Ra(2).

We call this morphism the functional calculus associated with A and we write f(A) = ¢ a(f).
We say that a bounded operator B commutes with A if Bf(A) = f(A)B for all f € By(R). A
subspace £ c A is A-invariant if f(A) % < & for all f € B,(R). It reduces A if in addition
H s also A-invariant. If # reduces A we define the part of A in Z to be the self-adjoint
operator on Dom(A) N £ obtained by restricting A to this subspace. We also define the part
of the spectrum of Ain £ as Sp(A|-£) = Sp(Al_#nDom(4))-

Spectral theorem 2. It follows from the functional calculus that for all u € # the map f —
(u, f(A)u) is a continuous linear functional on C(R), the Banach space of continuous func-
tions from R to C which tend to 0 at infinity, equipped with the norm || f oo = sSupeg | f (X)I.
The Riesz-Markov theorem implies that there exists a finite measure u,, with y,(R) = || ull?,
and such that

(u, f(Au) =ff(a)duu(a).

12
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Ly is the spectral measure of A associated with u.

Letue /A and A, = {f(Aulf e Coo(®)}°!. The map f— f(Au from Cy(R) — A, satisfies
I f(Aul =IfI 2®Rduy)- It extends continuously to a unitary operator U, : L2(R, duy) — A,
such that, if My denotes the multiplication operator f — g f on L2(R,duy), UyMg = g(A)U,.
If A is separable, one can easily show that there exists a countable family (u,,) ;e vy < 4 such
that /4 = & ,cnA0,,. In this way we obtain a unitary map U : & ¢ ~L?[R,du,) — # such that,
if g denotes the operator &, u, — ®,8u,, then Ug = g(A)U. Alternatively stated, A is unitarily
equivalent to the operator of multiplication by the variable a in the space @, yL?(R, dp,,(a)).

One can show that A = 7, (A) ® #ac(A) & Hsc(A) where

Hpp(A) = {u € |y, is purely atomic} U {0},
Fac(A) = {u € A\ u, is Lebesgue-absolutely continuous} U {0},
FCsc(A) = {u € |, is Lebesgue-singular without atoms} U {0},

are mutually orthogonal subspaces reducing A. We denote by P, (A), Pac(A) and Psc(A) the
orthogonal projections onto these subspaces and we define App, Aac, and Ay to be the parts
of A in each of these subspaces. #},(A) is the subspace spanned by the eigenvectors of A.
The pure point, absolutely continuous, and singular spectra of A are defined by

Sppp(A) = {a € R|ais an eigenvalue of A},

Spac (A) = Sp(Aac);
Spsc(A) = Sp(Asc),

and we have that Sp(A) = Sp;,,(A) U Sp,.(A) USp.(A).

The singular spectrum of A is Spg;p.(A) = Sppp(A)Cl U Spg.(A). Its discrete spectrum is the
set Spg;sc(A) of all its isolated eigenvalues a having finite multiplicity, i.e., such that the corre-
sponding eigenspace Ker (A—a) is finite dimensional. The essential spectrum of Ais Sp.(A) =
Sp(A) \ Spgisc (A).

Spectral theorem 3. If 1, is the indicator function of a Borel set A c R, then E4(A) = 15o(A) isan
orthogonal projection. It is the spectral projection of A associated with A. Its image reduces
A and we have that Sp(A|Ran Ex(A)) = Sp(A) N A < A and Sp(A|Ker EA(A)) N A is empty. The
family {Ex(A) | A € R measurable} is called the spectral family of A. Stone’s formula relates the
spectral family to the resolvent of A: for all u € # one has

1 .1 P . .
—(EA([a,b])+EA(]a,bD)u=hm—.f (Rala+ie)u—Ra(a—ie)u) da, (2)
2 810 27T1 a
and, in particular, if a, b are not eigenvalues of A,
1 b
Ea(la,b)u=Es(la,bD))u = lirn—_f (Rala+ie)u— Ry(a—ie)u) da.
el0 21 Jg
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Alternatively, the spectral family of A can be interpreted as a measure with values in the or-
thogonal projections of . It is thus related to the spectral measures previously introduced
by writing du, (a) = (4,dE4(a) u) and we can formulate the functional calculus as

(u,f(A)v)=ff(a)(u,dEA(a)v).

We also use the conventional notation F(A € A) = Ex(A) and, by extension, F(A = a) = E|4,00((A),
etc...

The following criterion for the absence of singular spectrum is often useful. Let A be abounded
open interval in R and assume that there exists a dense set 2 < / such that

sup [(f,Ra(2) )| < o0,
Re (2)€A,Im (2)#0
for all f € 2. It follows that Spg;,,(A) N A = @, the spectrum of A in A is purely absolutely
continuous.

Spectral theorem 4. For n € N = N U {oo} we write

[0) if n=0;
[1:n]=< {1,...,n} if nelN;
N* if n=oo.

A function 7 : R — N is measurable if n=! ({k}) is measurable for all k € N. A family of separable
Hilbert spaces (h4) acr is measurable if n(a) = dimb, € N defines a measurable function. Let
(1 be a o-finite Borel measure on R. Suppose that for p-almostevery a € R, (€,(a@)) ne[1:n(a)) IS an
orthonormal basis ofhy,. By setting e, (@) = 0 when n > n(a) and when the basis (e, (@) ne[1:n(a)]
is not defined, we can assume that e, (a) is defined for every a € R, n € N (such a family is
called a measurable orthonormal basis). Let Xj be the set of functions u : a — u(a) defined u-
almost everywhere on R, with values in Ugegrb 4, such that u(a) € b, for y-almost all a € R and
a— (ep(a),u(a))y, are measurable for all n € N. If u, v € Xy is it clear that a — (u(a), v(a)y,
is also measurable. Two functions u, v € Xj are equivalent if they agree p-almost everywhere.
The collection of equivalence classes of elements of Xy such that ||ull? = [ | u(a) ||[2]a du(a) < oo
is a separable Hilbert space with the inner product (u, v) = f (u(a), v(a))y,du(a). This space
is independent of choice of the family (e, (@)) ne[1:n(a), Up to an isomorphism. We call it the
direct integral of the family (§,) ,er and we denote it by

@
f hadu(a). 3)

The spaces h, are called the fibers of this space. If one assumes that h% = ¢2((1: k), the Hilbert
space of dimension k, and Ay = {a| dimb, = k} for k € N, one can show that the space (3) is
isomorphic to the space

D LAk, dpw o b*.
keN
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If t(a) € B(h,) for p-almost all a € R with C = u—esssup gl t(a)ll < oo and if (u(a), t(a)v(a))
is measurable for all measurable functions u, v, we say that £(-) is a y-measurable family of
bounded operators. In this case, (Tu)(a) = t(a)u(a) defines a bounded operator T on the
Hilbert space (3) and || T|| = C. We refer to Chapter 7 of [BS] for more details.

If A is a self-adjoint operator on the separable Hilbert space ./, then there exists a measure
1, a measurable family of Hilbert spaces (h,) 4cg and a unitary map

5]
U:Jf—»[ bodu(a),

such that
Dom(A) ={ue A| faZII(Uu)(a)Ilﬁadu(a) < oo},

and, for all u € Dom(A), (UAu)(a) = a(Uu)(a) for u-almost all a € R.

If the spectrum of A is pure point, then the measure p is purely atomic. Its atoms are the
eigenvalues a of A and the fibers b, are the corresponding eigenspaces of A. If the spectrum
of A is purely absolutely continuous, one can choose p to be the Lebesgue measure. In this
case the set

{ue A| ess—sup||(Uu)(a)lly, < oo},

acR
is a dense subspace of /. This applies in particular to the operators App = Alz,,4) and
Aac = Al 7,04
If B € #(4) commutes with A, there exists a y-measurable family b(-) of bounded operators
such that (UBf)(a) = b(a)(U f)(a) for u-almost all a € R.

The Helffer-Sjostrand Formula. For sufficiently smooth functions f, it is possible to give an
explicit representation of the operator f(A). Multiple constructions of this type exist. We will
mainly use the Helffer-Sjostrand formula, which is well adapted to the case where f € S(R)
where
SR)={f e C®MR)| sup<x>ﬁ+”|c9§f(x)| < oo for some >0 and all n = 0},
x€R

(with (x) = (1+x2)"?) and in particular for f € Cj°(R), the set of infinitely differentiable func-
tions which vanish outside of a compact set. We denote by supp f the support of such a func-
tion, that is to say the smallest closed set F c R such that f =0 on R\ F.

For f € C®(R) and n €N, let f: C — C be defined by

_ . ~ n+l G )j
flx+iy) = x(y(x) l)jgof(’)(x)%’ (4)

where y € C;°(] — 1,1]) is such that y(y) = 1 in a neighborhood of y = 0. We remark that,
apart from the factor y, (4) is a formal Taylor expansion of order n about the point x of the
function f(x +iy). For functions of z = x + iy we will use the notation from complex analysis
0=(0,—10y)/2, 0= 00+ idy)/2and dz =dx +idy, dz=dx —idy. A simple calculation yields

00/ fx)=0, &' fx)=rfPw),

15
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forall x e Rand j € {0,...,n}, and this is why f is called an almost-analytic extension of f of
order n. One easily shows that:

(i) There exists a constant C (which depends only on n) such that

n+2

f @) x+ipllyl " dy<c Y o P, (5)
k=0

for j €{0,...,n}.
(i) If f € C3(R) then f € C$°(C) and

suppr{z:x+iy|x€suppf,|y| < (x)}.

Moreover, the functional calculus implies that || (x +iy — A7 <] yl‘l. Using these properties
and starting with Stone’s formula (2) an integration by parts shows that

if(f)(A):—lfEf(x+iy)(x+iy—A)—l—fdxdy:i,féf(z)(z—A)‘l‘deAdE, 6)
J! 7 Jc 2mi Jc

for j€1{0,...,n} and f € C°(R) (see [[15] and [D4], Section 2.2 for a direct approach to spectral
theory from the Helffer-Sjostrand formula). An approximation argument further shows that
(6) remains valid if f € C"*?(R) is such that

f GO £ ()] dx < oo,

for k €{0,...,n+2} and in particular if f € S(R).

2.1.3 Compact operators

An operator C € B(A) is compact if {Culu e A, |ul = 1}%is a compact subset of /. The set
L (A) of all compact operators on ./ is a closed two-sided *-ideal of the C*-algebra 2(#4°)
(see Section 2.2).

Let A be a self-adjoint operator on .#Z. An operator B on the same Hilbert space is called
A-bounded (resp. A-compact) if Dom(A) ¢ Dom(B) and there exists zy € Res(A) such that
B(zo— A)~!is bounded (resp. compact). In this case, it follows from the first resolvent identity
that B(z— A)~! is bounded (resp. compact) for all z € Res(A). Weyl’s theorem asserts that if B
is symmetric and A-compact then A+ B is self-adjoint on Dom(A) and Spges(A+ B) = Spegs (A).

In the remaining of this subsection, we shall assume that ./ is separable. An operator on
is finite rank if Ran (A) is finite dimensional. The set Zq, () of all finite rank operators on
€ is a x-subalgebra of () and is dense in £*°(#°) (in the norm topology of B(A)). This
leads to the result that if C € £°°(A#) and w—alim Uq = uthenlim, Cu, = Cu.

If Ae L%°(A) is self-adjoint, then Sp ., (A) = Sp,c(A)USpg. (A) is empty. Furthermore, Sp,,,(A)
is at most countable and can only accumulate at 0. Forall a € SpplD (A) \ {0}, Ker (A— a) is finite
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dimensional. We can therefore deduce that there exists a set N, which is at most countable,
such that A=} ,,cn antn(uy, -) where {a, |ne N} = Sppp (A) \ {0} and (u,) zen is an orthonor-
mal family of eigenvectors Au, = a,u,. More generally, if A € £°(A0), it follows from the
polar decomposition A = J| Al that

A=) xa(A)vp(un, ).
neN(A)

The numbers «,(A) > 0 are called singular values of A. Their squares k ,(A)? are eigenvalues
of the positive compact operator A*A. The u, form an orthonormal family of eigenvectors
A* Au,, = x,(A)%u, while the v,, = Ju, form an orthonormal family of eigenvectors of AA*,
AA* v, =Kkp(A)? vy,

A simple but very convenient compactness criterion on the Hilbert space L?>(R") is due to
Rellich. Let F and G be two measurable functions on R” with the following property: for any
K > 0 there exists R > 0 such that |F(x)| > K and |G(x)| > K for almost every x € R" with |x| > R.
Denote by F and G the operators of multiplication by the corresponding functions on L?(R")
and let & : [>(R") — L?>(R") denote the Fourier transform. If C is a bounded operator such
that FC and G& C are bounded then C is compact.
1/p
< oo},

is a two-sided *-ideal of %8(#°) and a Banach space equipped with the norm | - ||,. For all
Ce LP(A) and B € B(AO), IBCllp, = IBIIIICll». We will mainly focus on the space LY,
the elements of which are called trace class operators on . For all A € £!(#) and for any or-
thonormal basis (u;) ;e of A2, the series }_;c;(u;, Au;) is absolutely convergent. Furthermore,
its sum is independent of the choice of basis, and we call this sum the trace of A, denoting it
by tr(A). One clearly has

For 1 < p < 0o, the von Neumann-Schatten class

Y. Kn(AP

LP(H) = {Ae L) ‘ 1Al =
neN(A)

tr(A)= ) adimKer(A-a).
acSp(A)

Moreover, the following inequality holds

ltr(Al s Y x,(A) =tr(AD) = Al 7
neN(a)

for all A € £'(#). More generally, A € £ (#) if and only if |A]P € L' (#) and ||Al, =
tr(|A|P)YP. 1f dim A < co then LP(A) = B(H) forall 1 < p < oo and in this case it is a well
known fact that the trace is cyclic, that is to say that tr(AB) = tr(BA) for all A, B € #B(A4). In
the infinite dimensional case, the cyclic property of the trace holds when one of the operators
involved is trace class: if A€ £!(A#) and B € B(#°) then

tr(AB) =tr(BA).
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If Ae L), it follows from the estimate (7) that the infinite product

det(I+ A) = 1_[ (1 + g)dimKer(A-a)
acSp(A)

is convergent and satisfies
|det(1 + A)| < el

Let1<p,g<ocobesuchthat p™'+ g~ =1.If Ac LP(#) and B € L9(H#) then AB € L' (A
and the Holder inequality | ABll; < Al |Bll4 holds. If 1 < p < oo, the topological dual of
LP () is L9(H). The dual of L () is B(H). The Banach space £P () is thus reflexive
if 1 < p <oo, butnotif p=1or p =oo. In all cases the duality is given by (A, B) — tr(AB).
Finally, we note that if A, is a bounded net in Z(#°) such that s —;im Ay = A€ B(A) and
B € £P(A) then lim, A, B = AB holds in &P (A).

2.1.4 Unitary groups and scattering theory

If H is self-adjoint, the functional calculus shows that U(t) = el ¢ e R, defines a family of
operators on ./ such that

(1) U(¢) is unitary.
(i) U0 =1
(i) UU) =U(t+s).

(iv) Forall u € ./, t— U(t)uis a continuous function from R to .

We call such a family {U(#) | £ € R} a strongly continuous unitary group. Stone’s theorem states
the converse; namely that if {U(¢) |t € R} is a strongly continuous unitary group on ./, then
there exists a self-adjoint operator H such that U(¢) = e!’H, Furthermore,

Uu-
Hu =1lim M
t—0 1t

’

Dom(H) being the subspace of all u € ./ such that the above limit exists.

Let H be a self-adjoint operator on #. The “core theorem” states that if 2 < Dom(H) is a
dense subspace of # such that e’7'9 c @ for all t € R, then it is a core for H. A special instance
of such a @ is the set C*(H) of vectors u with the property that the continuous function u(t) =
e!’f y has an entire analytic extension C 3 z — u(z) € .. The elements of the dense subspace
C®(H) are called entire vectors of the group e,

If u € #£,.(H), it follows from Riemann-Lebesgue’s lemma that

H

w—lime™ u =0.

|t]—o00
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The density of Zx, (A) in L°(A°) allows to conclude that if C is a compact operator then

lim Ce™f P,.(H)u=0, (8)

[t]—o0

for all u e A.

Unitary groups play a central role in quantum dynamics. In fact, they provide the solution to
the Cauchy problem for Schrodinger’s time dependent equation

iat Ur= Hut,
in the form u, = e " yy. The dynamical properties of solutions to this equation depend on
the spectral properties of the generator H, the Hamiltonian of the system. The unitary groups

U(t) = e iH jg called propagator of the system.

In this section, we review a few classical results of scattering theory in the Hilbert space frame-
work (see [DG, , Y] for more details). We will return to the subject in more detail in Section
5.4.

Consider two strongly continuous unitary groups: e !0 representing the free dynamics of
the system and e'*/ a perturbation of this free dynamics. We say that the state u € # is
asymptotically free as t — +oo if there exists u.. € # such that

lim | e tHy _ g7itHo uill =0. (9)

u_ (u4) is the incoming (outgoing) asymptote of u. The condition (9) is clearly equivalent to
any of the two following ones

lim |le'Moe i Hy—y, | =0, lim |le'*He "oy, —y| =0. (10)
t—+o00 t—+o00

The fundamental problems of scattering theory are: (i) to determine the set of asymptotically
free states, i.e., the set of u € ./ for which the limits

U, = hm ell’Hoe—ll’H
t—+o0

u,

exist; (ii) the construction of a scattering operator which maps the incoming asymptote u_
into the corresponding outgoing one u.

We remark that if u is an eigenvector of H, then the above limits can only exist if u is also an
eigenvector of Hy with the same eigenvalue. Since the eigenvectors of H have a particularly
simple time evolution under the group e '/ (they are stationary states), it is natural to restrict
our attention to the subspace #5,, (H )+. This motivates the following definition of asymptotic
completeness.

Definition 2.1 Let Hy and H be two self-adjoint operators on the Hilbert space F€ .
(1) The Moller operators Q* (H, Hy) exist if the limits

QF(H, Ho)u= lim_e'e™ " Py (Ho)u, (an

exist for all u € 7. In this case, Q* (H, Hy) are clearly bounded operators on 7.
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(2) The Moller operators Q* (H, Hy) are complete if

Ran Q™ (H, Hy) = Ran Q™ (H, Hy) = Hnc(H).

(3) They are asymptotically complete if

Ran Q™ (H, Hp) = Ran Q™ (H, Hy) = #,p (H)™.

The logic behind these definitions is the following. If Q*(H, Hp) exist, then they are partial
isometries with initial space #,.(Hp) and final space Ran (Q* (H, Hy)). Since obviously

e"M0* (H, Hy) = Q* (H, Hp)e'' ™0,

one easily concludes that Ran (Q* (H, Hy)) reduces H, that Q* (H, Hy)Dom(Hy) < Dom(H) and
that the intertwining relation HQ* (H, Hy) u = Q* (H, Hy) Hyu holds for all u € Dom(Hy). Thus
the part of H in Ran (Q*(H, Hp)) is unitarily equivalent to Hy o and hence Ran (Q*(H, Hp)) <
Hnc(H). If Q* (H, Hy) are complete, then they are unitary as maps from 7, (Hp) to #ac(H)
and it follows from the equivalence of the two relations (10) that

Q*(H,Hy)*u = tl_'{r+nooei[H°e_itH Pac(Hu=Q*(Hy, Hu,

i.e., the Moller operators Q* (Hy, H) also exist and are adjoints to Q*(H, Hp). Thus any u €
Hac(H) has incoming/outgoing asymptotes us = Q*(Hy, H)u. The scattering operator S :
u_— u, is given by

S=Q(Hy, H)Q™ (H, Hy) = Q" (H, Hy)*Q™ (H, Hp),

and is unitary on £, (Hp). Finally, if in addition H has empty singular continuous spectrum
then asymptotic completeness holds and the set of asymptotically free states is Ay (H) =
Fbyp (H):.

The basic method for showing the existence of the Moller operators Q* (H, Hp) is due to Cook.
It is based on the fact that if a function f is differentiable and if f’ € L' (R), then

lim f(2) :f(O)ifoof’(it)dt.
—+00 0

We thus have that

w . —_
Qf(H,H)u=u+i f et H(H — Hy)e™ oy dr,
0

if |(H- Ho)eﬁt Hoyyl is integrable. This representation is the starting point of many techniques
used in scattering theory. In particular, if one can decompose H — Hy = }_; B}“ Aj, then the
Cook representation can we rewritten as

o — —_—
(v, Q*(H, Hy)w) = (v, u) iizf (Bje™Hy, Aje™Hoy) dt,
j Jo
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and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality naturally leads to Kato’s definition of smooth perturba-
tion. A closed operator A is called H-smooth if there exists a constant C such that

58 .
| naettuars cur?
—00
forall u € 4. Smoothness is easily localized w.r.t. the spectrum of H: Aissaid to be H-smooth
on the measurable subset A c R if the operator Alx(H) is H-smooth. If Dom(H) c Dom(A)
and

sup  A(H-2)""A%| <oo, (12)

Re (2)€A,Im (2)#0

then A is H-smooth on A°..

2.2 (C*-Algebras

In statistical mechanics it is often useful, and sometimes necessary, to consider infinitely ex-
tended systems with an infinite number of (classical) degrees of freedom. This is commonly
referred to as the thermodynamic limit. This is the case, for example, for the construction of
nonequilibrium steady states (NESS): in a confined system with a finite number of degrees of
freedom there is no dissipative mechanism which would allow it to approach a steady state.
In more technical terms, the spectrum of the Hamiltonian H of a confined system is purely

discrete and hence its propagator e'*/! is an almost-periodic function of time which implies
that the dynamics is recurrent.

In quantum mechanics, the structure of the algebra of observables of a system with a finite
number of degrees of freedom essentially determines the Hilbert space in which these observ-
ables are represented by operators (this is the content of the Stone-von Neumann theorem,
see theorem VIII.14 in [RS1]). This is the main reason why one generally ignores the algebraic
structure of observables in such systems, and instead focuses attention on describing the as-
sociated Hilbert space. The situation is completely different when one considers systems with
an infinite number of degrees of freedom. Such systems allow for many inequivalent repre-
sentations and as such, it is necessary to precisely describe the algebra of observables. The
mathematical framework necessary for implementing such an algebraic approach to quan-
tum mechanics are operator algebras. Among the different operator algebras, C*-algebras
are particularly well suited for the fermionic systems in which we are interested. In this sec-
tion, we introduce the basic concepts of the theory of C*-algebras and their representations.
This material is treated in detail in [ , 1.

2.2.1 Definition and examples

Definition 2.2 (i) A *-algebra </ is a complex algebra equipped with an involution A— A*
such that _
(A+B)"=A"+B*, (AA)"=1A", (AB)*=B"A",
forall A,Be of and A eC.
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(ii) A Banach algebra 9 is a complex algebra such that the underlying vector space is a Ba-
nach space with a norm satisfying

IAB| < [[Al B,
forall A,B € 2.

(iii) A B* -algebra 98 is a Banach algebra as well as a *-algebra such that | A*|| = || All for all
A€ aB.

(iv) AC*-algebra € is a B* -algebra with a norm satisfying the C* -property
1A All = | Al
forall Ac €.

Examples of C*-algebras

1. o = %B(H), the algebra of bounded operators on a Hilbert space .. In this case, the
involution is the operation of adjunction, and the norm is the usual operator norm || Al =
sup{llAv| |w € #, |ly|l = 1}. To verify the C* property of the norm, note that

I AlI* = sup (A, Ay) = sup (y, A*Ay) < ||A* Al < | A* ||| All = || AlI°.
lyl=1 lyll=1

2. of = L*°(A), the algebra of compact operators on a Hilbert space #, is a C*-subalgebra
of #(#) (and a closed two-sided ideal of the latter).

3. o = C(X), the algebra of continuous functions on a locally compact space X which vanish
at infinity, that is to say the set of all continuous functions f : X — C such that, for any € > 0,
there exists a compact K < X with |f(x)| < € for all x € X\ K. The involution in this case is
complex conjugation and the norm is || f|l = sup,cx | f(x)|. Let u be a regular Borel measure
on X such that u(0) > 0 for every open O c X. By identifying f € C,,(X) with the operator of
multiplication by f in the Hilbert space . = L?(X,dp), the algebra C.,(X) can be viewed as a
commutative C*-subalgebra of %(#).

4. A subset .# of a *-algebra is called self-adjoint if A € & implies A* € . Thus, a subalgebra
of a x-algebra is a *-algebra if and only if it is self-adjoint. It follows that a subalgebra of a B* -
algebra (resp. C*-algebra) is itself a B*-algebra (resp. C*-algebra) if and only if it is closed
and self-adjoint.

Example 1 is in some sense the most general. More precisely, any C*-algebra is isomorphic
to a subalgebra of &(#) for some /. A unit in a C*-algebra < is a unit for the product
operation of «/. Such and element, 1, if it exists, is unique and satisfies 1* = 1. However,a C*-
algebra does not necessarily contain a unit. For example, the algebra C,,(X) has a unit if and
only if X is compact and the algebra £°°(#) of all compact operators on the Hilbert space
€ has a unit if and only if A is finite dimensional. The absence of a unit can complicate the
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structural analysis of «/. One can avoid such complications by embedding ¢ into a larger C* -
algebra o/ which contains a unit. The following result describes the canonical construction of
this extension.

Proposition 2.3 Let.<f bea C* -algebra without aunitand «f = {{a, A)|a € C, A€ o/} equipped
with the operations {a, A) +{B,B) = {(a + 3, A+ B), (a, A){B,B) = (afB,aB+ A+ AB), (a, A)* =
(a, A*). It follows that the function

I{a, A)ll = supflaB + AB|,Be o, | Bl =1},

is a C*-algebra norm. The algebra <f is identified with the C* -subalgebra of </ formed by the
pairs {0, Ay and the element (1,0) is a unit of&i.

The majority of C*-algebras that appear in quantum physics are naturally equipped with a
unit. In the following we will assume, without explicit mention, that all the C*-algebras con-
tain a unit 1.

A *-morphism between two *-algebras «/ and 98 is a mapping ¢ : «f — 98 which satisfies

() ¢laA+BB)=ad(A)+ pd(B),
(i) ¢(AB) =¢p(A)p(B),
(i) p(A™) = (A",

forall A,Be «, a, B € C. Abijective *-morphism is called a *-isomorphism. A *-isomorphism
from o onto itself is called a *-automorphism.

2.2.2 Spectral theory
An element A of a C*-algebra «f is invertible if there exists an element A~! € & such that
ATTA=AAT =1L

These elements form a group (w.r.t. the product operation of <), called the group of units of
</ . We call
Res(A) ={ze C|(z1 — A) is invertible},

the resolvent set of A and
Sp(A) = C\Res(A),

the spectrum of A. If € c «f is a C*-subalgebra and C € €, the spectrum of C, when regarded
as an element of A, coincides with its spectrum when it is regarded as an element of €. In par-
ticular, if o7 is a C*-subalgebra of %(#°), the notions of resolvent set and spectrum coincide
with those introduced in Section 2.1.1. For all A € o we have

(i) Sp(A*)=Sp(A).
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(i) Sp(A™!) =Sp(A)~L.
(iii) Sp(P(A)) = P(Sp(A)) for any polynomial P.

(iv) Sp(AB)U {0} =Sp(BA)U {0} forall Be «.

b2
z,,%‘\, z)’

is norm convergent. Its sum is (z1 — A)~! which implies that Sp(A) c {z € C||z| < || All}. Also,
if A€ of isinvertible, and if || B— A||||A~!|| < 1 then B is invertible, and the series

If |z] > || A| then the series

B'=Y Al (B-na")",

neN

converges in norm. The group of units of </ is thus open in </ and the mapping A — A~!is
continuous. In particular, if zy € Res(A), then

{zeCllz—zol <I(z01 — A7} cRes(4),
and the series

(zZ1-A)7'=Y (20-2) (20l - A",

neN

converges in norm. We can deduce that:

(i) Res(A) is open;

(ii) the mapping z— (z1 — A)~! is analytic on Res(A);
(iii) Sp(A) is compact.

We call
r(A) =sup{|A||A € Sp(A)},

the spectral radius of A. We have already noted that r(A) < || All. We also have that
r(A) =lim||A"||'"" = inf|| A",
An element A of a C*-algebra «f is
(1) normalif A*A= AA*;
(ii) self-adjointif A= A*;
(iii) positive if A= A* and Sp(A) < [0,00[;

(iv) isometricif A*A=1;
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(v) unitaryif A*A=AA*=1.

If Aisnormal, then r(A) = || A||. If Ais self-adjoint, then Sp(A) < [-||All, || All]. If Aisisometric,
then r(A) =1, and if it is unitary, then Sp(A) c {z € C||z| = 1}. If Ais positive, we write A = 0. By
writing A = B when A— B = 0 we introduce a partial order on /. For the self-adjoint elements
of &/, the spectral theorem from Section 2.1.2 can be formulated as follows.

Theorem 2.4 Let A be a self-adjoint element of the C* -algebra «¢ and C(Sp(A)) denote the C* -
algebra of continuous functions on Sp(A). There exists a unique *-morphism

CSp4) — A
f - [,

that sends the function 1 to 1 and the function Idspa) to A. Furthermore, we have that
Sp(f(A) = f(Sp(A)),
forall f € C(Sp(A)).

Applying this result to the functions f. (x) = (|x| £ x)/2, we obtain that any self-adjoint A € «f
can be writtenas A= A, — A_ where A, = f1(A) € & are both positive. Since any A € «/ can be
written as A= X +iY where both X = (A+ A*)/2and Y = (A— A*)/2i are self-adjoint elements
of &/, we conclude that any A € & is a linear combination of 4 positive elements of <.

2.2.3 Representations and states

In this section we discuss two key concepts of the theory of C*-algebras: representations and
states.

Representations. A *-morphism ¢ between two C*-algebras preserves positivity. If A =0,
we have that A= B* B for some operator B and thus

$(A) =p(B*B) = p(B)*¢(B) =2 0.

¢ is also continuous and satisfies ||p(A)[| < || A|| for all A€ /. ¢ is injective if and only if one
of the following conditions is satisfied.

(i) Ker¢ = {0},
(i) Al =1lAllforall Ae o,

(iii) A>0implies ¢p(A) >0forall Ae o.
In particular, every *-automorphism of a C*-algebra is isometric.
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Definition 2.5 A representation of a C* -algebra < is a pair (J€,11) where A is a Hilbert space
and1l: of — B(FE) is a *-morphism. A representation is called faithful if T1 is injective.

Let (A,I1) be a representation of a C*-algebra </ and let #; c # be a closed, II-invariant
subspace, that is to say that [1(A)#, c A for all A € /. Let P; be the orthogonal projec-
tion onto /. For all A € o/, we have that [1(A)P; = P;I1(A) Py, and by taking the adjoint,
P;TI(A) = P;I1(A) P;. We can then deduce that IT(A) P; = P;I1(A), i.e. P; commutes with IT(<f).
Conversely, if an orthogonal projection commutes with I1(«/), then its range is II-invariant.
This is the case of P, = I — P;, from which we deduce that /% = Jff is [I-invariant. By writing
I1;(A) = I1(A)| #,, we obtain two representations (/,I1;) of o and the decomposition

<‘;€)H> = <=77€1)H1> @ <<;€2)H2>'

More generally, for each orthogonal decomposition /# = &,.7, into II-invariant subspaces,
we associate the decomposition I1 = &,I1.

A representation of a C*-algebra is called trivial when IT = 0. A representation (/,II) can be
non-trivial but still have a trivial part /5 defined by

=1y e F\TIA)Y =0, VA€ of}.

A representation is called non-degenerate if A4} = {0}.

Two representations (#,I1;) and (#%,I1,) are called equivalent if there exists a unitary U :
J6, — F6 such that UTI; (A) =TI,(A)U forall Ae of.

In the next subsection, we will investigate the concept of a state, which plays an important
role in the construction of representations.

States. A linear functional w on a *-algebra «f is positive if w(A*A) =0 for all A€ o/. In
this case, (A, B) — w(A* B) is a positive Hermitian form on </ x of. We deduce that w(A*B) =
w(B* A) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality |w(A*B)|?> < w(A* A)w(B* B) holds forall A,B € o« .
In particular, if o has a unit 1, then w(A*) = w(A) and |0 (A)|? < w(A* A)w(1).

A linear functional w on a C*-algebra «f is positive if and only if it is continuous and ||w|| =
w(1). If wis a positive linear functional on the C*-algebra « and A € of then w4(B) = w(A*BA)
defines a positive linear functional on « and |w(A*BA)| < w(A* A)||B|| for all A,B € <.

A state on a C*-algebra < is a positive linear functional normalized by the condition ||w|| =
w (1) = 1. The set E(«/) of all states on « is clearly convex. If o contains a unit then E(«/) is a
weakly-* compact subset of the topological dual of <.

We recall that a point x of a convex set K is extremal whenever x = Aa+ (1-A)bwith a,be K
and A €]0, 1[ implies a = b = x, i.e., x cannot be decomposed in a convex combination of other
points of K. The extremal points of E(«/) are called pure states.

Cyclicrepresentations. Let (.#7,II) be arepresentation of the C*-algebra «/. A vector Q € A
is called cyclic for IT if the subspace I1(«/)Q is dense in .#. The representation (#7,II) is cyclic
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if it admits a cyclic vector. A cyclic representation is non-degenerate. Conversely, every non-
degenerate representation (., II) can be decomposed into cyclic representations (/,I1) =
(A a o).

If (#,11) is non-degenerate and 2 € ./ is a unit vector, then the formula
waq(A) = (Q,11(A)Q),
defines a state wg on «/. The following theorem shows that all states on & are of this form.

Theorem 2.6 (Gelfand, Naimark, Segal) Let w be a state on the C* -algebra <¢. There exists a
cyclic representation (F¢,,11,,Qy) of &/ such that forall Ae o :

w(A) = (Qg, Iy (A)Qy),

with ||1Qul|? = llw|| = 1. Furthermore, this representation is unique up to a unitary transforma-
tion.

We call (A, 11, Q) the GNS representation, or the canonical cyclic representation of </ as-
sociated with w. It plays a very important role in quantum mechanics because it allows us to
associate a Hilbert space framework to a state and to distinguish an important class of states
associated with w. A trace class operator p such that p = 0 and trp =1 is called a density
matrix. To each density matrix p € & LA, we may associate a state w, € E(«/) defined by

wp (A) = trz, (plly (A)).

Such a state is called w-normal. We denote by .4, («/) the subset of E(«/) formed by all w-
normal states. We note that the set of vector states wy(A) = (¥,I1,(A)W) associated to unit
vectors ¥ € £, is dense in A, (7).

2.2.4 C*-dynamics

A C*-dynamics on a C*-algebra </ is a strongly continuous group R 3 ¢ +— 7’ of *-automor-
phisms of </, that is to say that for all t € R, 7/ is a *-automorphism of <, such that for all
A € o the mapping t — 17(A) is continuous, 7° = Id, and for all t,s € R, 7¥ 0 7% = 7S, The
general theory of strongly continuous groups on Banach spaces shows that for all Ain a dense
subspace Dom(6) c &, the limit
A -A
5(A) = lim — A=A
t—0 t
exists and defines a closed operator on «f. The algebraic structure of o/ implies that Dom(6)
is a *-subalgebra of « and that

O0(AB)=6(A)B+ Ad(B), 6(A")=0(A)", o(l) =0,

for all A, Be€ Dom(d). Such an operator ¢ is called a *-derivation on <.
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If 7/ is a C*-dynamics on the C*-algebra </, there exists a dense *-subalgebra «/; c o/ such
that for all A € o;, the function ¢ — 7°(A) has an entire analytic extension C 3 z — 7%(A). The
elements of o7, are called 7-entire.

Example. Let £ be a Hilbert space and H a bounded self-adjoint operator on .. Then
1/(A) = e’ Ae1'H defines a C*-dynamics on B (H). Its generator §(A) = i[H, A] is bounded.
We note that the boundedness of H is necessary to ensure the strong continuity of 7. This
fact is one major obstacle to the use of C*-algebras in quantum mechanics. However, we shall
see in Section 3.1.3 that for fermionic systems it is possible to define a C*-dynamics even in
cases where the Hamiltonian is unbounded. For bosonic systems, it is generally preferable to
work with von Neumann algebras which avoid this problem.

C*-dynamical systems

A C*-dynamical system is a pair (<7, 7) where </ is a C*-algebra and 7 is a C*-dynamics on
</. In the context of quantum mechanics, the elements of </ describe physical observables
and the group 7 specifies their time evolution in the Heisenberg picture, A; = 7/(A). A state
w € E(4/) associates to each observable A € o/ a number w(A) which may be interpreted as
the quantum mechanical expectation value of the observable A. It is thus natural to identify
elements of E(«/) with the physical states of quantum mechanics. Since w(A;) = w(t'(A)) =
w o T'(A), the evolution of quantum states in the Schrédinger picture is given by w; = wot’.
A state w is T-invariant if w o 7! = w for all £ € R. The set E(<f,1) < E(«/) of all T-invariant
states is never empty. It is the set of all steady states of the system. A state w € E(<«/, 1) is called

T-ergodic if
T

1
lim — | vorT(A)dt=w(A), (13)
T—oo T Jo

forall Ae o/, v e N,(). Itis called T-mixing if

}Lm vo1r(A) = w(A), (14)

forall Ae of, ve N, ().

2.2.5 KMS states

We saw in the previous section that C*-dynamical systems provide a mathematical framework
for quantum mechanics. In this section, we describe how to characterize thermal equilibrium
states in the language of C*-algebras. We shall content ourselves with a very elementary in-
troduction to the KMS condition. The interested reader should consult Chapter 5 of [BR2]
for a more detailed discussion as well as | , BF] for a deeper insight into the algebraic
structure induced by equilibrium states.

We consider a N-level quantum system described by a Hamiltonian H on the N-dimensional
Hilbert space /. The associated C*-dynamical system is (2B (#), T), where T/ (A) = e/ Ae711H,
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The Gibbs-Boltzmann Ansatz for the canonical ensemble a temperature T is the density ma-
trix

pp=25"e P,
where f = 1/kpT, kp being the Boltzmann constant. The normalization factor Zg = tr(e PH) is
the canonical partition function. The state w € E(#(#°)) corresponding to this density matrix
is

R tr(e PH A)
w(A) = Z; re PP A) = ————.
(A) = Zg tr( ) (P
The equilibrium correlation function
F(A B;1) = w(AT'(B)), (15)

is an analytic function of ¢ € C. The cyclic property of the trace yields the following identity

tr(e—ﬁHAeitHBe—itH) _ tr(e—ﬁHei(t—iﬁ)HBe—i(t—iﬁ)HA)’
from which we conclude that
F(A,B; t+ip) :w(rt(B)A). (16)

The relations (15) and (16) represent the values of the analytic function F(A, B; z) along the
boundary of the strip Sg = {z € C|0 <Imz < f}. These relations are called the Kubo-Martin-
Schwinger (KMS) boundary conditions.

Definition 2.7 Let (</,T) be a C* -dynamical system. w € E() is a(t, B)-KMS state fora =0
if, for all A,B € f, there exists a function F(A, B; z), analytic on the strip Sg, bounded and
continuous on its closure and satisfying the KMS boundary conditions (15) and (16).

Remarks.

1. A (7,0)-KMS state is also called tracial since it satisfies the cyclicity condition w(AB) =
w(BA).

2. For >0, a (7, B)-KMS state represents the thermodynamic state of a system at temperature
T = (kg ,6)_1 where kp is the Boltzmann constant.

3. (1, B)-KMS state for < 0 can be defined by a straightforward modification of Definition 2.7.
Ifwis(t!, B)-KMS and y # 0 then w is also (t"*, /y)-KMS. However, there is no simple relation
between two KMS states at different temperatures for the same dynamics 7.

4. The abstract definition of a KMS state masks its fundamental property: Every (t, 8)-KMS
state with > 0 is T-invariant.

5. In practice, it suffices to check the KMS boundary condition on a large enough subalgebra
of of: let € be a dense *-subalgebra of the *-algebra <7, of 7-entire elements. If w(A7"#(B)) =
w(BA) holds for all A, B € 6 then w is a (1, )-KMS state.

6. The set of all (r, 8)-KMS states on &« is obviously a convex subset of E(</). Moreover,
this subset is weakly-* closed. If «f contains a unit then any (7, §)-KMS state is a convex
combination of extremal (7, 8)-KMS states. These extremal (7, §)-KMS states are interpreted
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in statistical mechanics as pure thermodynamical phases (see Theorem 5.3.30 in [ ] for a
more precise formulation of this property).

The following example shows that KMS states of quantum systems with a finite number of
degrees of freedom coincide with the usual notion of equilibrium states from statistical me-
chanics.

Example: Finite quantum systems. Let H be a self-adjoint operator on the finite-dimen-
sional Hilbert space #. We consider the C*-dynamical system (%(#),7) where 17(A) =
el Ae71"H Any state on ZB(#) is of the form w(A) = tr(p A) where p is a density matrix on 7.
Suppose that the state defined by the density matrix p is (7, 8)-KMS. The relations (15), (16)
applied to A= ¢(y, -) give

(w, 7P (B)p¢) = (w, pBp).

Since this holds for all v, ¢ € /# we must have e P2BefHp = pB for all B € B(H#). Setting
B = ¢(v, -) we further obtain
H
o= WPV pn
(v, y)
from which we conclude that p = Z 5 e PH . Thus the C*-dynamical system (2 (#), 1) admits
aunique (7, B)-KMS state and this state is given by the Gibbs-Boltzmann formula.

b,

2.2.6 Perturbation theory

Time-dependent perturbation theory is an essential tool in the construction of quantum dy-
namical systems. As far as C*-dynamics are concerned, it is fairly elementary application of
well known techniques. However, the discussion of the KMS states of perturbed dynamical
system due to Araki [A3] (see also [ , 1) which we summarize in this section is more
subtle and has important application in equilibrium as well as non-equilibrium statistical
mechanics.

Le (<, 7) be a C*-dynamical system and denote by ¢ the *-derivation generating the group 7.
For any self-adjoint V € «,
Oy =06+ilV, ],

generates a dynamics 7}, on o given by the Schwinger-Dyson expansion
T, (A =1"(A)+ ) f T (V),ilz2(V), -1t (V), T (A)] -+~ 11ds; -+ dsp,
n=1
0<s1<--<s§,<t

which converges in the norm of «f forany fe Rand A€ .

LetI'l, denote the solution of the initial value problem

d
Erfv =irLr'(v), 1% =1,
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that is, the time-ordered exponential

o0
ri,=1+) i" [ (V) T(V)ds; ---dsy,
n=1

0<s1<--<s,<t

which, for any ¢ € R, converges towards a unitary element of /. One easily checks that
T (A) =TL ol (AT, 17)

and the cocycle relation

I =T, T}) (18)
are satisfied for all ¢,s e R.
If V € of,, then the function ¢ — I'{, has an entire analytic extension given by the convergent

expansion

(0, 0)
% =1+) ()" f (V)-8 (V) dsy - - - dsy,.
n=1
0<s1<--<sp=<1
It follows that I'{, € «/; and that relations (17) (with A € of;) and (18) extend to the complex
domain. Moreover, the unitarity relation F{,F{,* = [ extends to Ff,l"%,* =1, 1ie., (1“?,)_1 = F%,*.

If w € E(f) is a (T, B)-KMS state, a simple calculation shows that

s wATY) @l arih?)
w” (A) = B ipi2% ipi2
@) @ Th?

satisfies the KMS condition wV(ATi‘f(B)) = w"(BA) for any A,B € &, and hence wy is a
(tv, BY-KMS state. Let (#,,11,,Q,) denotes the GNS representation of «# induced by w and
set

ip/2
v
ip/2
v

M, Ty Qg

QY= )
)l

1T, (T

It follows that w" (4) = (QY,11,(A)Q"Y) and in particular that w"V € N, ().

By approximating an arbitrary self-adjoint V € o« by a sequence V,, € «/; one can show (and
this is the delicate point in the analysis) that the sequence Q"” converges to a vector Q" such
that " (4) = (QV,11,(A)QY) is (Ty, B)-KMS. The map w — w" obtained in this way is a bi-
jection from the set of (7, f)-KMS states to the set of (ry, 8)-KMS states. Moreover, the set
{w" |V € of,, V =V*}is dense in the set A, (<#) of all w-normal states.

2.2.7 Liouvilleans and quantum Koopmanism

Given a C*-dynamical system (<7, 7) and a representation I1: «f — 98(#), we say that the dy-
namics is unitarily implemented in the Hilbert space ./ if there exists a self-adjoint operator
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L on # such that I1(t%(A)) = e'*LTI(A)e "L holds for all £ € R and A € <. Such an implemen-
tation allows to reduce a number of dynamical properties of the system (<7, ) to the spectral
analysis of the operator L. In this section, we shall see that the unitary implementation of the
dynamics always exists in the GNS representation associated to an invariant state. Moreover,
if this state is modular (see Definition 2.8 below) then its ergodicity and mixing properties
(Eqg. (13) and (14)) can be deduced from the spectral properties of the operator L. This is the
quantum version of the Koopman approach to the ergodic theory of classical dynamical sys-
tems (see, e.g., Section VIL.4 in [RS1]).

Let (<, 1) be a C*-dynamical systems, w € E(«/,7) and (#,,[1,,Q,) the induced GNS rep-
resentation of «. Since Q,, is a cyclic vector and [|TT,, (1(A)Qy|1? = w(T!(A* A)) = w(A* A) =
[T1,(A)Qy 1%, the map

M ()0 3 T, (A)Qy — T, (77 (A) Q0

is well defined on a dense subspace of %, and extends to an isometry U’ : #,, — #,,. Ob-
serving that U'U® = U'*S and U° = I, we conclude that U" is a unitary group. Finally it follows
from the estimate || (U’ — D11, (A) Q1% = o (T (A) - A)* (T (A)— A)) < |71 (A) - A||? and the con-
tinuity of the map ¢ — 77(A) that U" is strongly continuous. By Stone’s theorem, there exists a
self-adjoint operator L, on %, such that U’ = e'l». Since e'''vQ,, = I1,, (1(1))Qy = Q,, one
has Q, € Dom(L,) and L, = 0. The identity

ellol, (A)e el (B)Q, = e'IT1,, (AT (B))Qy = I, (17 (A)) 1, (B) Qe

holds for any A,B € «¢. The cyclicity of €, allows us to conclude that e'’’I,(A)e "l =
I, (t'(A)) for all A€ /. Thus, L, implements the dynamics in the GNS representation. Let
L be a self-adjoint operator implementing the dynamics 7 on %, and such that LQ, = 0. It
follows that

e, (A)Q, = €M1, (A)e 7 Q, =TI, (7 (4)Qy,

from which we conclude that L = L. Thus, the operator L, is completely and uniquely deter-
mined by the two conditions that it implements the dynamics 7 on ./, and annihilates the
cyclic vector Q. We shall call L, the Liouvillean of the dynamical system (</, T, w).

Definition 2.8 A state w € E(</) is called modular if there exist a dynamics T and a 3 # 0 such
that w is (t, B)-KMS.

By Remark 3 of Section 2.2.5, we can assume that § = 1. The dynamics o, such that o is
(04, 1)-KMS is called the modular group of w (the convention § = —1 has been used in the
mathematical literature since the works of Tomita and Takesaki [To, Ta]. This convention is
however immaterial). The GNS representation induced by a modular state has a rich struc-
ture which was unveiled by Haag, Hugenholtz and Winnink [ | (following the pioneer-
ing works of Araki, Woods and Wyss [ , ] on the representations of canonical (anti-
Jcommutation relations), and was fully developed by Tomita and Takesaki to the modular
theory of von Neumann algebras. We shall only need the following property (see, e.g., [ D.
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Proposition 2.9 If w is a modular state on « and (#,,,11,,Q) the induced GNS representa-
tion then the subspace

,(«)'Q, ={BQ, | B e B(H,),B,1,(A)] = 0 forall Ac &},
is dense in F6,,.

Let w € E(«/, 1) be modular and let L, be the Liouvillean implementing the dynamics 7 in the
GNS representation (#,, I1,, Q). For any unit vector ¥ € Il (=«/)'Q,, one has

wy (T (A) = (¥, 11, (T (A)WY) = (BQy, 11, (17 (A) BQ)
= (B* BQy, 11, (1'(A))Qy) = (B* BQ,, el'leTl, (A)e e Q)
= (B* BQ,, e 11, (A)Qy),

for some B € I1,,(«¢)’ and it follows that

1 7 1 T .
—f wy (T (A)dt = —f (B*BQ,,, e''t*11,(A)Q,,) dr. (19)
T Jo T Jo

To evaluate the limit T — oo of the right hand side of this identity, let us define the linear map

1 T .
ET<1>:—f ellodpdr,
T Jo

where, due to the strong continuity of the group e'’’, we can take the integral in Riemann
sense. Since | ET®| < ||®||, the maps E7 form a uniformly continuous family. For ® € Dom(L,)
one has

. d .
elthL @ — _i_elth(D,
¢ dt

so that .
. . 1 iTL
lim EpL,®= lim ?(I— e )P =0.

T—+00 R s

The uniform continuity of the maps E7 allows us to conclude that limy_..., ET® = 0 holds for
all ® € Ran (L,,) = Ker (L,,)*. Since E;® = @ for ® € Ker (L), one has

s—lim Er = Py(Ly),

T—+o00

where Py(L,) denotes the orthogonal projection on Ker(L,,) (this is von Neumann’s mean
ergodic theorem).

Going back to the identity (19), using the fact that Q,, € Ker (L) to write Py(L,) = Qy(Qqy, -)+Q
where Q is the orthogonal projection on Ker (L,,) © CQ,,, we get

T—+o00

T
lim %f w\y(rt(A))dt: (B*BQw,Qw)(Qw,Hw(A)Qw)+(B*BQw,QHw(A)Qw)
0
= (¥, V) (Qey, [ (A) Q) + (B* BQe, QI (A) Q) (20)
=w(A) + (B*BQw, QIl,(A)Qy).
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If w is ergodic, then we must have (B* BQ,,, QI1,(A)Q,) =0 for all B I1, (<) and all A€ <.
The cyclicity of Q,, implies that QB* BQ,, = 0 for all B € I1,,(«¢)’. One easily checks that IT,(=/)’
is a closed self-adjoint subalgebra of 2(#,), and hence a C*-algebra (in fact a von Neumann
algebra). Since any element of this algebra is a linear combination of positive elements, it
follows that Q¥ = 0 for all ¥ € I1,,(«¢)'Q,,. This vectors forming a dense subspace of #,,, one
finally concludes that Q =0, i.e., Ker(L,) = CQ,,. Reciprocally, if Ker(L,) = CQ,,, then Q =0
and we deduce from Eq. (20) that

T
lim % wy (T (A)dt = w(A),

T—+o00 0

for all ¥ € I, («#)'Q,,. Since |wy — well < 2||'P — ®||, this extends by density/continuity to all
VY € J,. Finally, any density matrix p on /£, has a spectral decomposition p =}, pn®, (D, -)
with p,, €(0,1], Y ,, pn =1 and || ®,|| = 1 so that, by Fubini’s theorem

17 ; B 17 ;
?fo trz, (T, (7 (A)))dt—;pn?fo wo, (T (A)dt.

The dominated convergence theorem allows us to conclude that the right hand side of this
identity converges to w(A) as T — +oo. In conclusion, we have shown that w is ergodic if and
only if Ker (L) = CQy.

Invoking similar arguments, one shows that w is mixing if and only if

lim (¥,e!’fd) = (¥,Q,)(Q0w, ),
t—+o00

holds for ¥ € I, (<)’ Q,, and ® € 11, (<) Q. The density of these two subspaces of #, implies
that this is equivalent to

w-lime'*™ = Q4 (Qu, ).

Moreover, the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma implies that this condition is satisfied provided the
spectrum of L, on the orthogonal complement of CQ,, is purely absolutely continuous. We
have proven the following:

Proposition 2.10 Let (</,T) be a C*-dynamical system and denote by {(#,,11,,Q,) the GNS

representation of « induced by the modular state w € E(<f,1). Denote by L, the corresponding
Liouvillean.

(i) w is ergodic if and only if Ker (L) = CQ,,.
(ii) w is mixing if and only zfvg—}im ello = Q,(Qy, ).
—T00

(iii) If, apart from a simple eigenvalue 0, the spectrum of L, is purely absolutely continuous,
then w is mixing.
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3 Elements of nonequilibrium quantum statistical mechan-

ICS

3.1 Systems of identical particles
3.1.1 Bosons and fermions

In this section we consider a system of n identical particles. In quantum mechanics each one
of these particles is described by a separable Hilbert space h. The observables associated to
this particle are the elements of the C*-algebra 28(). The Hilbert space of the entire system
is the tensor product h®" = h®--- ® h and its observables are the elements of the C*-algebra
BH=).

The natural action of S, the permutation group of n objects, given by

”.(¢1 ®"’®(,bn) :qbn’l(l) ®---®([)n—l(n),

formeS,, ¢1,...,¢, € b, extends uniquely to a representation y — - of S, in h®”". When the
n particles are indistinguishable, which is the case if they are identical, the only states that can
be realized physically are those that are invariant under this action. In other words, a vector
w € h®" represent a physical states of a system of n identical particles iff

Ty =AMy,

for all = € S;,, where A(r) is a phase factor (JA(7)| = 1). Thus, the subspace spanned by ¢
carries a one dimensional sub-representation of S,,. They are only two such representations:
the trivial (A* () = 1) and the alternate (1~ () = €(r), the sign of 7). It is an experimental fact
(and the so-called spin-statistic theorem in quantum field theory, see [S\V, ], I']) that particles
with integer spin (bosons) transform according to the trivial representation while particles
with half-integer spin (fermions) transform according to the alternate representation.

To construct the Hilbert space of a system of n bosons/fermions, we introduce the sym-
metrization operators

P :1,%—»% Z AE(mm-p.

*meSy,

One can easily show that these are orthogonal projections and that - Py = A* () PE for all
w e h®", m e S,. The Hilbert space of the system of n bosons/fermions is the subspace

I, (0) =P h®" =RanP, c h®".

We note that if dimb = d < co then dimT7; (h) = %V;, dimI,(h) = (Z) for n < d and I';, (h) = {0}
forn>d.
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3.1.2 Fock space

It is often more convenient to work with an indefinite number of particles (this is in fact nec-
essary to describe the grand canonical ensemble). To do so, we set I'; () = C and we define

() =@r;,m.

neN

The vectors of this space are sequences ¥ = {¢,},en With ¥, € Fi(b) and such that |¥|? =
Y . lwnl? < co. Equipped with the scalar product

(W, D)= ) (Wn,Pn),

neN

I'*(h) is a Hilbert space which we call bosonic/fermionic Fock space over §. The state as-
sociated to the unit vector ¥ = {{/,,} neny € T (h) is interpreted in the following manner. The
probability to find n particles in the system is [y ,]|? (note that 1 = [|[¥|? = ¥, lv,]1?). The
vector Q = {1,0,0,...} thus describes the state in which there are no particles in the system,
and is referred to as the vacuum state. The vector ¥ = {0,...,0,v%,,0,...} describes a system
with n particles that are in the state associated to ¥ ,. In general one can write

Y= {Wntnen = Y 1Wal{0,...,0,@n/lwnl,0,...},

neN

which is a coherent superposition of states with a definite number of particles. The construc-
tion of the Fock space clearly shows that the subspace

I (5) ={¥ = (¥ }nen €T (h) | the set {n € N[y, # 0} is finite},

is dense in IT'* (h).

3.1.3 Second quantization

For all f € h we define the creation operator of a boson/fermion in the state f by

ai(f):Ty) — Ty 0) (21)
Pi1®¢p®-®p, — Vn+lP;, ¢19¢8 - ®p,®f.
Apart from the factor v n + 1, its interpretation is clear. This operator is extended by linearity

to the dense subspace l“g'n(f)). An elementary calculation shows that an(h) < Dom(aj (f)*),
that a (f)*Q =0 and that

ai(f)*P,JfQDl@(»bZ@"'@‘p": Z(il)](f’(p])P’%_ld)l@@}b]/@(pn

j=1

From this, we deduce that a} (f) is closable. We shall use the same notation for its closure and
we note that a, (f) = a} (f)* is closed as well. For obvious reason, we call this last operator the
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annihilation operator of a boson/fermion in the state f. We note that f — a’ (f) is linear but
that f — a.(f) is anti-linear. In the following, ai will denote either a. or a}.

One can easily verify that for all f, g € h the relations

las (N, a: (@] =[al(f),ar(8)1+ =0, las(f),al(@)s=(f8), (224)

holds on l"f#m(b). There [A, B]. = AB ¥ BA denotes the commutator/anti-commutator of A
and B. These relations play a fundamental role in the quantum mechanics of systems with an
infinite number of degrees of freedom. They are known as the canonical commutation/anti-
commutation relations (CCR/CAR). The factor of v/ n + 1 from definition (21) is there to ensure
the validity of these relations.

In the bosonic case, the operators aﬁr (f) are unbounded. Indeed, assuming a = a..(f) to be
bounded, the CCRimply aa* = a*a+| f||? and hence | a*¥||? = |a¥ ||+ f||? for all ¥ € T* ().
From this we conclude that ||a*||? = ||a||? + | f |2 which implies f = 0. In the fermionic case, if
a = a_(f) then the CAR imply a? =0 and a"‘allfll2 =a*[a,a*]-a = (a*a)®. We conclude that
lal? = |a*al = || fI? and hence | a| = |la*| = || f||. We note in particular that a* (f)? = 0 shows
that it is impossible to create two fermions in the same state. This fundamental property of
fermions is known as the Pauli exclusion principle.

Let T € 98(h) be a contraction, i.e., | T| < 1. We define the operator I',(T) acting on h®” by the
formulal',,(T)(p1®---®P,) = T ®---® T, Clearly, I',(T) is a contraction which commutes
with the projections P:. Its restriction to I'z (h) is thus a contraction as well as the operator
[(T)=®,I,(T):T*(h) — I'*(h). We say that I'(T) is the second quantization of T. We clearly
have that I'(T)* = T'(T*) and I['(TS) = T'(T)I'(S). It immediately follows that from definition
(21) that I'(T) a} (f) = ai (T /)T (T). By adjunction we obtain a. (f)I'(T) =I'(Ma.(T* f). If T €
£'(h) is a contraction and if, in the bosonic case, || T|l; < 1, then an elementary calculation
shows that I'(T) € £ ('*(h)) and that we have |[(T)[Ir+@) < det(I | T)™ and

trps ) (0(T)) = det(I T T) 7. (23)

The second quantization of unitary operators is a particularly important case. If U is unitary,
then so is I'(U) and we have F(U)ai(f)F(U)* = ai(Uf). If U(t) = e is a strongly continuous
unitary group then so is its second quantization. Stone’s theorem implies the existence of
a self-adjoint operator dI'(H) on I'*(h) such that I'(e!’!!) = ei?d') The operator dI'(H) is
called the differential second quantization of H. The dense subspace I gn (Dom(H)) is a core
of dT'(H) and for all ¥ = {y/,,} e € I“;i—Ln(Dom(H)), we have

dIr(H)¥),=(H®I®---®I+I®H® @[+ - +I®I®---® H)y,,.
If both H and A are self-adjoint then
F(eltH)F(elSA)r(e—llH) — r(eIIHeISAe—ltH) — l—w(eise”HAe_”H),

which implies I'(e!*?)dT'(A)T (e71H) = dT (e!* Ae~*H), and thus [dT'(H),dI'(A)] = AT ([H, A]).
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3.1.4 The C*-algebra CAR(h)

In what follows, we will only consider the fermionic case. To simplify the notation we set
a'=at.

In the fermionic case, the operators al( f) being bounded, we can define CAR(h) as the C*-
subalgebra of (' (h)) generated by {a’(f)| f € b}. CAR(h) = BT~ (b)) iff b is finite dimen-
sional. One can show that up to a *-isomorphism it is the unique C*-algebra generated by
elements a(f) satisfying the canonical anti-commutation relations (23_). If b is infinite di-
mensional and separable, then CAR(b) is also infinite dimensional and separable. If (e;) ,en
is an orthonormal basis of ) and a?d = al(e,) then the x-algebra of all polynomials in a’,il is
dense in CAR(). By using the anti-commutation relations, one can show that dI'(f(g, -)) =
a*(f)a(g) € CAR(h) forall f, g € h. The canonical decomposition of a compact operator allows
us to deduce that dI'(C) € CAR(b) for all C € £ (h).

If U (resp. V) is a bounded linear (resp. anti-linear) operator on h and if V*U + U*V =
UV*+VU*=0and U*U+V*V =UU*+VV* = I then there exists a unique *-automorphism
7 of CAR(h) such that 7(a(f)) = a(Uf)+ a*(Vf) for all f € h. We call T the Bogoliubov auto-
morphism associated wit the pair (U, V). In particular, if U is unitary and V = 0 the above
conditions are satisfied and 7(a(f)) = a(Uf). If U(¢) = e’ is a strongly continuous unitary
group on b, we may thus associate to it a group of Bogoliubov automorphisms Tg[(ali (N =
a' (e f). Note that qu(aﬂ(f))—aﬁ(f) = a' (e f - f) implies IIT%(aﬂ(f))—aﬁ(f) I =le ™ f—Fl,
which shows that ¢ — T;,(ati (f)) is continuous. Since 7%, is a *-morphism, we infer that
t — 14, (A) is continuous for all polynomials A in a’(-). Finally, these polynomials being
dense in CAR(h) and T;, being isometric, we conclude that t — 7 %(A) is continuous for all
A€ CAR(h). (CAR(h), T ) is a C*-dynamical system.

3.2 Theideal Fermi gas

The simplest thermodynamic models describe systems of many non-interacting particles,
also known as ideal gases. In this section we discuss the ideal Fermi gas which is main ob-
ject of interest in this notes.

3.2.1 The C*-dynamical system (CAR(h), 7x)

As seen in the previous section, the Hilbert space of a system of n indistinguishable fermions
with one-particle Hilbert space b is the completely anti-symmetric tensor product I',,(h). If
the fermions are non-interacting then their Hamiltonian is given by

H,=H®I®---®]+---+I®]®---® H,
where H denotes the one-particle Hamiltonian. The propagator of the system is thus
Un(t) = e 1tHn = Fn(e'itH).
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It is now easy to describe the system with an indefinite number of fermions. Its Hilbert space
is the fermionic Fock space I'" () = @,I';,(h) and its propagator is the second quantization

Te ") =@, ).

Therefore, the time evolution of observables of the system, in the Heisenberg picture, is given
by A; =T(e"") AT'(e7*). In particular we have T'(e™)a* (/)T (e7'"H) = af(e'" f) = 1L (a* ().
We can thus describe an ideal Fermi gas by the C*-dynamical system (CAR(b), qu), where | is
the one-particle Hilbert space and H the one-particle Hamiltonian.

3.2.2 Gauge invariance

Gauge invariance is a fundamental symmetry of quantum mechanics. It arises from the fact
that the density matrix py = ¢(¢p, -) which describes the state associated to the vector ¢ € b
is invariant under the gauge transformation ¢ — e'¢. In other words, the phase of the wave
function ¢ is not observable. The strongly continuous unitary group 6 — e/ on b is called
the gauge group. This group is isomorphic to the circle R/27Z. Gauge invariance is manifest
in the Heisenberg picture since observables are invariant under transformations by elements
of the gauge group, el Ae 107 = Aforall Ae ABh).

To understand the consequences of this invariance on the algebraic description of the Fermi
gas, we note that the gauge group e/ induces the unitary group I'(e’®) in the Fock space
I'"(h). The generator of this group is the self-adjoint operator N = dI'(I) which, in the n-
particle subspace I';, (h), acts as multiplication by the number n. N is aptly called the number
operator and gauge invariance in Fock space expresses the fact that the total number of par-
ticles is conserved. The observables of a Fermi gas must be invariant under the action of the
gauge group. On the C*-algebra CAR(h), this action is described by the Bogoliubov group

which clearly commutes with the dynamical group 77,. We note that the linearity/anti-linea-
rity properties of f — aﬁ(f) imply 199(a*(f)) =elfqg* (f) and ﬁe(a(f)) = e_iga(f). A monomial
Ain af containing n factors of a* and m factors of a transforms as 9?(A) = =™ A, Thus,
A is invariant under 9 iff n = m, i.e. iff A preserves the number of fermions. It is evident that
a polynomial in a' is invariant under 9 if and only if all its monomials terms are invariant
themselves. We conclude from this that the gauge invariant C*-subalgebra

CARy(h) = {A€ CAR() |9 (A) = Aforall 6 € R},

is the C*-algebra generated by {a* (f)a(g)| f, g € htu{l}. The C*-dynamical system describing
an ideal Fermi gas is thus (CARy(h), 7). It is however more convenient to work with the
system (CAR(h), 7). To do this, one introduces the following notion.

A state w € E(CAR(b)) is gauge invariant if it is 9-invariant, i.e., w o 9% = w for all 0 € R.
We then note that CAR(h) = ®yez CARS([)) where

CAR(h) = {A € CAR() | 9°(A) =™ Afor all 0 e R},
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are 9-covariant subspaces. Evidently, we have that CARg“(h) * = CARgm(h) and
CARg(h)CARgl(h) = CARS“”(E)).

If w € E(CAR(b)) is gauge invariant one can conclude that w| ARE () = 0 for k # 0 while w|car,m)

is a state on CARy(h). Conversely, a state w € E(CARy(h)) extends uniquely to a gauge invariant
state on CAR(h) by setting w (@ ez Ax) = w(Ap). There thus exists a bijection between the states
of CARy(h) and the gauge invariant states of CAR(h). The dynamical systems (CARg(H), 7 i)
and (CAR(h), T ) are clearly equivalent if we restrict the latter one to its gauge invariant states.

3.2.3 (tpy, P)-KMS states on CARy(h)

The first issue which arises naturally after the discussion of the previous section is to char-
acterize the gauge invariant states on CAR() which correspond to the (rp, f)-KMS states
on CARy(h). This problem was solved in a very general setting by Araki (see Section 5.4.3
in [BR2]). If w is an extremal (7 g7, B)-KMS state on CARy(f) with B > 0 there exists y € R such
that w is a (y,, B)-KMS state on CAR(), where the C*-dynamics y, is defined by yL =7lo97H,
Such a state represents the thermal equilibrium of an ideal Fermi gas at inverse temperature
p and at chemical potential y (c.f. Section 3.2.6 below). We note that y, is the Bogoliubov
group associated with the operator K, = H — ul.

We now determine the gauge invariant (7g, §)-KMS states on CAR(h), for a self-adjoint oper-
ator K on an arbitrary Hilbert space h. Let w be such a state. Then, (f, g) — w(a*(g)a(f)) isa
sesquilinear form on fj. Furthermore

0<w(@ (Haf) <la*DOlllladll =IfI?

shows that it is positive and bounded above. Thus, there exists an operator T on f such that
0<T<Iand

w(a*(@a(f) =(f,Tg). (24)
For t € R we have F(1) = w(a*(g)tk(a(f)) = (€K f,Tg) and, if f € C*(K),

F(0+iB) = (e’Xf, Tg).
The CAR give us that a(f)a*(g) = —a*(g)a(f) + (f, ) and thus, taking into account (24),
w(a(fa*(g) = (f,8 -wa*(ga() = (f,U-T)g).
For t =0, the KMS boundary conditions F(if) = w(a(f)a*(g)) imply
X f,Te) = (f,U-Tg),

that is to say T(I + ePK) f = f for all f € C*(K). Since C®(K) is dense and (I +efX)~1C?(K) c
C”(K) we may deduce that
T=Q1+ef (25)
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We now consider the function

Win(81s-- oy 8ms f1r--or fr) =w(@™ (gm) -+~ a* (g a(f1) - a(fn)). (26)

Gauge invariance implies that W;,, , = 0 if m # n. If m = n, the KMS condition allows us to
write
Win (g1 & fir-vor f) = w(ale PK f)a* (gn) -+ a* (gD alf)) - alfa1)).

By using the CAR, we can bring the first factor on the right hand side to its original position,
thus obtaining

Wn,n(gl;---;gn;fly---,fn) = _Wn,n(gl»---;gn;fl,---ye_ﬁKfn)
+ 2 D" e PR f, gpoat (g - alkg)) - at (gl alf) -+ alfu-1).
j=1

By using the multilinearity of W,, , we can rewrite this identity as
Wn,n(gb .. -7gn;fl) ceey (I+ e_ﬁK)fn)

n .
= Z (_1)I’l+] (e_ﬁKfn;gj)Wn—l,n—l(gl»---,}%---gn;flr---;fn—l)-
j=1

Since Ran (I + e PK) = b, we may replace f; by (I + e PK)-1 fn in this last formula to obtain

n+j

Wn,n(gl;---;gn;fly---;fn) = Z (_1)n+jW1,1(gj;fn)Wn—l,n—l(gly---y}%---gn;fl;---;fn—l)-

Jj=1

One recognizes this last expression as the Laplace expansion for the determinant of the n x n
matrix [W11(gj, fi)li,j=1,..,n along the nth row. We are led to conclude that

.....

w(a* (gm)...a” (ga(fi)...a(fn) = 6 mdetl(fj, Tgi).

Definition 3.1 A gauge invariant state w € E(CAR()) is called quasi-free if there exists a self-
adjoint operator T on by such that0< T < I and

w(a*(gm)...a” (g a(f1)...a(fn)) = 6nmdetl(fj, T&j k=1,..n» 27)

.....

foralln,meNandall fi,..., fn, 81,..»&m € H. In this case we say that w is the gauge invariant
quasi-free state generated by T and that T is the generator of w.

Remarks. 1. Since polynomials in a® are dense in CAR(bh), it is clear that a state on this C*-
algebra is completely determined by its correlation functions (26).

2. One can show that for any self-adjoint operator T on § such that 0 < T < I, Formula (27)
defines a gauge invariant state on CAR(b).

3. If C € £'(h) we have already noted that dI'(C) € CAR(h). If C = ¥ x« fi(gk, -) denotes the
canonical decomposition of C, then

dr(C) =) xra*(falgp,
k
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and if w € E(CAR(b)) is gauge invariant quasi-free generated by T, then

wdI'(C) =) xrw(a* (falge) =Y xk (g T fi) = tr(TC).
k k

4. If b is finite dimensional, it follows from the final example in Section 2.2.5 and the calcula-
tion of this section that
trr- () (e‘dr(K) A)

tre- ® (e—dF(K))

=wr(4),

where w7 is the gauge invariant quasi-free state generated by T = (1 + eX)~!. Since e"4'® =
T'(e X)) =T(TU-T)™"), Eq. (23) leads to

trr-@y (T = T)7'S)  det(I+ T -T)7'S)

wr(T(8) = trp-@) (O(TU = T)7Y) ~ det + T(I-T)})

=det(I+ T(S-1)). (28)

This formula remains valid for infinite dimensional h provided S — I is trace class.

5. The gauge invariant quasi-free state w7 is modular iff Ker (T) = Ker (I - T) = {0}. In this case,
inverting Eq. (25) yields that the modular group of w7 is the Bogoliubov group 7x generated
by the Hamiltonian K =log(T(I-T)7).

We thus have the following result

Theorem 3.2 For all € R there exists a unique gauge invariant (1 g, ) -KMS state on CAR(h).
It is the gauge invariant quasi-free state generated by (1 +ePX)~1,

and its corollary,

Corollary 3.3 Ifw is an extremal (T p, B) -KMS state on CARy(h) for B > 0 there exists L € R such
that w is the restriction to CARg(h) of the gauge invariant quasi-free state on CAR(h) generated
by (1 + ePH=-)=1,

3.2.4 The Araki-Wyss representation

A GNS representation (A, 11y, Q) of CAR(h) induced by the gauge invariant quasi-free
state wt was explicitly constructed by Araki and Wyss in [ ] (see also [ 1). The Hilbert
space is a Fermionic Fock space

Hwr =T (hebh),

and the cyclic vector Q,, is its the vacuum vector. The morphism I1, : CAR(H) — B(A,) is
completely determined by

Mo, (@(f) = all-D'*fe0) +a" 0T )

where - denotes an arbitrary complex conjugation on b and T is defined by Tf = Tf.
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If H is a self-adjoint operator on ) commuting with 7" and
L=dT(He0-0o H),
one easily check that ' ' .
e, (a(f)e =T, (aE" 1)),

and since LQ,, = 0, we conclude that L is the Liouvillean associated to the Bogoliubov dynam-
ics 7. In particular, wr € E(CAR(h), T ).

If H has an eigenvalue ¢ with eigenvector f #0, then ¥ = a*(f ®0)a* (0 & f)Q, #0,
e’ = g* (e f @ 0)a* (0@ e TH ), = €O (fo0)a* 08 HQu =7,

and hence LY =0 so that 0 is not a simple eigenvalue of L. If on the contrary H has no eigen-
values, so does H = H®0—0@ H. In particular, if H has purely absolutely continuous spectrum,
then the spectrum of L consists of a simple eigenvalue 0 with eigenvector Q, and the purely
absolutely continuous spectrum

cl
ne€|ng €1{0,1}, Y ne <00y .
€eSp(H)USp(—H) £eSp(H)USp(—H)

However, if H has some singular spectrum, so does L,. Thus, the following proposition is a
direct consequence of Proposition 2.10.

Proposition 3.4 Let T be the generator of a gauge invariant quasi-free state on CAR(h) such
thatKer (T) =Ker (I — T) = {0} (so that wt is modular). Then wr is ergodic if and only if H has
no eigenvalue. If in addition H has empty singular continuous spectrum then wr is mixing.

3.2.5 Gauge group and chemical potentials

In this section, we generalize the previous result to more general Abelian gauge groups.

Suppose that there exists a family of self-adjoint operators {Q,...,Q®™} on b such that

[eitQ(j],eisQ(k)] _ 0, [eitH, eiSQ(k)] _ 0’

forall s,teRandall j,k€{l1,..., N}. These operators may be interpreted as the generators of
a symmetry group of the system. In fact

N TN 500 is;QU)
RY3s=(s1,...,s8) = U(s) =€ =i=1%1% 7 = [T e"197,
j=1

is a strongly continuous, faithful, unitary representation of the Abelian group G =R"/K in b,
where
K={seRV|U(s) =1},
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is a subgroup of RN, We will always assume that G is compact. Since U(s)HU™(s) = H, for
all s € RN, the Bogoliubov group 9°(A) = ['(U(s)) AT'(U(s))* commutes with the dynamics Tk
Thus, the C*-subalgebra

CARgG(h) = {A€ CAR(h) | 9°(A) = A for all s e R},

is invariant under 7. As a general rule, only the elements of this subalgebra are physically
observable. In the presence of a gauge group G the C*-dynamical system corresponding
to our system is thus (CARg(h),7x). Since 9 acts trivially on CARg(h), it is clear that for all
p= (Ui,..., n) € RN the unique B-KMS state on CAR(b) for the group ¢ — T o9 is a f-
KMS state for the restriction of 7 to CARg(h). Conversely, every extremal (7%, f)-KMS state
on CARg(h) is the restriction to this subalgebra of the (%, 0 9~#, §)-KMS state on CAR(b) for
some p = (U1,..., y) € RN, This state is quasi-free, generated by

Tou=1 +eﬁ(H‘Z7=1“fQ”’))_l.

We call the operators QV,...,Q") charges. The parameters y,,...,uy are the chemical po-
tentials associated with these charges.

Example 3.1 The following example is typical and provides an illustration of the previous
discussion. Suppose that the fermions in our system are of two distinct types (and thus dis-
tinguishable), say red and blue. In this case, the one-particle Hilbert space can be written in
the form b = b, @b, where b, and b, are two copies of the same space, one for the red fermions
and the other for the blue ones. The wave function f @ 0 describe a red fermion while 0 @ f
describes a blue fermion in the same state. In this case the charges are identified with the

colors
1 0 00
(r) — (b) —
=[5 o) <=5 1)

and the gauge group is the two-dimensional torus G = S' x S!. Gauge invariance expresses the
fact that the phase of each component of the wave function f @ g is not measurable, i.e., 1 =
fogand el +sQ")y, = ¢isr fgelh g describe the same state. The C*-algebra @ = CAR(h) is
generated by the operators r(f) = a(f ©0) and b(f) = a(0 f) and their adjoints r* (f) (which
creates ared fermion in the state f) and b* (f) (which creates a blue fermion in the same state).
The action of the gauge group G on @ is given by the *-automorphisms 9%, s = (s, s;,) € R?
such that 9°(r(f)) = e_iS’r(f), P (b(f)) = e_isbb(f). A monomial in the operators r* and b"
is thus invariant under 9 if it contains the same number of r and r* factors, as well as the
same number of b and b* factors. The subalgebra O is generated by the operators r*(f)r(g),
b*(f)b(g) and I. We denote by @, the subalgebra generated by the operators r*(f)r(g) and
I, and we denote by 0}, the subalgebra generated by the operators b* (f)b(g) and I. It follows
from the fact that {r(g), b*(f")} = (f®0,0® f') =0and {b(g"),r* ()} = 0a g’, f ®0) = 0 that we
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have

[r*(Nr(g),b* (fHbEHl =r*(Hr@b* (fHbg)-b*(fbg)r*(fr(g)
=-r*(NHb*(fHr@bg)+b*(fHr*(f)bgHr(g)
==b*(fr* (Hbg)r@ +b*(fHr*(fbgHr(g
= 0.

We conclude that the elements of @, commute with the elements of @}, which reflects the fact
that the red fermions are distinguishable from the blue fermions. Since G is clearly generated
by &, and 6}, we deduce that O = O, ® O,

If H = H, @ Hj, is the one-particle Hamiltonian, the dynamics on & is given by i(r(f) =
(e £) and T/ (b(f)) = b(e'*™» f) and commutes with the gauge group 9. The extremal (7, 8)-
KMS states on O are quasi-free generated by

_ (H-ur (r)_ (b]) -1
Tﬁ,ur,ub—(1+eﬁ pr@Tin? ) :

3.2.6 Thermodynamic limit

In Section 2.2.5 we identified the thermal equilibrium states of a C*-dynamical system with
the KMS states associated with this system. In Section 3.2.3 we introduced the chemical po-
tential associated with a gauge symmetry group of the dynamical system. In this section, we
discuss the relationship between equilibrium states and the grand canonical ensemble often
used in equilibrium statistical mechanics.

Suppose we are given a net a closed subspaces (h,) ey of the one-particle Hilbert b, as well
as a corresponding family of self-adjoint operators H, on fj,. In the usual presentation of the
thermodynamic limit in statistical mechanics,

(i) b is the Hilbert space of a fermion in infinite volume, for example b = L?(R3).
(ii) H is its Hamiltonian. For example H = —A, the Laplacian on R3.
(iii) V is a directed family of finite boxes. For example, the cubes
v=v(l)={(x1,x,x3) R | —L<x;<L, i=1,2,3},

with L>0.

(iv) b, is the Hilbert space of a fermion confined to the box v. For example,
by ={ue L*(R%) |suppuc v},
which we will identify with L?(v).

(v) H, is its Hamiltonian. For example, H, = —A,, y, the Laplacian on the cube v with Neu-
mann boundary conditions.
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Let p, be the orthogonal projection of h onto h,. We shall suppose that
(@) s—gimpv =1

(b) lim,(H,—2) ' f=(H-2z) 'fforallze C\Rand f € Uyeyh,.

(c) e PHve £L1(h,) forall ve V and B> 0.
We set «f, = CAR(h,) forall v € V and

Hoc = U ty.
veV

The injections h, c b,/ c h naturally induce the injections I'" (h,) c T~ (h,) =T~ (h) and &/,
oty < of for v < v'. We thus have that o/, © & and the condition (a) implies that =, is
dense in <.

Condition (c) implies that the spectrum of H, is pure point, of finite multiplicity, bounded
from below and can only accumulate at +oco. For A > 0, we define h,p = F(H, < A)b,, oyp =
CAR(hyp) and P,y = T'(F(H, < A)) the orthogonal projection of I'"(h,) onto the subspace
'™ (h,a). Wenote thath,a, I'" (h,a) and <, 5 are all of finite dimension. Furthermore Ux~oHya,
being dense in h,, Ux>0</, is also dense in <7, and S/\_—l»i?P”A =P, =T(py).

If we denote £}, , = dI'(H, — uI) then e P%uv is trace class,
e PHur — e PFuvp,\ = e PHur(1-P,y),

and we deduce that

/&im e_ﬁZ“'”P,,A = e_ﬁ']'“/“'“,
—00

in the norm of £ (I'"(,)).

The grand canonical ensemble in the box v, at inverse temperature § with chemical potential
K, given by wg , » (A) = tr(pg 4, A) where

e_ﬁ],u,u

Phuw= trr_,) (e P4y’

defines a state on «f,,. For all A€ Up-o4/, A We have

wﬁ,,u,v(A) = Ah—I>n wﬁ,p,v,A(A),

where
trr-(h,) (€ PF0r A)

Wp,uvA(A) = .
bt trr- (g, ) (€7PH)
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The group of *-automorphisms )/L,U(A) = et #uv A %uv on B(I™(h,)) leaves the C*-algebra
sy invariant. Example 1 from Section 2.2.5 shows that wg ,, ;4 is the unique (y,fw, B)-KMS
state on </, 5. Theorem 3.2 implies that wg , ,, A is gauge invariant quasi-free generated by

T.B:M,I/,A = (I+ C'B(HU_NI))—ll

huA'

Forall f1,...,81,... € hya, we thus have
wp,uv(@ (gm)---a*(gna(fi)---alfn)) :Alliinoowﬁ,u,v,A’(a*(gm)"'a*(gl)a(fl)"'a(fn))
= Alli_r’noo(snm det((fi, Tp,p,v,n' )i, j=1,...n-
We deduce that
Wp,u (@ (gm)---a*(g)a(f1) - alfn)) = 0 pmdetl(fi, T v &), j=1,..n-

where

Tp o= I+ ePHv=my=1,

This last formula extends continuously to all fi,..., g1,... € by. wg ,, is thus the gauge invari-
ant quasi-free state generated by T ,, ,. Condition (b) implies that

Um Ty f = Tpuf =+ ePH-1)=1 ¢
V/
forall f € f,. We deduce that

wpula™ (gm)---a*(gna(fi)---alfy) = liglwﬁ,y,uf(a* (gm)---a*(gna(fi)---alfy)
= lllf,ncsnm det{(fi» Tﬁ,y,v’gj)}i,jzl,...n
=6 pmdet{(fi, Tp u&iti,j=1,..n»

forall f1,...,81,... € hy. This shows that wg ,, the gauge invariant quasi-free state on «/ gen-
erated by Tj , is the thermodynamic limit of the grand canonical ensemble

we,u (A) = lilf,nwﬁ,u,v’ (A),

for all A€ ..

3.3 Open quantum systems
This section is a brief introduction to the C*-algebraic description of open quantum systems

and to the nonequilibrium statistical mechanics of these systems. For a more detailed discus-
sion, we refer the reader to [JP7, 1.
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3.3.1 Algebraic description

A system is called open if it interacts with some environment. A typical example of an open

quantum system is an atom (or a molecule) whose charged constituents interact with the

electromagnetic field. If we neglect these interactions, an atom generally allows for a series

of steady states, corresponding to the eigenvalues of its Hamiltonian. Taking into account

the interaction of the electrons with the electromagnetic field, only the ground state remain

stable. The excited steady states turn into metastable states with a finite lifetime (see [ ,
] for a rigorous treatment of this fundamental effect).

To model an open system, one generally considers that the system is made up of a small,
confined system ., with a finite number of classical degrees of freedom, as well as one or
several reservoirs Z%1,...,Z ), each of those being an extended system with a large number
of degrees of freedom. While the small system . may have a complex internal structure, the
reservoirs are generally simple systems, for example ideal gases. In terms of Hamiltonians,
the dynamics of such a system is determined, at least formally, by the sum

M M
tot _ int
H®'=Hgy+) Hgp +)_ Hy'g .
j=1 j=1

where Hy is the Hamiltonian of the small system, Hggj is that of reservoir %, and HE}I% is
A j

the Hamiltonian representing the interaction between the small system and reservoir % ;.

In a mathematically rigorous approach to open systems it is often convenient to idealize
the reservoirs and consider them to be infinitely extended (this is in particular the case for
the construction of nonequilibrium steady states). In such situations the algebraic formula-
tion of quantum dynamics provides a more appropriate framework than the familiar Hilbert
space/Hamiltonian approach. The coupled system . + % + --- %), is described by a C*-
dynamical system (@, T) which has the following structure

(i) There exist C*-subalgebras O»,0%,,...0g%, <O, such that O N On; =0gq,N0Ox; =CI
for j # k and

@Z@yV@ngV-”V@%M,

that is to say that O is generated by these subalgebras. @« is the algebra of observables
of the small system, and @’@j is that of the j-th reservoir.

(ii) Foreacha € {#,%;,...,% )} there exists a C*-dynamical system (@, 7, such that 7, (G,)
c Oy and 7,(A) = Afor A€ Op and f # a. The C*-dynamical systems (O, Tqlp,) de-
scribe the components of the system without interactions between them.

(iii) T; = e!%7 where the *-derivation & < 1s inner, i.e., there exists a self-adjoint element
Hy €Oy suchthatd oy =i[Hy, -].
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(iv) Let 0,04 ; be the *-derivations generating the C*-dynamics 7,74 i There exist self-
adjoint elements V; €Oy vV Oz ; such that

M M
S(A)=07(A)+) Sz,(A+) iV}, Al
j=1 j=1

V; thus describes the interaction between the small system and the j-th reservoir.

The dynamics of the system admits a perturbative expansion, the Schwinger-Dyson series
s Sp t
T (A)—TO(A)+Z f o V)il ilry" (V), 5 (A)] -+~ 11 dsy - - dsp,
O<sl< <sp<t
where 7} = e% with 69 = 6. + 2?4:1 Oa;and V = Z?’il V;. This series converges in the norm

ofCforallteRand A€0O.

3.3.2 Non-equilibrium steady states (NESS)

Let w € E(O) be the initial state of the system. If this state is close enough to a thermodynamic
equilibrium we, it is expected that the system will relax towards equilibrium,

lim wo T’ (A) = weq(A),
t—oo

for all A€ @. On the other hand, if w is sufficiently far from a thermodynamic equilibrium
state, the system may evolve to a nonequilibrium steady state.

Following Ruelle ([R2, R3]) we define a nonequilibrium steady state (NESS) associated with
the initial state w as a limit point, in the weak-* topology of E(@) < @', of the net

1 t
(w)tE—f woTt’ds,
rJo

with ¢ > 0. We denote by 2" (w) the set of all NESS associated to w. We thus have w™ € ¥ () if
and only if there exists a net ¢, — +o0o such that

lim (@), (4) = 0* (A), (29)

for all A€ @. One can easily show that all elements of *(w) are t-invariant states. Further-
more, since E(0) is weak-* compact, ¥ (w) is never empty. The fundamental problem of
nonequilibrium statistical mechanics of the system (@, ) is the study of the properties of
these NESS. We are particularly interested in showing that =¥ (w) = {w*} (there is only one
NESS), and that

lim wo T'(A) = 0" (A), (30)

the unique NESS, is an attractor.

49



Ben Saad, Pillet

3.3.3 Scattering theory of C*-dynamical systems

As already remarked in the introduction, three methods have been implemented to study the
limit in equation (30):

- Ruelle’s scattering approach [R4] uses scattering theory of C*-dynamical systems to con-
struct a unique NESS. This method operates directly on the algebra & without passing to a
representation.

- The spectral method of Jaksi¢-Pillet [JP6] (see also [ 1). It reduces the problem to the
analysis of the complex resonances of a Liouvillean, a non self-adjoint generator of the dy-
namics in the canonical cyclic representation of the C*-algebra @ associated with the initial
state w.

- The de Roeck-Kupiainen cluster expansion technique | , ] which operates directly
on the sample subalgebra G .

We shall apply the first approach in these notes. In the following, we provide a general de-
scription of this method. We refer the reader to [R4, R5, , ] for further discussion and
to [ , , , , , , ] for examples of application of the method.

The C*-algebraic scattering theory is inspired by the Hilbert space scattering theory intro-
duced in Section 2.1.4 and relies on the existence of the strong limits

N PR S
=5zl o @

(compare with Eq. (11), and observe that the order of the free and perturbed groups is reversed
since we are working here in the Heisenberg picture whereas the Hilbert space scattering is
formulated in the Schrodinger picture). The groups 79 and 7 being isometric, these limits, if
they exist, define injective *-endomorphisms of & such that

Yot =7g0v%,

for all £ € R. We call them Mpoller morphisms. As in the Hilbert spaces theory, the 7y-invariant
C*-subalgebras 6+ = y*(0) play a central role. For all A€ @, we have

— 1 £y —t _t 1 oot ot
O—IEELHOOIIY (A)—14 0T (A)II—[EI;lwllTO(Y (A) -1 (A,

that is to say that the evolution of A under 7 is asymptotically that of y*(A) under 7o when
t — +o0o. We may thus define a *-isomorphism

o‘zy+o()/_)_1 :0- -0,

which transforms the incoming asymptote y~ (A) into the outgoing asymptote y*(A). It is
evidently the equivalent to the scattering operator in the Hilbert space approach.
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For all A€ @ one has
T [on .t — 1 U - _
0= tgrinoollro()f (A) -1 (Al tgrinoo T oty(y=(A) — All,
which shows that the strong limits

at=s—limt " otflps, (32)
t—+o00

exists and that a* = (y*)~!.

In the context of open systems described in the preceding section we expect
M
@_=@+=@’@E \/@’ggj, (33)
j=1

where O is the C*-subalgebra of the reservoirs. In fact, the small system .# being confined,
the spectrum of its Hamiltonian H¢ will be pure point. In this case § » = i[H, -] will also
have a pure point spectrum and we thus do not expect that the limit in Eq. (32) exists on O.».

We note in particular that if (33) is verified then y* provide *-isomorphisms between the C*-
dynamical systems (@, 7) and (0%, T%) where T2 = 7¢lg, denotes the free dynamics of the
reservoirs. If the initial state w is Tg-invariant, then

wort:woratort,
and
lim wot'(A) = lim woty’ ot (A) =wlg, oy (A),
t—+o00 t—+o00

for all A € ©. From this we get that 2*(w) = {w*} and the unique NESS associated with w
is independent of the initial state of the small system w|s,,. If w|g, has ergodic properties
(which is typically the case for ideal reservoirs) we can say even more. For all v € E(0), we
have

Ivor'(A) —vory(y " (A < lIT'(A) —15(y " (Al = Ity o ' (A) =y (A,

and thus
tlim lvot!(A)—vori(y"(A)|=0.
—00

If wlp,, is T#-ergodic and if v|g,, is w|e,-normal, we deduce that

1T 1T
lim T vorl(A)dt= lim - vori(yt(A)dt = w(y* (A),
0

T—oo T Jo T—o0
that is to say X* (v) = {w™}. Similarly, if w|e,, is T%-mixing and if v|g,, is w|g,-normal,
}H&VOT[(A) = tli_}rgvoré(f(A)) =w(y" (A).
Ruelle’s approach may thus be summarized by the following proposition
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Proposition 3.5 Suppose that the Moller morphism y* defined in Eq. (31) exists and is such
thaty* (0) = Og. If w is 1g-invariant, then, forall A€ 0O,

lim wot/(A) =w(4),
—00

where w™ = wlg, oy". In particular, we have Z* (w) = {w*} and the unique NESS w* associated
with w is independent of the initial state of the small system . If wlp,, is Tg-ergodic, we have
Z*(v) = {0™} for all v € E(0) such that v|g,, is wlg,-normal. If, furthermore, wlg,, is Tolo,, -
mixing, then

lim voti(A) = w" (A),

[—oo

holds for all A€ © and allv € E(O) such thatV|e,, is w|e,-normal.

3.3.4 Entropy production

Another central notion in nonequilibrium statistical mechanics is entropy production. The
general definition of entropy production is problematic since the concept of entropy itself
— fundamental for equilibrium thermodynamics — does not have a satisfying generalization
outside of equilibrium (the reader interested in this problematic should read the following
enlightening discussions by Gallavotti and Ruelle [ 1, G2, R5, R6, R7, R8]).

Following Ruelle [R5] and JakSi¢-Pillet [P1, P5, ]P4] we can however give a satisfactory defini-
tion of entropy production for a large class of NESS. This definition is based on the concept
of relative entropy (we refer to [O, , LS, | for similar considerations and to [AF2] for a
careful analysis of entropy production in the framework of cyclic processes).

The relative entropy of two density matrices p and w on a Hilbert space ./ is defined, analo-
gously to the relative entropy of two measures, by the formula

Ent(plw) = tr(p(logw —logp)).
Let (¢;); be an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of p and let p; be the associated eigenvalues.

Then p; € [0,1] and ) ; p; = 1. Let g; = (¢;,we;). We thus have that g; € [0,1] and }_; g; =
tr(w) = 1. By applying Jensen’s inequality twice we get (with the convention 0log0 = 0)

Ent(plw) =} pi((¢i,logweg;) —logp;)
i

<) pillogg; —logp;) <log)_q; =0.
i i

We thus have that Ent(plw) < 0. We can also show that Ent(p|w) = 0 if and only if p = w.
Araki extended this definition to states of a C*-algebra [A1, A2] (see also [OP, 1). We will
not go into the details of this extension, which is based on the modular theory of Tomita and
Takesaki. The only property of this extension of interest to us is precisely the one which we
describe in the following result ([JP5]).
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Theorem 3.6 Letw € E(O) be a 1-invariant state. Suppose that w is (o, 1)-KMS for a group
t — ol of x-automorphisms of ©. We denote by §,, the *-derivation generating the group o,.
IfV e Dom(d,,) then

t
Ent(vo1f|w) = Ent(v|w) +f vo1*(8,(V))ds,
0

forallve E).

We shall use this result to define the entropy production rate of a NESS. In order to get a
convincing physical interpretation of this definition we will restrict ourselves to initial states @
which are close enough to “product states” in which each reservoir is in thermal equilibrium.
Let p=(B1,...,.PMm) € R’f’. We say that wg is a f-KMS state if it is a (o g, 1)-KMS state, where o g
denotes the group of *-automorphisms of & generated by

M
5= Bida;.
j=1

To simplify our exposition we shall always assume here that such a state exists and is unique
(this is the case if the reservoirs are ideal Fermi gases, which is the situation that will prevail
in the remaining parts of these notes). Remark 3 of Section 2.2.5 shows that the restricted
state wg |@’92j is a §;-KMS state for 74 It i.e., in the state wg each reservoir is in thermal equilib-

rium. However, if the §; are not all equal then the joint reservoir system £ is not in a global
equilibrium state.

Applying the results of Section 2.2.6, for any self-adjoint K € 0

8y =08p+ilK, ],

generates a dynamics U;K) with a unique (U;K), 1)-KMS state wgo € E(O). The set Eg(0) of all
states obtained in this way is dense in the set .4, 5 of all wg-normal states. Moreover, one has
the estimates [A3, A4]

wg (K) ~wp(K) < Enty”lwp) < 0g” (K) +logwge™). (34)

Let w € Eg(0) and 0™ € 7 (w) so that Eq. (29) holds for a net #,. We define the entropy pro-
duction rate of w* by

1
Ep(w*) = —licrrnt—Ent(wort“Iwﬁ). (35)

a

Assuming that V; € Dom(d gg].) for all j, Theorem 3.6 allows us to write

1 . 1 1 [la
t—Ent(wOT “lwg) = t—Ent(wlwﬁ) + t_f wot (6p(V))ds,
0

a a a
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and we deduce from Eq. (29) and (34) that
Ep(w™) = a)+(—5ﬁ(V)). (36)

We will come back to the physical interpretation of this relation in the following section.
Meanwhile, we note that the inequality

Ep(w™) =0,

is a consequence of the fact that the relative entropy of two states is never positive.

3.3.5 Firstand second laws of thermodynamics

To legitimate Definition (35) and interpret Relation (36) we discuss in this section the first
two laws of thermodynamics in the framework of open quantum systems. To do this, we
must identify the observables ®; which describe the energy flux leaving the reservoirs % ;
and entering the small system .%.

As in the preceding section, we shall assume that V; € Dom(6 %j) for j =1,...,M. The total
energy flux leaving the reservoirs is given by

irt(Hy +V)=1"6(Hy + V).

dr
Since
M
0(Hy+V)=i[Hy+V,Hey+ V] + 25@j(Hy+V),
j=1
and5gzj(H5p) =0, we have
d t A t
—1'(Hy+V) =) 1'%, (V).

We may thus identify
Qj=6g;(V)=0%,(V),

as the observable describing the energy flux leaving the j-th reservoir. The identity

M
Y ®j=86(Hy+V),

j=1

expresses the conservation of energy — the first law of thermodynamics: for any 7-invariant

state v,
M

d
Y v(@)) = d—vort(Hy+V) =0.
t =0

j=1
Relation (36) can now be written as

M
Ep") ==} Bjw* (@),
j=1
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Figure 2: A discrete structure 91 = . U %, U X2 U X3.

which can be interpreted as an entropy balance equation. Its right hand side is the phe-
nomenological expression of the entropy flux leaving the system . and must coincide with
the entropy produced within this system (see for example [DGM]). In particular, for all NESS
w*t € 27 (w), we obtain

M
> Bjw"(®)) =-Epw:) <0,
j=1

which is an expression of the second law of thermodynamics.

3.4 Open fermionic systems

In this section, we show how to adapt the description of open systems developed in Section 3.3
to the special case of quasi-free fermionic systems. We shall see that scattering theory takes a
particularly simple form in this case.

3.4.1 The one-particle setup

In order to simplify the presentation and avoid unnecessary technical difficulties we consider
an ideal Fermi gas on a connected discrete structure 9t which is the disjoint union of a fi-
nite set . and of M semi-infinite one-dimensional lattices %, ..., 2 (see Figure 2). This
situation is typical of the tight binding approximation widely used in solid state physics. The
one-particle Hilbert space admits the following decomposition

M
hb=bsrebz, ba=EPb
k=1

where h o = £2(%) and b = £2(%;) with Z; = N. Let Hy be a self-adjoint operator on h.»
which describes the internal structure of the sample .#. For each k denote by H. a copy of the
discrete Laplacian on N with Dirichlet boundary condition, i.e., the operator on ¢2(N) defined
by

(Lu)(x) =

Z u(y).

[x-yl=1

N |~
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It is the standard tight binding Hamiltonian for an electron in a single band of a one-dimen-
sional lead. One easily checks that

2
Uu)(e) = | —— u(x)sin(arccos(e) (x + 1)), (37)
aVv1—¢g? ;;'\n

defines a unitary operator from ¢?(N) to L?([-1,1],de) such that (ULu)(¢) = e(Uu)(¢). Thus,
Hj has purely absolutely continuous spectrum Sp(Hy) = Spyc(Hi) = [=1,1], Spging (Hk) = @.

The one-particle Hamiltonian is given by
M
H=(Hy®Hgz)+V, Hgz=DHy,
k=1

with a coupling term
M
V=) (Xx@op ) + 80, (xx: ),
k=1

where yi € b and 0y, € hg, denotes the Kronecker delta function at site 0. Since Hy + V
is compact (in fact finite rank), it follows from Weyl’s theorem that Speg,(H) = Spegs(Hz) =
[—1,1]. To simplify our discussion, we shall assume that H has purely absolutely continuous
spectrum. In the so called fully resonant case, i.e., when Sp(H) <] — 1, 1], this condition is
verified provided the coupling strength max || x|l is small enough. We will discuss the effect
of singular spectra in Sections 5 and 6.

3.4.2 Quasi-free NESS
We define the C*-algebras
0 =CAR(h), Oy =CAR(hy), Ozx=CAR(bgz), Oz, =CAR(Hy),

and denote by 7 the C*-dynamics on @ associated to H, i.e., 7/(a*(f)) = a*(e!"" f). Let T be
the generator of a gauge invariant quasi-free state wr € E(0). Forall fi,..., g1,... € h we have

wrot(a*(gm)---a*(gna(f)) - a(fy)) =wra* € Mg)---a* P gnaE™ f)--aE™ f,)

.....

=0nm det{(fir Ttgj)}i,jzl ..... n
=wr,(a* (gm)---a*(ga(fi)---a(fn),

where T; = e #H Tel’H We conclude that

wTort:th. (38)
Furthermore if
T =w-1limT;, (39)
t—+00
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exists, then
lim wrot'(a”(gm)--a”(gna(fy) - a(fu)) = wr+(@” (gm)---a* (g al(f) - alfn)).

The mapping A — wr,(A), being uniformly continuous in ¢ € R and the monomials a*(gy,) -
a(f,) forming a total subset of @, we can conclude that

2 (wr) = {o7+}. (40)

3.4.3 Multi-channel scattering

In the preceding subsection, we reduced the problem of the existence and uniqueness of the
NESS associated with a gauge invariant quasi-free state on & to the existence of the weak limit
(39). To control this limit we will, in this subsection, implement the theory of multi-channel
scattering. We present here a simplified version. A more detailed discussion will be made in
Section 5.4.

Let T, denotes the C*-dynamics generated by Hy on O, . Since the canonical injections Jj :
hr — b are partial isometries, we have ]}.“]k =0 jkly, and Ji J; = 1 is the orthogonal projection
of h onto the subspace bhy.

Since HJ;. — Ji Hi = (Hs + V) Ji is trace class, it follows from Pearson’s theorem (Theorem XI.7
in [RS3]) that the partial Moller operators

Qi = s—limeitH]ke_“H’“Pac(Hk), (41)

t—+to00

exist. Like the ordinary Moller operators, they satisfy the intertwining relations f (H)Qi =
Q; f (Hx) which imply in particular that Ran (Q;) < hac(H). For any u, v € h one has

(QFu,Qgv) = lim (@) Pac(Hj)u, e e e Poc (Hi) v)
= lim ;e Poc(H))u, Jue ™ Poc(Hi)v) )

= lim & (e Poc(Hi)u, ek Poc (Hi) v)

= 8k, Pac(HR)V),

from which we conclude that Qi is a partial isometry with initial space b oc(Hy) and final
space Ran (Qi). Moreover, the subspaces Ran (Q;—;) are orthogonal to each other.

Pearson’s theorem also implies the existence of the strong limits
W =s-lime" e Py (H). (43)

Repeating the arguments of the previous paragraph, we obtain that WI:—" is a partial isometry
with initial space h,c(H) and final space Ran (Wki) C Bac(Hg). Thus, one has

(Wiu,v) = lim (e Jie " Poc(H)u, Pac(Hr)v)

= lim (Pac(H)u,e™ Jre ™k p, (Hv) = (1, Q3 v),
t—+00 k
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which shows that W,:—’ = Q;C—’*.

We note that ) ;. ]k]Z =) r1x=1-1, where 1 denotes the orthogonal projection of h onto
h.». Since b« is finite dimensional, 1 is compact and it follows from the Riemann-Lebesgue
lemma, Eq. (8), that

Y W Qi v =Y (WEu, Wiv) E&noo(e”H"],’; e "y (Hyu, e e P, (H)v)
k k -

lim (e Py (H)u, JiJje ™ Py (H)V)

= ; .

=Y lim (UJge " Poc(H)u, Jie " Py (H)v)

2 t—+o00

- ; t—+o00

= (u, Pac(H)v) = lim (e Py (H)u,1e M P, (H)v)
—T00

= (U, Pac(H)v).

Thus, one has
Y Q7Q" = Poc(H), (44)
k

which implies that the full Moller operators
Qr: bau— ZQilku,
k
is a partial isometry with initial space hac(Hy ® Hg) = @ rhac(Hy) and final space hao(H) = b.
The scattering operator S = Q™" Q™ : ®hac (Hy) — @ hac(Hy) has a block matrix structure S =

[Sjx] where
Sjk = Q7" Q hac(Hi) — hac(H)).

It follows from Eq. (42) and (44) that

(S*S)jk = ;(Qf*Q;)*Q;’*Q; =Q;

ZZ.QTQT* Q. =Q; Qp =06 jiPac(Hp),

which shows that S is unitary.

3.4.4 TheNESS

Fix B = (B1,..., Bm) €ERM, w= (uy,..., ua) € RM and set Ty = (I+ePeUle=t0) =1 Let Ty € B(h )
be such that 0 < T < 1. Then

M
T:TyeaT@:TyeB(@Tk), (45)
j=1

generates a modular, gauge invariant quasi-free state on @ such that wr(A) = wr, (A) for all
A € Og,. It follows from Theorem 3.2 that wr describes a physical state of the joint system
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& + Z in which each reservoir Zj is in thermal equilibrium at inverse temperature f; and
chemical potential p.

Since T; commutes with e’k we may write
T, = e—ltH TeltH — e—ltH TyeUH + Z e—ltH]k Tk];:; eltH
k

— e—ltH TyeltH + Z e—ltH]keltHk Tke—ltHk];: eIIH’
k

Since T is compact, it follows from the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma, Eq. (41) and (43) (recall
that we assumed h,.(H) = h) that

stilolth:;QkaQk =Q TaQ ™" (46)

so that Relation (40) holds with TH = Q™ T5Q™*.

Let us now make connection with the C*-scattering approach of Section 3.3.3. For f € b, one
has

k

where /& denotes the canonical injection s — . The same argument as before and the
continuity of the map f — a”(f) yield

lim 75" 07! (@’ (f) = Y. @' Uk Wy ) =a" (@7 /) =T(Q)"a"(HT(Q").
> k

The uniform continuity of the *-automorphisms 7’ o7 and the density of polynomials in a’

in CAR(h) imply that
tlirn 7 0T/ (A) =T(Q)*AT(Q7),
—00

holds for any A € CAR(). Thus, the Moller morphism y™ exists and is given by the Bogoliubov
morphism
Y (A =TQ)"Ar'(Q").

Its range is CAR(Ran Q™ *) = CAR(hg) = O%. The NESS can be written as
wr+(A) = 01,y (4),
and it follows from Propositions 3.4, 3.5 that

}Lm v(Ti(A) = wp+(A),

holds for all A€ € and all v € A,,. Note in particular that the NESS is independent of the ini-
tial state T'»» of the sample. Note also that the above arguments extend without modification
to the more general class of initial states wr such that 0 < T < I and ],’; T = Tg.
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3.4.5 Flux observables

In the framework of quasi-free fermionic systems, the total energy of reservoir %) can be
identified with the operator dI'(Hy) (here and in the following, an operator Ay acting on by is
identified with the operator Ji ArJ ,’; which acts on h). The energy flux leaving reservoir %y is
thus given by
D = - ie”dr(H)dF(Hk)e_”dr(H) = —dI'(i[H, Hi)).
dr t=0

Besides energy fluxes, we can also introduce particle fluxes. The number of particles in reser-
voir Z being given by dI'(1), the particle flux leaving this reservoir is

d . -
q)i - _ a eltdr(H)dl"(lk)e itdI'(H)

We note that all these flux observables have the same structure: each of them has the form

= —dT'([H, 14]).
=0

Dy =dI (g, (47)

where ¢ = —i[H, Q] for a self-adjoint operator Q; commuting with Hy and Hs. Even
though the second quantized charge 2 = dI'(Qx) does not belong to the algebra &, one has

i = —ilHg + Hg + V,Qcl = —ilV, Qcl = (o )k + @k )xk)

where @ =iQi6o,. Thus
O =a’ (e alyr) +a” (xalpy),

is a self-adjoint element of .

Conservation of energy and particle number are expressed by the identities

Y @ =dI'(i[H, Hy + v]), ch)i:dl“(i[H,ly]).
k k
Indeed, since dI'(H + V) and dI'(1.«#) belong to @, one has

d d
Y V(@) = d—[v(rf(dr(Hw )| =0, Y V(@) = av(r"‘(dr(ly))) =0, (8
k =0 k =0

for any 7-invariant state v.

3.4.6 Entropy production

Since the NESS w7+ is independent of the initial state of the sample .#, let us assume that

Ky)—l

)

Ty=(01+e"

for some self-adjoint operator K& commuting with Hs. Then we can write T = (1 + e X)~!
with K = K ® Kg and
Kg = - B;(Hj - pj1)).
J
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It follows that wr is a KMS state at inverse temperature § = —1 for the group of Bogoliubov
automorphisms o (A) = el?d'®) ge-i7dl'K) By Theorem 3.6, we have

t
Ent(wr,|lwT) :f wT,(dI'({[K, V]))ds.
0
In the limit ¢ — +o00, we obtain

1
0=<- lim -Ent(wr,lor)=-w7r+(dI'([K, V]))
t—+oco

M
= —wr+(dT([Ky, VD) + Y o7+ dTGB; (Hj + pjl)), V1)
j=1

M
= —wr+(dL([Ky, VD)) = ) wr+ (dTGLH, B (Hj +p1)))
j=1

M
=—wr+(dT({[Ky, VD)) - ) Bjwr+ (<I)l]?),
j=1

where dD}]? = CD? - U jCI)I; denotes the heat flux leaving the j-th reservoir. Since the resulting
inequality is valid for any K&, we can conclude that w7+ (dI'(i[K«, V])) vanishes for any choice
of K. Thus, the total entropy flux }_; jCI)l]? entering the sample satisfies

M
> Bjwr- (@ <0.

j=1

It follows that the entropy production in the steady state is also independent of the choice of
the initial state of the sample and satisfies the entropy balance equation

M
Ep(a)T+) = — Z ﬂja)T+ (q)l;)
j=1

3.4.7 The Landauer-Biittiker formula

Until the end of the next section T is given by Eq. (45), Qy stands for either Hy or 15 and
¢r = —ilH, Qxl.
Formula (46) allows us to compute the expectation of the current observable (47), associated
to the charge Qy, in the NESS w -+,
M
wr+ (@) = trg (T ) = Y try, (T2 pr Q7). (49)
j=1

The celebrated Landauer-Biittiker formula expresses the right hand side of this identity in
terms of the scattering matrix S = [S;¢]. To write down this formula, we shall now describe
the spectral representations of the reference Hamiltonians Hy.
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Eq. (37) defines unitary operators
Uk : b — L*([-1,1],de), (50)

such that (U Hyu) (€) = e(Uw) (€). It follows that (Ux Tju) (€) = (1 +ePrE=H) =1 (U u) (¢). Since
the scattering matrix S = [Sjk] satisfies H;S;r = S;jxHi, there exists measurable functions
sjk(€) such that (U;Sjxu)(e) = sjr(e)(Uxu)(e) for almost all € € [-1,1]. The matrix S(¢) =
[sjx(€)] is the so called on-shell scattering matrix at energy €.

The Landauer-Biittiker formula for the energy currents reads

M 1
wr+ (q)e) = Z % '(8)8 — 1 E’ (51)
k j=1J-1 / 1+ePrle—u) 14 ebile-1) ) 25

where J(€) = |0k i = Skj (¢)|? is the so called transmittance matrix. A similar formula holds
for the particle current

1 de
) (52)

M (1

T+ (@) = Trile — —.
7+ k) ]Z::1 ] k]( )(1+eﬁk(€—ﬂk) 1+eBie—1) ) 2

It is instructive to recover the energy conservation identity (48) from Eq. (51). To this end, we

remark that the unitarity of the S-matrix, 3-,,, 1,1/ (€) Sy (€) = 6 jx, implies the sum rule

Y (Txje) = Tjk(e) =0,

J

for almost every € € [0,1] and every k € {1,..., M}. The Landauer-Biittiker formula (51) thus
yields

Y wr (@) = f 1(3‘ (6)—T; (s))E;%: (53)
k Tk jk=1J-1 ki Ik 1+ePrle—md 2
The particle number conservation identity
> w7+ (@) =0, (54)
k

follows similarly from Eq. (52).

A formula expressing the electric current through a sample connected to two electronic reser-

voirs in terms of scattering data was first proposed by Landauer [I.1, [.2]. Similar formulas
for more than two reservoirs were obtained later by Fischer and Lee [I]], Langreth and Abra-
hams [[LA] and Biittiker and his coworkers [ , B1, B2]. Anderson and Engquist [AF] and

Sivan and Imry [SI] have also considered the case of energy transport. We refer to [Da, [, I1]
for more exhaustive references to the enormous physical literature on the subject.

We note however that physicists usually assume relaxation to a unique NESS and derive their
formula from this assumption. Mathematical proofs of relaxation to a unique NESS and of
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the related Landauer-Biittiker formula first appeared in [ ] for a simple special case and
in [ , N] in more general settings.

The Landauer-Biittiker formula can be used to compute the conductance matrix, and more
generally the Onsager matrix which expresses the steady state energy/particle currents in
terms of temperature and chemical potential differentials to first order in these differentials
(linear response theory). Let § and i denote equilibrium values of the inverse temperature
and chemical potential and denote by

X;=p-Bj X} =Pjui-Pp (55)

the thermodynamic forces which describe departures from the equilibrium situation. The
Onsager matrix L = [Li?] abele,pl;j ke(l,.., My s defined by

j X=0
where we have set X = (X?,..., X5, X],..., X)) € R*M_ Thus, linear response to the thermody-
namic forces X is given by
wr+ (@) =Y L XP+ o (1 XP).

kj<j
b,j

Since the energy/particle number conservation identities (53)/(54) imply } Lil]? =0, one has

ab _ _ ab
L3} ==2 Ly
k#j

and it is a simple exercise to differentiate Eq. (51), (52) to obtain, for j # k,

ee ! o 2 de ep ! g de
ij = 1Jk]-(g)g feq(l—feq)g, ij = lej(I:‘)Efeq(l—feq)g,
- N (56)
P° = 197-() (1- )E LY = IJ i (€) foq(1— )ﬁ
k] = . k] £ gfeq feq 27_[; k] - i k] & qu feq 271_)
where .

(8) =,
feq 1+ ePle-H)

is the equilibrium Fermi-Dirac distribution. A first rigorous proof of these linearized Lan-
dauer-Bittiker formulas was obtained in [ 1.

The open system . + Z is time reversal invariant (TRI) if there exists an anti-unitary invo-
lution 65 on b such that 0 » H»0;, = Hy and 0.5y = xi. Let Oz = &0y where 6y is the
complex conjugation on by = £2(N). Then OxHx0,. = Hi and 0 = 05 & O satisfies 0 HO™ = H.
Thus er”HkQ;’C‘ = e 1Hk and Ge’”9* = e71'H from which we conclude that

99%9}2 =s— limHe”H]ke_itH’fHZ =s—lime H J etk = Q;,
t—+o00 t—+o00
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and hence
HijkGZ = HjQ}’*H*QQEBZ = (99}’9;‘)*9929; = Q]_.*QJ,Cr = S;k.

Since the unitary map Uy defined in Eq. (37), (50) satisfies (U0 u)(€) :_(U;C u) (), we conclude
that the on-shell S-matrix s(e) = [sjx(€)] is symmetric, i.e., s*(¢) = s(¢) for almost every ¢ €
[-1,1].

If the system ¥ + Z is TR, then the transmittance matrix J (&) = [T, ()] is also symmetric,
and the linearized Landauer-Biittiker formulas (56) imply the Onsager reciprocity relations

b_ b
130 =1be (57)

We shall give a proof of the Landauer-Biittiker formulas (51), (52) based on the Levitov formula
in the next section. In Section 6 we shall prove a more general form of these formulas under
appropriate but physically reasonable hypotheses. As opposed to the proofs in [ , NJ
which use the abstract stationary approach to scattering theory, we shall work within the
framework of geometric, time-dependent scattering theory.

3.4.8 Full counting statistics

The total charge transferred from reservoir 2. to the sample . during the time interval [0, ¢]
can be expressed as an integral of the corresponding current

t
62r(0) = (712K - 2k) :fo 75(®y) ds.

Note that even though the second quantized charge 2 does not belong to the algebra & (and
wT1(T7(24)) is generally infinite for all £), the charge transfer 62 (r) is a self-adjoint element
of @ and

t
wr(62(1)) :fo wr (T (@g)) ds, (58)

is finite for all ¢ and satisfies
1 1 rt
lim ;wT(éc@k(t)) = lim ;f wr(T (@) ds = lim 07T (D))
oo S0t o m
.od
=w7+ (D) = tlirgawT@Qk(t)).

We note however that since the observable 7°(®;) and 7 (®) do not commute for s # ¢,
there is no obvious measurement process for the observable § 2 (f). Moreover, 62 () does
not commute with §2;() for k # j, making an exact joint measurement of the components
of 62(t) = (02,(1),...,62)(t)) impossible.

In this section we discuss a more satisfactory approach to the charge transfer problem and
derive the Levitov formula which provides a complete description of the transport statistics
in the long time limit. The reader should consult [BN, ] for a pedagogical introduction
and references to the physics literature. More mathematically oriented discussions and ap-
plications to other models can be found in [ , , , , 1.
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Finite size approximation. Let us assume for a while that the sets &% are finite lattices
{0,1,..., R} so that the one-particle Hilbert spaces h; = £2(%}) and hence § are finite dimen-
sional. We also replace the one-particle Hamiltonians Hj with the discrete Dirichlet Lapla-
cians on ¢?(%y). In this setup the second quantized charges form a commuting family 2 =
(24,...,2)) of self-adjoint elements of & = CAR(h) = B(I'™ (h)). Thus, one can analyze charge
transport by measuring the vector observable 2 at time 0 and at the later time ¢. The results
of these two measurements are elements g and g’ of the joint spectrum Sp(2) = Sp(2;) x - - - x
Sp(2) < RM. The probability distribution of the charge differences §q = g— g’ obtained with
this protocol is called full counting statistics (FCS) of the charge transport. To compute this
distribution, we note that since the components of 2 commute, there exists a spectral family
{Pg4}gesp(@) of orthogonal projections such that

f@= > [f@Pry,
qeSp(2)

for all functions f : Sp(2) — C. The probability for the measurement of 2 at time 0 to yield
the result g is given by w7 (P,). After the measurement, the state of the system is given by

O =Py

)

so that the probability for a subsequent measurement of 2 at the later time ¢ to yield ¢’ is

wr(Pyt'(Py)Py)

o' (Py) =
1 wr(Py)
Hence, the joint probability distribution of the pair (g, ¢') is given by the Bayes formula

wr(PaT'(Pg)Pg)
wr(Py) -

P:(q,9) = or(Py) wr (PgT'(Py)Pg).

Following the argument leading to Eq. (38), one shows that for any a € RY,
wr(E®? Ae"?) = wr, (A),

where T, = e % QTel*Q Q = (Qy,...,0m), a-Q = a;Q; + -+ apQp, and a-2=dl(a- Q).
Since Q; commutes with T} for all k one has T, = T and it follows that wy(e!*< Ae™1*2) =
w7 (A). Thus,

@D (PyAPy) = wr(@¥2 Py APye % 2) = w1 (P4 APy),
and hence wr(P;AP,) =0for g # q'. Since ¥, P4 = I, we get
wr(PgAPg) = wr(PgA) = wr(APy), (59)

which allows us to write
P:(q,q") = wr (PgT"(Py)).
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If f is a polynomial in M variables, then

E(fGg)= > Puqg.qVf(g-q)=0r(Tf(2-719Q)),
q,q9'€Sp(2)

where the time ordered observable Tf (2 — 17(2)) is obtained by substituting Xy by 2 and
Yi by 71(24) in the expansion

fX=-V=Y fapXx™ ...X;[Mylﬁl ...y]\ﬁj[M_
a.p
It follows in particular that

t
E,(5q) = w1 24 (0) = fo w1 (@ @) ds, (60)

and, taking Eq. (59) into account,
E:(6qrdq;) :wT(égk(t)égj(t)). (61)

Thus the moments of order one and two of the family of random variables 6 g coincide with
the corresponding moments of the observables § 2 (?) in the state w . We stress however that
this is no more the case for higher moments, as shown by a simple calculation.

The full counting statistics is the distribution of g = g — ¢/, that is

P.6qp= Y Pudg.q).

q,9'€Sp(2)
q-q'=0q
Its Laplace transform is given by
RY s a— y(a)= Y P,(5q)e*%

6qeSp(L2)-Sp(L)

= Z wT(Pth(Pq/))e_“'(q )] :wT(ea'QTt(e_“'Q)).
9,q'€Sp(2)

(62)

The function y;(a) is the moment generating function of the random variable d ¢, i.e.,

0* X
Oakaaj a=0 ’

0
EGq) =21, E@Gqdq)=
aalc a=0

etc.
Writing e* 21! (e"*2) = ['(e%“eitHe~*Qe~11H) it follows from Eq. (28) that

Xt(a) = det(I+ T(ea'Qe_a'Qt _ 1’)),

where we have set Q; = e’ Qe "H (with an obvious abuse of notation). Using the fact that
Q commutes with T, some elementary algebraic manipulations lead to y;(a) = det( + X;(a))

where
X(a) = T1/26a~Q/2 (e—wQ; _ e—a~Q) ea.Q/Z Tl/z,
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Note that X;(a) is self-adjoint. Moreover, integrating its derivative w.r.t. ¢ yields the integral
representation

t . .
Xt(a) :f T1/2ea-Q/2elsHi[V’ e—a-Q]e—lsHea-Q/Z T1/2 ds. (63)
0

Thermodynamic limit. At this point, we can investigate the thermodynamic limit R — oo
of our model. We use a superscript (® to denote the objects pertaining to the system with
finite reservoirs of size R, e.g., b(R) is the one-particle Hilbert space of the system with finite
reservoirs. Let J be the canonical injection of h® into the one-particle Hilbert space h of the
system with infinite reservoirs. We first note that the coupling V® is such that JpV® J% = V.
We also observe that

s—lim/RQJj = Qr,  (Q=Hior Qx=1z),
R—oo
from which we easily conclude that
s—lim]Re“'Q(R)];; =e%Q, s—lim]Re”H(R)]}’; =el, s limpT® =T,
R—o0 R—o0 R—oo
for any @ € CM and t € R. Rewriting Eq. (63) as

t
OB e B, —q-OB . _ieg® OB
0

inserting the identity I® = JJr between each factors of the right hand side of this formula
and using the fact that V is finite rank we obtain that
t
lim JpX®(a) % = f TV/268QI2isHi[ 1/ o=-Q)o-isHq@-QI2 112 g ¢
Rooo L B Jo (64)

holds in trace norm. This implies in particular that the right hand side of this identity is trace
class, and it follows from the continuity property of the determinant (see e.g., Theorem 3.4 in
[S]) that

xi(@) = lim 1 (@) = det(I + X, ().

Since the function a — y () is continuous, this pointwise convergence implies that the FCS
IP(IR) converges weakly to a probability measure P; on RM such that

f eDIdP (5q) = (@), (65)

forall a € CM (see, e.g., Theorem 26.3 and its Corollary in [Bi]). We call P; the FCS of the model
with infinite reservoirs. Note that Eq. (60) and (61) also survive the thermodynamic limit, i.e.,

o
f 5qrdP,(6q) = 67{; = (6241, (66)
a=0
62
f5qk6qjdﬂﬂ>t(6q)= ﬁ = 0r(62L(162;(1)). (67)
Jla=0
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Large time limit. We shall now consider the large time asymptotics of the FCS. For a € RM,
teRand u € h one has

(u, (I + X, (@) ) = (u, (I - T)u) + (u, T'/?e® A/2eltHg 0 Qe itHeaQl2l/2y )
> (u,(I - TYu) + e SWPSP@Q (g T12e0Q 112
> (u, (I — T)u) + e~ SUP SP@-Q+infSplaQ) (7, )
= (u,(I-(1-x(a)) T u)

> ull® = A —x@)(u, Tw) = ul® - A -x@)lul?® = k@) ul?

where x () = el SP@Q)—supSp(@-Q) 10 1], It follows that I + YX:(a) =x(a) >0 for y € [0,1] and
hence that

d d -1
d—ylog det(I +yX;(a)) = d_ytr log(I +yX(@) =tr (I +yX: (@)™ Xi(@).
Using Eq. (64), the cyclicity of the trace and a change of integration variable allow us to write
1 1 [t t . .
;logx;(a) = ;f d)ff dstr((I+yX,(a) ' T'2e®/2elH{[V,e @ Qe isHex /2 T1/2)
0 0

1 1
:f dyf dstr(Y,(s, @, )ilV,e”*9]),
0 0

where Y;(s,a,y) = e $He® Q2TV2(1 4 v X, (a)) 71 TV2e%Q/2¢l!sH js easily seen to satisfy the
estimate .
1Yi(s,@,7)| < e?*1P SPLeQmintSpl@@), (68)

Elementary manipulations further yield

Yi(s,@,y) = (e 5He @ Q2p-12(1 4y x, (q)) TV /2e~® Q/2gitsH) 7!

—i —a- _ i it(1— —a-O —it(1— -1
:(e 1tsHe aQ(T I—Y)eltSH+Yelt(l s)He aQe ir(1 S)H) ,

and repeating the argument leading to Eq. (46), we can write

st_ lim (e—itsHe—a-Q(T—l _ )/)eitSH +Yeit(1—s)He—oc-Qe—it(l—s)H)
—+00

= Q_e_“'Q(Tg_Z1 —NQ T +yQTe Q™
=Q (e™*UT, - +yQ *QTe ¥R Q) Q7
=Q (e T, - +ySte ¥ Us)Q 7,

for s €]0,1[. The estimate (68) allows us to conclude that
s—limY;(s,a,7) = Q™ (e (I -y +yS*e ¥8) Q7 =Q YV (a,1)Q7%,
t—+00
and an elementary calculation shows that

Y(a,y)= (e ¥UT, -y + rS e Q8) ™ = (I+y T s e 25— 1)) Te* <.

68



A Geometric Approach to the Landauer-Biittiker Formula

It follows that
1 1 pl
Jim ;logm(a):f f tr(Q7Y (@, )Q *i[V,e”*9]) dsdy
—Too 0 JO
1
:f try,, (¥ (@, Y)Q*i[V,e"* Q") dy.
0

To evaluate the right hand side of this identity we need some technical results which we shall
prove in Section 6.6. By Theorem 6.17, the finite rank operator C inside the trace has a integral
representation

1
(U;J; Cu)(e) :Zflcjk(s,s’)(Uk]Z u)(e" de',
= J_

and its trace is given by

1
try,, (C) =) f lckk(s,s) de. (69)
=

Moreover, by Lemma 6.19,
1

- 1 [ . )
Wi wEcjkle e UpJiw)(e) de =lim - f e M (u,e M2 CelHa ) dr,  (70)

k- 21

holds for u, w in a dense subspace of hg. The intertwining property of the Mealler operator
and the fact that Q commutes with Hy ® Hg, yield

. . . . d . .
e-ll’H@ CeltH% — Y(a,Y)Q_*e_ltHi[V, e—d-Q]ell’HQ— — _EY(a’,Y)Q—*e—ltHe—a-QeltHQ—’
so that an integration by parts leads to the Abelian mean

00 . . oo
f e—ﬂltl(u’e—ltH%Cel[H@ w)dt:nf e_nt(u, Y(a,’}/)Q_*(e_a.Qt _e—a~Q—[)Q_ w) dt-
0

—0o0
Proceeding as above, we get

s—lime %@ = Q*e 2 QQ**
t—+oo

and hence
lim e M (u,e M2 Cel™ M2 ) dt = (1, Y (@, ) Q* (Q e 0 —Q e 20 H)Q w)
n —00
=(u, Y(a,7)(S*e %S —e *Quw)

_ (u (I+yTxe¥2S*e s - 1)) Typ(e® 2S5 e ¥ s ) w) .

Applying Lemma 6.18, Eq. (70) allows us to conclude that the M x M matrix c(¢) = [cjr (¢, €)] is
given by

1 . . - . .
cle) = (I+yt(e)e1“?s(e)* e 1% s(e) - 1)) L 1) (190 s(e) e 1D s(g) - ),
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where 1(¢) is the diagonal matrix with entries fir(€) = (1 + ePrE—t)=1 ge) = [sjk(e)] is the
on-shell scattering matrix and q(a;€) = } i @ gx(€) is the diagonal matrix with entries

ar for particle transport,

qri(a;e) = {

eay for energy transport.

Eq. (69) becomes

1 Ld . . d
try, (C) = f trem (c(€))de = f = treulog (I+71e) €199 s(e)* e~ 9@ 5(¢) — 1)) =,
-1 ~1dy 27

and integration over y yields the Levitov formula [LL, , K1, , ]
. 1 ! (a;¢) * ,—q(a;€) de
e,(@)= lim -logy(a)= f log detcm (I+t(e) (7% s(e)* e 1'% s(e) - D)) —. (71)
t—+oo f -1 27

Observing that X;(a) is an entire analytic function of a € CM, it is not hard to show that the
above limit holds for & in an open neighborhood of R™ in C™. Moreover, Eq. (65) and Holder’s
inequality imply that the function R™ 5 a — log y;(«) is convex. Thus, the function RM > a —
e+ (a) is real analytic and convex. With 1 =(1,...,1) € RM the matrix q(A1,¢) is a multiple of
the identity for any A € R so that the function e, (@) satisfies

ei(a+ A1) =e,(a). (72)

This property is clearly related to the conservation of energy/particle number and is an in-
stance of the translation symmetry discussed in [ | (see also [ , D.

Applications. 1. Our first application of Levitov formula is a derivation of the Landauer-
Biittiker formulas. Eq. (66) and the convexity of the functions t~!logy;(a) and e, (@) imply

that
Oe,

0 1 0 1
lim [Et(%) = IEIPOO;f(SCldet(CSq) = IEIPOOGT%;IOgXt

(see, e.g., Theorem 25.7 in [Ro]). Thus, it follows from Eq. (60) that

= )
a=0 0k lq=0

Oe,
aak

1 t
wr+(Py) = IE{LHOO;IO wT(TS((DIc))dS =

a=0

It is a simple exercise to compute the derivative on the right hand side of this identity starting
from the Levitov formula (71). The result of this calculation

1 . de
wT+(®k):f1trCM(t(5)(S(€) Qk(g)s(g)_Qk(E)))E;

is easily recognized to be the Landauer-Biittiker formulas (51), (52).

2. As a second application of Levitov formula, we show that it implies a large deviation prin-
ciple which gives quantitative estimates for fluctuations of order 1 of the charge transfer rates
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0 g/t around their mean values w7+ (®y) for large time. Applying the Gértner-Ellis theorem
(see, e.g., Theorem 2.3.6 in [D”7]), we conclude that the family of FCS {P};>( satisfies a large
deviation principle, i.e., for any Borel set A< R, one has

0 0
— inf I(q)<11m1nf log[FD (TqEA)<hmsup log P, (TqEA)<— inf I(q),

ge ANt t—+00 geAd

where A"/ A°! denotes the interior/closure of the set A and the rate function I : RM — [0, 00[
is the Legendre transform of e,

I(g) = sup (a-q—es(a)).

acRM

It follows from Eq. (72) that I(g) = +oo unless 1-¢g = 0, i.e., for any a > 0 the probability

—at

P; ( € A) decays more rapidly than e™“" as ¢ — oo unless the closure of A intersects the hy-

perplane & = {q € RM |1 q = 0} where the energy/particle number conservation is satisfied.
It is therefore natural to decompose RM = & @ R1 and rewrite the large deviation principle as

o o
— inf I(q)<11m1nf log[F"t(quAealRl)<hmsup log P, (quAEB[R{l

ge Aint f—+o00

< — inf I(g),
ge Ad

for any Borel set A< &. Roughly speaking, this means that

1 .
k

for g € & and t — oco. One easily shows that I(§) = 0 with equality if and and only if § =
wTr+(Dg) (see, e.g. Lemma 2.3.9 in [D7]).

3. Our third application of Levitov formula links FCS to linear response theory and more pre-
cisely to the Onsager matrix. We shall assume here that the system . + % is TRI.

Applying the Levitov formula to the joint FCS P;(g®, gP) of energy and particle transport which
corresponds to the choice of commuting family 2 = (dI'(h;y),...,dI'(hy),dT(11),...,dT (1),
we obtain a generating function

1 e
e (a,v)= thm ;log‘[ea«(sq +V'5quﬂ3t(6qe,5qp)’
given by
1 d
e.(a,v) = f log det (I + t(e) (e @ViE) g(g)*e 1@V g(¢) — D) 2—8,
-1 T

where q(a,v;e) is the diagonal M x M-matrix with entries gyi(a,v;€) = ayxe + vi. It follows
that the translation symmetry

e (a+Al,v+xl) =e,(a,v),

holds for all @, v € RM and A, x € R.
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We note that 3
He) (I - t(e)) ! = e P emdX5XTo),

where X© and XP are the thermodynamic forces defined in Eq. (55). Writing the Levitov for-
mula as

1
es(a,v) = f [log det (I - t(¢)) +1og det (I + t(e) (I - t(€)1eT @) s(e)* e 1@V 5(¢)) ] S—;,
-1

and using the fact that TRI implies the symmetry of the scattering matrix, we observe that the
second determinant on the right hand side is

det (I+ e e gma(X*-a,XP-vie) o (s)e_q(“'v;g)s(s))

(I + e—B(E—ﬁ)e—q(a,v;e) S(g)e—q(Xe—a,XP—v;s) s(e) *)

det
det (I +e Pl g-a(@vie) ¢x () o=a (X~ a,XP-vie) s(s))
det

(I + e Bl o=a(X°,XP5e) o q(X°—a XP-vie) o (e)e_q(xe‘“’xp_v;e)s(e)) :

which yields a quantum version of the generalized Evans-Searles symmetry
es(a,v)=e (X —a, XP —v).

These symmetries play a central role in nonequilibrium statistical mechanics. The interested

reader should consult [MR, | for reviews of the classical theory and [K, , , ,
, , | for its adaptation to the quantum world. We also refer to [ ] for the link
between the FCS of entropy production and the hypothesis testing of the arrow of time.
Since 5 5
e e
wr+ (@) = — ;o (@) = — :
0k | a=v=0 0V la=v=0
one can write the Onsager matrix as
kj 0X%ay ’ kj 0XPoa; ’
] a=v=0,X=0 J a=v=0,X=0 (73)
pe _ d%e, PP d%e,
kj e ’ kj p
aX] 0Vk CIC:V:O,X:O GX] OVk a=v=0,X=0

If a function f(x,y) is C? near (x,y) = (0,0) € RM x RM and satisfies the symmetry f(x,y) =
fx,x—y), then (0y, f)(x,y) = =(0y, f)(x,x — y) and (0x,;0y, f)(x,y) = —(0x;0y, /) (x,x— y) -
(0y,;0y, f)(x,x - y) so that

1
0,0y, )(0,0) = =2 (3,0, f)(0,0).
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Applying this result to the derivatives in Eq. (73), the translation symmetry and the generalized
Evans-Searles symmetry yield the following linear response formulas

e _ 1 (326_,. P 1 6ze+
ki = 2 Amda.. ’ ki = T 20y, ’
20aj0ak|,_,_q x=o ! 20vj0a],_y_x=0

Lpe 1 aze+ LPP 1 626+
kj T 50a ’ ki = T 25y ’
j 20a;0vy =v=0.X=0 J 20vjovg a=v=0,X=0

where the right hand sides depend on the equilibrium FCS, i.e., on the function e, (@, V)| x=o.

4. It is instructive to evaluate Levitov’s formula for charge transport between 2 reservoirs %,
Z . In this situation the general form of the scattering matrix (i.e., of a unitary 2 x 2 matrix) is

(1_9]‘)1/2619 g"l/zei(K—'r])

s(e) =

g-l/Zei(9+T]) —(l—g')l/zeiK

where I € [0, 1] is the transmittance from one reservoir to the other and 0, x, ) are real phases,
all depending on the energy €. An elementary calculation leads to the following expression of
Levitov’s formula

1
e+ (v, vg) = lim ~log f eV 00+ Vrd a0y 4P, (5P, 54P)
t—oo f
d
:flog(po+p+e(”‘”“ tpoe~vm) 88
21
where
pr=t1(1-tR)T, p-=tr(1—-11)T, po=1-p-—p-.
We note that, as a consequence of the translation symmetry (i.e., charge conservation), one
has e, (vr,vg) = é, (v — vg) where
1
é.(v)=e,(v,0) = lim —logfe"‘sqlz dIP;((?qE,éqg).
t—oo

If we further specialize to the zero temperature case (f; = fr = +oo) then 17 = 1) y;), Ir =
1)-oo,ur) and assuming pr < ur, we get p- =0and py = 1, ;) . It follows that

KL de
é+(v):f log(1-9 +J¢€")—.
HR 27

Neglecting the variation of the transmittance over the energy interval [ug, p1] we finally obtain
A
(V) = 2—“10g(1 T +T¢€Y),
/4

with Ap = pp — ug. This can be interpreted in the following way. Let (<) jen+ be a sequence of
independent identically distributed random variables with values in {0, 1} and the law P(¢; =
1)=9. Set

[1]

[t/T]
t= Z 6]!
j=1
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with 7 =27/Apu (here [-] denotes the integer part). One easily computes
1 =
tlim ;log[E(eV“f) =é,.(v).

Thus, the Bernoulli process Z; and the FCS of the charge transfer 6 qE shares the same large
deviations. Loosely speaking, ¢; is the total charge transferred from the left reservoir to the
right one in the time interval [(j — 1)7, j7] and the binomial law

t
Pt(ﬁqg = q) = ( ;T)f,/—q(l _j)t/T—q’

holds for large 1 (see, e.g., [BN]).

4 Commutators and Mourre Estimates

The commutator [A, B] = AB — BA of two operators appears naturally in many problems of
spectral theory and the use of commutators has a long history. Putnam’s monograph [Pu] is a
good introduction to the first results in this domain. The works of Mourre [M 1, , ] had
a profound influence on the development of spectral analysis and scattering theory. They
brought technical tools allowing for the proof of asymptotic completeness of the N-body

problem which had been a struggle for decades [S51, Gr, , ]. This section is a brief
introduction to the elements of Mourre theory that we shall need in these notes. The mono-
graph [ ] provides a more detailed exposition (see also [D(] and [ D.

4.1 Commutators
4.1.1 The commutator [-, -] on LB (H) x B(HE)

If A and B are bounded operators on the Hilbert space .# then their commutator [A, B] =
AB — BA s also a bounded operator. We may thus define the operator

ads:B—i[A,B],

on AB(A). We note that ad 4 is bounded with ||ad 4| <2 || A| so that 8 — Ti = %244 g an entire
function and

dk
r "B = T4 @d}(B),
and
00 Qk ‘
B =Y ~2dA(B).
k=0 ™*

Note that Ti (B) = eP4Be 04, If A € B(A) is self-adjoint then ad, is a *-derivation of the
C*-algebra B(#). In this case R 3 6 — 9244 is a real analytic (and thus strongly continuous)
group of *-automorphisms of ZB(A4°).
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4.1.2 The commutator [A, -] on B(H)

Domain related problems make the definition of the commutator of two unbounded oper-
ators more delicate. However, Mourre theory which we shall need to develop the geometric
scattering theory of quasi-free fermionic systems, is based on such commutators. In this sec-
tion we discuss the definition of the commutator [A, -] with a self-adjoint operator A and its
relation to the regularity of the group of *-automorphisms of %(.#°) generated by A.

Let A be a self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert space # with domain Dom(A). If B € B(A4)
and if there exists a constant ¢ such that

|(Au, Bu) — (u, BAw)| < c|lull?,
for all u € Dom(A) then the sesquilinear form
Dom(A) x Dom(A) 3 {u,v) — (Au,Bv) — (u, BAv),

is continuous on a dense subspace of # x /. Thus, it has a continuous extension to /£ x A/
and there exists an operator C € B(4°) such that

(Au,Bv) — (u, BAv) = (u,Cv),

for all u,v € Dom(A). In this case we say that the commutator of A and B is bounded and
we denote the operator C by the symbol [A, B]. If it is possible to iterate this construction we
write

adyB=B, adXB=ilAad\'B],(k=1,2,.).

Definition 4.1 Let A be a self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert space /€. For each integer n =0
we define
B (H) = (Be B(H)|ad"(B) € B(H),k=0,1,...,n}.

We remark that %g (SE) = B(A). We also write B () = @}4 (A).
The following characterization of %4 (/) will play an essential role.

Lemma4.2 Let A be a self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert space #€. For all B € B(A) the
following conditions are equivalent.

(i) BE€ BA(S).
(ii) BDom(A) c Dom(A) and there exists a constant ¢ such that
|ABv— BAv| <c| v, (74)

forall ve Dom(A).
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(iii) B*Dom(A) « Dom(A) and there exists a constant ¢ such that
IB* Au— AB* ull < c|lull, (75)

forall ue Dom(A).

When one of these conditions is satisfied, we have
[A,Blu= ABu—- BAu, [A,Bl*u=B*Au— AB"u,
forall u e Dom(A).
Proof. (i) = (ii). Suppose B € B,(#) and set C = [A, B]. We have that (Au, Bv) = (u4,(BA+
C)v) for all u,v € Dom(A). Since A is self-adjoint, we deduce that Bv € Dom(A) and that

(u, ABv) = (u,(BA+C)v). We thus have BDom(A) c Dom(A) and since Dom(A) is dense Cv =
ABv— BAv for all v €e Dom(A) and we can choose ¢ = ||C| in (74).

(ii) = (iii). If BDom(A) c Dom(A) and if (74) holds, then for all «, v € Dom(A) we have that
(B*u, Av) = (u,BAv) = (u, ABv) — (u, ABv— BAv) = (B* Au, v) — (u, ABv — BAv).

We deduce that [(B*u, Av)| < (| Bl | Aull + cllul) l|v|, which allows us to conclude that B*u €
Dom(A) and that (AB*u,v) — (B* Au, v) = (u, ABv — BAv). In particular

|(AB*u— B* Au, v)| < cllull |lv],

shows that (75) holds.
(ii)) = (). If B*Dom(A) c Dom(A) and if (75) holds, then for all #, v € Dom(A) we have

|(Au, Bv) — (u, BAv)| = |(B* Au— AB*u, v)| < cllull v,

and thus B € 2B 4(F6).

Furthermore, since Dom/(A) is dense in . we deduce from the fact that
(u,Cv) = (u, ABv—BAv) = (B*Au— AB*u,v) = (C*u, ),

for all u, v € Dom(A), that Cv = ABv— BAv for all v € Dom(A), and that C*u=B*Au— AB*u
for all u € Dom(A). O

Lemma 4.3 Let A be a self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert space # and let n = 1.

(i) B\(SE) is a *-subalgebra of B(F).

(ii) ady: BY(H) — Bl (A) is a * -derivation.
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Proof. It is obvious that %g (A) is a subspace of () and that ad 4 is linear. Let € be a
*-subalgebra of 4 (4°) and

G 4={Be€|ads(B) € B(A)}.

We show that €4 is a *-subalgebra of %8(.#°) and that ad,4 is a *-derivation on 64. The facts
that B € 64 implies B* € 64 and that

ada(B™) = (ada(B))",

are immediate consequences of Lemma 4.2.

Let B,C € €4. By Lemma 4.2, B and C preserve Dom(A). Thus so does BC. For all u € Dom(A)
we also have ABu— BAu =[A,Bluand ACu— CAu = [A, Clu. Thus,

ABCu—-BCAu=[A,B]|Cu+ A[B,Clu,

and therefore
IABCu— BCAu| < (II[A,BIIICI + AN I[B, ClD Il zll.

Lemma 4.2 allows us to conclude that BC € €4 and that ad4(BC) =ad4(B)C + Bad 4(C).

The proof of the lemma now follows by induction on 7, noting that
B () = {B € BT (H)|adA(B) € B(H)}.

O

The following result relates the iterated commutators adffl to the regularity of the group of
x-automorphisms
79(B) = ¢4 Be 7104,

generated by A. To formulate it, we make the following definition.

Definition 4.4 Let A be a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space /€. An operator B € B(F) is
of class C"(A) if, for all u € A, the function

R — #
0 — 19Bu,

is of class C" (R) in the norm topology of .

Lemma 4.5 Let A be a self-adjoint operator and B a bounded operator on the Hilbert space A .
The following conditions are equivalent.

(i) Be B"(H).

(ii)) B and B* are of class C"(A).
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If one of these conditions is satisfied, then
k
dok

forallue # and k€{0,1,...,n}.

TA(B)u = TA(ad (B)u,

Proof. (ii)= (i) If0 — ri(B)u and 6 — TZ(B*) u are of class C" for all u € A4 then

" (B)u-Bu ,
lim ——— = Du, lim
h—0 h h—0 h

"B Yu-B*u
=Du,

define two linear operators D, D : # — Ff. Furthermore, for all u, v € #, we have

(v, 7" (B)u-Bu) @B v-B*ruw .
(v,Du) = lim = lim =(Dv,u),
h—0 h h—0 h

that is to say that D* = D. The Hellinger-Toeplitz theorem allows us to conclude that D is
bounded. For u € Dom(A)

ipaoe My —y e"Bu—Bu ~ e"Bu—Bu

Du=l1lime""B + =—-iBAu+1lim ——,
h—0 h h h—0 h

shows that Bu € Dom(A) and Du = iABu —iBAu. Lemma 4.2 allows us to conclude that B €
Bu(A) and D = ad 4B.
If ue # and v = e 94y then

9" B)yu-1%(B)u "(B)v-Bv

T .
lim = lime? 4" — 4 py=1%(D)u,
h—0 h h—0 h

and it follows from our hypothesis that 0 — T%(D) uis of class C"!, A similar argument shows
that the same is true for 6 — TZ(D*) u. By iteration it is thus easy to conclude that

k
dok
and that adfle € B(A) for k=0,...,n and in particular that B € 382 (AO).

(i) = (ii) Let B € B%(A). By Lemma 4.2, we have BDom(A) c Dom(A) and thus for all u €
Dom(A) we have

— 10 Bu= TA(adk ) u,

1 . . L .
0By~ 1% (B)u = f _e1(0+sh)ABe—1(0+sh)Auds:hf el O+s1Agq | (B)e-i@+s Ay 4.
0

0 S

This relation extends by continuity to all u € /. Furthermore, the strong continuity of the
unitary group generated by A gives

=19 (adA(B)) u+o(1),
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as t — 0. This allows us to write, for all u € /2,

6+h Bu-— 0 B 1
Ta ( )uh TA( )u:f ‘[ngSh(adA(B))Udszri(adA(B))u_'_o(l)'
0

We conclude that TZ(B) u is of class C! and that

d
@TZ(B)u =19 (ada(B) 1,

with ad4(B) € 88"~ (#). By iterating this argument we conclude that ri (B)u is of class C".
Lemma 4.3 implies that B* € 28/} (/) and we conclude that TZ(B*) u is also of class C". O

The next lemma provides a strong approximation result for iterated commutators in %’; ().

Lemma 4.6 Let A be a self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert space /€. For € € R*, we set

ieA _

Ag = € B(A).

For all B € B(A), the two following conditions are equivalent.
(i) BeBLHA).
(i) SUp,cp+ IIadﬁg (B)|| < co.

If one of these conditions is satisfied then

s—lim ad’} (B) =ad}(B).
£ £

Proof. One easily shows that
e (x5~ 1d)(B) = ad 4, (B)e ™4,

from which one deduces .
£"(1% ~1d)"(B) =ad); (B)e™ ", (76)

Newton’s formula

£ _ n_ = (7 _1\n—k_ke
TG =-Id" =) | |=D" 7,
k=0 k

thus allows us to write, for all u, v € A,

(u,ad} (B)v) = kz (Z)(—l)”"“s‘”(u, X (B)el" 1), 77)
=0
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For all u, v €e Dom(A®°) = mk>0D0m(Ak) the function
R30 — (u,7%(B)v) = (e79u, Be 94y),
is of class C*° and thus admits a Taylor expansion around 6 =0
n-1gj 0

0
w,5B)v) =) Faj(u, V) +
=1

n 1 . .
Y f (1-9""ape ™ u,e ™) ds, (78)
n—1):.Jo

where a; denotes the quadratic form defined on Dom(A*°) x Dom(A™) by

d] 0 d] —i6A —i0A .7 ] ] ! j—1 l
ai(u,v)= —(u,75B)V) = — (@ ""u,Be ") =i/ (-1)"(A’""u, BA'v).
! dgi A o= dOJ 0=0 ,20 I
(79)
Taking into account the fact that, for j =0,1,...,n—1, we have
" [n . .
Y| |0 = wo -1 =0,
k=0 x=1
we obtain, after inserting the series (78) into (77), the formula
= (n K k" ! 1 ikseA,, _i(n—ks)eA
(w,ad’} (B)v) =Y. P (G s f (19" a, (e *edy, ' kIedy) gs. (80)
‘ k=1 n: Jo

(i) = (ii) If B € B (H) then ad’}(B) € %(F). Lemma 4.5 implies that 6 — ri(B)u is of class
C" and that
an(u,v) = (u,ad’}(B)v).

Formula (80) implies the bound
I(u,adﬁg(B) vl =clulllvl IIadZ(B)II,
for all u, v € Dom(A®°) and a constant ¢. We deduce that

sup [lad’} (B)|l < oo,
ceR* ¢

and that, for all v € A,

ad” B)v= En (n) (_l)n—kn_knfl(l _ S)n—leikseAadn (B)ei(n_ks)EAUds
Ae - k n' 0 A .
k=1 !

It is then easy to conclude that

limad” Bv=3" |"|1"*~ ad? (B)v = ad? (BYv
gmad, 2k rada AlB)V.
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(ii) = (i) Suppose that sup,cp+ ||ad1’f‘E (B)|| = ¢ < o0o. For all u, v € Dom(A°) we have
an(e—ikseA u, el(n—ks)eA V) =i" i (n) (_l)j(e—ikseAAn—j u’Bei(n—ks)sAAj V),
j=o\J

from which we deduce

—ikse A u, el(n—ks)eA

lima; (e v) =ay(u,v).
e—0

Formula (80) thus implies
a,(u,v) = lir%(u, ad’} (B)v),
£— €

and therefore
lan(u, v)| < cllullllv].

Also, by writing the Taylor expansion (78) as
n-1 2] j o"

Zoﬁaj(u, v) = (u, 74B)v) -
= !

1 . .
(n — 1)' j(; (S_ l)n—lan(e—lsgAu’e—lSHAv) dS,

we deduce that there exists constants c; such that
laj(u, v)| = cjllullllvll.

In particular
lai(u, v)| = (Au, Bv) — (u, BAv)| < c1 llull v,

implies B € %4(#) and a;(u,v) = (u,ada(B)v) by Lemma 4.2. We can finish the proof by
induction. If B € Y, (#) for 1 < j < n then

|aj1 (u, v)| = (A, ad’, (B)v) — (u,ad’, (B) Av)| < cj 1 llull 1 v,
shows that B € %ﬁ“ (A). O

We finish this subsection with two results concerning the expansion of commutators which
will be very useful to us later on. The first is purely algebraic whereas the second, a simple
consequence of the Helffer-Sjostrand formula, is due to [ ] (see also [HS]).

Lemma 4.7 Let A be a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space # and B € 9,(/€). For all
z € Res(A) we have

n

; i/ (A-2)Jad,(B)(A-2)". (81)

n
[(A-2)7",B]=)_
j=1

Furthermore, BDom(A"") c Dom(A") and in particular, A" B(A—z)~™" € B(H€) forall z € Res(A).
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Proof. We prove (81) by induction on n. For n =1 we have

[(A-2) ', Bl=—-(A-2)"'[ABl(A-2) ' = i i(A-2z)"'ads(B)(A—-2)"".

For 1 < k < nwe set

Ce=) | |i/(A-2)'ad!(B),
j=1

and we assume that [(A—z) %, B] = Cr(A- z) 7k for all integers k such that 1 < k < n.

k
J

We may thus write

[(A-2) ¥ Bl=[(A-2)'(A- 275, B]

=(A-2)'[(A-2) 5 Bl+[(A-2) ", Bl(A-2)7F
=(A-27'CA-2 " +1(A-27 L, Bl(A-2)7F
=CrA-2) 1+ [(A-27 LB+ Crl(A-2)7F
=Cr(A-2)F 1= (A- 27V [A, B+ Crl(A-2) K !
= (Ck—(A-2"HAB+Cl) (A-2)7F 1,

and we easily verify that
Cr—(A—2)"'[A, B+ Cy] = Cra1,

which finishes the induction step.

By taking the adjoint, the identity (81) becomes
[B,(A-2)""l=) | . |-D/(A- Z)_"adfq(B) (A-2)7/,
j=1\J

from which we deduce

(A-2)"B(A-2) "= (;,l)(—i)jadi‘(B)(A— 27
Jj=0

O

Theorem 4.8 Let A be a self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert space /¢, B € B%(F) and [ €
C*(R) such that

n . k+2 . .
=Y suplFP@I+ Y [ /P @) dx < oo, (82)
j=0 x€R j=n
for some k = n. Then
nosj .
[f(A),B] = ZI% FP(Aad’, (B)+ Z,(f, A, B), (83)
p=B1
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where the remainder is given by

1

Rn(f, A B) = Wféf”(z) (A-2)""[ad’}(B),(A-2)'1dz Adz, (84)

where f is the almost-analytic extension of f of order k defined by (4). Furthermore, if B €
%Z“ (A), the remainder can also be written as

1

%n(f;A»B) = 271’i”+2

féf(z) (A-2) " tadi" (B)(A-2)"'dzAdz.

Remark. By taking the adjoint we obtain a similar formula

n o(_nj . . _
[f(A),Bl=-3 %adg(B)f(”(A) - Rn(f, A B*)".

j=1

Proof. We first consider f € C3°(R). Let f be the almost-analytic extension of order n given
by (4). The Helffer-Sjostrand formula (6) allows us to write

_ 1 (57 NS g
[f(A),B] = szaf(Z”B’ (A-z) 'ldzAndz.

A repeated use of the identity

lad’,(B), (A- 27" = (A- 2 '[A4,ad’,(B)](A— 2)!
= -i(A-2)tad (B)(A-2)7!

=—i(A-2)%ad} (B)-i(A-2)'[ad" (B), (A~ 2) 7],

and Formula (6) lead to
n — o~ . . .
[f(A),B] = Z (L_faf(z)(A—z)_l_] dznadz (—i)fadil(B)
s 2mi

1 (= . e
+Wf6f(z)(A—z) "lad}(B),(A-2)"'1dzAdz

- i L]'f(f) (Aad/,(B) + Zn(f, A B),
j=1J:
where £,, is given by (84).

We now consider f € C*(R) satisfying (82). Let ¢,,(x) = ¢(x/m) with ¢ € C°(] — 1,1[) being
such that 0 < ¢ < 1 and ¢(x) = 1 forall x € [1/2,1/2]. Then f, = f@, € CP M), lim,y, fo] (x) =
Y (x) for all x € R and (82) imply that sup,, g £ (x)] < 0o for all j € {0, ..., n}. The func-
tional calculus allows us to conclude that s - lim £9(4) = fU)(A) and in particular that

s = lim([fn(A), B] = [f(A), B].
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The estimate (5) allows us to obtain, starting from the representation of the remainder (84),

la A(B)II

1%20(f, A, B < fldf(x+1y)||y| 14z A dz

k+2

<cy f @I £ () dx.
=0

We deduce that
”*%n(f)AyB) _%n(fm;A;B)” = Cfgm(x) dx)

where we have set
k+2

gm(x) = Z<x>f =1 £ D ) = £ ).

Starting from the expansion

, . i (i o
fP0-flw=3 (;)f(”(x)(éﬂ —m U DpU=D(x/my),

1=0
we obtain the estimate

k+2

gmx) = Y (x)/™"" IZ( )f(l)(X)II(Sjl—m_(j_l)(p(j_l)(x/m)l

j=0
k+2

< Z<x>’ n=1 0 (x )|Z( )<x>f 16;1-m U DU (xim

k+2

< Z<x>l " 1If(”(x)IZ( )(6jz+<n’t>j'IM'(j'”<p(j'”(x/rrL))

k+2
<C' Y Pl =g,
1=0
and as (82) implies that g € L' (R) we can apply the dominated convergence theorem to con-

clude that
lim %2y (fyn, A B) = Zn(f, A, B).

The identity (83), with f = f,, is thus preserved in the limit m — oo, which proves (83) in the
general case.

Finally, we note thatif B € %Z“ (#) the remainder %, can also be written as

Ru(f, A B) = f@f(z)(A 2) "[ad’}(B),(A-2)'1dzAdz

n+1

n+2

= faf(z)(A 2) " tad" (B)(A-2) " dz A dz.
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4.1.3 The commutator of two self-adjoint operators

In this subsection we shall extend the discussion to commutators of type [A, H] where A
and H are self-adjoint operators on .#°. We shall start by studying commutators of the form
[A,(H-2)7"].

Lemma4.9 Let A be a self-adjoint operator and B a closed operator on the Hilbert space A .
Let Res(B) be the resolvent set of B and R(z) = (B — z)~L its resolvent.

(i) IfR(zp) € %Z(]ﬁ) for some z € Res(H) then R(z) € @Z(]ﬁ) for all z € Res(B).
(ii) For all z, zy € Res(B) we have
ada(R(2)) = (I + (z—2z9)R(2))ad 4(R(z0)) (I + (z — z9) R(2)).

This relation allows for the inductive calculation of adﬁ(R(z)) fork=2,...,n.

Proof. We set R = R(z), Ry = R(zp), and w = z— zj. The first resolvent equation R— Ry = wRR,
gives (I — wRy)~! = I+ wR. With the notation from the proof of Lemma 4.6 we have, for u €
Dom(A),

(I+wR)Au= lir%(I+ WR)Agu = lin&([+ wWR)A:(I— wRy)(I+ wR)u
£E— £E—
= lirr(l) (Ac(I+ wR)u— w(l+ wR)[Ag, Rol(I+ wR)u).
E—)

By applying Lemma 4.6 we obtain

lirr(l)AE(I+ wR)u=w({l+ wR)[A Ry)](I+ wR)u+ (I+ wR)Au,
g—»

which shows that (I + wR)u € Dom(A) and allows us to write
A+ wR)u=w{l+ wR)[A R+ wR)u+ I+ wR)Au,
or alternatively
ARu— RAu=(I+wR)[A, Ry](I+ wR)u.

Using Lemma 4.2 gives
[A,R] =+ wR)[A,Rol(I + wR),

which shows (i) in the particular case where n = 1 as well as (ii). To show (i) in the gen-
eral case we proceed by induction on n. Suppose assertion (i) holds for n < m and that
Ry € %zﬁl(%). We then have that Ry € %;f (#0) and the induction hypothesis allows us to
state that R € @2” (). ady, being a derivation, satisfies the Leibniz formula

ad?(BC) =Y (rllz)ad’f{(B) ad?" b (C),
k=0
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Since R = (I + wR)Ry we have

m
ad?(R) =Y (’I’z)ad’g(H wR)ad!" M (Ry),
k=0
which can also be written as
& m) g k
ad (R)(I - wRy) = kz . ad® (I+wR)ad|" " (Ry),
=0
or as
ad”(R) = mz_l "adk 1+ wR)ad”" ¥ (Ro) (I + wR 85
A - k A A 0 wR). (85)
k=0
We deduce that
ad”"*! (R) = mz_l (m) |wad$™ (R)ad "™ (Ro) (I + wR
A - k A A 0 wR)
k=0
+ k (m+1-k)
ad,(I+wR)ad) (Ro)(I+ wR)
+wad® (I + wR)ad?" P (Ry)ada(R) |,
and thus R € ,%2”1 (#), which validates the induction step. O

Lemma4.10 Let A and H be self-adjoint operators on the Hilbert space #€. If there exists z( €
Res(H) such that (H — z9) ™' € B (H) then f(H) € B',(F) for all f € C3°(R).

Proof. We set R(z) = (H-z)"! and Bl a,n = Maxg<p ||ad1’f‘B|| for B € BZ(JL”). Using For-
mula (85) we easily show that forn > 1

|z =zl

n+1
lad}R(2)|| = 1 +1z- 2" (1+ ) (n=1+1IRGzo)lan)".

Imz|
We may thus use the Helffer-Sjostrand formula to obtain

dzAadz
p—

ad” (f (H)) = f«; df(z)adR(2)
O

Definition 4.11 Let A be a self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert space /€. A self-adjoint operator
H on 7 is locally of class C" (A) (or of class C|! .(A)) if f (H) is of class C" (A) forall f € Ci°(R).

A self-adjoint operator H is thus of class C}! (A) if, for all u € # and for all f € Ci°(R) the

functionR>60 — Ti( f(H)u=f (TZ(H)) u is of class C". The following lemma is an immediate
corollary of Lemmas 4.5 and 4.10.
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Lemma4.12 Let A and H be self-adjoint operators on the Hilbert space /€. The two following
conditions are equivalent.

(i) H isofclassC

loc

(A).

(ii) There exists zo € Res(H) such that (H—-zy) ' € B(H).

In practice it is useful to have a criteria characterizing Cl’(l) C(A)—operators without reference to
their resolvents. Moreover, Mourre theory requires the commutator [A, H] to be defined as an
operator, at least locally (in the sense of the spectrum of H). To this end we introduce a scale
of Banach spaces.

Definition 4.13 Let H be a self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert space /¢, A = (I + |H|), and
s € R. We denote by #¢;, the Banach space obtained by completing Dom(A°®) equipped with the
norm

Il a5 = 1A ul].

For s = 0 we have ||u|lg,s = llull and the norm || - | g s is equivalent to the graph norm of the
closed operator A°. This implies that #, = Dom(A®) and that A® is an isometry from #;
onto . For s <0 the map u— A™°u extends continuously to an isometry from .#,° onto A
and

HOy x H° 3 (u, v) — (N u, A™°v) = (U, v), (86)

describes the duality between #;* and #,. We therefore obtain a scale of spaces
T} < HES, < F = 60 < A < A,

for 0 < s < ¢, all embeddings being dense and continuous. We note in particular that for all
seRonehas H e B(H5, 45 ") and (H—-2)~' € B(A5, #5) for z € Res(H).

Using the duality (86), we can associate to each continuous sesquilinear form ¢: Jfg{ X Jflfl —
C a unique operator Q € B(A}, #;;’) such that q(u, v) = (u,Qu) for all u, v € F%,.

Lemma4.14 Let A and H be self-adjoint operators on the Hilbert space /€, and set R(z) =
(H-z) ' IfHe C: .(A) then the following statements hold.

(i) Dom(A) nDom(H) is dense in A .
(ii) For all z € Res(H) and u, v € Dom(A) N Dom (H)
(Au,Hv) — (Hu, Av) = —((H-2)*u,[A,R(2)] (H — 2)v), (87)
(iii) There exists a constant ¢ such that
(Au, Hu) = (Hu, Aw)| < cllull;

for all u e Dom(A) nDom(H).
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(iv) The quadratic form defined on Dom(A)NnDom(H) by the left hands side of Eq. (87) extends
continuously to a bounded quadratic form on Jfé

Proof. (i) Lemma 4.12 shows that H € CI’Z)C(A) implies that R(zp) € 9';(#) for some zg €
Res(H). Since Dom(A) is dense in # and R(zp)* = R(zp) is injective we may conclude that
R(zp)Dom(A) is dense. We finish the proof of assertion (i) by remarking that Lemma 4.2 im-
plies that R(zp)Dom(A) c Dom(A) while the inclusion R(zp)Dom(A) < Dom(H) is evident.

(i) For all u, v € Dom(A)NnDom(H) and z € Res(H) we may write, with A, defined as in Lemma
4.6,

((H-2)"u,[Ae, R(I(H - 2)v) = (H-2)"u, Acv) = (A u, (H— 2)v) = (Hu, Agv) — (A—cu, Hv).

The proof of (ii) is obtained by taking the limit € — 0 and invoking Lemma 4.6.
(iii) is an immediate consequence of (ii) and the fact that [A, R(z)] is bounded.

(iv) follows directly from (iii). O

Definition 4.15 Let A and H be self-adjoint operators on the Hilbert space € such that 2 =
Dom(A) nDom(H) is dense in A . If the sesquilinear form

DxD>3{u,v)y— (Au, Hv) — (Hu, Av),

extends continuously to a bounded form on J¢};, we denote by | A, H] the operator associated
with this extension, and we write [A, H] € B(A: ,Jfﬁs).

Remark 4.1 If [A, H] € B(A ,Jfﬁs) for some s = 0 then the operator f(H)i[A, H]f(H) is
bounded on # for all f € C3°(R). In general however, we can not claim that it is self-adjoint.

Lemma 4.14 stipulates that if H € C (A) then [A, H] € BB(#};, #5;'). The converse is not true
without an additional assumption. One possibility is given by the following result.

Lemma4.16 Let A and H be self-adjoint operators on the Hilbert space /€ and set R(z) =
(H - z)"!. The two following conditions are equivalent.

(i) He C}

loc

(A).
(i) [A, H] € B(A} ,Jﬁﬁl) and there exists zo € Res(H) such that
R(zg)Dom(A) c Dom(A), and R(zg)Dom(A)<Dom(A).

If one of these conditions is satisfied, then for each real measurable function f such that

sup (1+[ED|f(E)| <oo,
EeSp(H)

the operator f(H)ilA, H] f (H) is bounded and self-adjoint on #€. Furthermore, if g € Ci°(R) is
such that g(E) = E for all E € supp(f), then

FUDI[A, HIf(H) = f(H)ada(g(H)) f(H). (88)

88



A Geometric Approach to the Landauer-Biittiker Formula

Proof. (i) = (ii) is a direct consequence of the preceding remark and Lemmas 4.14, 4.12, and
4.2.

(ii) = (i) By setting C = [A, H] we may write
(Au, (H - z9)v) — ((H - zo) u, Av) = (Au, Hv) — (Hu, Av) = (14, Cv),

forall u, v € Dom(A)nDom(H). Since R(zg)Dom(A) c Dom(A)NnDom(H) and R(zy)Dom(A) c
Dom(A) nDom(H) by hypothesis, we also have

(AR(zo)u, (H — 20) R(20) v) — ((H — zo) R(z0) u, AR (2z0) V) = (R(z0) u, CR(20) V),

that is,
(AR(zg)u, v) — (u, AR(zp) V) = (R(zp) 4, CR(z) V),

or also
(u, R(zp) Av) — (Au, R(z0)v) = (1, R(20) CR(20) V).

It follows from C € B(H#},, #;;") and R(zo) € B(H, #};) N B(H;, H€) that R(zg) CR(zo) €
B(A), and the last identity shows that R(zp) € %}4(%@). The proof is finished by invoking
Lemma 4.12.

To prove the final assertions of the lemma we note that f(H) € B(H, ;)N B(H ', #) since
A f(H) is bounded. This shows that f(H)[A, H] f(H) is bounded. By Lemma 4.14 we have

(i, [A Hlv) = =((H-2)"u,[A R(2)(H - 2)v),
forall u,ve Jf}l and z € Res(H). Thus
(f(Hu,[A HIf(Hv)=-(H-2)" f(Hu,[A R(2)](H-2) f(Hv),

for all u,v € A#. Since Ef(E) = g(E) f(E) for all E € R we may, without loss of generality, sup-
pose that g is real and write the preceding relation as

(f(Hu,[A HIf(H)v) = —(u, f(H)(g(H) - 2)[A,R(2)](g(H) — 2) f(H)v).
Lemma 4.6 allows us to write
fH)(g(H) - 2)[AR(2)(g(H)—2)f(H)v =}:iil%f(H)(g(H)—Z)[Ag,R(Z)](g(H) -2)f(H)v,

and a simple calculation shows that f(H)(g(H) — 2)[As, R(2)1(g(H) —2) f(H)v = —[g(H), A¢]v.
Since g(H) € B4(#) we may once again invoke Lemma 4.6 to obtain

}?iil(l)[g(H),Ag] v=I[g(H),Alv,
and conclude that
(f(Hu,[AHIf(Hv)=(f(Hu,[A gH)If(Hv),

89



Ben Saad, Pillet

which proves (88). Finally, since ad 4 is a *-derivation (Lemma 4.3), ad 4(g(H)) is self-adjoint
and so is f(H)ada(g(H)) f (H). O

In practice it is often much easier to compute iterated commutators of Awith H than adﬁ((H -
z)™1) and to verify the invariance of Dom(H) by the group e!’4 than that of Dom(A) by the
resolvent (H — z) 1. The following results are therefore important in this cases.

Lemma4.17 Let A and H be self-adjoint operators on the Hilbert space #. The following
statements hold ife®“Dom(H) c Dom(H) for all6 € R.

(i) Dom(A®) nAE}, is dense in F}, for all s € [-1,1].

(ii) Foralls€ [0,1] and 0 € R we have €765, « 7¢5,. The restriction of €4 to 75, defines a
strongly continuous, quasi-bounded group on #C},. Its generator Ay is given byDom(Ay) =
{ue /6 |ue Dom(A), Au € A}} and Asu = Au for all u € Dom(Ajy).

(iii) For alls € [0,1] and 0 € R the operator el%4 extends continuously to Jf;ls . This extension

defines a strongly continuous, quasi-bounded group on #;,° which we denote again by

e%4. Irs generator A_; is the closure of A in 76;°.

(iv) Foralls€[0,1], u€ 7.5, ve F5 and 0 € R, (€94u,e4v) = (u,v). In particular A} =
.A—s-

Proof. To simplify our proof, we shall assume that ./ is separable and we refer the reader
to proposition 3.2.5 of [ | for the general case. By hypothesis, the operator AelfAN—T g
defined everywhere on .#2. We easily verify that its graph is closed. This operator is thus
bounded, which is equivalent to saying that e/ is bounded on #},. We thus have €4 €
@(‘7515) N %(Jfg) from which we deduce e'?4 € %(Jff{) for all s € [0,1] by interpolation.

Since # is separable it has a dense countable subset 2. The sets 2. = {A™ v/ ||v| | v € Dy, v #
0} c A and Z_ = {v/||A°v||v e Dy, v # 0} c A are countable and dense in the unit spheres
of #;;°. For all 6 € R we thus have

i60A i0 A
e’ Iy = sup [(u, e v)|.

(U, VYED_XxD 4
Since Z_ x @, is countable and 0 — |(u,e'?4v)] is continuous and thus measurable for all
(u,vy € 2_x Dy c A x A, the functions f.(0) = log |etifA| A7) are measurable. They are
sub-additive (f. (0 +0) < f.(0) + f+(0")) and thus bounded on all compact intervals (see, for
example, Theorem 7.4.1 in [ P]). We easily conclude that forall 6 >0, 6 =0,

£0) 58|fi(6)|

+ sup fi(9),
9€[0,5]

which shows that the group €4 is quasi-bounded on 4,

IASe AN = 1€ g es) < Me??), (89)
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for some constants M and w and all 8 € R. For u € 4 and € > 0 we set
242 _ ©
U =e e A /41/[:7[ l/Zf e 9 elEﬁAud’ﬁ.
—00

We easily show that, for all u € A, lim,_.¢ || us — ull = 0. Furthermore, the bound (89) implies
luellm,s < cllullg,s for a constant ¢ and € €]0,1]. Since # is dense in Jfﬁs we may conclude
that u, converges to u in the weak topology of ;. It follows that 2 = {u. |u € #},,€ > 0} is
dense in / and thus in /. The identity

i _ X 9_p/02  _92)

—00

and the bound (89) lead to

: _ X0 _9_pre? 92
” (BIHA _ I) uE”Hys <7 1/2f ‘e (9-01/¢) —e 9 Megll()lw”u”[—[,sd’a.
—00

We deduce that limg_.g || €4 — Dyl s =0forall ue 2. The bound (89) and the density of 2

allow us to conclude that § — €4 is strongly continuous on Ay, Let Ag be the generator of
this group. If u € Dom(A;) then

elHA U—1u 0
i0 H.s '

lim

—Asu
00 s

We conclude that u € Dom(A) and that Au = Ayu € ;. Conversely, if u € Dom(A) n A, and
v = Au € A}, then the identity

i0A 1

eu—u .

_——UZf (e”HA—I)vdt,
i0 0

the bound (89), and the continuity of ¢ — el®4yin Jff_[ allow us to conclude that u € Dom(Ay).
Finally we note that 2 < Dom(A™) N #,, which finishes the proof for assertions (i) and (ii)
for se[0,1].

By duality (T%u, v) = (u,e%4v) defines a strongly continuous, quasi-bounded group on HCp .
Furthermore, T% = 714 on the dense subspace # c SO . 79 is thus the unique continuous
extension of €4 to #,;°. Since Dom(A) is dense in # it is also dense in #,,°. Furthermore it

i6A

is invariant by T?. It is thus a core for the generator A of T? (see Theorem X.49 in [RS2]). The
same argument applies to Dom(A*). The assertions (ii) for s € [-1,0] and (iii) are proven.
Assertion (iv) is an immediate consequence of the duality. O

With a small abuse of notation, we shall denote by A the generator A; when the space on
which it acts is clearly determined by the context. Similarly, A, will denote the element of
9B (A})) corresponding to the restriction (for s > 0) or the continuous extension (for s < 0) of
the operator (i) ™! (e4 - 1) on Jfﬁ

91



Ben Saad, Pillet

Under the hypotheses of Lemma 4.17, if B € B(A; ,Jfg) with s, s’ € [-1,1], then one has
B* € B(H°, #7) and
(Au,Bv)— (B* u, Av),

defines a quadratic form on Dom(A_y) x Dom(Ay). If there exists a constant ¢ such that, for
all (u, v) e Dom(A_gy) x Dom(Ajy),

|(Au, Bv) — (B*u, Av)| < cllullg—¢ 1Vl ms)
then there exists an operator C € (A ,Jfl‘f}) such that
(Au,Bv) — (B* u, Av) = (u,Cv).

In this case we shall write C = [A, B] and, when this construction can be iterated, we define
adX (B) e B(#; ,#;) as before.

Definition 4.18 Let A and H be self-adjoint operators on the Hilbert space # such that, for all
0 € R, el Dom(H) c Dom(H). For all n € N, we denote

BNFES, F) = B € B, 705 |adk (B) € B(AS, 7#5),k=0,...,n).

In particular B(HE5, 75) = BYFES, F€5) and Ba(HE5,, F5) = BLFES, FE5).

Lemma4.19 Let A and H be self-adjoint operators on /€ such that e?4Dom(H) < Dom(H)
forallO e R.

(i) Be QBZ(JL”S ,Jfﬁ;) ifand only if sup g+ IIadﬁg (B) ”38(,;@0 < 0o and in this case

S TES)
ad’}(B)v = liII(l) ad} (B)v,
PN £
in 765, for all v e #5,.
(ii) B € Bs(SE; ,Jfﬁ;) ifand only if B* € %A(ﬁﬁs',%ﬁs). Furthermore

ads(B*) =ada(B)".

(iii) If B € BA(FES, F65,) and C € Ba(FES, HE5,) then BC € Ba(HE5, #5) and

ad4(BC) =ad4(B)C+ Bad(C).

Proof. The proof of Lemma 4.6 is easily adapted to prove assertion ().

(ii) is a direct consequence of the identity

(Au,Bv) — (B* u, Av) = —(Av, B*u) — (Bv, Au).
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(iii) For {u, v) € Dom(A_g) x Dom(A,) we have
(Au,BCv)— (C*B*u, Av) = lg%(A_gu,BCv) —(C*B*u, Agv)

= lii%(u, A;BCv—BCA.D)

= li_rg(u, [A¢, BICv + B[Ag, Clv)

= —liil(l)([A_g,B*]u,CU) +£E%(B* u,[Ag Clv).
The assertions (i) and (i7) allows us to conclude that

l@)[A_E,B*] u=I[AB" lu=-[AB]"u,
in #;* and that
lii%[Ag,C] v=I[ACly,

in Jflfll It is then easy to finish the proof. O

Definition 4.20 Let A and H be self-adjoint operators on the Hilbert space /€ such that, for
all 6 € R, e%4Dom(H) c Dom(H). An operator B € B(H , FE), with s,s' € [-1,1], is of class
C"(A; H;s,8") if, for all v € A, the function

/

R — TS
0 — elHABe—leAv’

isof class C".

Lemma 4.21 Let A and H be self-adjoint operators on the Hilbert space /€ such that, for all
6 € R, e®4Dom(H) c Dom(H). For an operator B € B(H: , 7Cy,), the following are equivalent

(i) BEC"(A;H;s,s") and B* € C(A; H;—s',—s).
(ii) B € B"AE,TEL).

If one of these statements holds, then

d* o4 i0a i6A, 1k —i6A
We Be v=e""ad)(B)e v,
fork=1,...,nandve 7},
Proof. The strategy is identical to that of the proof of Lemma 4.5 O

Theorem 4.22 Let A and H be self-adjoint operators on the Hilbert space # such that, for all
0 € R, e“Dom(H) c Dom(H).
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(i) HeCL (A) ifand only if H € Ba(H}, 75).

loc

(ii) If H € B} (7}, 7€) then He C' (A).
Proof. (i) By combining Lemmas 4.6 and 4.19, it suffices to show that for z € Res(H),

sup [[[Ag, R(2)]]| < 0o <= sup [[[Ae, Hll g1 -1y <©00.
geR* geR* i

For all s € R, R(z) is an isomorphism of /), into Jflflﬂ, with inverse H — z. For u € Jf}l the
identity

[Ae, Hlu=[A¢, H-zlu=A:(H-2)u— (H—-2)Acu = (H - 2) [R(2) Ae — AcR(2)] (H - 2) u,

implies
1 Ae, Hll et ety < NH = 2l gt ey 1A, RN H = 2l 37,5715

and thus sup,cp+ [[Ag, R(2)]]l < 00 = sup,cp: I[As, H] ||%(J£}{,Jf,;l) < oo. Conversely, we have,
for ue A,

[Ae, R(2)]u = R(2) [HA; — AcHI R(2) u,
which implies
I [Ae, R(2)]]l = ||R(Z)||@(ﬁgl)”)|l[AE)H]”@(Jf[{ﬁjf;[l)”R(z)”,@(jﬁjf}l)y
and thus sup g+ [ A¢, HI II(%(%}P”;) <00 = Sup,cp+ I [Ae, R(2)]]l < oo.

(ii)Let ze Res(H) and R= (H-2z)"L. We easily show, by induction on k, that

adj (R) = Zlk Zk ) | Radyl (H)Rad} (H)R---ad} (H)R,
1+t =

where the C](Cll) Kk, are numerical coefficients. Since

lad, (DRI < llad§,_ (Il 1 ey | Rl g0, 71
Lemma 4.19 implies that if H € 932 (AL, ) we have

sup [lad} (R)Il < oo,

ceR*

and Lemma 4.6 allows us to conclude that R € C"(A). Finally, Lemma 4.12 shows that H €
(A). O
loc
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4.2 The Mourre estimate
The following definition is due to Mourre [V 1].

Definition 4.23 Let H and A be self-adjoint operators on the Hilbert space /€.

(i) H satisfies a Mourre estimate at E € R with the conjugate operator A if there exists0 >0, a
function g € C3°(R) and a compact operator K such that0< g <1, g(E) =1 and

g(H)ilH, Alg(H) = 0g(H)* + K. (90)

(ii) Let O c R be open. H satisfies a Mourre estimate on O with the conjugate operator A if, for
all E € O, H satisfies a Mourre estimate with the conjugate operator A at E.

(iii) If it is possible to take K = 0 in (90), we say that H satisfies a strict Mourre estimate at E
(respectively on O) with the conjugate operator A.

The following lemma shows that the set of E at which H satisfies a (strict) Mourre estimate
with the conjugate operator A is open.

Lemma 4.24 If H satisfies a (strict) Mourre estimate at E € R, there exists an open interval A 3 E
such that (90) is satisfied with g = 1, the indicator function of A (and K =0).

Proof. By hypothesis, there exists 8 > 0, g € C;°(R) such that 0 < g <1, g(E) = 1, as well
as a compact operator K satisfying (90). There thus exists § > 0 such that A =]E-§,E +6[c
g_l(]1/2, 1]). It follows that 0 < h = 1p/g < 2 and in particular that i(H) is bounded. By
multiplying (90) on both sides by h(H) we obtain

1a(H)i[H, Al15(H) 2 017 (H) + K,

where K’ = h(H)Kh(H) is compact (and vanishes if K = 0). m|

The first consequences of the Mourre estimate concern the singular spectrum of H (see [V 1]).

Theorem 4.25 We suppose that a self-adjoint operator H on the Hilbert space /€ satisfies a
Mourre estimate on the open set O c R with the conjugate operator A.

(i) IfH € Clloc(A) and I < O is compact then Sp,,(H) N I is finite. This set is empty if the
Mourre estimate is strict on 1.

(ii) IfH € C} (A) then Spy.(H) N O is empty.

Proof. We essentially follow the proofin [M1].

(i) For all E € O we denote by Ag 3 E the interval described in Lemma 4.24. We thus have the

Mourre estimate
1a, (Hi[H, Al1a,(H) 2 01, (H) + KE, 91)
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for a constant 6 > 0 and a compact operator Kg. We fix fg € Ci°(R) such that fg(x)1a,(x) = x
forall x € Ag.

If Ep € Sppp (H) N A, Hu = Epu and |lul = 1 we have 15, (H)u = u and fg(H)u = Eou. Since
HeCl _(A), [A, fg(H)] is bounded and Lemmas 4.6 and 4.5 imply

(u,ilfe(H), Alu) = lir%(u,i[fE(H),Ag]u) = iEoliI%(u, Acu)— (Afu,u) =0
£— £—
Identity (88) and the Mourre estimate (91) allow us to write
0= (u,ilfe(H), Alu) = (u, 17, (Hi[H, Allp,(H)u) = 0 + (u, K u),

and thus
0<0g=<|(u,Kgul. (92)

Suppose now that Sp,,,(H) N A is infinite. There thus exists a sequence Ej, € Sp,,,(H)NAg and
a corresponding orthonormal sequence u,, of eigenvectors. It follows that w —nlim un =0and,

since Kg is compact, lim, || Kg u,| = 0. We deduce that
0<0fp <|(un, Kguy)| < IKguuyll — 0 (n— 00),

a contradiction which shows that Sppp (H) N Ag is finite.

We have shown that every E € O has an open neighborhood Ag such that ApnSp,, (H) is finite.
If I < O is compact there exists a finite set & c O such that

Ic U AE,
Ee&

and we conclude that Sp,,(H) N I is finite.

If the Mourre estimate is strict on I then Kg = 0 for all E € I and (92) leads to a contradiction
which forces us to conclude that Ag N Sp,,(H) is empty and in particular that E ¢ Sp,,(H).

(ii) Let E € O\ Sp,,(H). Assertion (i) implies that there exists 6 > 0 such that |[E—-6,E +5[c
O\ Sppp(H) By denoting P, = 11g—_¢ g+ (H) we thus have w hm P, = 0 and consequently

lim,_¢ || P KP;|| = 0. We deduce that if € is small enough then ||P KP | <6/2 and
. 7]
P.i[H, A]P; =0P, + P.KP; = EPS = 0.
In the following, we fix such an €, we set I =]E —¢/2, E + €/2] and we denote

Qy ={(z,u) e C\R xR|Rez € I,sign (1) = sign (Imz),0 < |ul <y},

where the constant y > 0 will be fixed later. We also choose a function g € C3°(1E - ¢, E + €])
such that0<g<1and g=1on [E-3¢e/4, E+3¢e/4]. We thus have

0
Q=g(H)i[H,Alg(H) = Eg(H)2 =0. (93)
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Since H € CllOC (A), Lemma4.16 implies that Q is abounded self-adjoint operator. The operator

K, = H—-ipQ is thus closed on Dom(H). For (z, u) € Qy we have
el (K — 2)ull = 1(w, (K, — 2w = Im(u, (H—ipQ - 2)w)| = [Im 2 |ul?,
for all u € Dom(H). We deduce
lull < Imz| ™ (K, — 2)ull, (94)

so that Ker (K, — z) = {0}. We show that this inequality also implies that Ran (K, — z) is closed.
If v, = (K, — 2)u,, for a sequence u, € Dom(H) and if lim, v, = v then (94) implies that || u, —
Umll < lvy—vmll/|Im(z)| which shows that u,, is Cauchy. Let u = lim,, u,. Since K,,—zis closed,
it follows that u € Dom(K},) = Dom(H), v = (K, — z)u and thus that v € Ran (K, — z).

If u € Ran (K, — z)+ then, for all v € Dom(H), we have
(u, (K, —2)v) = (u, Hv) — (u, (z+ipQ)v) =0,

and thus
[(u, Hv)| < (2] + |l 1 QID Il zell [ vl

We deduce that u € Dom(H) and that
(H=-z+ipQ)u,v) =0,

for all v € Dom(H). It follows that u € Ker (K_, —Z) and since (z, —u) € Q, it follows that u = 0.
We have thus shown that Ran (K, — z) = #. The inverse operator

Gul2) = (Ky—2)7,
being closed with domain ./ is bounded. Furthermore, we clearly have G,(z)* = G_,(2).
The Mourre estimate (93) further gives

2
Gu(2)* g(H)*Gy(2) < 5 0u(@7QGu(2)

< %Gu(z)* (Imz + pQ)Gy(2) (95)
i *
= @(GN(Z) - Gu(2),

from which we conclude that || g(H)Gu(z)II2 < 2||Gu(2)[1/6|ul. Using the second resolvent
identity G,(z) = Go(2)(I +iuQGy(2z)) we can write

Gu(2)*Gul2) = Gu(Z)*g(H)ZGp(Z) +Gu(2)"(1 - g(H)*)Gy(2) (I + iuQGy(2)).
Since Go(z) = (H — z)~! and dist(I,supp(1 — g%)) = €/4, the functional calculus yields the esti-
mate || (1 - g(H)Z)Go(z) | <4/efor Rez € I and we obtain
2

1Gu ()] <
g 01l

4
1Gu (D)l + E(l +pllQINGL (D IDIGL2)].
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Rewriting the last inequality as

(1_4IIQIIIHI 4|l
€

2
) luGu ()| = 9 + e

itis easy to conclude that

2 €+20y
sup [[uGu(2)| =

—— <00, (96)
(z,1EQy 0 €_4||Q||Y

provided we impose y < €/4]|Q].

We shall denote T = |A+i|~!, A = (1 +|H]|), and we shall use the notation introduced in Defi-
nition 4.13 in what follows.

Multiplying the inequality (95) on both sides with T gives
Ig(H)Gu(2) T|1* < 2 ITGu(2)TI.
© Blﬂl ©

Since g(H)A2g(H) < Cg(H)?, it follows that there exists a constant C; such that
|g(H)Gu(@) Tl g0, 71 < LRI I TG TN, 97)

for all (z, u) € Q.

Using again the second resolvent equation, we can write
IAQ-g(H)Gu(DIl = 1AL - g(HD)Go(2) I (I + 1 QNG (21D,
and the functional calculus and inequality (96) yield

Co= sup [(I-gH)Gu(@) gz 71, < o0 (98)
(z,11y€Qy H

By combining this last estimate and (97) we obtain

”GH(Z)T”@(%)”I{I) = ||g(H)Gy(Z)T”gg(;f,JfII{) +[1(1- g(H))G,u(Z)”@(ﬁo,;fl{l) 1Tl
< Cilpl M TGL (2 TIY + . (99)

Since Ran G,,(z) = Dom(H) = #;,, and [H, A] € BB(7},, #;;") by Lemma 4.16, the identity
Q=1lH, Al - g(H)ilH, Al(1 - g(H)) — (1 - g(H))i[H, Alg(H) — (1 - g(H))i[H, Al(I - g(H)),

may be substituted into

diu TGu(2) T =1TG,(2)QGu(2)T,
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to obtain, using (97) and (98),

< ITGu(2)[H, AlGu(2) T (100)

d
76T

+ G2 IH, Alll g1, ety (Co+2C1 Il 2 TGu(2) TIM).
To estimate the first term on the right hand side of this inequality, we decompose
[H, A] = [K, — z, Al +iu[Q, A].
Let f € C;°(R) be such that f(x)g(x) = xg(x). By invoking Lemma 4.16 we remark that
[Q, Al =i[A, g(H)[A, f(H)]g(H)]
=ig(H)[A, f(H)][A, g(H)] +i[A, g(DI[A, f(H)]g(H) +ig(H)[A, [A, f(H)]I1g(H),
and since H € Clz0 .(A), we can conclude that [Q, A] is bounded. The estimate (99) gives us
ITGL(DIuIQ, AIGL(R) T < 1Q, Al (C1ITGL(R) TIM + Colul'?)*. (101)
Also, the identity
Gu(2)[K, — z, AlGu(2) = [A, Gu(2)],
and the estimate (99) allows us to write
I1TGu(2)[Ky — 2, AIGu ()TN = IT[A, Gu(ITI
SIGu@ TN+ ITGL() (102)
<2(ClIul I TGL (R TIM? + Cy).

By combining (101) and (102) in (100) we obtain, after taking into account (96), the following
differential inequality.

ITGu(2) T|IM?
|ﬂ|1/2

valid for all {z, u) € Q) and where a, b, ¢ are positive constants. Setting ¢(u) = [| TG, (2) T'|| we
can write, forO< p<pp <y,

)

d
LT

<a+blTG,(2) Tl +c

"
O(W) < P (o) +f 0(a+ bp) +cv 1 2pm) %) dv
' Ho 1/2 1/2
<O = (¢(N0)+duo)+f (bp(v) +cv™ " “p(v) ) dv.
o

With ¥ (u) = CD(,u)e_b(”O_”), we easily compute

d
@‘P(ﬂ) = (b(® (W) — p(w) — cu™2p(u)?)) e PHo=H
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Introducing v (u) = cu~'/2e~PHo=1/2 e can rewrite this last inequality as

i\If(u) > -y (W W'
du '

and from this we get that

i vz 1
g YW= v,

After integration, we obtain
1 [Ho
Y < W) + > f y(v)dv,
7
and since ¥ (ug) = ®(uo) = P(uo) + apo,

Ho
u

Finally, we get

< &P (o) + apo)'* + g[ﬂo v 12eblv=pI2 4y
0

and it is straightforward to check that the same estimate is valid for —y < —pp < u < 0. We have
thus shown that sup, WeQ, ITG,(2)T|l < oo, and in particular that

sup ITH-2)"'T| < oo.
Re(2)el,Im (z)#0

Invoking a covering argument, we easily show that, for any compact set I < O\ Sp,,,(H),

c= sup | T(H-2)"'T| <oo. (103)
Re (2)el,Im(z)#0

Since Ran (T) = Dom(A) is dense in .7, we can conclude that I N Sp,.(H) is empty. O

4.3 Propagation estimates

The Mourre estimate provides a very efficient method to derive propagation estimates, which
are essential ingredients of the time-dependent approach to scattering theory. We shall also
use these estimates in our derivation of the Landauer-Biittiker formula.

The first result is a simple corollary of the proof of Theorem 4.25 (see [VI2, D.
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Corollary 4.26 Let H be a self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert space €. If H satisfies a Mourre
estimate on the open set O c R with the conjugate operator A and if H € Clz0 (A) then, for any
function g € C3°(O\ Spy,,(H)) there exists a constant C such that

f 11+ AHV2e M Hg(Hyu|2dr < Cllul?, (104)

forallue 7.

Proof. Let g € C°(O\Sp,,(H)) and set I = suppg. The hypotheses of Theorem 4.25 being
satisfied and (1 +|A|)~1(1 + A%)1/2 being bounded, the inequality (103) implies

sup A+ A) V2 H-27 10+ AH 2| < o0
Re(2)el,Im (z)#0

It follows that (1 + A%)~1/2 is H-smooth on I (compare with Eq. (12)). The operator (A% +
1)_1/2g(H) is thus H-smooth, and (104) follows. O

Our main tool in controlling the dynamics is the propagation estimate of Sigal-Soffer [SiSo]
(see also [HSS] and Section 4.12 of [D(]). Recall that if A is a self-adjoint operator then F(A <
a) denotes the spectral projection Ej_n 4 (A), etc.

Proposition 4.27 Let A and H be self-adjoint operators on the Hilbert space # such that:

(i) HeC _(A) foran integer n=2.

(ii) H satisfies a strict Mourre estimate with the conjugate operator A on the open set O Cc R.
Then, forall s < n—1 and g € C5°(0), there exist constants 9 > 0 and ¢ such that
IF(xA<a-b+9te ™ g(H)F(xA=a)| <c(b+91)~%, (105)

forallaeR,b=0andt=0.

5 Non-equilibrium steady states

In this section, we reconsider the problem of constructing nonequilibrium steady states for
an open system of quasi-free fermions driven by extended reservoirs. Like the Authors of
[ , N1, we follow Ruelle’s scattering approach [R2, R3]. The originality of the present work
is in the use of time dependent scattering theory, inspired by the approach of Avron et al. to
the related problem of adiabatic charge pumping | l.

The stationary approach to scattering used in [ , N1 has the advantage of providing ex-
plicit representations of certain objects (Moller operators, scattering matrix). It thus allows for
fairly simple and direct calculations. On the other hand, it requires quite strong assumptions,
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Figure 3: An ideal Fermi gas on a geometric structure 91 structure.

specifically some trace conditions on the coupling between the system and the reservoir. Fur-
thermore, it does not provide any control on the singular continuous spectrum. The absence
of this spectral component is part of the assumptions of | ]. Our time-dependent ap-
proach is base on Mourre theory. It simultaneously gives us control over the singular spec-
trum, propagation estimates, and the property of local Kato-Smoothness which provide the
construction of complete Moller operators and unitary scattering matrix.

5.1 Model and hypotheses

We consider an ideal Fermi gas confined to a connected geometric structure 9J1. This struc-
ture may be a domain 9t c R or a finite dimensional Riemannian manifold which we shall
assume is itself embedded in a Euclidean space R?. We shall suppose that 9 is the disjoint
union of a a compact subset G and of M infinite tubular or cylindrical branches fRy,...9R
(see figure 3).

The fermions visiting the compact part & < 9 form the small system .#. The reservoirs
R1,...,2% consist in the fermions contained in the infinitely extended branches Ry, ..., R .
In the context of mesoscopic physics, % is a sample connected to the electronic reservoirs
Z . We denote by .# the one-particle Hilbert space of the system, and by H its one-particle
Hamiltonian, a self-adjoint operator on /.

The system is described by the C*-algebra & = CAR(#) equipped with the group of Bogoli-
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06,

063

Figure 4: Decoupling of the sample &. Appropriate boundary conditions are imposed on the
fictitious walls 0&.

ubov automorphisms

tl(a(f)) = ae'™ f).

To apply scattering theory to this system requires the definition of a reference dynamics. A
possible approach consists in decoupling the compact part G from the extended branches
<R by imposing boundary conditions on fictitious walls & surrounding G (see Figure 4).
We then obtain a new Hamiltonian H,ef which will serve as reference. This is essentially the
approach followed in [ ] for example. However, this method has a serious disadvantage.
In fact, the scattering matrix obtained in this way depends a priori on the largely arbitrary
method used to perform the decoupling, i.e. the position of the decoupling walls, as well as
the boundary conditions imposed at these walls. We shall avoid this difficulty by adopting a
more geometric approach. We shall consider each reservoir as part of a larger system, a kind
of super-reservoir, by immersing each branch 3 in a reference structure Ry (see Figure 5).
In this context, the two Hilbert spaces formalism of scattering theory applies. The advantage
of this method is in the fact that the scattering matrix only depends on the geometry of the
reservoirs and not on artificial decoupling techniques.

Let us now formulate our main hypotheses.

(H1) Submersion. For k € {1,..., M} there exists a Hilbert space ffk as well as a family of iden-
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Ry
/T

Figure 5: Submersion of the super-reservoir 97{1 into the extended branch R; of 9t . The
parameter r describes the depth of this submersion.
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tification operators {M, | r >0} ¢ B(H, ). We denote by M}/ () — ]](Cr)jzg ) their polar
decompositions, with )((r) = M| = (M M)V2. We also set x\) = (M MV*)12,
15:) = ](r)*](r) and l(r) = ](r)](r)* We assume that:
M 1M =1.
(ii) I§€r+1) < X;:)Z and lgcr+1) < chr)Z.
(i) J* 77 =0for k# L.
(iv) I;CS) < i;cr) ifo<r< sands—limig) =0.
r—o0
) 1(3) < 1(” ifo<r<sands—1lim1{" =o.
r—oo K

(vi) ](r)l(s) = 1(5)](” = ],(CS) for0<r<s.

76, is the Hilbert space of the super-reservoir and M ](Cr ) is the operator which maps one half

of this super-reservoir 2 into 9. The parameter r describes the “depth” of this submersion.
One can also think of r as describing the “position” of a fictitious interface between the system
G and the reservoir Z. (see Figure 5).

The properties of the polar decomposition imply that the operator ],(Cr) is a partial isometry
with initial space

A =Ran (M"*) = Ker (M{")* =Ran (7\)" = Ker (7{")* =Ran(J\"*) =Ker )",
and final space

76" = Ran (M) = Ker (M\"*)* = Ran (y\")" = Ker (y\")* = Ran (J{") =Ker (J/{"")*.

T} (N* js the inverse isometry. l(r ) is the orthogonal projection of . onto Jf(” while T(r )
is the orthogonal projection of Jfk onto J?m. In particular, since )((r) =20 and | )((r)zll =
IMI* M| = 1M = 1 one has 0 < ¥ < I and since Ran (}\")® = Ran(1{") we easily
verify the 1nequaht1es

0=y <3 =1V<1 0=y =V =<10 <y, (106)
forr=0.Ifue Ranigcr *D we deduce from (106) and Property (ii) that
0= (u,(-¥u <, U-¥u =A™ -3 uw <o,

so that (I— )(mz) u=0. Since (I- X('))u =(+¥% (r)) La1- ~(r)2)u 0 we conclude that )((r) (r+l) —
lgcr D - 15: “) gcr ) (the same identity is verified without the tildes). Fors=r+1=>1 Properties
(iv)-(v) yield 1(”1) l(s) l(s) (and the same relation without the tildes), hence one has

~(N7y (S) _ i(s)

~(r) _ 7(s) (r) (S) _ 10
Xe i k=1 =1

Xk ¢ chl‘) — 1(8) (107)

X
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Property (iii) implies that 1(” (r )= 6 1(” The operator l(r J=]- ij ) lgcr ) is the orthogonal

projection onto a nelghborhood of ¢ radlus r containing the system G.

We thus obtain a partition of unity on .. We shall write
M
7 =P 7",

for the corresponding decomposition. By setting ff(r e Jf(r ) and Iy (") = I we obtain a unitary

g . jEEGBIIXIOZZ}C” — T
(Wooyung) = XM T ux,
with inverse ~
un*. - S
u = U T .

(H2) Coupling. For k € {1,..., M} there exists a self-adjoint Hamiltonian Hj on .7 such that
6] M](Cr)Dom(ﬁk) c Dom(H) and M,(Cr)*Dom(H) c Dom(Hy).
(i) H “coincides” with H; on M ](Cr 'Dom(Hy):
HM () u= ](r) gcr) u,
for all u € Dom(Hy).
(iii) (I- l(r))H ~(r) u =0 for all u € Dom(H}) and r = 0.
(iv) The operator Bm = [Hy X(”] is Hy-compact.
(v) The operator B,(c”* ],(Cr)* is H-compact.

(vi) Forallr =0, 1(()” is H-compact.

(vii) Forallr,s=0, T;Cr) - igj) is Hy-compact.

We note that condition (iii) and Hypothesis (H1) (ii) imply thatif s> r +1 =1 then

for all u € Dom(Hy).

Finally our main hypothesis ensures good propagation properties in the reservoirs. We shall
denote by Jfli the space Dom(Hy) equipped with the graph norm and /£, Lits dual (see Def-
inition 4.13).
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(H3) Mourre estimate. For k € {1,..., M} there exists a self-adjoint operator Zk on jfk and
a closed, countable subset X; < R such that for any E € R\ Z;, H satisfies a Mourre
estimate at E with the conjugate operator Aj. Furthermore:

6} X(r)Dom(Ek) c Dom(Ayg) forall r = 0.
(i) [Ar 2= 0for re0,2].
(iii) (I -3\ Ax=0forre0,2].

(iv) e®4Dom(H) < Dom(Hy) for 6 € R.
() Hpe %g (ﬁl,ffk) for some integer n = 2.
k

5.2 Asimple model

In this section we illustrate our Hypotheses (H1)-(H3) with a simple non-trivial example. We
also discuss various possible extensions and modifications of this example.

Let 9T be a smooth 2-dimensional connected sub-manifold of R3 such that M = S UR_UR,
where G is compact with boundary 06 =y_ Uy, where

Yz ={x=(x1,%, F1) e R®| x{ + x5 = R},
and MR are semi-infinite cylinders
Rz ={x=(x1,x2,x3) € [R3|xf +X5=R* Fxg > 1},
The super-reservoirs are infinite cylinders
D?i; ={x=(x1,X2,Xx3) € R3] xf + x% = R?%},

andforr>0weset9%(r) {xe Rz |+x3>1+r}C9ﬁr‘|iﬁ—

The various Hilbert spaces are just the corresponding L?-spaces with the induced surface
measures, e.g., A = L2(ON). The operator Mfrr) is defined by

(x3—=1—-1)f(x1,x0,x3) if (x1,x0,x3) €R4,
(M(f)f)(xl,xz,xsh{ s Jon s DR

otherwise,

where g € C*(R) is such that 0 < g(x) < 1, g(x) =0 for x <0 and g(x) = 1 for x = 1. A similar
definition holds for M. One easily checks that X(” is the operator of multiplication by the
function g(x3—1-r) on the Hilbert space [? (ER+) while )((r )is the operator of multiplication by
the function 1, (x)g(x3 —1—r) on the Hilbert spaces L2(ON) where 1y, denotes the indicator
function of R, < M. The partial isometry J : L2(R5) — L2(9N) is given by

") u(x) ifxe ?ﬁf_:),
if xe MR,
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and its adjoint ](; * . [2(0M) — L2(R+) acts as

. ux) ifxe R,
U ) (x) = DS
if xe Ry \ R

The orthogonal projection li_f ) (resp. Tg_f )Y acts on L2(9N) (resp. on L2(%R5)) as multiplication
with the indicator function of the subset S{E_rr ) Itisa simple exercise to verify Properties (i)—(vi)
of Hypothesis (H1).

Denote by Agy the Laplace-Beltrami operator acting on Zgy = C5° (). If g = (g1, g2) are local
coordinates on some open subset £ < 91 then Agy acts on Cy° (Q) as the second order, elliptic
differential operator

2
Y. 8@ ?04,8(@)' 8" (@0,
i,j=1
where g denotes the determinant of the metric tensor [g;;] and [g"/] its inverse. In par-
ticular Agy maps Py into itself. Since the surface measure is given locally on Q by do =
g(q)""?>dq1dqgs, one easily checks that Agy is symmetric as an operator on L?(9)t) with domain
Psm. We denote by the same symbol the dual action of Agy on the space 2’ () of distributions
on 91 (the duality being induced by the inner product of L2(1)).

In fact, the operator —Ayy is essentially self-adjoint on @y, (see, e.g., [Ch, Co, D5, Str]) and we
denote by H its self-adjoint extension. Explicitly, the domain of H is given by Dom(H) = {u €
A Asqu € A} and for u € Dom(H) one has Hu = —Agpu in distributional sense. Moreover, H
is positive and its quadratic form is the Dirichlet form

(u, Hu) :f IVul®do,
m

where V denotes the gradient operator (in local coordinates Vi = ¥ j gl (9)0q;). The same
conclusions hold for the Laplace-Beltrami operator Ag;. actingon Cg® (R+) and we denote by

H the self-adjoint extension of A~ . It is now straightforward to verify Properties (i)—(iii)
of Hypothesis (H2). Properties (iv)- (Vu) easily follow from the fact that the weighted Sobolev
space

HE,() = {u € Dom(H*"?) | wH"?u e L[>},

with s > 0 is compactly embedded in L*(9)) if the weight w € C*°(9N1) is such that

lim w(x)=+oo,
|x3|—o00
(and a similar statement for H;, (97&), see, e.g. [Lo]).

We note that .4 = L*(R x y+,dx Rdg), where Rdg is the arc-length measure on the circle y+,
and that
Hy=-07+A*>,  A°=-R°0,,
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Set 25 = Sp(AZ) = {/1%, = n?/R?|n € N} and let v € C®°(R) be such that v(x) = 0 for |x| < 5,
v'(x) = 0 and v(x) = x for |x| = 15. Denote by ®’ the global flow defined by the ODE x =
v(x) and set j! = (0,®")1/2. The operators defined by (U'u)(x,¢) = j*(x)u(®’(x),¢) form a
strongly continuous unitary group on .#%; leaving the subspaces Cy° (PR+) as well as Dom(Hz)
invariants. Define Az to be its self-adjoint generator. One easily checks that (Ores (R+) is in the
domain of Az and that

-1
Az = = (1(x)0y + 0 v(X)),
21

on this subspace. By the core theorem, A= is essentially self-adjoint on C§°(9~fi;) and hence

acts in the same way, in the sense of distributions, on its domain Dom(A}) ={ue J?J—r | ﬁ; ue
A=}

A formal calculation shows that
ST A 7 2 ! 1 n
i[Hs, As] =2(Hf =A%) +20x(1 - v (x))ax—EU (x),

which defines a bounded quadratic form on Dom(H5). Applying Theorem 4.22 we conclude
that ﬁ; is of class Cll0 C(IL) and Lemma 4.16 yields that

T Vil A 7 ) — 7 7 2 / 1 " 7
1A(H3)i[Hz, Az]11a(H3) = 17 (H3) |2(H: =A%) +20,(1 — v (x))0x — EU (x) | 1a(HF),

is self-adjoint for any bounded interval A c R. Let E € R\ 2+ so that 6 = dist(E,Zz) > 0 (see
Figure 6). With A = [E - 0/2, E +0/2], it follows from the functional calculus that

1A (H)2(Hs — A*)17(Hz) = 014 (Hs).

Moreover, since 1 —v" and v" belong to C5°(R), Rellich’s criterion yields that
~ 1 ~
Kz = 1a(Hz) {201 = v'(0))0x = 50" (0| 1a (Hz),
is compact. Thus, one has
1 (H7)il Hz, Az 11 (Hz) 2 01, (Hz) + K,

which shows that H; satisfies a Mourre estimate with conjugate operator A at every E € R\
2+. Properties (i)-(iv) of Hypothesis (H3) are now easily verified. A simple induction argument
shows that for any integer n = 1 one has

ad? (Fj) = ~0,(2" +an (x))dy + by (%),
)

with ap, b, € Cj° (S)Zt;). Lemma 4.21 allows us to conclude that Hypothesis (H3) (v) holds for
any integer n = 0.

This simple example can be modified in a number of ways by straightforward adaptations of
the above discussion:
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@ ---

7

Figure6: f E¢ X+ = {Ai}ke,\,, one can chose A such that dist(Z+,A) =6/2 > 0.

The manifold 91 can have more that two cylindrical ends ;.

The cylindrical ends 93 can have arbitrary, smooth, compact bases y; with metric gy;.

The dimension of ) can be arbitrary, as long as this smooth manifold is the union of
a compact piece G and a finite number of cylindrical ends of the type JR; =]1,00[xYy;
with the metric g5 = dx®+gy;.

A potential V: G — R can be added to the Hamiltonian H.

The metric on the cylindrical ends of the manifold 9t can be slightly perturbed.

Scattering theory on non-compact complete Riemannian manifolds with Euclidean or hy-
perbolic metric near infinity has been intensively studied. Most of the cases covered by these
studies can be casted within our framework. We refer the reader to [H], , RT] for the devel-
opment of scattering theory on manifolds with cylindrical ends.

A more radical change of the metric of the reservoirs leads to the concept of scattering man-
ifold with super-reservoirs of the type R j =11,00[xy; equipped with a metric 8x, = dx? +
r(x)? 8y, such that r(x) — oo as x — co. The method used in these notes to derive the Lan-
dauer-Biittiker formula does not apply to this class of models, for this reason we will not con-
sider them here and refer the interested reader to [Hi, IN, IS, Ku, ] for discussions of the
scattering theory. We note however that extending our results to this context is an interesting
open problem.

5.3 The Mourre estimate

In this section we construct a conjugate operator for H, in the sense of Mourre estimate. To

: : : — v — 70 &~ _ &1 — .1 1M 7 7@
simplify our notation, we shall set My = M., Jr =], Xk =X Xk =X e =10, Ig =17,

T Ejf,il), and U =UWY forall k € {0,..., M}.

Lemma 5.1 If Hypotheses (H1) and (H3) are satisfied, the operator A defined by

M o~
A=) JAJ}
k=1
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onDom(A) ={uce Jfl],’; Uue Dom(ﬁk), k=1,...,M} is self-adjoint. Furthermore, A is reduced
by the orthogonal projection 1y,

€94 1,1=0, ke{0,...,M},0€R.

For k €10,..., M} we set Ay = Aly. These self-adjoint operators satisfy Ay = 1, Aly = ]kﬁka =
M AxM; and Ay = 0.

Remark 5.1 The sample G, being localized in Ran 1y, it is also localized in Ran F(A = 0). For
a >0, RanF(+ Ay > a) < Ran 1, which leads to F(+ A > a) being localized in the interior of
the reservoir Z. This fact will be very useful for the calculations of currents in the reservoirs.

Theorem 5.2 Under Hypotheses (H1), (H2) and (H3), we have
(i) e?4Dom(H) c Dom(H) and e®“Dom(H) c Dom(H) forall@ e R and k€ {1,..., M}.
(i) HeRB) (H},H) forkell,..., M},

(iii) He C' (A).

(iv) There exists a closed and countable set Z; R such that H satisfies a strict Mourre esti-
mate on R\ Xy with the conjugate operator A.

Corollary 5.3 Under the hypotheses of Theorem 5.2 we have
(i) Spy.(Hy) is empty for k€ {1,..., M}.
(i) Sppp(Hy) < Z.
(iii)) Spe.(H) is empty.
(iv) Sppp(H) cZpy

The remaining of this section is devoted to the proofs of these important results.
Proof of Lemma 5.1. We begin by showing that for k € {1,..., M} the orthogonal projection 1
reduces Ag. In fact Hypotheses (H3) (i) and (ii) imply that for all # € Dom(Aj) and r € [0, 2],

d 07 04

a6°¢ ey e Fu=0,

¥ eif4] = 0. Hypotheses (H1) (iv) and (H3) (iii) allow us to write

and consequently [ Xi
%(ig) (s))eleAku 0,

for all u € Dom(Ay) and 0 < r < s < 2. From this we get that (1%’ - )fgj))eiﬂﬁk =17 -7 By
taking the adjoint we get

eiGﬁk(igcr) ~(s))_(1(r) X(S))_(ig) ~(s))e19Ak, (109)
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and in particular [1{ — 7", 4]

conclude that [ig),ewg’f] = 0, that is to say that i;cr) reduces Ayg.

= 0. By combining this identity with the previous result we

We denote by Av;g the restriction of the operator A to the subspace Ran (I;). This operator is

self-adjoint on Dom(?l“,:) = 1Dom(Ay). We also set A(“)L = (0. We finish the proof by remarking
that

A=U U, 1, =UIU".

M ~
D A
k=0

O

To prove Theorem 5.2 we will need several lemmas. We shall denote by R(z) = (H — z)" ' and
Ry (2) = (Hi — z)~! the resolvents of H and of Hy.

Lemma 5.4 (Resolvent equation) If Hypotheses (H1) and (H2) are satisfied, then, forallr =0
and all z € Res(H) N Res(Hy), we have

M Ri(2) - R(2IM = R(2)]\" BV R (2).

Proof. Hypotheses (H2) (i)-(ii) yield ]](Cr)B](C”u = (H- z)M](Cr)u - Ml(cr)(f[k —z)u for all u €
Dom(ﬁk). Thus, for all u, v € /4 one has

(u, R B Ri(2)v) = R@)u, (H—- )M Rp(2)v) - (R@) u, M\” (Hy — 2) Ri(2)v)
= (u, M](Cr)ﬁk(Z) V) - (R(a u,M](C” l}) = (u, M](Cr)ﬁk(z) l}) _ (U,R(Z)M](Cr) V).

O

Corollary 5.5 Suppose that Hypotheses (H1) and (H2) are satisfied. For all f € C3°(R), define
the operator Dgcr) (f) = f(H)M,(C” - M](cr)f(f[k).

(i) D;Cr) (f) is compact.
(ii) If Hypothesis (H3) is also satisfied then Dg) (f)[Ag, Hy] is compact.

Proof. (i) With the help of Lemma 5.4 we obtain, by using the Helffer-Sjostrand formula,
i (== ~ —
DY(f)=-5- fc 0f(2)R(2)]"B\" Rr(2)dz A dZ, (110)
for an appropriate almost-analytic extension f of f. Lemma 5.4 yields the bound
IR(2)]" B Ry (2)] < 2|Imz| ™,
which shows that the integral (110) converges in norm. The first resolvent equation further
gives

R(2)]"B\" Ri(2) = R(2)]\" B’ Re () (I + (2= ) R (2)),
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and B,(Cr )R() being compact by Hypothesis (H2) (iv), we conclude that R(z) ]](Cr )Bl(cr 'Ri(z) is
compact for z € C\ R. Consequently, D;Cr) (f) is compact.

(i1) First, [Ay, Hy € %B(J6}, #6) by Hypothesis (H3) (v), implies [Hy, Al = [Ax, Hl* € B (S,
Jﬂgk‘l) and thus
R(2)[Hy, Axl = (I + (z — i) Ri(2)) R () [ Hy, Ak,

is bounded on .#. Furthermore, there exists a constant ¢ such that
IRy (2) [ Hi, Ag]l < climz| ™,

for z € suppf.

Second,
R(@)JB = U+ (z+DR@)R-DJ]’ B = I+ (z+DR(2) (B ] R(0))*,
is compact by Hypothesis (H2) (v) and there exists a constant ¢’ such that
IR B < ¢ [Imz| ™,

for z € supp f. We may conclude that the integral
- - 1 (=~ _ - _
DY (f)[ A, Hil = == f 3f R(2)]"BY Ri(2) | Ay, H)dz A dZ,
27 Jc
converges in norm and is compact. |
Lemma 5.6 Under Hypotheses (H1) and (H3), forr € [0,2] and k € {1, ..., M} we have
(1) W0 Ay ()% _ 3 r(r) [0 AR 3 r(1)% | (1) (r) p ()=
Ji e R =M eV M + 1 = M M (111
for0 e R. Furthermore, forall j,l €N, and u € Dom(A ),
1A u=7" A u=A 7" u. (112)
Proof. Since ](r) (r) ](r) and ]](Cr)ig)]](cr)* = 1;6”, the identity (109) allows us to write

](r) 19Ak](r)* _ 7N~ 19Ak](r)* +](r)(1(r) (r))](r)*

k Xk €
(r) ~(r) iA (r) (r)=* (r)~(r)7(r) _ (r) (r)* r)7(r) _ (r) (r)*
RSP PRy MR PR R O T+ 50 ay )]

— M(r) 19AkM(r)* +](r) ~(r)](r)* Ml(cr)Ml(cr)* + l(r) ](r) ~(r)](r)*’

which proves (111). If u € Dom(Al) Hypotheses (H3) (i) and (ii) imply that 7(( Ve Dom(A )
and [Al, (r)]]u = 0. Differentiation of the identity (109) w.r.t. 6 yields l(r)Al u= X(”Al u=
Ay Lyt k )u and iterating this identity we conclude that

T Nj z1 ~(r)
lgcr)Aku Xi ]A u= Ak)(” u.
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Proof of Theorem 5.2. (i) By construction we have

M
A= Ar,
k=0

with Ag = JxArJ; = 1k A = Aly, Dom(Ag) = {u € #4|J;u € Dom(Ag)} and A = 0. We may
thus write

. M .
elHA — @ el@Ak.
k=0
By using the fact that J; Ji = I; reduces Ay (see the proof of Lemma 5.1) we easily show that
1,.elc4k ) = el g
and thus

M ~
elHA — @]kelgAk];-
k=0

By applying (111) and ]Oeig‘%]g = JoJ; = 1o we obtain,
€04 = My M7 + (1 — M M.

and after summing over k

) M e M
e = 3" Mye®e My + (1— Y MM,
k=1 k=1

Since
M;C‘Dom(H) cDom(ﬁk), MkDom(fIk) c Dom(H),

by Hypothesis (H2) (i), and ewg’cDom(ﬁIk) < Dom(Hy) by Hypothesis (H3) (iv), we conclude
that Dom(H) is invariant under e?4¢ and e4.

(ii) For u, v € Dom(H) nDom(A") such that A"u, A" v € Dom(H) we have

. (i . _
(w,ad) (H)v) =i/ )" (’l)(—l)’(ka{c 'Jru HIGALTEv). (113)
1=0

For [ > 0 we obtain, by using (112)
~j—1 % Tl px ~j—1 = * ~2 7l 1*
UkAL Tiw, HIALTiv) = (A Jiu, e HIk R AT v).
Hypothesis (H2) (ii) allows us to continue
i1 Al r* il 5 17 ~2 7] %
UkA T Tiw, HIG AT v) = (A Jiu, 1 Hi Y AL T v).
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By once again invoking (112) and by remarking that
ikgi_l];; u= E{c_lik]]’;u = E{C_lfz u,
we arrive at l
Ukl T, HIc AL T v) = (AL Jiu, He AL v).
Reapplying (112) gives
Al Tru, HG AL T v) = (AT 1w, By @ AL gt o),
and Identity (108) allows us to write
UeAl Jru, HIG AL T v) = AT Trw, i By @ Al iv) = A 5w, B AL g iv). (114)
For [ = 0 we obtain in an analogous way
UJx Al ]ku Hv) = (H]kkafC]k u,v) = (]kaXkA ]k” V)
= (A T, HuJpv) = (AL g i u 70 Hijv).
Identity (108) allows us to write
UkALTzu, H) = (AL i Jou, Y0 Hex i v) = (AT pu, i Tpv). (115)

By gathering (114) and (115) in (113) we conclude that adf;lk(H) = Mkad% (ﬁk)M,’; and
k

. M o
ad/,(H) =) Mkad%k(Hk)M;;. (116)
k=1

Hypotheses (H2) (i) and (H3) (v) allow us to conclude that
ad/, (H) € B}, F),

for j €{l1,...,n} and by consequence that H € %” (AL A).

(iii) Since A = EB 14K Assertion (ii) implies that H € %"(Jfl , /). By Assertion (i) we may
invoke Theorem 4 22 (ii) to conclude that H € C’Z)C(A)

(iv) Let E € R\ UrZ. Hypothesis (H3) stipulates that for k € {1,..., M} there exists gi € C7°(R),
gx(E)=1,0< gi <1, constants 0; > 0 and compact operators K satisfying

gr(Hu)ilHy, Arl gk (Hy) = 0rgr(Hp)? + K. (117)

Since g (E) = 1, there exists 6 > 0 such that gx(x) = 1/2forall x € [E-§,E+d]and k € {1,..., M}.
If g € C5°([E -6, E +6]) is such that g(E) =1 and 0 < g < 1 then hy = g/g; = 0 and by multiply-
ing both sides of the inequality (117) by hy(Hy) we obtain

g(HWi[H, Al g (Hy) = 08 (Hi)* + Ky,
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where K = hi(Hi) Kihi(Hy) is compact.

Formula (116) and Corollary 5.5 allow us to write

M
gH)ilH, Alg(H) = ) g(H)MjilHy, Ax) M g(H)
k=1
M = ~ ~ ~
(Myg(Hy) + Dy)i[Hy, Axl(g(Hy) My, + D;)
1

=~
Il

Mz

M g (H)ilHy, Akl g(H) M + K,
k

Il
—

where Dy = DECD (g) and K is compact. We thus have
M ~
gUHilH, Alg(H) = Y 0 Mig(H)*M; + K,
k=1
where K' = K+Y MkK,’CMZ is again compact. Since
ng(ﬁk)zM;; = (g(H)My — Dy)(M; g(H) — D),
Corollary 5.5 gives us
M
g(H)i[H, Alg(H) = 0 g(H) (Z MkM,’;) gH)+ K",
k=1

where 6 = min; 6 > 0 and K” is compact. Finally, Hypothesis (H1) (ii) implies

M M 1)2 M 2 2
Y MMp=Yy xP= 1@ =119, (118)
k=1 k=1 k=1

and Hypothesis (H2) (vi) allows us to conclude
g(H)i[H, Alg(H) =0 g(H)* + K",

where K" = K" -6 g(H)l(()z) g(H) is compact. H therefore satisfies a Mourre estimate with
conjugate operator A for all E e R\ UyZg.

Since each X is closed and countable, sois UpZ;. J =R\ UiZ is thus a union of a countable
number of open intervals A j. Theorem 4.25 implies that the singular continuous spectrum of
H is empty and its eigenvalues can only accumulate at points in UxZ. This gives that

M
1 = Spyy (U ( U zk),

k=1

is closed and countable.
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Let E € R\ Zy. The spectrum of H in the neighborhood of E is purely absolutely continuous.
Let f, € C3°(R) is a sequence such that 0 < f, <1, supp f, < [E—1/n,E+ 1/n] and f,(E) = 1.
For n large enough h,, = f,/g € C{°([E—1/n,E +1/n]) and 0 < h;,, < 2. We conclude that

sn—_}im h,(H)=0,

and by consequence
’}im Ihn (DK hy (H)|| = 0.
—00

If ng is large enough we have h,,,(H) K" h,,(H) = —0/4 and
Fg (HDALH, Al g (H) = 0 fry (H)? + hypy ()K" By (H) = 0 fy, (H)* — 6/4.

Finally, if f € Cg°(R) issuch that 0 < f <1, f(E) =1and f,, = 1/2 onsupp f then § = f f,, =
f/2 and we have
gH)I[H, Alg(H) =0 g(H)* -0 f(H)*/4=0g(H)*/4.

5.4 Scattering theory

In this section we develop some elements of the theory of multi-channel scattering associated
with the Hamiltonian H and with the decomposition induced by the identification operators

M.
We shall use the “local smoothness” approach developed by Lavine [l.a1, ] on the basis
of the theory of “H-smooth” perturbations due to Kato [Kal] (see Section XIII.7 of [R54]).

This approach has become very effective with the contribution of Mourre theory which al-
lows the construction of locally H-smooth operators from the Mourre estimate ([V2, 1,
c.f. Corollary 4.26). We shall make intensive use of the abstract two Hilbert space scattering
theory as exposed in Section XI.3 of [R53] (see also [DS]).

5.4.1 Bound states and scattering states

We remark that under Hypotheses (H1), (H2) and (H3) the Hamiltonians ofv()ur system have
empty singular continuous spectra (by Corollary 5.3). We thus have that #} = A% pp (Hy) ®
T ac(Hy) and 7 = #pp(H) ® Fpc(H). To simplify notation, we write

%k:%kypp @%k,ac’ %:%ppeﬁac,

without explicitly mentioning the Hamiltonians.

Adapting ideas of Ruelle, Amrein and Georgescu [R 1, AG], we can also decompose these spaces
on the basis of the dynamical properties of the states induced by their elements. A vector
u € A is (improperly) called bound state for ¢ — +oo if it stays arbitrarily well localized in a
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neighborhood of the system G for £+ = 0. More precisely the subspace of bound states for
t — +oois defined by

HE={ ue #|\Ve>03R=0: sup [(I-1{)e " u| <,
+t=0
r>R

The vector u is a scattering state if it escapes any neighborhood of G as t — co. The subspace
of scattering states is defined by

stiz{ueff( vr=0: lim 1§ e uj =0}
t—+00

In a similar manner, we define the incoming states of the reservoir % as the states which,
when they evolve with the dynamics generated by Hy, are localized in a neighborhood of
infinity in the distant past.

7o ={ue H| ¥r=0: tim |(1-1)e  Fru) =o}.
t——00
The outgoing states are also localized in a neighborhood of infinity, but in the distant future
= {ue F| ¥r=0: tim (-1 ) = o},
t—+o0

The space of all incoming/outgoing states of the full system is

M
ngn/out = @me/out
k .

k=1

We easily verify that Jc”bi and A are closed subspaces of # and that j?;lcn and J?,?ut are

closed subspaces of . In particular FMOU gre Hilbert spaces. The following result shows
the relations of these “dynamical” subspaces and the spectral subspaces of the correspond-
ing Hamiltonians. We shall see later in this section that the scattering operator relates the
subspaces ™ and #£°U.

Lemma 5.7 Under the hypotheses (H1), (H2) and (H3) we have
%J = ‘%b_ = %pp’ %S-" = ‘%S_ = Hoac,

and
—~in — —out —
<]l,pk C:;gk,ac» (}fk Cﬁk’ac.

Consequently we shall henceforth write 74, = #, = 7, and 76 = #, = A

Proof. If uis an eigenvector of H then

I =1e ™ ull = (1= 1{")ul,
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forall £ e R and r = 0. We thus have

M
I -1 iy )? = kZ 1 ul?,
=1

and Hypothesis (H1) (iv) allows us to conclude that

lim sup||(I-1)e " u| =0,

=0 teR
that is to say that u € #, N7, . Since Jfg—' are closed subspaces we get that #,, = A, NH, .
If u € #,. nDom(H) we have

11§ M u)? = (e, 176 u) < Nl 11 (H +) e (H +ul),

and since lg )(H+1)~! is compact by Hypothesis (H2) (vi) and

V\;—}ime_itH(H+ Du=0,

by the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma (Lemma 2 of Section XI.3 in [RS3]), we may conclude that

lim 11e " u| =0,
t—=+o00

and thus u € #; N . Since #,.NDom(H) is dense in 7, and /. are closed, we conclude
that . ¢ A, N A .

We now show that ;" and #;" are orthogonal to each other. If u € A4, ve # and € > 0
there exists R > 0 such that || u| || (I - IE)R))e‘”HUII < e forall t > 0. We deduce that

—itH U)|

(w, v) =17 u,e
<l u,(1-1{"e " v)|+ 11V e u,e )|
< lull 1= 16" Mol + e ul jv)

(()R)e—itH

se+|1 ullllvll,

for all >0, and as t — +oo we obtain |(u, v)| < €. Since € > 0 was arbitrary we conclude that
(u,v) = 0 and consequently that A" L 7. It is clear that the same argument shows that
Sy LA .
We have shown that

T = Fpp ® Hac © S, & S5 A,

T = Spp ® Spe C Sy & FE, < H,

which immediately gives #,c = #,; = 7, and Hp = H, = FE] .
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To show that J?]‘C’“t c %C’ac, it suffices to show that J?k,pp c ff]‘c’“u, that is to say that for each
eigenvector u of Hiandforall ve j?;g“t we have (4, v) = 0. If Hyu = Eu then, for all r > 0,

(w, )] = (e~ Hk gy, e 1 Hk )| = (1, e 1B )
< (u, (T = 1) =B ) 4| (D, e 1By

< lulld = 1)e ol + 1T ul o).
By Hypothesis (H1) (iv), for all € > 0, there exists R > 1 such that || igCR) ull llv]l <e. Since
lim Jul (7-1)eHey) =0,
t—+oo

We conclude that |(u, v)| < € and since € > 0 was arbitrary, we have that (u, v) = 0. The last
assertion of the lemma is proven in an analogous way. i

5.4.2 The strong topologies of %(./)

Since the strong and strong-* topologies of () play an essential role in scattering theory,
we start by describing some of their important properties (see Section 2.4.1 of [BR1] for a
detailed discussion of the various topologies on %(.4)).

Anet (B)) ey in 9B(A) is strongly convergent if there exists B € 4(#) such that lim, B,u = Bu.
We then write B ='s —LlimBl. If furthermore the family (B/"),c; is strongly convergent we say

that (B,) ¢y is strong-* convergent. In this case we necessarily have thats — llim B} = B*,indeed
(B*u,v) = (u,Bv) = lim(u, B,v) = li{n(Bl* u,v) = ((s—tlimBl*)u, v),

for all u, v € #. We then write s* — lim, B, = B. Remember however that if # is infinite dimen-
sional the strong-* topology is strictly finer than the strong topology. The mapping B — B*
is strong-* continuous but not strongly continuous. The product (A, B) — AB is not strongly
continuous. However its restriction to a bounded subset of LB(A°) x 9B(FF) is, due to the in-
equality

| B,Ciu—BCull < | B, I(C,— Q)ull + (B, — B)Cul.

If H; and H» are self-adjoint operators on ) and /> and if B € 98(A4,, /) we denote

r* (Hy,Hp;B) =s —]jmeifH1Be—itH2,
t—+00

when these limits exist. In the sequel we shall use without explicitly mention the following
properties of this I'* operation. If I'* (H;, Hy; B) and I'* (H;, H»; C) exist, so does I'* (H;, Hy; B+
C) and

I'*(H,, Hy; B+ C) =T*(Hy, Hy; B) + '*(Hy, Hy; C).

Similarly, if I'* (H;, H», B) and I'* (H,, H3, C) exist, so does I'* (H;, H3; BC) and

I (Hy, H3; BC) = T (H,, Ho; B)T* (Hy, H3; C). (119)
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The limits T (Hy, Hy; B) and T* (Hy, Hy; B*) exist simultaneously if and only if
Fi(Hly HZ; B) = S* - limeitHl Be_itHZ,
t—+o00

and in this case
['*(Hy, Hy; B*) =T*(H,, Hy; B)*.

We note that if [*(H;, H»; B) exists then

s—lime'C*OH pe=ithz — g _|jm eltH1 ge=ii=9)Hz,
[—+o0 t—+o0

and thus e*"1T* (H;, Hy; B) = T'*(H,, H»; B)e*"2. We easily conclude that for all measurable
functions f, I'*(H;, Ho; B)Dom(f (H>)) € Dom(f(H;)) and

fUH)T* (Hy, Hy; B)u=T*(Hy, Hy; B) f (Ho) 1,
for all u € Dom(f(H>)). In particular,
F(H, € DT*(Hy, Ho; B) =T (H, Hy; B)F (Hp € 1),
for all measurable sets I c R. It is then easy to deduce that
Pac(H)T* (Hy, Hy; B) = T (Hy, Hp; B) Pac (Hy). (120)

This relation implies an important extension of the identity (119). Suppose that the limits
['*(Hy, Hy; BPac(H>)) and I'* (H,, H3; CP,(Hs)) exist. We can therefore decompose

e BCPyc(Ha)e ! = ("™ BPoc(Hp)e ") (€2 CPac(Hz)e 1'1™)
+e!M Be T (1 - Poc(Hy))e! ™ CPyc(Hz)e ™' 5),

and note that s - lim([ — Poc(Hp))e''™2C P, (H3)e 13 = 0 by virtue of (120). We thus obtain
— OO
I (Hi, Hs; BCPqoc(H3)) = T™ (Hy, Ho; BPac(Hy))T™ (Hy, H3; CPyc(Hs)).

The existence of strong limits T'* (H;, Hp; J y A (H>)) can often be proven by combining the prop-
agation estimates with the following result ([ ], [Lal, D; see also Theorem XIII.31 in
[ ] and Chapter 4 of [Y]).

Proposition 5.8 Let Hy, H, be self-adjoint operators on the Hilbert spaces ¢, #». Let Cy, C,
be closed operators on /¢, /. Finally, let ], B € B(H», #) and A R be such that

(i) Dom(H;) c Dom(C;) and C; is H;-bounded fori =1,2.
(ii) Forall u; € Dom(H;),

(Hyuy, Jup) — (uy, JHoup) = (Cruy, BCoup).
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(iii) For all u; € #¢; and for almost all t € R, e_”Hi)(A(Hi)ui € Dom(C;) and there exist con-
stants ¢, ¢y such that

CX) .
f ICie™ " Hiya (Hp) u; |12 dt < c; llu; 1%
o0

ThenT*(Hy, Hy; Jya(H>)) and T* (Ho, Hy; J* ya(Hy)) exist. Furthermore

(a) T*(Hy, Hy; J* ya(Hy)) = TE(Hy, Ho; Jxa(H2))*.
(b) T*(Hy, Ha; Jxa(Ho)T*(Hy, Ho; Jxa(H2))* =T (Hy, Hy; JT* xa(Hy)).

(¢) T*(Hy, Hy; J* xa(HW))T (Hy, Hy; J* xa(H1))* =TE(Ha, Hy; J* Jxa(Ha)).

Remark. An operator C; satisfying the condition (iii) is called locally H;-smooth on A or sim-
ply H;-smooth if A =R (see Section XIIL.7 of [ D.

Proof. We first show that I'* (Hy, Ha; ya (H1)Jxa (Hb)) exists. With u; € Dom(H;) we can write
(1, Uz (1) = (1, up (1) = i ft ﬂ(cle‘“Hl Xa(H) w1, BCre™ M2y 5 (Hp)up) dis,
where uy (1) = ey x (Hy) Jya(Hz)e P72 4, We then have
|y, up (£) = up (1) < || B ft g xaH) ]| 1C2e™ 2 ya (Ho) s | ds
< Bl

% 1/2 ¢ 1/2
ICre SH y A (HY) 1y ||2ds) ICoe™ M2y A (Hp) Uy ||2ds)
t t

¢ 1/2
1/2 —isH 2
<c; "Bl f [Coe™ 2 y A (Ha) Uz | ds) )
t

and thus

’ 1/2
t .
lua () — up ()1l < ci"?|IBI| ( f ||cze‘”H2xA(Hz)u2||2ds) ,
t

which allows us to conclude that u,(f) converges when ¢ — +oo. This extends by continuity
to all u, € A5.

We now prove that I'* (Hy, Ha; yac(H1))J xa(Hz)) = 0. To do this it suffices to show that
™ (Hy, Hy; xac(H) Jxa(Hz)) =0,

for all compact intervals A" c A. Let g € Ci°(A) such that 0 < g <1 and g =1 on A'. For
Up € 7, let uy (1) = e y e (Hy) Jya (Ho)e 215, so that

up (1) = ey ne (HY) (Jg(Hy) — g (Hy) e 2y \i(Hy) uy.
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By setting R;(z) = (H; — z)7 property (ii) allows us to write, for u; € #,
(e "My ae (H) ur, UR2(2) — Ri(2) e ™2y i (Hp) up)
= (C1R1@e ™My pe(Hy)uy, BCo Ry (2)e ™ 2y o (Ho) ),
and the Helffer-Sjostrand formula gives

dznadz
27

(1, 1 (1)) = L 38 (CLR1@)e 1y ac (F) 11, BCo Ro(2)e 2 y nr (Hp) 1)

’

where g is an almost-analytic extension of g. We therefore obtain the following estimate

- dzAadz)'?
I(ul,uz(t))ls||u1||||BIIU Iag,'IIIClRl(E)II2 ) X
C 27
- » dzAdz)'?
(f 10g|ICoe UHZRZ(Z)}(A’(HZ)UZHZ ) .
C 27

Since C1R;(z) = C1R1(()(I + (z—1)R;(2)), property (i) allows us to write [|C1 R, (2)|| < c|lmz|!
for a constant ¢ and z € supp g. Therefore there exists a constant ¢’ such that

,dz A dE) 12
27 '
We denote by f(z, t) the integrand on the right hand side of this inequality. Property (i) and

an appropriate choice of almost-analytic extension g (recall Estimate (5)) show that for a con-
stant ¢” we have

lup (Dl < ¢ ( fc 108111 Coe™ "2 Ry (2) y o (H) 12 |

5~
0< flz,0) < c”% € L1(C,dz A dZ).
maz

It is therefore enough for us to show that lim;_.. f(z,t) = 0 for all z € C\R to be able to
conclude. Property (iii) shows that for such a z we have f € L!(R,d). Furthermore, f is differ-
entiable and

0:f (2, 1) = 2108 Im(Coe "2 Ry (2) y o (Ha) U2, Coe "2 Ry (2) Ho y v (Ha) ),
shows that |8, f(z, t)| € L' (R, d¢). The required property follows immediately.
So we have shown that
T (Hy, Hy; Jya(Hp)) = T*(Hy, Ho; ya(Hy) Jxa(Hp)) + TF(Hy, Ho; yac (H1) Ty a(Ha))
=T*(Hy, Hy; Ya(H)Jxa(H)).

The existence of the strong limits I'* (H, Hy; J* ya (H,)) is therefore a consequence of the 1 < 2
symmetry of our hypotheses.

Assertion (a) is a consequence of the strong-* convergence as we explicitly mentioned above.
Assertion (b) follows from the identity

eiIHljj*XA(Hl)e—iIHl — eitHl]XA(HZ)e—itngi[HQJ*XA(Hl)e—iIHl

+ eil’Hl ]e_itHZXAC (Hz)eitsz* XA(Hl)e_itHl ,
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and the fact that yac(Ho)T*(Ho, Hy; J* xa(Hy)) = 0. Assertion (c) is proven in the same way. []

The following notions shall be useful to us.

Definition 5.9 Let H be a self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert space #.

(i) An operator B € B(F€) is called an asymptotic projection for H if the limits T*(H, H; B)
exist and define orthogonal projections

(ii) Two operators B,C € B(F) are said to be asymptotically H-equivalent if T*(H, H; B —
C)=0.

5.4.3 Moller operators

To allow us to briefly describe the basic ideas behind multi-channel scattering theory, we start
with a result establishing the existence of asymptotic projection operators for the reference
dynamics in the reservoirs. We defer its proof to the end of the section.

Lemma 5.10 Under hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3), for k€ {1,..., M}, 1 Pac(Hy) is an asymp-
totic projection for Hy. Furthermore, for r = 1 the operators M ](Cr )+ M,(C” P..(Hp), igcr ) p,.(Hy) and

Igc” P.c(Hy) are H-equivalent to 1, Pac(Hy) and
P’}CH/OU'[ = F_/+(E[k, ﬁk, ].kPac(I:jk)))
. —5in/out
are the orthogonal projections onto 7™ ™.

In the sequel, we shall sometimes refer to ﬁ}cn/ out a4 15];/ .

Working hypothesis: When it evolves under the dynamics generated by the Hamiltonian H
a scattering state of the complete system, u € ./, behaves asymptotically, when t — —oco, as
a state u™™ € /™ under the dynamics generated by H = & Hj. Similarly, when ¢t — +oo, it
behaves like a state 1°" € #°U. More precisely, we have

o YL Jke tHeyi for t — —oo,
e "My~ o (121)
YL, Jke tHy O for t — +oo,

where ui,?/ °ut denote the projections of yin/out jpn j?k and f(¢) ~ g(t) means that lim(f(t) -
g()=0.

With this hypothesis, we shall construct the central object of scattering theory: the scattering
matrix

S T

um — uout.
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which transforms the incoming asymptote u™ € ™ into the outgoing asymptote u°" €

F°". This map can be calculated in two steps. We first determine the Moller operators
which, to an incoming/outgoing asymptote u™/°U associate the scattering state u. These
transformations are easily obtained from (121)

Q :u"—u= lim Ze”H]e 1"‘H’“uk,
t——00 &=

M _
+.0ut o i 1tH —itHy ,out
Q" :u u—tl_{goz Jie uptt.

If the Moller operators so defined exist, they are isometric. Indeed Hypothesis (H1) (iii) allows
us to write

2

M ~
+ t)2 : —itH, t
1976 = lim |} Jee™ u

k=1
M ~
Z lim (e~ 1tHkuout 1 e 1tHku0ut)
kzlt—>+oo
M o
=Y (Ha™2 = lim (- Te g ?)
k=1 t—+o00
M
— Z ”uout — ” uout”2

It is clear that an identical argument shows that Q™ is also isometric. In particular the Moller
operators are injective, their images Ran Q* are closed, and (Q*)~! = Q** : RanQ* — #2"/out
are isometries. It is thus possible to define S = Q**Q~ if RanQ~ = RanQ™*. In this case, we say
that the Moller operators are weakly asymptotically complete and we have

$*S=07"Q Q"0 =Q7"Q" =1 i,
SS :Q+*Q_Q_ Q+ Q+*Q+ I]fout)

that is to say that the scattering matrix is unitary.

We return now to our working hypothesis. Suppose that the Moller operators exist and are
weakly asymptotically complete. If u € RanQ* then u = Q* 1"/°* and we have

M ~
e—ltHu_ Z]ke—ltHk u}cn/out .
j=1

0=llu— Qi uin/out” = lim
[—=+o00

A posteriori, our working hypothesis is thus verified for all u € RanQ*. However, if Ran Q* #
A, there exists u € /4 such that 0 # u L RanQ®. In this case (121) and Lemma 5.10 imply
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that, for all yin/out ¢ zgin/out

M 7 .
0= (u,QJ—r vm/out) — Z lim (e—ltH u,]ke_ltHk Uln/out)
t—+00 k
k=1" —
M 3 I 3 . 7 .
= Z tlian (]ke—ltHk u}?/OUt’]ke—IIHk U}Cn/out)
k=1"7F®
M 3 c e TT. ~ s e T .
— Z [lir+n (u}cn/OUt,eltHklke_ltHk v}cn/out)
k=1"77%

in/out pin/out . in/out
(up P v )

Il
M=

—~
1l
—

ulnlout, vm/out).

We obtain from this that z™/°Ut = 0 which implies that u = 0, a contradiction. The weak
asymptotic completeness is thus not sufficient to assure the validity of (121). It is necessary
to also require #; = RanQ)~ = RanQ*. When this condition is satisfied, we say that the Moller
operators are asymptotically complete.

Remark 5.2 In our case, because of Lemma 5.7, asymptotic completeness is equivalent to
the condition RanQ)~ = RanQ* = Jbe. However this last condition is generally stronger than
RanQ~ =RanQ" = #. The Moller operators are called complete if RanQQ~ =RanQ™" = Jbe.

Proposition 5.11 Under Hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3) the partial Moller operators
Qf =T*(H, Hi; I} Pac(HY)),

exist, do not depend on choice of r > 0, and satisfy

M
Qi*Qli = 6klﬁ]-f’ QiQi* = Pac(H).
k=1
In particular, the Moller operators Q* = @24: lQi : EB]]X[: ljfk — S are complete:

RanQ™ =RanQ" = /4, = Jfbl = Hone.

Corollary 5.12 Under the hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H3) the operators lgcr ) Pac(H) are asymp-
totic projections for H and

PE=T*(H, H;10 Poc(H) = Q7 Q" = Q*PEQ*,
forallr = 0 Furthermore P, P;" = 61 P}, Zkle P = Pac(H) and

RanPj =RanQ; = {ue 7| lim [|(1-1)e™ " ull =0, forallr = 0}.
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Remarks. 1. By setting H = eBkM: 1Hk and

J: eallyzljfk — S
Uty i) — X0 Trug

we may write
QF =T*(H, H; JPyc(H)).

We thus have the intertwining relation
Qf f(H) = f(H)Q*.

We also note the identities Q*P¥ = OF = P{Q* and the intertwining relations for the partial
Moller operators

Qp f(Hy) = fH)Q.

2. The scattering matrix S = Q**Q~ : A" — #°" is unitary. The decompositions .#™" =
o)l 7" and #°" = o} 72" allow us to write S = (Sg;) and S* = () with

Skj= Q0 Q; 78" — 2",
Sij= (80" =0 QTP — A

The unitarity of S is thus written as

M M

* *
2 SeiSit=0kilzm, Y SkiSj = OkiLzzu.
j=1 A ¢

For the proof of these results we shall use the following lemma.

Lemma 5.13 Under Hypotheses (H1), (H2) and (H3) the following assertions hold.
(i) Forallke{l,...,M} and g € C3°(R), the quadratic form

kg, v) = (g(Hi) (A% + Du, il Hy, ¥il g (Hi) (A% + D)v),

defined on Dom(AZ2) x Dom(A?) is bounded. We denote by Zy,g € B(F) the operator it
defines.

(i) Forallke{l,...,M} and g € C;°(R), the quadratic form
&g, v) = (g(H) (A + D, JiilHy, Y1 g (Hi) (A% + D),

defined on Dom(A?) x Dom(ﬁi) is bounded and Ey g € B(H€) denotes the associated op-
erator.
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Proof. (i) By invoking Theorem 4.22 and Definition 4.11, we remark that Hypothesis (H3) (v)
implies that [Ag, g(Hj)] is bounded. Furthermore, Lemma 4.2 ensures that g(Hy)Dom(Ay) <
Dom(Ag). We may thus write, for all #, v € Dom(Ay),

&g, v) = ((g(Hy) + Arg (Hy) Ak — [Ar, g (HO1 A w, il Hy, X g (Hi) (A2 + D v).
By a repeated use of the identities (108) and (112), we obtain

(Axu, [He, Telv) = (Agu, ¥ v - 70 Hew)

= (Axu 7 B v- 7, Hiev)

= (Y Acu, Hie X v) - (Agu, 73 Hyew)

= (¥2 Aeu, BiZ P v) - (Aeu, 7 Hyev) (122)

= (A X Hedy v=- 1 He)

= (Axu, X(Z)Hkv X(I)Hkl/)
= ((~(2) m)Aku Hyv)
=0,

for all u € Dom(Ay) and v € Dom(Hy). We may conclude that
&g, v) = ((g(Hy) — [Ar, §(HOI AW u, i[H, X1 g (Hi) (A% + D v).

The same reasoning shows us that Hypothesis (H3) (v) also implies that [Ek, [ﬁk, g(f{Tk)]] is
bounded and that [Ay, g(Hi)]Dom(A) < Dom(Ay). From this we get, with the help of the
identity (122),

kg, v) = (g (Hy) + [ Ay, [Ax, g(HOI w, i Hy, ¥i) g (Hi) (A% + 1)v).
By using the expansion
[Ak, [Ak, Ri(2)]] = 2Ry (2) [ Ak, Hel Ri(2) [Ak, Hel Ri(2) — Rie(2) [ A, [Ag, HllRe(2),

Hypothesis (H3) (v) and the Helffer-Sjostrand formula, we easily show that [ﬁk[;lk, g(FI Wl €
@(%ﬂk,ﬂé)- Since [f[k,jzk] € B(AL, F) we may write

&g, v) = Q[ Hy, Yl (g (Hy) + [Ar, [Ar, g (H)) u, g (Hi) (A3 + D)v).

By repeating our argument on the second factor of the scalar product on the right hand side
of this identity we show that

&g, )= ([Hy, Y] (g(Hi) + [Ak, [Ax, g(HO I u, (g (Hy) + [Ar, [Ar, g (HO) V),

which allows us to conclude that

1€kt 0)] < 11l Tl 7 18 CFL) + (Al A, NI, ey Nt 101
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(ii) The second assertion is proven in a very similar way. It suffices to note that, for all u €
Dom(A) and v € Dom(Hy), we have Ju € Dom(Ay) (see Lemma 5.1) and thus, by the identity
(122),

(Au, Ji[Hy, Tilv) = (Au, 1 Je [ Hy, ¥xv) = Qg Au, Ji [ Hy, Y11 v)
= UrArJju, Je[He, Xl v) (123)

= (AxJyu, [He, Xilv)
=0.

By invoking Theorem 5.2 (ii) we obtain, for all u € Dom(A?) and forall v € Dom(ﬁk),

&g (1, V)= ((g(H) + [A, [A, g (D) u, Jidl Hy, ¥i) (8 (Hy) + [Ar[ Ak, g (H))v),

an identity which allows us to conclude our proof easily. O
Proof of Lemma 5.10. If K is Hy-compact, for all u € Dom(H}) we have

i K(H+) ™ e Py () (i + ) u =0,
by the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma. Since Dom(H}.) is dense we may conclude that

s— liO%lKe_“ﬁkPac(ﬁk) = 0.
We note that for all r, s > 0, ig: - igf) is Hi-compact by Hypothesis (H2) (vii). Hypothesis (H1)
(ii) and the inequalities (106) imply

) _~(r) 7)) _ ~(N2 _ 3(r) _ 7(r+1)
OSIk X, =<1 Slk lk ,

k=St "Xk

and consequently i;cr) —)chr ) and i;cr ) _chr)Z are Hy-compact. Thus, the operators )7;?2 Pac(Hy) =
M,(Cr)*M ](Cr ) Pac(Hp), chr) Pac(Hy), i;cr) P..(Hy), and 1 kPaC({{Vk) are asymptotically Hj-equivalent
and it suffices for us to consider the strong limits I'* (Hy, Hy; Y x Pac(Hy)). Furthermore, Hy-
pothesis (H3) ensures that the spectrum of Hj is purely absolutely continuous on R\ 2. The
Lebesgue measure of X being zero thus allows us to restrict to I'* (Hy, Hy; ¥ g(Hi)?) where
g € Ci°(R\ Z¢) and Hy satisfy a strict Mourre estimate on A = suppg. A simple variation
of Corollary 5.5 shows that [¥, g(Hy)] is compact. It thus suffices to consider the case of
I'*(Hy, Hy; g(Hy) ¥ r g (Hy)). We may now write, as a quadratic form,

[H, g(H) Y18 (Hy)) = g(H) [Hi, Y1 g(Hy) = Cj Ef,gCr,

with Cj = (A2 +1)~!. The operator Z. ¢ is bounded by Lemma 5.13. The existence of the strong
limit Fi(ﬁk, fIk; g(ﬁk)jfkg(ﬁk)) now follows from Corollary 4.26 and from Proposition 5.8.

Having established the existence of ﬁlz—' = Fi(ﬁk, ﬁk; ikPac(fIk)), it follows from the general
remarks in Section 5.4.2 that

T (Hy, Hy; 11 Pac(Hy)) = T (Hy,, Hi; Pac(Hi) 11 Pac(Hy)),
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which implies that 13]'6—F is self-adjoint and that
T (Hy, Hi; 15 Pac(H))? = T (Hy, Hi; 1 Pac(H)).

This confirms that 13;;’ is an orthogonal projection.

Finally, we note that u € Ran ﬁ;c—L if and only if, for all r > 0,
0=llu-Pfull= lim [leHy—1Ve iy = lim |(1-1{)e eyl
t—+o00 t—+o00
The range of the projection P} is thus f?}cn/ out, O

Proof of Proposition 5.11. We use the same approach as in the previous proof. We remark
first that if 0 < r < s, Hypothesis (H1) (vi) implies that

]](Cr) _](S) ](r)(lgcr) _ '1'5:))’

and Hypothesis (H2) (vii) allows us to conclude that ](r ) ](s) is Hy-compact. ],(Cr)Pac(ﬁk)

and J ](Cs) P.c(Hy) are thus asymptotically H-equivalent, which shows that if the partial Moller
operators exist, they are independent of choice of r > 0.

We note again that forall r =0
(Igcr) ~(r))1(r) (1(7‘) ~(r))’ (124)

while Hypothesis (H1) (iv) implies

l(r)l(r+1) 1(r+1) (125)
and identity (107) implies
Xkr) §€r+1) 1§€r+1)_ (126)

The relations (124),(125) and (126) allow us to conclude that
(r) (r) (r) 7(r) _ (r) (r) () _ ~(r)y7(r) _70r+1)

is H-compact by Hypothesis (H2) (vii). Iy " and M, ") are thus asymptotically Hi-equivalent.
To prove the existence of the partial M(aller operators it is thus sufficient to consider the
limits T*(H, H; M Pac(Hy)). As in the proof of Lemma 5.10, we may restrict ourselves to
T*(H, Hi; Mg (Hy)?) with g € CP(R\ Sg) where S = £ U Sp,,,(H) is discrete by Corollary
5.3 and H and H; both satisfy a strict Mourre estimate on A = supp g. By invoking Corollary
5.5 it suffices for us to consider I'* (H, Hy; g(H) M g(Hy)). As a quadratic form we have

Hg(H) Mg (Hy) — g(H) Mg (Hy) Hy = C* E4 g Cy,

with C = (A% + 1), Cx = (A2 +1) and Ej ; bounded by Lemma 5.13. Invoking Theorem 5.2,
we obtain the existence ofF+ (H, Hy; g(H)Mg(Hy)) and of T* (Hy, H; g (H) M + g(H)) as in the
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proofof Lemma 5.10. It follows that Qi =T*(H, Hy; M} P, (Hy)) and Qi* =T*(H, H; M; Pac(H)
exist. Hypothesis (H1) (iii) and Lemma 5.10 imply

Q" Qp =T*(Hy, Hi; M{ M;Pac(H) = 811 P,

and thus RanQi* = fl;lcn/ out " The inequality (118) and Hypothesis (H2) (vi) show that I —
Z,]y: | MM ;C‘ is H-compact, from which we get that

M M
Y Q. Q" =) T (H,H; MM} Pac(H))
k=1 k=1

= ri(Hy H; Pyc(H)) = Py (H).

Proof of Corollary 5.12. Hypothesis (H1) (iii) (v) implies that, for0 < r <,
(r) (8) _ 1@ 70 (8)y — 1N 1 (9) (r
17 -1 =10a -1 =10ad -1,

Hypothesis (H2) (vi) allows us to conclude that 1 ;Cr -1 ;:) is H-compact. 1;6” P,.(H)and 1 g:) P,.(H)
are thus asymptotically H-equivalent. Hypothesis (H1) (ii) (vi) implies
0<1p—MM; = Ji(Qx = T J5 < k(e =17 =100 =19,
11 Pac(H) and My M| Pac(H) are thus asymptotically H-equivalent. We thus have
Q*PEQ* = Q7 Q7" =T (H, H; MM Pac(H))

=" (H, H; 14 Pac(H))

=T*(H, H; 1} Pac(H))

= p;c—f,
for all r = 0. Since

P = @10y = 0% = P},

and
PEPE = (QEQ)(Q7QTY) = Q5 (QF* QO = 6 QT PEQT =61 P,

P;;r are the disjoint orthogonal projections. Furthermore

M
Y P
k=1

M
=) Q70" =Q7Q = Pye(H).
k=1

=+

Finally, u € Ran P, if and only if

0=lu=Piul= lim e u-1e "y,

forallr=0. O
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5.5 Non-equilibrium steady states (NESS)

We set G = CAR(/%) and we denote by ‘L']tc the group of Bogoliubov automorphisms on Gy
generated by Hy. The following result is a slightly adapted version of Theorem 3.2 of [ .
This is the fundamental result which ensures the existence of a rich enough family of nonequi-
librium steady states.

Proposition 5.14 We suppose Hypotheses (H1) and (H2) hold. For all k € {1,..., M} let Ty €
B(Hy) be the generator of a gauge invariant quasi-free state which is also 7. -invariant on Of.
Then, forallr =0,

T = Z](r)T (7')*’

generates a gauge invariant quasi-free state wt on ©. If Hypothesis (H3) also holds, the NESS

t

wr=w"-lim- | wrot’ds, (127)
t—o00 tJo

exists. Furthermore, the following hold.

(i) The restriction w7.|car.,) is the gauge invariant quasi-free state generated by

M ~
- — %
=Y Q. Tk Q".
k=1
In particular, this state does not depend onr = 0.

(i) For any gauge invariant and o r-normal staten on © and for all A € CAR(A ),

lim not/(A) = wr+(A).
t—o0

(iii) For each trace-class operator c on A,

whdT (@) =tr(T o)+ Y. tr(PTPeo), (128)
£€Spy,, (H)

where P, denotes the orthogonal projection onto the eigenspace of H associated to the
eigenvaluee.

Proof. By hypothesis we have 0 < Ty < I forall k € {1,..., M}. By invoking Hypothesis (H1) we
get that

(u, Tu) = Z(](”*uka(r)*u)<Z(](”* J* )

M
=kz(u A ) = (u, (-1 w) < (u, w),
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and thus 0 < T < I which shows that T is the generator of a gauge invariant quasi-free state
on0O.

The rest of the proposition is proven like Theorem 3.2 of [ 1, by remarking that
. . M -, T . —~ .77 .
tll%(eltHPaC(H)g’ TeltHPaC(H)f) — Z }Lr{.lo(e_ltHk]](Cr)*eltHPaC(H)g’ Tke_ltHk]](cr)*eltHPac(H)f)
k=1
=g T N.
O

It is clear that the 7 -invariance of WF» that is to say the fact that, for all 1 e R, eltHk Ty et Hk =

Ty is crucial in the preceding proposition. We may choose for example Ty = fi.(Hy) where
fx : Sp(Hy) — [0, 1] is a measurable function. We therefore have, since f(H) and P, commute,

M M
T =Y Qi HIQ" = Y. fil Q. Q" = o)L, P, f(H) P (129)
k=1 k=1
The particular case

of course plays a crucial role in applications to statistical mechanics (recall Section 3.2.3).

The following result shows that we can, in an equivalent fashion, choose wr as a “superposi-
tion” of T-invariant states.

Theorem 5.15 We suppose that Hypotheses (H1) and (H2) hold. Forall k € {1,..., M} let T} €
B(F€) be the generator of a gauge invariant, quasi-free state which is also T -invariant on 0.
Then, forallr =0,

M
— (r) (r)
T= ];lk i1},

generates a gauge invariant quasi-free state on G . If Hypothesis (H3) also holds, the NESS (127)
exists and Assertions (i)-(iii) of Proposition 5.14 hold true with

M M
TH=) P TP =) Q ThQ 7,
k=1 k=1
where Ty = Q. T Q. In particular, if Ty = fi.(H), we obtain the formula
M
T" =% P fitH)Py,
k=1

which is identical to (129).
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Proof. We argue in the same manner as in the proof of Proposition 5.14, by remarking that
this time

lim Py (H) g, Te" P, (H) f) =

M=

tlll{.lo(e—lngcr)*eltHPac(H)g’ Tke—l[ngcr)*eltHPac(H)f)

k=1

=& T" ).

6 The geometric Landauer-Biittiker formula

In this section we derive a Landauer-Biittiker formula for currents associated to a general class
of conserved charges. As opposed to previous derivations of this formula [ , N] or of its
linearized version [ |, which exploit the stationary formalism of scattering theory we shall
continue to use the time dependent framework.

6.1 Hypotheses

In the remaining parts of these notes, and unless otherwise stated, we shall assume that Hy-
potheses (H1), (H2), and (H3) of Section 5 hold. To establish the existence of current observ-
able and to study their properties we must however make a few additional hypotheses.

(H4) There exists an integer m > 2 such that, for k€ {1,..., M},
(i) (Ax+1)"™g(Hy) is trace-class for all g € CP[R\ Xp).
(i) Hie %%”*2(5{71,%6).
k
(iii) 1(()” g(H) is trace-class forall g€ Ci°(R) and 0 < r < 2.
(H5) There exists an integer v = 1 such that, for k€ {1,..., M},
() ad), (7)) € B, o) for j=1,....,4v.
() (I-T)ad, 7y =0forj=1,..,2v.
oy T+, 90 =)y :
(iii) 1 adﬁk()(k )=0forj=1,...,2v.

(iv) (jzgc') - jzgj)) (Hjy +1)7" is trace-class for r,s = 0.
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We insist on the fact that only Hypothesis (H4) (iii) concerns the sample G through the Hamil-
tonian H. Moreover, this hypothesis, which quantifies the confinement of & is very weak. All
the other hypotheses concern only the extended reservoirs Ry.

We begin by deducing several important consequences of these hypotheses which will be use-
ful to us later on.

Lemma 6.1 Under hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H5) the operators
(H— z)—[M](CT) _ M](CT) (I:v[k _ Z)—f,

and B
DY (f) = FEnM - M f(Hp),

are trace-class for all f € Ci°(R), k€ {1,...,M}, r =21, ze Res(H) N Res(flk) and ¢ =v.

The proof of this lemma being quite long and technical, we have chosen to defer it to Appendix
A.

Lemma 6.2 Under the hypotheses of Lemma 6.1 the operators

[f(Hp), ¥ :)”] [f(ﬁk),%%”], f(Hk)(::)” 1:)) f(ﬁlk)qr%”—a;;))
FED, L ranal, gl ) fanal’ -1,

are trace-class for all f € C°(R), ke {l1,...,M} andr,s = 1.
Proof. Hypothesis (H5) (iv) implies that for r,s =0
FEDGY -7 = fUH) He+D (He+ DG -7,
is trace-class. We set D = D;Cr ) (f) and remark that Lemma 6.1 implies that, for r = 1,
[f(HO, 7% = fFHIM* MY - MP* M f(H) = M"*D-D*M\",

is trace-class. Hypothesis (H1) (iv) and Identity (107) imply

(igcr) ~(r)2)~(r+1) (iscr) ~(r)2)1(r+1)I§€r+l) (igcr+l) (r+1))~(r+l)_0

(igcr) ~(r)2)~(r 1)_(1(r) ~(r)2)1(r)igcr D_ (l(r) chr)Z)l(r) (l(r) ~(r)2),
from which we conclude that

i(r) Igcr)Z_(l(r) (r)Z)(~(r ) (r+1))_(~(r 1) igcr+l))(1(r) ~§€r)2). (130)

In the same way, one shows that

10— =0 -y a - M =@ - grhay - g, (131)
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From (130) we get that

Uf (H, 101 = [ H), 772 + FED G - 20 ay - 70
- @@ - H,

and Hypothesis (H5) (iv) allows us to conclude that [ f (fIk), igcr)] is trace-class. In an analogous
manner we deduce from (131) that [f(Hy), )((r)] is trace-class. Since

[f(H) X(r)] _f(H)M(r)](r)* (r)M(T)*f(H)
_M(T)f(H )](T)*+D](r)* (r)f(H )M(T)* ](T)D
- _ (7') f(H ) /’fgcr)]](r)* +D]](Cr)* ](r)D

we may also conclude that [ f(H), X(”] is trace-class. The identity

f(H)(X(r) chs)) — f(H) (M](Cr)]](cr)* _M](CS)]](CS)*)
= (fEM =M f(H)T*
- (f(H)M“) - M fH) T
(S) [f(Hk) /’YVECS)]](S)* (r) [f(H ) ~(r)]]](€r)*
(r)f(Hk)(“’(r) (S))](r)*’

implies that f(H) ()((r) (S)) is trace-class for r, s > 1. The identity
]‘;Cr) (T) — (1(7’) (T))(X(r n_ (r+1)) — (X(T 1) _ (r+1))(1(7’) (r)), (132)

(a version of (131) without tilde) allows us to show that [f(H), 14 )] is trace-class. Finally,
one deduces from Identities (131), (132) and the previous results that f (I?k)(igc” - igj)) and
f(H)(lgcr) — lgcs)) are trace class. i

Lemma 6.3 If Hypotheses (H1)-(Hb5) are satisfied, then f(H))((r)g(Ak) and f(H)l;cr)g(Ak) are
trace-class forallr =21, f € C°(R\Zp) and g € C°(R).

Proof. Since Ay = ]kﬁk];c‘, we have
(Ae-2)7 ' =TlAk—2) ' T -z ' U - 1p),
and the Helffer-Sjostrand formula yields
g(AK) = Tikg(AJ; - g(0)(I - 1), (133)
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for all g € C;°(R). We thus have

FUEDYY g(Ap) = FIDM (AT
= (fEMD - MY f(H) gAY T;
+ M f(H) (A +D) "™ (Ae +D)" g (AR T
and Hypotheses (H4) (i) and Lemma 6.1 imply the first assertion. Writing

FUD1 g(A) = FUY g(A + FUDAY - x ) g (Ap),

the second assertion is a direct consequence of the first one, Identity (131) and Lemma 6.2. O

We note for later reference that Identity (111) implies

T A= 1 = M Ak -2 M + (—2) 7 A - M M, (134)

forze C\Rand j €N, and hence

1V g AT = M g(AMY* - g - M M),

Together with Eq. (133), we thus obtain

gAY =M g(AIM* - g()(I - M M{™). (135)

6.2 Asimple model (continued)

We come back to the simple example of Section 5.2. As already remarked there, Hypothe-
ses (H4) (ii) holds for any integer m. For any v = 1, the verification of Hypotheses (H5) (ii)—(iii)
reduces to straightforward calculations while (H5) (i) follows from the easily established fact
that ;
ad (7¢) =) cnj (007,
Jj=0

with ¢, ; € C3°(R). To check the remaining Hypotheses (H4) (i)+(iii) and (H5) (iv) we need some
trace-class estimates.

For any r > 0 there exists a compact subset K < 91 such that lf)r)g(H) = lf)')lK(H+ 1)"S(H+
1)°g(H) holds for any s > 0 (1x denotes the operator of multiplication by the characteristic
function of K). Reciprocally, for any compact subset K<t and s =1one has 1xy(H+1)° =
lKl(()r)(H+ 1D~YH +1)"%"Y for large enough r > 0. Thus, to prove Property (H4) (iii) it suf-
fices to show that for sufficiently large s > 0 and any compact subset K < 91 the operator
1x(H+1)7° is trace-class. Moreover, we already know, from Hypothesis (H2) (vi), that this op-
erator is compact. Set C = (H+1)°1g and denote by {1} the decreasing sequence of repeated

eigenvalues of C*C = 1 (H + 1) "2°1x = 0. We have to show that

IClly = trlCl =} uj’? < oo (136)
j
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Since Sp(AB) \ {0} = Sp(B A) \ {0} holds for any bounded operators A and B, the sequence {u}
coincide with the sequence of non-zero eigenvalues of C = 1x(H+1)~2°. By Proposition 1 and
Theorem 3 in [Sk], we have

pj =0,
as j — oo so that (136) holds provided s > 1. We can use the same argument to show that
Hypothesis (H5) (iv) holds provided v > 1.

The case of Hypothesis (H4) (i) is more delicate. We first claim that we can replace Z¢ with
the generator Ay = 3 (X8 +0,x) of the dilation group (U} f) (x, @) = e''? f (e’ x, ¢). Indeed, with
¥ € C5°(R) such that 0 < y(x) < 1 forall x € Rand y(x) =1 for |x| < 20 we can write

(Az +1) " "g(Hz) = (A5 +D) "y (0 g(Hz) + (Az +1) "I — x () (Ag + D)™ (Ao +1) " g (Hz).

The first term on the right hand side of this identity is trace class by the argument previously
used to prove Hypothesis (H5) (iv). To deal with the second term, we invoke Lemma 4.7 and
use the fact that v(x) = x on the support of 1 — y to write

Az +1) 7" = y (X)) (Ag +1) = (Az +1) 7" (I — x (X)) (A5 +D)™
=T —y(X)+[(Az +D7™, (= x()](Az +D)™

m

=I-x(x)- ).

j=1

" (A + DT adl_(p).

Since ad];;L () = (Wx)0) y e Cy° (R), we conclude that (As+i) "™ (- x(x)) (A +i)™ is bounded.
Thus, as claimed, it is sufficient to show that (Ag +1) =™ g(ﬁ;) is trace class.

We shall derive a more convenient representation of this operator using the following unitary
maps:

1. The Fourier transform % : J?; =L*(R x Y+,dx Rdy) — L2(R, dp)® %(2),

RI/Z 2o .
(97]0)(]9, k) = —f dxf d(pf(x,go)e—l(px+k(p)’

maps the Hamiltonian Hz to the multiplication operator
(FH:f)(p, k) = (p* + AD(F (p, k),
and the dilation group U] to its inverse, (F U} f)(p, k) = e "2(F e p k).

2. The map 2 : L?(R,dp) ® £*>(Z) — L*(R,dp) ® C*> ® £?>(Z) defined by

1 fep k- fp k) )_( (@) (p. k) )
@PPR=F repo+rpn |7 @napr )

decomposes f into its odd/even parts w.r.t. the p-variable. It clearly commutes with the
actions of Hz and Uj;.
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3. Themap 7 : L>(R;,dp) ® C? ® £?(Z) — L*(R,ds) ® C? ® £?(Z) defined by
T s, k) =e"?fe’, k),
implements the change of variable s = logp.

4. The Fourier transform in the s-variable . : L?(R,ds)®C2® ¢%(Z) — L*(R,da)®C?®¢2(2),

f)a k) = 1as £ (s, k)ds.

g
g e
271 JR
5. The Mellin transform .4 = .7 : 2Ry, dp) ® C?> ® ¢*(Z) — L*(R,da) ® C> ® £?(Z),
1 [ .
7 )(a,k)z—f =12 £ (p, k)dp,
f NA f(p,k)ydp

satisfies (X PF U f)(a, k) = e MPZFf)(a, k). Thus, #PF maps the operator A
to a multiplication operator (4 22F Ao f)(a, k) = a(U P F [)(a, k).

It follows that (Ag +1i) " g(Hz) = F*P* M *CV PF where C is the operator acting on L*(R) ®
C?® (?(2) as
(CHzx(a k) = F(a)(F G fe(-, k) (@),

where F(a) = (a+1)~" and Gy is the operator of multiplication by the function Gi(s) = g(ezs +
)L%C). Writing our Hilbert space as a direct sum

FReCeF2)= P L*®,
(k,oYeZx{+}

and denoting by Ci.. the operator defined on [2(R) by (Cx+ f)(a) = F(a) (¥ G f)(a) we get

C= @ Cio-
(k,0)EZ x{+}

Let 6 = dist(supp(g),X+) > 0 and p = supsupp(g). For s € supp(Gy) one has

infle** +12-1%|26, e*+A2<p.
jez ke k

It follows that Gy € C;°(R) with
Gr=0 if |k| > Rp'/%;
supp(Gyg) < [log(6)/2,log(p)/2] otherwise.

Thus, it suffices to show that Cy.. is trace class for any (k,0) € Z x {#}.

The (quasi-)Banach space ¢ (Z, L?([0,1])) is the space of measurable functions f : R — C such
that

1 pl2\1/p
||f||2,p=(2(f0 If(j+S)|2ds) ) < 00.

Jjez
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One easily checks that || F||2,, < oo for p > m~1 and |Gk ll2,p < oo for any p > 0. It follows from
Paragraph 5.7 in [BKS] (see also Theorem 4.5 in [S]) that the singular values of Cy.. satisfy

K;(Crs) =GP,

as j — oo for any p > m™!. In particular, Cy. is trace-class for m > 1.

The arguments presented in this section can easily be adapted to the various extensions dis-
cussed at the end of Section 5.2. We note however that Hypothesis (H4) (i) fails for super-
reservoirs of the type R j =I1,00[xy; equipped with a metric 8R, = dx? +r(x)? 8y, such that
r(x) — oo as x — oo. In fact, it follows from Hypotheses (H1)-(H5) that the Hamiltonian H
has locally finite spectral multiplicity (see Proposition B.3). In physical terms, our hypotheses
only allow for a finite number of open scattering channels at any given finite energy E.

6.3 Charges and conserved currents

6.3.1 Charges

Definition 6.4 A charge of the of one-particle system is an observable, described by the self-
adjoint operator Q on S, such that

(i) e Qe "M = Q forall t e R.
(ii) Foreachke{1,..., M} there exists a self-adjoint operator Qy on . such that
el ik @ke_itﬁ’“ = Qr
forall t eR.

(iii) For each scattering state u € # and for all r = 0 we have

M o .
im Y (M ey, QM e ) = (u, Qu).
=1

t—=+
00—

Condition (i) expresses charge conservation in the system. Conditions (ii) and (iii) ensure that
itis possible to determine the total charge of a scattering state by performing a measurement
in the reservoirs (and waiting long enough). They reflect the fact that charge transport across
the sample can be determined by measuring the charges in the reservoirs at two well sepa-
rated times, as in the full counting scheme described in Section 3.4.8.

Since Condition (ii) implies
(Ml(cr)* e'itHu, éle(cr)* e—itH u) = (eitHk M](cr)* e_itHu, Q’keitHk Ml(cr)* e—itH u,
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Condition (iii) is equivalent to
M . / ~ . / M — o~ —
kzl(ulkn U Qruy M) = kzl(ﬂ,j*u, QeQ*w) = (1, Qu),

that is to say that /& = #,c and
M B M B
Qlse, = kZ Q" = kZ Qr QO™
=1 =1

We have in particular

Q77 QQ; = PLQ P, (137)
and, by setting Q = &} Qy,
Qly, =Q'QQ"™ =0 QQ™". (138)
We note that this condition implies
S(Q171n)S* = Q| zzou (139)

which expresses the fact that the total charge of the reservoirs is conserved by the scattering
process.

The two canonical examples of charge are the following.

1. The electric charge: by supposing that each fermion carries a unit charge, the observable
of electric charge is simply Q = I. The corresponding observables in the reservoirs are
(jk = I. Conditions (i) and (ii) are thus trivially satisfied. Condition (iii), or more precisely
the equivalent condition (138) reduces to

Pac(H) = Q*Q*,
that is to say to asymptotic completeness.

2. The energy: corresponds to Q = H and (jk = ﬁk. Conditions (i) and (ii) are again trivially
satisfied, while (138) translates into

Hae = QF (3L Hp) Q**.

6.3.2 Currents and regularized currents

Let Q be a charge of the one-particle system. The total charge in reservoir iy at a “distance”
greater than r of the sample G is described by the observable dI" (lgcr) ngcr )). The observable of
the corresponding current is

d

No1M — ; Np1
- 7'@dra’ QL) _ = dTGH 17QL.

=0
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Our goal in this section is to give a meaning to the notion of steady current
w}(dTGIH, 17 Q11), (140)

expectation value of the current observable in the NESS which we constructed in Section 5.

Several problems arise:

1. If the charge Q is an unbounded operator, the product lgcr)ngcr) does not make sense in
general. This is the case, for example, for the energy current.

2. The commutator [H, 1§Cr)Q1§Cr )] is not well defined, even if Q is bounded.

3. To be able to use Assertion (iii) of Proposition 5.14 for the calculation of the expectation
value of the current, the operator [H, 1" ngcr)] must be trace-class

The appearance of these problems is not really a surprise. In fact, if the operator dl“(lgcr ) ngcr )
was a bona fide observable then its expectation

w70 rt(dF(lg)ng))) = tr(T+eitH1§cr)ngcr)e—itH)’

would be independent of ¢ and consequently the expectation of the current (140) would be
zero. The problem resides in the fact that with the density of fermions being non-zero in the
state a)}, the total charge in the reservoir Ry, a)}(df(lg )ng ))), is actually infinite. Alterna-

tively stated, the operator T (lg)ng )) is not trace-class.

We can easily resolve the first problem by regularizing the charge Q. For example, by replacing
Q with Q4 = QF(|QI < gq) for a g > 0. We shall only consider charges which are temperate
according to the following definition.

Definition 6.5 A charge Q is called temperate if Dom(| H|*) € Dom(Q) for some a > 0.

We may regularize a temperate charge by a localization in energy. In fact, if Q is a temperate
charge, then Q. = Q(1 + eH?)~%/? is a bounded charge. To resolve the second problem, we
regularize the commutator by localizing it with the help of a function g € Ci°(R\ Zg). We
remark that if f € C;°(R) is such that g(x) f(x) = xg(x) for all x € R, then the expression

©) o = §EIH, 1 Q1) 1g(H) = g (il f(H), 1] Qe1 1g(H),

is well-defined: it only involves bounded operators. Furthermore, since f(H) commutes with
Q¢, we have

o) = gUEILf(H), 1171Qe 1)) g () + g (D1 Qeil £ (D), 1 1g (HD),

and Lemma 6.2 shows that (Dg)

ok is trace-class. The third problem is thus resolved too.
€5
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Lemma 6.6 Under the hypotheses of Lemma 6.2 the regularized current operator of a temper-
ate charge Q

o) = gD, 1,7 Qe 1" 1g(H),

is trace-class forall g € C°(R\Zp), f € C°(R),e>0andr = 1.

To formulate the main result of this section, Theorem 6.7 below, we need to introduce the
spectral representations of the Hamiltonians Hy. For k € {1,..., M} there exists a measurable
family (hi(€))cer of Hilbert spaces and a unitary operator

~ ®
Uk3=7£k,ac_’f hr(e)de, (141)

such that (Up Hyu) (€) = e(Uru) (e) forall u € j?kyac. To each operator B € %(jfk, J/Ej) such that
f(H i)B=Bf (H) for all bounded measurable function f, the spectral representation (141)
associates a measurable family b(e) € B(hi(€),h(€)) such that (U;Bu)(e) = b(e) (U u)(e) for
allue J?k,ac. We have in particular the following correspondences

T — ti(e),
Qc — g (&),
P — pi(e),
Skj — Skj(€).

Theorem 6.7 We suppose that Hypotheses (H1)—(H5) are satisfied. Let w?. be the NESS de-
scribed by Proposition 5.14 and Q a temperate charge such that

Ran Tj cDomIfI]-IH““, Dom|H|% < DomQ.

Then, for any sequence g, € Cg°(R\ Zy) such that0 < g, <1 andlim, g,(x) = 1 almost every-
where the limit

w3 (dl(@gp) = imlimw7(dl (@) . 1),

exists, is independent of r = 0, and is given by the Landauer-Biittiker formula
+ - * - - dE
0LATN @) = Y. | try0){1(8) (5] q(e) sk (8) ~ B4} ©)q;@)p; @) | o
j=1

We finish this section with an important property of current observables.

Lemma 6.8 Let T, Q be bounded operators and H a self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert space
JC. Let f, g be continuous and bounded functions on R such that g(H)[f(H), Qlg(H) is trace-
class. Finally, let P, be the orthogonal projection onto the eigenspace of H associated with the
eigenvalue . Then

tr (P TP.g(H)[f(H),Qlg(H)) =0.
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Proof. By using the cyclic property of the trace, we may write

tr (P, TP.g(H)[f (H),Qlg(H)) = tr (TP g(H)[f(H), Qlg(H)P;)
= g()*tr (TP:[f(H),QIP:),

and the result is a consequence of the identity

Ps[f(H);Q]Ps :Pe[f(f);Q]Pe =0.

O

Current observables thus have the property of being insensitive to the contributions of the
point spectrum of the Hamiltonian H to the NESS (the second term on the right hand side of
(128)). If w?. is a NESS described by Proposition 5.14 or Theorem 5.15 we have

W M@ ) =wr(dT@Y) ) =tu(T* o ).

This last formula is our starting point for the calculation of steady currents. The rest of this
section is dedicated to the calculation of the limit

+ — T 1 +pn)
07l (@) = limlimtr(T* D] ),

under the hypotheses of Theorem 6.7.

To simplify notation we shall suppose, up to Section 6.7, that the charge Q is bounded and
does not require regularization, i.e., we write Q instead of Q.

6.4 Equivalence of currents

In the preceding section, we introduced the observables of current. To do this we have local-
ized the charge in the reservoir with the help of operators lg ). In this section, we show that it
is possible to achieve the same effect by localizing the charge with an appropriate functions of
the conjugate operator Ay by exploiting Remark 5.1. Since the propagation of Ay is controlled
by the Mourre estimate, this localization method, introduced in [ ] is best adapted to
the calculation of steady current by the time-dependent approach which we have adopted.

The following result expresses the fact (obvious from a physical point of view) that in a station-
ary regime, the total current in a reservoir does not depend on the depth at which we measure
it.

Theorem 6.9 Ifthe hypotheses of Lemma 6.2 hold, and if T is the generator of a gauge invariant
quasi-free state on © which is also T -invariant then

(r)
tr(TdDQ'g’k),

is independent of r = 1.
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Proof. For r, s = 1 we have CI)gcr) - q);f) = ®; + ®, with

@, = g(Hilf(H), 1V -19)011g(m),
©, = g(HIlf(H),1Q - 1)1 g(H).

Lemma 6.2 implies that
gAY - 1901V,  gal’ -19)1Y fimng(m),

are both trace-class. ®; is thus trace-class and since T and f(H) commute we may write,
using the cyclicity of the trace,
tr(T®y) =itr(Tg(H) N (1Y -13)Q17 - Tg (Y -1 Q1Y £ (H))

=ite(Tg(H F( AL - 101 — T Fan 1 - 19 Q1Y)
= 0.

In the same way, we show that @, is trace class and that tr(7®,) = 0. O

Let h € C*°(R) be such that0 < h <1 and

0 if x<-1;
h(x)_{ 1 if x>1.
For a > 1 we set h'? (x) = h(+x — a) and h@ = k9 + h{"). We note that g'¥ =1 - h'¥ € CPR)
with suppg®? c [-a—1,a+ 1] while supp h'Y cR\] —a+1,a—1].

Theorem 6.10 If Hypotheses (H4) and (H5) are satisfied and a = 1 then the operator

WO = gUDilf(H), h (A)Qh'® (A g (D). (142)

is trace-class. Furthermore, if T is the generator of a T-invariant, gauge invariant, quasi-free
state on O then
(a) _ 1
tr(T‘I’ng,k) = tr(Tq)Q'g,k).

Proof. We write

O =iLFUD, gD LW (Ap) + gV (A QA (Ap) + 81V (AR) Lkg (HD].
By Lemma 5.1, Ran (I — 1) < Ker A and since h'@(0) =0 for a=1 one has h'P(Ap)(I-1;) =
(I-1)h'“(Ag) =0. By Lemma 6.3, g(H)1, 8@ (Ay) is trace-class and we get

Oy = Yo+ LD, C,

(a)

where C is trace-class. Lemma 6.6 thus implies that ¥ 0.8

r is trace-class.
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If T commutes with f(H), the cyclic property of the trace implies that
w(TO), ) =t (T ).

Qg
m]
If the hypotheses of the previous theorem hold, we have
+ @V = 1im 1 +y(a)
a)T(dF(q)Q,k)) = }gl_lg lg%tr(T \PQC,g,k)’ (143)

for all a = 1. The evaluation of the trace on the right hand side of this relation is a difficult
problem which is the aim of the two following sections.

6.5 Calculation of steady current I

The first step in the evaluation of the formula (143) is largely inspired by the article of Avron

etal. | ]. The idea is to develop the current operator
() _ (a,0,0")
Yoee= 2 Yok (144)
o,0'€{+}
where ,
Wi ro) = gl f(H), B (A QR (A1 g (H), (145)

and to exploit the property of the commutator [H, h” (A)] which appears in this last expres-
sion (recall that f(H)g(H) = Hg(H)). By expanding this commutator

[H, i (AQ)] ~ K (AQ)[H, Ak,

we note that it is localized in a spectral neighborhood of Ay = oa (see Lemma 6.12 below for
a precise statement). The Mourre estimate tells us how states in the range of this localized
operator propagates,

e MR (Ap) ~ B (Ap + 01l
The sample G being confined to the the subspace Ay = 0 by Hypothesis (H3), we conclude
that these states do not undergo scattering when ¢ — ooo. The Moller operator Q% thus acts
trivially on such states, while Q77" = Q77*Q%Q7* acts like the scattering matrix Q~7*Q°.

The result of this first reduction of the problem is the following.

Theorem 6.11 We suppose that Hypotheses (H1), (H2), (H3), and (H4) are satisfied. Let Tj be
the generator of a 7 j-invariant, gauge invariant, quasi-free state on O such that Ran Tj“ 2 c

DomH;. Forall g € C°(R\ 2 ) we have
lim [tr(Q_.T-Q‘.*\P(“) )_tr(T.{S"j gla+thg
a—oo JI T Qek NCjk gk Oki

p—yla—-) p- * gla+-) -, 5-vala—+) _
+8 i1 (Pk\I’Q'g,k Py + Sy P B+ PLwl skk)})] - 0. (146)

¥ (a,0,0") _ p repla,o,0)
where‘Png,k _Mk‘I’ng’k M.
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The main technical tool necessary for the proof of this result is the following localization
lemma due to [ ]. Since its proof is quite long, we defer it to Appendix B.

Lemma 6.12 If Hypotheses (H1), (H2), (H3), and (H4) are satisfied then, for all f € C;°(R) and
allge C°R\Zp):

(i) sup = ILf (H), K" (Ap]g(HD1 < oo.

(i) There exist constants s > 1 and C such that, forall a,a = 1,

IF(+xA<a-a)[f(H), h? (AlgH)I < Cla)™>.

!
(a,0,07)

Remark. It follows from (i) that the components ¥ 0.2k

tors.

of the current are trace-class opera-

To prepare for the proof of Theorem 6.11 we begin by proving the following lemma.

Lemma 6.13 We suppose that the hypotheses of Theorem 6.11 are satisfied. For a € {j,l} c
{1,..., M} let T, be the generator of at ,-invariant, gauge invariant, quasi-free state on Oy such
thatRan T)'?> c DomH,. Forall g € Co°(R\ Zg) we have:

lim | T}’Z(Q‘]T*T‘Q‘fgf)ﬂ‘; —5jkM;\IJ(Q‘f§f)Mk6kz)Tl”2||l =0. (147)

Proof. Since Q commutes with f(H), we may write

Wero) = g(Hlf(H), B (AR QI (A g (H)

+ ()R (AR QiLf (H), h\D (A1 g (D). (148)

Q being bounded, this decomposition, the inequality |BC|; < | Bl [Cll;, and a telescopic ex-
pansion allow us to reduce the proof to the following three assertions

sup | g(H) [f (H), b (AQ)]ll1 < oo, (149)
ax=1

Jim 1 75"(Q5" =6 M)) gD hg” (Al =0, (150)
lim [ T;/2QF" =6 M) g () f (H), hg” (Al 11 = 0. (151)

We immediately remark that (149) follows from Assertion (i) of Lemma 6.12 by taking the ad-
joint.
Hypothesis (H2) (ii) (iv) allows us to write

(HM; - M;H)T;"™ = J;1H;, 71T} = J; B; T},

and to conclude that (HM; — M; H)) T}/ 2 is bounded. We now remark that first, the identity
(123) implies
Ran (HM; - M; H)T;"* cKer A},
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and second, Hypothesis (H1) (iii) shows that, for k # j,
1(HM; - M;H)T; = 1J;1H;, 7 1T;? = 0.
Since A=Y} Aj1j we get that
Ran (HM; — M;Hj)Tj'? < Ker 4,
and that, consequently,
(HM; - M;H)T}”? = FoA<0t+al2-1)(HM; - M;H) T}, (152)

forall9t=0and a = 2.

The adjoint of this last relation and the fact that T j and e'’fi commute allow us to write the
Cook representation

TH2(Q9" - M) g(H)h" (Ar) = (153)
S8 . 7~ _~ .
iaf el?tH; T}’Z(HjM]’f ~M;H)F(oA<9t+al2- e “"Hg(H)h? (Ap) dt,
0

valid for all 9 > 0. By invoking the fact that A = @24: 1Ak it follows from the definition of the

functions h(f) that
h9(AY) =F(oA=a-1)h9(Ap),

which allows us to write, with @' = a—1,
IF(A<9t+al2-1)e " Hg(H)hD (Al < |FloA<d —al2+9ne " Hg(H)F(cA= a)l.

By Hypothesis (H4) (ii), Assertion (ii) of Theorem 5.2 and Proposition 4.27 it is possible to
choose 9 > 0 in such a way that there exists a constant C; such that

IF(A<9t+al2-1)e "™ g(H)R? (Al < Cy{al2+9t)~%, (154)
for some s > 1 and for all a = 2, r = 0. With the representation (153) we obtain
IT;"2Q7* = M) g RS (A < I T; "> (H; M} — M; H) ||fooocl<a/2 +91)%ds,
and if j = k, (150) follows from an dominated convergence argument. To finish the proof of
(150), it suffices to show that
lim | M g(H)hg” (APl =0,

when j # k. To do this we begin by remarking that Ax1; =0 and thus Ran M;  Ker A;. We get
that
IM7 g(ED R (Ap) |l = 1M F(Ay = 0)g(H) he” (Ap)
< |F(Ar =0 g(H)hy" (Al
< 1kF(A=0)gH)hY (A
<|F(eA<al2-1)gH)h? (A, (155)
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for a = 2. The estimate (154), with ¢ = 0 allows us to conclude.

By proceeding in a similar way we obtain the Cook representation

T;2@Q7" - M) g(H)[f (H), hy” (Ap)] = io f eI T2 (H; M} — M H)

0
x FloA<9t/2)e” " Hg(H)[f(H), h'® (Ap)g(H) dt, (156)

valid for all 9 > 0. To estimate the integral of the right hand side of this identity, we decompose
FloA<0t/2)e " M g(H)[f(H), h{"(Ar)1g(H) =
FloA<9t/2)e " Hg(H)F(o A= (a—91)/2)[f(H), h" (Ay)] g (H)
+FloA<9t/12)e " Hg(H)F(0 A< (a-91)/12)[f(H), h\? (A g(H),
and thus obtain
IF(cA=9t/2)e” ™ H g(H)[f(H), h? (ADIg(HD 1 <
IF(cA<9t/2)e” " g(H)F(o0 A= (a—90)/2)|| [ (ED, b (A1 g(ED Iy
+|F(o A< (a-90/2)f(H), h{" (ADIg(H)l1, (157)

We consider the first term on the right hand side of this inequality. Its second factor is uni-
formly bounded by (i) of Lemma 6.12. By setting a’ = (a— 91)/2 its first factor can be written
as

IF(cA<a —al2+90e " Hg(H)F(cA=a)|.

As before, we invoke Assertion (ii) of Theorem 5.2 and Proposition 4.27 to choose 9 > 0 so that
this factor is bounded by C;(a/2 + 9t)~°.

Writing the second term on the right hand side of (157) as
IF(0A < a-(a+90)/2)[f(H),hy" (AD1g(EDI1,

Assertion (ii) of Lemma 6.12 allows us to conclude that it is bounded by C{a/2 +9t/2)~* for a
constant C and some s > 1. We have thus shown that

IF(cA<9t/2)e” " g (H)[f(H), h®(AnIg(H) |1 < Cola+91) %,

for a constant C,, some s > 1, and for all a = 2. For j = k, Assertion (151) is an immediate con-
sequence of this estimate and the representation (156). To finish the proof of (151) it suffices
to show that

lim | M} g(H)[f (H), hg” (Al =0,

when j # k. We proceed as in (155) to obtain
1M} g(EDLf (D), hg? (A1 = | M F(Ag = 0)g (D1 f (H), b (ATl
< |F(Ax = 0 g(HD[f (H), hS? (A1
< 11xF(A=0)g(H)[f(H), h% (Al
< |F(oA<al2)g(H)[f(H), h{" (A,
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and we conclude by once again invoking (ii) of Lemma 6.12. O

Proof of Theorem 6.11. We write C ~ D whenever C and D are operators depending on a and
such that lim_ || T].”z(C -D) le/z Il; = 0 holds.

By invoking Corollary 5.12, we may write

M M
-\ (a,0,0) - _ —* po\y(a,0,0) po’ - _ —* 0 T\ (a,0,0") o' ~o'* ~—
Qj ‘I’ng’k Qj —mgn_lﬂj Pm‘I’ngyk P Qj _mgn_lﬂj Q,Q5, \I]Q,g,k Q) Q) Qj.

The properties of the Moller operators show that
Qs” Q]_.Domﬁj c DomH,,.
We may thus invoke Lemma 6.13 to continue with

-\ (a,0,0") ~— —% ~0 A gy (a,0,0") o' x ~—
QWS rT0r ~ 07 QI MY ST MY Ty

Q,8k
Since
Sxj if o=+ando’'=—;
ox ~o' _ Do — 5/
Q7 Qj = 6k]Pj if o=0";
S,’;J. if o=—ando’ =+;
we obtain

—x\y(a) - —s\y(a,0,0") ~—
Q.Y Q- Z (O Y Qj

] Qvgrk ] - Y ] Q,g,k
o,0'e{+}
* *\y(a,+,+) )
~SieMiYo gk MiSk;
* *\yla,+,-) S— | B—areay(@—,+) =~ ey (@——) ~
+ 0k (SkkMk\PQ’g'k MiPy P MW ook MieSkk + Pe MW ooy Mkpk)'

6.6 Calculation of steady current II

In this section we finish the calculation of the steady current starting from the formula (146).
The method which we use here differs from that of [ ]. In fact, in this work the reservoirs
are straight, one-dimensional wires without internal structure. In this case we may choose
the conjugate operator in such a way that i[ Hy, Ax] = 2H; and it is easy to explicitly construct
the spectral representations of Hy and Ay and to compute the integral kernel of operators
of the form f(H;)g(Ay). This reduces the calculation of their trace to an integral over the
diagonal of this integral kernel. This approach is inapplicable at the level of generality where
we have placed ourselves. We shall use a more systematic approach based uniquely on the
propagation estimates and on the abstract spectral representation of the operator Hy.
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6.6.1 Preliminaries

We begin by showing that it is possible to replace H with Hy and A by Ay in the definition of

‘I’(Q“ o ,f ) without altering its NESS expectation.

Lemma 6.14 Under Hypothesis (H5) we have

lim H
a—oo

(a,0,0") G#a,o,0)|| _
\Png \Png ” =0

where \I’#(“ ) = o(FIILf (Hp), K (A M;; QMkh(‘? (A)g(Hp).

Proof. We shall write C ~ D when lim,_. ||C — D|l; =0. By Lemma 6.1, M,’;g(H) - g(lEIk)M,’ck
and g(H)Mj - ng(ﬁk) are trace-class. Since

s* —lim % (A)Qh'? (Ay) =
a—oo o
we have
My g(HDilf(H), hi® (A QR (A1 g (H) My ~ g (Hi) Myl f (), h{® (A) Q'Y (A)] My g (Hy).
We prove in the same way that
g(H) MELf (H), RS (Ar) QhY (AQ)I Micg (Hi) ~ g (L f (Hy), M{ S (Ar) QRS (A) Ml g (Hy).
Finally, it follows from the identity (135) that
M (Ap) = M M hi9 (A M = 1R (A M = h® (A M,
from which it follows that

gUHILf (HE), M hi® (A QRS (A M) g (H) = g(HLf (Hi), h§” (Ax) My QM hD (A1 g (Hy).

O
Corollary 6.15 Under the hypotheses of Theorem 6.11 and Hypothesis (H5) we have
-5 A—gyl@ _ Jia,+,+)
(@) T W0 ) =tr(T; {85, Phersy,
#(a,—,-) p g#a+,-)p #(a,—,+)
851 (PP B+ Sy Pae D B+ PP s}, (158)

foralla=1.

Proof. Since Q]‘. TjQ]‘.* commutes with H, Theorem 6.10 shows that the left hand side of (158)
is independent of a = 1. By taking into account Proposition 6.11 and Lemma 6.14, it suffices
to show that that the right hand side is also independent of a.
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For a,b = 1, we have g, = h((,“) - h((,b) € C°(R). It follows from Hypothesis (H4) (i) that Cy =
g(H) 8y (Ax) = g(Hp) (A +1) "™ (Ar +1)™ g, (Ag) is trace-class. Since

POeq) = Wgne ) =il f (Hy), Co M{ QMg (Ax) g (Hy)]

+ilf (Hy), g (H)hY (Ar) MfQM;CL 1,

and Sy; T j S}'T ;, commutes with H;. the cyclic property of the trace allows us to conclude that
7. o* [gHao,o)  GHbo,o))) _
tr (S Ty S5 (Phes, ™) - WhPe.o)) =0,
The 3 other terms of the right hand side of (158) are treated in a similar manner. O

6.6.2 Spectral representation of the current

We are now in position to pass to the spectral representation (141).

The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 6.16 We suppose that Hypotheses (H1), (H2) and (H3) are satisfied. If g € C3°(R\ Zg)
and if the operator

W0 = g(HIlf(Hp), " (A) My QMhS (A) g (Hy),
is trace-class, then:

~ ! —~—
(i) \I’Z(‘;";C’U ) reduces to its part in #. uc, that is to say that

THO0) = o () TG Poc( ),
(i) There exists a measurable set A c R, withR\ A having Lebesgue measure zero, and a map-
ping

A X A E] <£,g,> L wgfg,){fk,a/) (8,)8) € El(hk(g)’ hk(g,)))

such that, forall u,v € ffk,ac,

(1, P97 ) = f (U (€, 5457 (€, &) (Ugv) @)y o) dede’,

(iii) Foralle € A,

#(a,o,0")

o o (o
Vogr &&= gg(s)2 P (€)qrEe)p(€)dsgr. (159)

We shall show in Section 6.7 how Formula (159) can be used to complete the calculation of
the steady current. The rest of this section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 6.16 which
is organized as follows. In Section 6.6.3 we prove a theorem about the general structure of
trace-class operators on a direct integral of Hilbert spaces and in particular the existence of
the integral kernel of such an operator. In Section 6.6.4 we show how to compute the diagonal
of this integral kernel. These results allow us finally to prove Theorem 6.16 in Section 6.6.5.
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6.6.3 Trace-class operators on f ® hedp(e)

Theorem 6.17 Let A c R be a measurable set, 1 a o -finite measure on A and (H)cep a family of
u-measurable, separable Hilbert spaces. If C is a trace-class operator on $) = |, A@ hedu(e) then:

(i) There exists a measurable set Ay < A such that A\ A is u-negligible and, for all (¢',€) €
Ao x Ao, a trace-class operator c(€',€) : he — her such that (¢',€) — (u(e'), c(e', &) v(€))y,, is
measurable for all u,v € ).

(i) Forallu,ve$, (u,Cv) = [, (u(e"),c(e,e)v(e)y, dule)dule).
(iii) [y llc(e, &)1 du(e) < |ICll;.

(iv) [ytry, (c(e,€))du(e) = tr(C).

Since this result does not seem to be widely known, we give a proof by following [Y].

Proof. C being compact, it admits a canonical representation

+ —_
C: Z Knun(un; '))
neN

where N is a set which is at most countable, (uﬁ)n€ N are orthonormal families in $, and
(Kn)nen is the family of singular values of C. In particular we have x, > 0 and ) ,cnkp, =
[ICll; < 0. Since

ICh = 3 %o [ N, dute) <o,
neN A

Fubini’s theorem implies the existence of a measurable set A* c A, such that A\ A* is u-
negligible and ¥, y k5 [l 145 (€) IIES <ooforall e € A*. Weset Ag = A" NA~. A\ Ag is u-negligible
and, for all €,¢’' € A,

cle'e)= ) xpuyE)(u,€), g,
neN

converges in norm in A(h,, h,). In fact, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies
1/2
2 Knullty (€N, ||u,;(e)||hgs(2 Knll gy €O, D Kmll () ||§,€) < oo,
nenN nenN meN

For u, v € $H we thus have

fA(u(S'),C(E’,E)v(s))hE, due)duE) =) anA(u(E’),uZ(S'))hg, du(s')fA(u;(s),V(E))hg du(e)

neN

= Y knlw, ul) (U, v) = (u,Cv).
neN
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Since [ u;, (€)(u;, (€), g, I = lluy, (@) lly, luy, () lly, we have

f lee. ol due) < Y xy f Vet @), et )1y, dpate)
A neN A
1/2

< 3w [ 1iien?, du [ i, dute)

neN

— + -

=Y xalluglllu,l
neN

=Y x,=ICl.
neN

Similarly, since tr(u;, () (u;, (€), -))y, = (1, (€), u;; (€))p,,

fA tr(c(e,€))due) = ) «, fA (u, (), uyy (€)p, dule) = Y kpluy,, uy) = tr(C).

neN neN
O

To compare the operators in a direct sum of Hilbert spaces, the following result is also useful.

Lemma 6.18 Let A c R be a measurable set equipped with a o -finite measure , (h¢)cen a fam-
ily of u-measurable, separable Hilbert spaces, and 2 < $) = |, AGB hedu(e) a dense subspace. If
A3 e — ale) € Bhe) is a mapping such that, for all u,v € 9, there exists a pu-negligible set
Ay © A with the property that

(u(e), ale)v(e))y, =0,

foralle e A\ Ay, then a(e) =0 for u-almost every € € A.

Proof. Since §) is separable it is possible to extract a countable family (u,) ey € @ which is
dense. For each n € N, let A,, be the set of € € A for which u,(€) € by, is defined. Then A\ A, is
p-negligible and the same is true of A\ A where A = NpenA,.

Forall € € A, we may apply to the family (u,,(€)) ey the Gramm-Schmidt procedure to obtain
an orthonormal basis (g, (€)) me M Of the closed subspace u, c ;. generated by (u,(€)) e n. For
all m € M we have g,(€) = Y ey Amn(€)uy(e), this sum being finite (i.e., {n € N|a;,,(€) #
0} is finite for all m € M). Furthermore each coefficient «,,,(¢) is a measurable function of
a finite number of scalar products (u;(€), u;(€))y, which are measurable functions of €. We
conclude that for all u € §) the functions A 3 € — (&m(€), u(e))y, are measurable. Let p(e) be
the orthogonal projection onto u.. The Cauchy-Schwarz and Bessel inequalities show that for
all , v € § and for all € € A for which u(e) and v(e) are defined, the series

(ue), pe)vE)p, = Y. w(e), gm(E)p, (gm(€), v(€)y,,
meM

converges absolutely. Its sum is thus a measurable function defined p-almost everywhere
which satisfies

Y (u(e), gm(€))y, (8m(€), v(E)p, | < lu@)lly, llv(E) g, -
meM
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The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Fubini’s theorem allow us to conclude that

(u, Pv) Ef(u(e),p(E)v(e))hE de,

defines a bounded operator on §). By construction, Pu, = u, for all n € N. Since (1) sen is
dense in $), it follows that P = I and consequently,

0= (u,(I-P)u) =f(u(8),(1—p(8))u(€))p,g ds,:fll(l—p(e))u(s)llfk de,

for all u € ). This implies that || (I — p(e)) u(e)|ly, = 0, u-almost everywhere, that is to say that
there exists a measurable set Ay < A such that A\ A is u-negligible and (u,,(€)) ne y is total in
he for all € € A,.

Let
AO =

M.

We may conclude the proof of the lemma by remarking that A\ A is u-negligible and that for
€ € Ag we have (uy(€), a(e), uy,(€))y, = 0 for all n, m € N and thus a(e) = 0. O

ﬂ ANAy,u,,

n,meN

6.6.4 The diagonal

The diagonal c(g, €) of the integral kernel of a trace-class operator C on the Lebesgue direct
integral [ b de is defined almost everywhere. To calculate this diagonal, the following result
is often useful.

Lemma 6.19 LetA c R bea measurable set and (h¢)cea a family of Lebesgue-measurable Hilbert
spaces. Let E be the self-adjoint operator on $) = [, f hede defined by (Eu)(e) = eule). IfC €

LY $) and c(€,€) denotes its integral kernel, then there exists a dense subspace § < §) such

that

1 [ . .
fA(u(s),C(e,t‘)v(s))dsﬂ%{lﬂlgf e Ml y, cel'fy)dr,

forallu,veg.

Proof. Theorem 6.17 and its proof show that there exists a measurable set Ag c A such that
A\ Ag has Lebesgue measure zero and, for all €,&’ € A,

cle'e) =) xpup(E(uy, e, )y,
neN

where N is a set which is at most countable, x, > 0, Y. ,c vk, = [ Cll; and (1) e v are orthonor-
mal families of $ such that

+ 2
> xpllug @)l <oo,
nenN

for all € € Ag.
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Let u,v e $, for all t € R we have

e'"Fu,ce'’Fy) = f(u(s’),c(e’,s) v(€)y,, el’€=€) qede’

= f (Z K (e, 1 (€)y, (uy (€), v(E))y, "€ | dede’.
neN
Since ||u; || = 1, we have

f |(u(e"), uy, (€N, (1y, (€), V(€))p (e | dede” < Nlull V],
and thus

Y K, f ey, (e, (11 (0), v(EN)y, | dede’ < 3 xplluel 0] < oo,
nenN neN

Fubini’s theorem allows us to conclude that for n >0,
foo e M By celfv)dr
=) %y (f e M (u(e), uy (), (uy, (&), v(e)p, e "€ dr | dede’
nenN —00
=27 ) an(u(s’), u;(s'))hg,(u;(ﬁ‘), v(€))p, Oy (e — ') dede’
neN

=21 Y Ky | Fy(€) 6y xF,)(€)de,
neN

where F;, (€) = (u}, (€), u(e))y,, F;, (€) = (u;, (€), v(€))y, and

1 [® .. 1 7
bple)=— [ e Midr=— .
n(€) 27 f_ooe 7T €2 +n?

(160)

Recall that the set § = {u € H|llull = supgep lu(e)lly, < oo} is dense in §). For u,v € § the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in b, implies that F,;—“ € [%(A,de). Since s —ll(i)m Op* =1in L2(R) we
n

have

li%lfFf{(g)(%*F,;)(g) dngF,J{(s)F,;(s) d£:f(u(e),u;(s))he(u,;(s),v(s));k de,
n

forall ne N andall u,v € §. Since 6, € LYR) and 165111 = f&, (¢)de =1, the Cauchy-Schwarz

and Young inequalities imply

1/2 1/2
< ([|F;(e)|2de) (f|F,;(g)|2de)

1/2 1/2
SU Iz @1, Nutel, dE) ( [t IIU(E)IIﬁgdg)

1/2 1/2
s(mum2 f ||u;(g)||g€dg) (mvm2 f ||u;(s)||§£de) = llulllivl,

'fF,J{ (€)(6y * F),)(e)de
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and the dominated convergence theorem applies to the right hand side of the identity (160)

o . . _
lim [ e M(e!"Fu,ceFv)ydr=2n ) anF;{(s)F;(s) de
70 J-co neN

=27 ) an(u(E),uZ(s))hg(u;(S),v(f:))he de.

nenN

Finally, Fubini’s theorem allows us to conclude that

m . .
limf e M (e Ey, ce " p)dr
110 J-c0

=21 | ) xn(ule), us (), (u, (€), v(€)y, de
neN

:an(u(s),c(e,s)v(e))hE de,

forall u,vegs. O

Remark 6.1 Theorem 6.17 and Lemmas 6.18 and 6.19 are generalized without difficulty to
operators

(53] [53)
C:f Ijl(e)de—>f ho(€)de,

it suffices in fact to identify them with operators
2] ®
C': f h1(e) @ ha(e)de — f h2(e) @ b2 (e) de.

To apply the previous lemma to the calculation of the current, we shall use the following result.

Proposition 6.20 Under Hypotheses(H1), (H2), and (H3), for all u,v € J?k we have

©© S TT o~ !/ s TT ~ ~ o~ ~ ~
lim f e M (u, e PO e v) dr = 0644 (g (Hi)u, PY QrPY g (H)v).
—00

Proof. By remarking that

o N d ,
(u, eltHk\P?é(ag;(;cyU )e ltHk V) — a G(U,U)(t),

with
G (1) = (h{® (A" e g(Hi)u, Mj QM h'? (Apel Mg (Hyv),

we obtain, after an integration by parts,

o0 ST~ / S TT o0 / /
f e M, e MV GETT e My = f e (G (1) -G (-0,
—00 'S’ 0
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and consequently

[e.0] ~ ~
llm e—17|t|(u eil’Hk\'I,#(a,O',O")e—itHk U)dt
710 J-co ’ Q8k

= Abel —1im G“?" (1) — Abel - lim G (1).
t—o00 t——00
To evaluate these Abelian limits, we invoke the propagation estimates. For ¢ > 0, we have
1P (AR el P g(Hul < | Fo Ak = a— el g (Hyul
< |F(0Ar = a-1)e’ B g(H) F(o A > 9D ull

+IIF(0 A = a- 1) Teg(H) F(oAp < 90)ul
<||[F(cAx> 9D ul

HIE(~0) A = 1 - @)e T He g (A F((~0) Ap = —98) ull.

When t — +oo the first term on the right hand side of this inequality tends clearly to 0 for all
9 > 0. By applying Proposition 4.27 to the second term it is possible to choose 9 > 0 such that

IF(~0) Ap < 1 - @)e O H g () F((~0) Ap = — 90 ull < c{a—1+91)~",
for constants ¢ and s > 0. We thus have
Jim_[17g? (Ap)e” g (Hiull =0,

and it follows that , ,
Abel - lim G 77 (r) = lim G99 (1) =0,
t—+00 t—+00

if (o,0") # (+,+) and that
Abel -limG?" (1) = lim G (1) =0,
[——00 [——o00

if (o,0") # (-, —). It remains to consider G'”?) (o't for t — +o0. By writing

GO (1) = (WD (Ae e g (Hiyu, M QM (Ap)e ok g (Hi)v)

= (e 7"k g(Hy)u, My QMye " P g (Hy)v)

— (e 7 Hr g (Hp)u, M QM (1 - K9 (A))e 7 Hr g (Hy)v) (161)

— (1= K (Ap)e 7k g (i u, My QMie ™M g(Hi)v)

+ (1 - RO (AR)e e g (Fu, M QM (1 - BP (A))e ' e g (Hy)v),
we remark that

11— K@ (A)e e g (Hy)ull < IF(o A < a+ De g (Hpul

<|F(oAr<a+1)e "k g(H)F(0Ar <a+1-90ul

+|F(o A < a+ e Heg(H)F(oAr = a+1-90ul,

158



A Geometric Approach to the Landauer-Biittiker Formula

and we conclude as before that
Jim (11 = b (Ap)e™ Mg (Hiul =0,

which shows that the three last terms of the right hand side of the identity (161) vanish in this
limit. The first term in turn is calculated as follows, by using the fact that Q commutes with H
and the identity (137),

lim (77 kg (Fu, My QMye™ Mg (Hy)v)

lim (g(ﬁk) u’ elO’l’ﬁkM*e-lO'tHQelUtHMke—lO'tj:Ikg(ﬁk) V)
(g(Hk)u Q7" QQYIg(Hy)v)
= (g(Hp)u, PIQ1PY g(H)v).

6.6.5 Proof of Theorem 6.16

(i) We note that since g € C°(R\ Zp) < C3°(R\ Z), the spectrum of Hy. is purely absolutely
continuous on supp g by Corollary 5.3. We thus have ‘P#(“ 0,0") _ PaC(Hk)‘P#(“ e )PaC(Hk)

(ii) The existence of the integral kernel 1,//#(“ 00 § g“ 7 )

is trace-class and of Theorem 6.17.

is a direct consequence of the fact that ¥

(iii) Lemma 6.19 and Proposition 6.20 give us
' 1 ~ ~ o~ ~ ~
f(u(E),w’gf;ffk’U)(e,E) V(€))p, () de = ga&mr(g(Hk) u, Py QcP{ g(Hi)v)

1
= gmimff(u(a),g(e)pZ(E)qk(s)pZ(E)g(e)v(S))hk(E) de,

for all u, v € §k, a dense subspace of ffk,ac. Lemma 6.18 allows us to conclude that

#(a,0,0")

Y g (o
Vogr EE= g%mg(E)pk (€)qr(e) py (e)g(e),

for almost all € € R. O

6.7 The Landauer-Biittiker formula

We are now prepared to prove Theorem 6.7.

Starting from (158) we obtain the following representation of the steady current

w(Q; 7,0 v, )= f try(e) (rj(e){s;k(e)wig(‘;;'”(e,e)skj(e)

#(a, )

+8jk(spe@w b7 e opp @ + prEhs P e Osle) +pi@vhe w o p @)} de.
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By inserting Expression (159) we find
PR . _ de
(@ T W )= f 86 try, o) 1(6) {571 (€)skj€) =0k 45 ©)f)

where g (¢) = p (€) g (e) pi ().

To control the limit (143) and thus obtain the steady current of an eventually unbounded
charge we shall use the following result, adapted from Theorem 6 of Section 7.6 in [Y] to our
situation.

Lemma 6.21 Under Hypotheses (H1), (H2), (H3), and (H5), sjx(€) — 6 jk p;;"(e) is trace-class for
almost all € € R. Furthermore, there exists a constant c such that, for any measurable bounded
function f :R — R and any interval A c R

2

fAf(e)z||sjk(e)—6jkp,f(£)||1desc ess —supp ()" f(e)l] .
€EA

Proof. Without loss of generality we may suppose that f = 0. Let K c A be compact, set
g = f1k and note that

(g(HPu, (Sjx— 8k P)g(HY)v) = ~(Q] g(Hpu, (Qf — Q) g(Hv), (162)
(§(HPu, (Sjx—6xP)g(Hy)v) = ~((Q] —Q))g(H))u, Q g(Hv). (163)

Forall u € J’Ej,ac, VE j?k,ac, Relation (162) yields, after passing to the Abelian limit and inte-
grating by parts,

(§(H)u,(Sjx—8xP{)g(Hy)v) =~ lim (] g (H))u, (e Mye 1k — e 1tH pp ety g (F) )

o . « . TT . e 7T ~
= 173?011; f e (Qfg(H)u, (e'"H Me Hk — e 1tH Np el Hky o () v) d it
0

(e 0] . —~ . T3 ~
= _17%1 e Q7 g(Hpu, e Mi(HM; — My Hp)e e g(Hp)v) dr.
—o0

By using the intertwining relations of the Meoller operators we obtain
o~ o~ o~ ¢} . 7 . 7
(g(H)u, (Sjx— 0 jkP)g(HKV) = li%lf e M e My, ce™tHry) dt,
n —00

where B B
C = —iQ}" g(H)(HMy — My Hy) g (Hp).
The identity
g(H)(HMj. — My Hy) g(Hy) = gy (H) ((H +1) ™Y My — My (Hy +1) ) g (Hy)
— g1 (H) ((H+1)™"" My — My (Hy +) 7" 71) (Hy +1) g (Hp),
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where g1 (x) = g(x)(x+ i)¥*! and Lemma 6.1 allow us to conclude that C is trace-class. Fur-
thermore, since ||Q}.L* | <1, we have the estimate

ICly < g (FDIIN(H +1) ™ My — My (Hi +1) Il | g (H |
+llgr (DI (H +1) 7" My — My (Hi + 077 Iy N (Hy + D g (H)

and it follows that there exists a constant ¢; such that

2
ICll; < ¢; ess—supp(e>"+1f(e)) ) (164)

€eN

By Lemma 6.17, C has an integral kernel c(¢, €) and Lemma 6.19 allows us to write
1
Py f g(e)?(ule), (sjk(€) = jkpy (©) v(€))p; e de = f(u(s), c(&,8)v(€))y; (e de,

for u € §; and v € §y, §, Sk being dense subspaces of j?mc and J?k,ac- By Lemma 6.18 we
have

1
> g(©)* (sjk(e) =8 jkpi(©) = c(e,e),

for almost every € € R, and invoking Lemma 6.17 we obtain

fK £ I5j1(6) =8 epl @)l de < f g2 l5j(6) — 8 kpi ()l de
<om|Cl;

2
< (ess —supp(e)*Tfe)] ,

eEN

and thus

ff(€)2IISjk(s)—éjkpZ(E)II1d8= sup ff(€)2Ils]'k(s)—éjkp;(t?)lllde
A KcA K
K compact

2
<c (ess — supp <E>V+1f(£)) )

eeN

The case where p; is replaced by p,_ can be handled in a similar way, starting from Eq. (163).
|

Let Q be a temperate charge such that Dom(H?%) ¢ Dom(Q) for some a = 0. Then Q(H +i)™¢
is bounded and it follows from the identity (137) that P Qi (Hj +1)~“P; is bounded. We thus
have

c1= max ess—supp(e) “lgi (@l < oo.
! kell,...,.M} ccR pp P hr(e)
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We shall denote by g, x(¢) = (1 +ee?)~a! qu(s) the fibers of the regularized charge @, k= (jk(I +
eH]%)_“. Similarly, if for j € {1,..., M}, T denotes the generator of a 7 ;-invariant, gauge invari-

ant, quasi-free state on 0 such that Ran (T) < Dom(ﬁj‘.‘”“) then H ]‘.”V“ T; is bounded and

a+v+1
1%;

Cp = max ess—suppe) @) <oo.

Jjell,...,. M} ceR
Since s;fk(e) = sij(€)* we have
M

0=s7(e)sej(e) =) sjE)si;e)=p; (=],
=1

and consequently, ||sg;(e)[| < || p]T (€)|l < 1. Charge conservation, Eq. (139), thus writes

M
q; () =) s;,(e)q] (€)si;e),
I=1
from which we obtain the identity
M
STe(E)ay (©)skj(€) = k;q; (€) = I_Zl(fikz —8kj)s;,©) gy (€)(s15(€) = 81;p; (€)),
and then the inequality

M
155 € ag (€)skj(e) — kjq; (©)lh = Z_ZI la; @1 lsij(€) = 81;p7 @l

We thus have
M M
) ‘trhj(g) (@ {sj@a©sej @) —5qu;j(e)})\ < Y lg@Nlg; @lls;je)=b1p; @l
J=1 il=1

M
<cie@ ™ ) lsije) =61p; @,
jl=1

and Lemma 6.21 allows us to conclude that the left hand side of this inequality belongs to
LY (R, de). By the dominated convergence theorem, we conclude that for all g € C°(R\ Zp)
suchthat0=g=<1

M _ de
. - —s\y(a) — * A —
le%ljzzltr(gf T,0; \P(ge,g,k) _fg(g)Ztrhj(E) (tj(s){sjk(s)q,t(s)sm(e) —0kjd; (8)}) =

Similarly, if g, € C;°(R\ Zp) is a sequence such that 0 < g, < 1 and lim, g,(x) = 1 for almost
all x € R we have

. M -7 — % * - dE
lim thr(Qj 107w )= ftrh].(g) (1@ {s@a; @ s - 51ja5 @)}) o
]:
which concludes the proof of Theorem 6.7.

162



A Geometric Approach to the Landauer-Biittiker Formula

A Proofof Lemma6.1

We begin by proving two auxiliary lemmas based on Hypothesis (H5).
Lemma A.1 Under Hypothesis (H5) we have

ad%k @ es " 2,
forlsj<s+j<4v,ke{l,...,M}andr =0. Furthermore, if s is an integer then the formula
Sls
2

(He-2'ad), (1) =) || ad] ) (He -2, (165)

holds on ff,ﬁ”lz.

Proof. By hypothesis the assertion is verified for s = 0. By interpolation, it suffice to prove
the assertion for integer s. We begin by remarking that the identity (81) implies that for all
z € Res(Hy)

. S
7 —s—jl2_3] (~(r)y _
(He—2) "/ adﬁk(x,j)—z

=0

Slilogp o —=1-ji2, 40+l =\ 57 _ —S
(l)l (Hy —2) adgk X VHik—2).

This formula is purely algebraic. However, it is justified by Hypothesis (H5) (i) which implies,
by duality, that adgl(jzg)) € %(J?k,jf,;(”l)/z) for1</+ j<4v.Forle{0,...,n}the estimate
k

i — 2020 Y (He = 275N e
1(Hy - 2) ady () He = 2) Nz, 7
7o -lizy oy Hie = 2) "l gy -5, 7
< |(Hx - 2) ||@(Je,§(]+l)’2,J?7€/2)||adﬁk Xk )||@(Jﬁk,5f,§(]+l)/2)||(Hk A Moz, 75

shows that (Hy — z)~57// zad% (%\") is bounded from 7, * into . We conclude that, for
k

s+ j < 4v we have ad% ()Zg e 38@77,; S,Jﬁfk_ 57J'2) and the assertion follows by duality. By
k
taking the adjoint of the identity (81) we obtain

. _ . s
ady, (7=~ =3

SV nliig -5, qJ+H =) (77 ~1-j/2
z:o(l)(_l) (Hy—2)"adp (7,) (He =277,

which shows that (165) holds. |
Lemma A.2 Under Hypotheses (H1), (H2), and (H5) we have
-1 .
=1 4(r) () (17 -1 _ RGP (NS —-(j+1
(H=-2)"'M” - M (Hi - 2) —j;lff,j ady, (1) (Hi -2
+il(H=2)7 1 ady (1)) (He-2)7,
forallze Res(H) N Res(ﬁk), kef{l,....M},r=0andl <2v.
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Proof. Lemma A.1 allows us to write, for j = 1,...,2v and for all u € ji,”l” 2

Hypothesis (H1) (vi) then the identity (107) and then Hypothesis (H5) (ii)

, by invoking

](r) d] (X(r))u ](r 1)1(") d] (X(r))u
(r 1) i(" 1)1 T)ad] (~(I’)
(r l)jzgcr D d] (X(r))u'
Hypothesis (H2) (ii) implies v € Dom(H) and Hv = ](r VA )((r 1)ad] ()((r))u. By using Hy-
pothesis (H5) (ii) and the identity (107) we may continue with
](r 1)H ~(r l)l(r)ad] (X(r))u
— I(Cr—l)Hk'i(r) d] (X(T))u
=JU "V adf (X(r))u.
In a similar manner, we show that
I ad, (B Heu=J{"Vad], @) Hew,
and we obtain
1ad), G A= B ad], (=)0 1B ad), G
](r 1)ad]+1(~(r))u
1](r Dy (r)ade'1 X(r))u
1](7’) (r)ad]+1(~(r))u

j+1

=i/ ad” ()((r))u.

By setting R = (H — z) land R = (Hk z)~L this identity allows us to write, for all u € ij /2
R],(Cr)ad%k(ﬁ:))u —],(Cr)ad%k()fgc”)ﬁu = R(](r)ad] ()((r))Hk H](r)ad%k ()Zg)))ﬁu
=iR ]‘”ad’ 4 @) Ru.
We thus obtain the formula

R](r) d%k(jzgcr))R] ](r) d%k(jzgcr))ﬁj“'l IR](V) d]~+1(~(r))Rj+1y

and by iteration,

-1 )
iRJ\"ady (7R = Zi] 7 ady, (R 4R ady (7R’
=1
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We conclude by remarking that
RM" - M{PR=iR];"ady; 7\)R,

c.f. Lemma 5.4. O

Proof of Lemma 6.1. By differentiation of the formula in Lemma A.2 with [ = 2v we obtain

2v—-1 | . " .
(H-2"'M" -MP(H -2 = Y i)V ady, T (H -2

j=1
/-1 /-1 _ )
+12VZ ] (H Z) l+]](r) d?‘_};(igcr))(Hk_z)_zv_]-
=0

Thus, it suffices to show that each factor of the type adp ( 7 ))(Hk z)~9 appearing on the

right hand side of this relation is trace-class. We note that for each one of these factors we
have p<2vand g=v+ p/2.

For all p < 2v, Hypotheses (H1) (ii) and (H5) (ii) imply that (I — (r 1))adp 7 (”) =0. By (H5)

(r"‘l)adp ( (7’))_

(iii) we also have Xi 0. Consequently, we have

ad” (x‘”)— ad” ()c(”), (166)

" _(~(r Y ~(HD) By writing

where ¢
ad? (¥ T He—2) 7= ¢ ad”. (f”)(ﬁk—z)‘q
k
= (o (”(Hk+1) )((flk+i)Vad%k(jZ§C”)(ﬁk—z)_"),

we remark that the first factor of the right hand side is trace-class by Hypothesis (H5) (iv) while
the second factor is bounded by Lemma A.1 as soon as g = v + p/2.

Lemma A.2 and the Helffer-Sjostrand formula (6) allow us to write
f(H)M(r) M(r)f(H ) = Z ](r)ad] (X(r))f(j) (F[k) +R,

where the remainder is given by

2v1

R = f 0f(2)(H~2)"' J)Vad%y (7)) (Hi— 27 dzndz,

and where f is an almost-analytic extension of f of order 2v + 1. By writing
adl, (T (Hy) = ¢} ad], @)Y (HY
k

= (0 B+ ™) (B4 0vad], @09 (F),
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we note as before that the first factor of the right hand side is trace-class and the second factor
is bounded.

The remainder £ is treated in a similar manner with
ad () (-2 = (<pgc” (H, + i)“’) ((Hrk +D)"ad% (7Y (Fe - z)_z") ,
where the first factor of the right hand side is trace-class. Writing the second factor as
(Hy + i)”adfgk XY (He—2)7 = ((ﬁk + i)Vad%Vk ) (He+ i)_z") ((Hi +1)?" (Hi - 2)72Y),

we observe that the first factor of the right hand side is bounded by Lemma A.1. The second
factor is bounded by

I (Hy + )% (Hg — 2)"%|| < c[Imz| ™2,

for z € supp f. We deduce that Z is trace-class. |

B Proofof Lemma6.12

In this appendix we prove the trace-norm localization Lemma 6.12. We reproduce a large part
of the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [ . However, for the reasons stated in the beginning of
Section 6.6, we have to provide an alternative proof of Lemma A.6 in [ ] (Lemma B.4
below) which is the key to the control of the trace-norm.

B.1 Estimates in norm of 2 (/)
In this section we prove two estimates, uniform in a = 1 in the norm of 2(4°).

Lemma B.1 Under Hypotheses (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H4) the following estimates hold for all
FeCPM), all0o <y <1 andall p € C°(R) such that ¢’ € C3°(R).

(i)
sup|I[f(H),p(zA—a)](y(£A-a)+1)"| < oo.

a=1
(i1)
sup (a)ZIIF((J_rA— a)<-a)lf(H),p(xA-a)l(y(xA-a) +1)™| < oo.

a,a=1

Proof. Without loss of generality we may suppose that for R = sup{|x|| x € supp¢'} > 0 we
have @(x) =0 if x < —R and ¢(x) = L= 0if x > R. We set A’ = 0 A— a, with ¢ € {+} and we
consider

IF(A" € ) [f(H), p(AD](y A"+ D)™|.

166



A Geometric Approach to the Landauer-Biittiker Formula

We must show that, uniformly in @ = 1 when @ — +o0, this expression is O(1) if &/ = R and
O(a™?) if o =] - 00, —a| or, equivalently, if o« =] — oo, —Ra[. We finally remark that Hypothesis
(H4) implies, via Theorem 5.2, that H € C["**(A) and thus that f(H) € B7**(7#).

(i) By invoking Theorem 4.8 we obtain the expansion

m (_ig) . )
[f(HD), @A) =) %adi,(f(m)(p“)m’) + Ry, (167)
j=1 J

where the remainder is given by the formula

(i)™ = S S .
B == 2mi fa(p(z)(A_z) ad, " (f(H)(A - 2) dzAdz,

¢ being the almost-analytic extension of ¢ of order m+1 given by (4) (with n = m+1). We eas-
ily show, starting from the formula (4), that there exist constants ¢; and ¢, such that suppo@ c
{z=x+1iy|(x) < c1 + c2|yl}. Taking into account the fact that 0 <y < 1 we get that

a +i
(A" =2) " (y A" +1)™|| < sup
adeR| A —2

< c3(1+|Imz|™™),

/-‘m

for all z € suppd@p. With the help of the inequality (5) we obtain the estimate

1B (A + D™ < 4 f B+ inI Iyl + 112 dxdy

m+3

<cs ) f<x>j‘2|<p(j)(x)|dx<oo.
i=0

Since, for j =1,

||(p(j)(A')()fA’+i)m|| < supl(p(j)(x)l sup |x+i|™ < oo
xeR xesupp ¢’

the expansion (167) allows us to conclude that
sup I [f (H), p(AN1(y A"+ D)™l < oo.

a=1

(ii) We set Ay = —a~ (0 A— a) — 2. We easily verify that F(A' < —3a) = F(A' < —3a)h(A,) for all
a =1 and that h(Ag)@(A") =0 for all @ = R. We obtain

IF(A" < =3a)[f(H), (AN (y A"+ D) || < | h(Ag) [f (H), (AN (y A"+ D)™
< 1h(Ax) f(H) @A) (y A"+ D)™
< I[f (H), h(A)Ip(A) (y A+ D)™,
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for all @ = R. By applying the expansion (167) to [f(H), h(A4)], we have

m+1 ; -1,j . .
FUD, h(Ag] = Y %adg(ﬂm)hmma) + Ry,
=

where the remainder is given by the formula

i -lym+2 p_
Ryl = _%Iah(z)ma —2) ladA(f(H))(Aq — 2) " 2dz A dZ,

where  is an almost-analytic extension of order m + 2. The estimate

/ m

aa +i

Ag—2) "y A +)"|| < sup|————
I(Ae—2) " (YA +D) 7| Pl 572

a'eR

<csa™(1+|Imz|™™),

allows us to obtain, as before,

IRmsr (YA +D)™| < c;a™? f 10h(x+iy)|(yI2 +1yI7" %) dxdy

m+4 . i
<cga? ) f(x)]_3|h(])(x)|dxs coa 2.
j=0
Since h/) (Ag)p(A") =0for @ = R and j = 1, we may conclude that

IF(A" < =3a) [f(H), p(AN](y A’ +D™|| < coa2.

We finish this section with a simple lemma.
Lemma B.2 Under Hypotheses (H1), (H2), (H3), and (H4) we have

sup |I[f(H), 1A (A) (y(0 A - a) +1)™|| < oo,

a=1l,0e{+}

forallke{0,...,M}, f e Ci°(R) and0 <y <1.

Proof. An elementary analysis shows that

mi/2

sup
xeR,0€{+}

M

m —_ 2
) B9 (x) su(a)mz(Sup 1+x-a7

x=a-1 1+ x?

(y(ax—a)+i
x+1i

and that u(a) < 2 provided a = 0. The functional calculus allows us to write

sup |I[f(H), 1B (A) (y(0A—a) +1) ™ < 2™ | [f (H), L] (A+1D)™,

a=1,0e{+}
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and to reduce the proof to the assertion [f(H), 1x](A+1i)™ € B(H). Since Hy e 98%1 (ffl,i?k)
by Hypothesis (H4) (ii), Theorem 5.2 implies that f(H) € %Z’j () forall j €{0,..., M} and we
may apply Lemma 4.7 to show that (A; +1)™" f(H)(A; +1)" € B(F). Since 1, Aj =0 for k # j,
Lemma 5.1 implies 1 (A; +1)™" f(H)(Aj +1)" =i""1 f (H)(A;j +1)™ from which we conclude
that 1; f (H)(A; +1)™ is bounded. This leads to the result that

[f(H),1l(A+1)" = % (1 fED 1A +D" = 1 f(ED1j(Aj +D™)
= 2 (L fUDLe(Ax+D™ = 1 f(H)1;(A; +D)™),
it
is bounded. m]

B.2 The spectral multiplicity of H
We now state a slightly unexpected corollary of Theorem 6.16.

Proposition B.3 Hypotheses (H1)-(H5) imply that the spectral multiplicity of the Hamiltonian
H is locally finite. More precisely, if

52
U: Ay —»f h(e)de, (169)
denotes the spectral representation associated with the absolutely continuous part of H, then

f dimb(e) de < oo,
A
for all compact AcR\ Zp.

Proof. Let A cR\Xy. We consider the charge Q = I and the corresponding current

8k

M M
PR = N PP = N g (HILf (He), B (A My Mich\® (A g (Hy),
k=1 k=1

where g€ Ci°(R\Zg), g =1on A and f € C3°(R). By expanding the commutator we obtain
VI = g(Hilf (Hy), B (A1 T h (A g (Hi)
+ g(H W\ (ARilf (H), 7311 (Ao g (Hy)
+ g(H) R (A TRl f (Ho), B (A g (Hy),

and it follows from Lemma 6.2 that the second term of the right hand side of this identity is
trace-class. The two remaining terms have a similar structure. Writing

F (R, W (A (B = (1f (F, W (A A+ D™ ((Ag + )" g (Fp),
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Hypothesis (H4) shows that the second factor of the right hand side is trace-class. We easily
show, by following the proof of of Lemma B.1 (i), that the first factor is bounded. The current
\I”;(Z” is thus trace-class and we may apply Theorem 6.16. The diagonal of its integral kernel

is given by
1
Yo (€, €)= gg(E)ZPZ(E),

and it follows from Theorem 6.17 (iii) that
1 1 ~
- fA try (o) (P (€)) de < o~ f g(&)*try o) (py (€)) de < [P 17 11 < oo

Since the asymptotic projection P; commutes with H it admits, in the decomposition (169)
the representation
(UP{uw)(e) = (&)U (e).

Moreover, Lemma 6.18 allows us to show that for almost all € the operators p;g (¢) and n;; () are
orthogonal projections. Furthermore the intertwining relation f(H)Q, = Q; f (Hy) implies

(UQ; u)(€) = w) (e) (U (e).
The relations Q;;Q;;* = P;Cr, Q;*QZ = ﬁ; and Lemma 6.18 allow us to conclude that
np(e) =w (ew. (),  pile)=w."(ew (),
for almost all €. In particular, we have
try, o) (P (€)) = trye) (711 (€)),

for almost all €. It follows from the fact that 224: 1 P,'cF = P,c(H) that

M M
f trye (Dde= Y f trye (T () de <21 ) T2 ) < oo,
A k=1JA P B
which, given the fact that dim b (¢) = try ) (I), concludes the proof. m]

B.3 Trace-norm estimates
The following lemma is the key to control the trace-norm in the proof of Lemma 6.12.
Lemma B.4 Under Hypotheses (H1)-(H5),

sup lI(y(cA-a)+1) " g(H) | < oo,

acR,oe{+}

forall g € C°(R\ Zy) andy > 0 sufficiently small.
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Proof. Weset T = (y(cA—a) + i)~! and, without loss of generality, we suppose that

sup|g(x)| = 1.

x€R
We begin by showing that 7" g(H) is trace-class. We have
M
T"g(H) =) (y(oAx—a)+1) "1xg(H),
k=0

where the k = 0 term is bounded uniformly by Hypothesis (H4) (iii),
Iy(o Ao —a) +1) " Log(FDIl1 = (=ya+1)""1og(F)ll1 < 1og () II1.

For k € {1,..., M} Hypothesis (H1) (v) and the identity (107) imply that (1 - y$)1¥ = 1 -
)(i) 153) = 0. Hypothesis (H1) (iii) allows us to conclude that (1 — )(?C) =(1x- )(?C) 1(()2). It follows
from this identity and from (134) that

(Y(0 A — @) +1) "1k g(H) = My (y (0 Ap — @) + 1) "M g(H) + (=ya+i) "1 — x}) g(H)
= My (y(0 Ax— a) +1) " g(H) M,
+ My (y(0 Ap — @) +1)7"(M; g (H) — g(Hy) M)
+(—ya+i) "1 -y g(H).
The first term on the right hand side of this identity is trace-class by Hypothesis (H4) (i).

Lemma 6.1 shows that the second term is trace-class. Finally, the last term is trace-class by
Hypothesis (H4) (iii).

We now show that 7" g(H) is uniformly bounded in £ L), Let f € CPR\ Zpy) such that
0< f<1and fg=g. We begin with the identity

T"g(H) = f(T"g(H) +[T", f(H)g(H). (170)

By invoking Lemma 4.7 to expand the commutator of the second term of the right hand side
of this identity we obtain

[T™, f(H)] =) (j)(l)/a)] T/ad/,(f(H)T™=BT™.
j=1
Hypothesis (H4) (ii) and Theorem 5.2 allow us to estimate
m (m . .
IBIl<Y |, |y lad)(f(H))] < Cy,
j=1\J
for a constant C and y small enough. We may thus conclude from identity (170)

IT" gl < I f ()T gl + CyIT™ g(H) 1,
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and conclude that for y < 2C)~! we have
IT" gl <2l f(H)T"g(H) 1.
Since g = fg and |g| < 1 we may also write
IT" gDl <2 f(EDT™ f(ED I < 21 f(EDITI™ f(EDIh = 2te(f(EDITI™ f (H)).

We consider now the spectral representation (169). Since the spectrum of H is purely abso-
lutely continuous on supp f we have

JUDITI™ f(H) = Pac(H) f (DI T|"™ f (H) Pac(H),

and Theorem 6.17 allows us to conclude that this operator has an integral kernel c(e,¢’) €
LY (H(€"), h(e)) such that

tr(f ()| T|"™ f (H)) :f tr(c(e, €)) de.
supp f

Lemma 6.19 implies
w . .
f(u(e), c(e, €)u(€))p (e de = li?olf e My, e ™ ()| T\™ F(H)e™ M u)dt
n —00

m .
:limf e M T1™2 £ (e u|? dt. (171)
10 J-co

We shall estimate this last integral. We note that for all @ = 0 we have
NTIM2FiyloA-al > @) < (@) ™2,
and thus

ITI™ f(He™ F o) T
<|F(yloA—al<a)e ""H f(H)?F(yloA-al < )|l +3(a)~™/?
<|F(y(cA—a) < a)e " f(H)2F(y(cA-a) = —a)| +3(a) ™2

Setting @ = y9t/2 = 0, Hypothesis (H4) (i) and Theorem 5.2 allow us to apply Proposition 4.27
to obtain

IF(y(cA—a) <y9t/2)e " fF(H)2F(y(c A-a) = —y9t/2)|| < c(9t) ",
for constants ¢ and s > 1, uniformly in a. We thus have
NTI™2 f(HYe ™ F () TI™2| < ¢ (<6 + 6y ~™2),

for t = 0. This inequality extends to all # € R by taking the adjoint. Taking into account the fact
that

|T|m/2f(H)(H_Z)—lf(H)lTlmIZ — iifmlTlm/Zf(H)e-T-il’(H—Z)f(H)|Tlm/Zdt’
0
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we get
sup [ITI™?f(H)(H-2)7" fIDITI™?|| < 3,
zeC\R
for all a = 1. By invoking Theorem XIII.25 of [R54] and its corollary we obtain

CX) .
f NT1™2 f (e ull® dr < e |l ull?,
-0
with c3 = 2¢,. Relation (171) thus allows us to write

0< f(u(e), c(€,8)u(€))pe de < f(u(a), c3U(€))p(e) de,
from which we get ess —supp,.g llc(€,€) |l < ¢3 and
trye) (C(€,€)) < catrye) (1),
for almost all €. Consequently

IT™" gy < 2tr(f(EDITI™ f (H))

= Zf tr(c(e,€))de
supp f

< 263[ tr ) (1) de
supp f

< €y <00,

by an application of Proposition B.3. O

B.4 Proofof Lemma6.12

Since h*(0) = 0 for @ = 1, Lemma 5.1 implies

M
RAOA) =Y 1;9 (A1,
j=0

and thus % (Ap) = 1.h{? (A) = h{? (A)1) which allows us to write, with A/ =0 A—a,0<y <1
and of c R

IF(A € ) [f(H), K (A1g(HEDIly = | F(A € ) [f(H), K (A) 1] g (H) Iy
< |IF(A € ) f(H), KD (A1 A + D™ (YA +1) " g(H)];.

If y > 0 is sufficiently small, the second factor of the right hand side of this inequality is uni-

formly bounded for a € R by Lemma B.4. We must thus control the first factor and show that it
is uniformly bounded if «# = R and that it decreases as (@) ~* uniformly in a if & =] — oo, —a].
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From h'® = h'%~2 b{® we obtain
h¥ (A1 = hE 2 (AR (A1 = hE 2 (A1 (A),
and thus

[f(H), 1. (A1 = [f (H), RS2 (A)] 1R (A) + 2 (A1 f (H), B (A)]
+ 2 (A (H), Ll h (A),

then

F(A' € ) f(H), P (A1 (y A +D)™
=F(A' e ) [f(H), K2 (A (y A +1)"h@ (A) 1
+1.h 2 (A F(A" € ) [f (H), KO Ay A +i)™
+ WD AFA € ) [f(H), 1 ]hP (A (A +D)™.

In the corresponding estimate

IF(A" € o) [f (D), B (A1 (y A"+ D)™
< |F(A' e D) [f(H), R Ay A+
+IF(A" € ) [f(H), R (A)](y A"+
+ IRy 2 (AFA € DI HD, LI (A A+,

172)

the second factor of the last term of the right hand side is uniformly bounded for a = 1 by
Lemma B.2. The first factor is uniformly bounded for a € R and vanishes when </ N [a — 3, 00

is empty. In particular, for all s > 0 there exists a constant C; such that
IR (A Fo A< a=-a)llllf(H), 1dh$ (A (@ A=-a) + D)™ < Co(a) ",
for all a, @ = 1. The two first terms of the right hand side of (172) are both of the form
IF(A" € L) [f(H), p(AD(y A"+,

where ¢’ € C3°(1 - 3,1[) and 0 < ¢ < 1. Applying Lemma B.1 completes the proof.
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