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Preface

The work contains a description and an analysis of two different approaches determining
the connections between quantal and classical theories.

The first approach associates with any quantum-mechanical system with finite number of
degrees of freedom a classical Hamiltonian system ‘living’ in projective Hilbert space P(H),
and it is called here the ‘classical projection’.

The second approach deals with ‘large’ quantal (= quantum mechanical) systems in the
limit of infinite number of degrees of freedom and with their corresponding ‘macroscopic limits’
described as classical Hamiltonian systems of the system’s global (intensive) quantum observ-
ables.

The last part of this work contains a series of models describing interactions of the “small”
physical (micro)systems with the “macroscopic” ones, in which these interactions lead to a
(macroscopic) change of some “classical” parameters of the large systems. These models con-
nect, in a specific way, the two classes of the systems considered earlier in this work by modeling
their mutual interactions leading to striking (i.e. theoretically impossible in the framework of
finite quantum systems) results.

The projective space P(H) of any complex Hilbert space H is endowed with a natural
symplectic structure, which allows us to rewrite the quantum mechanics of systems with finite
number of degrees of freedom in terms of a classical Hamiltonian dynamics. If a quantum-
mechanical system is associated with a continuous unitary representation U(G) of a connected
Lie group G on H, the orbits (possibly factorized in a natural way) of the projected action
of U(G) in P(H) are naturally mapped onto orbits of the coadjoint representation Ad*(G) of
G. These coadjoint orbits have a canonical symplectic structure which coincides with the one
induced from the structure of P(H). For important classes of physical systems these symplectic
spaces are either symplectomorphic to the ‘corresponding’ classical phase spaces, or they are
some extensions of them (describing, e.g. particles with ‘classical spin’). Quantal dynamics is
projected onto these phase spaces in a natural way, leading to classical Hamiltonian dynamical
systems without any limit of Planck constant A — 0.

For a large (infinite) quantal system an automorphic group action of G on the C*-algebra
2 of its bounded observables enables us to define a macroscopic subsystem being a classical
Hamiltonian system of the same type as we obtained in the case of finite number of degrees of
freedom. There is a difference, however, between the interpretations of ‘classical projections’
and of these ‘macroscopic limits”: The classical (mechanical) projection describes classical
mechanics of expectation values of quantal observables whereas the macroscopic limit describes
a quantal subsystem with classical properties - its observables are elements of a subalgebra Mg
of the center 3 of the double dual 2A** of 2. Any state w on 2 has a unique 'macroscopic limit’
pyrw which is represented by a probability measure on the corresponding (generalized) classical
phase space. This offers us a possibility of deriving a classical (macroscopic) time evolution



(which is, in general, in a certain sense stochastic, c¢f. [29, Sec.II.G]) from the underlying
reversible quantal dynamics.

A scheme of ‘macroscopic quantization’ is outlined, according to which a (nonunique) re-
construction of the infinite quantal system (2(;0¢) from its macroscopic limit is possible. By
determining a classical Hamiltonian function in the macroscopic limit of (2; o) we can define
a ‘mean-field” time evolution in the infinite system (2; o). Our definition of the 'mean-field’
evolutions extends the usual ones. The schemes and results developed in the work are applica-
ble to models in the statistical mechanics as well as in gauge-theories (in the ‘large N limit’).
They might be relevant also in general considerations of 'quantizations’ and of foundations of
quantum theory.

The last Chapter of this work is devoted to the description of several models of interacting
‘microsystems’ with ‘macrosystems’, mimicking a description of the ‘process of measurement
in QM. In these models, certain ‘quantal properties’ of the system, namely a (coherent) su-
perposition of specific vector states (eigenstates of a ‘measured’ observable), transform by the
unitary continuous time evolutions (for ¢ — c0) into the corresponding ‘proper mixtures’ of
macroscopically different states of the ‘macrosystems’ occurring in the models.

In this connection we shall shortly discuss the old ‘quantum measurement problem’; which
however, in the light of certain experiments performed in the last decades and suggesting the
possibilities of quantum-mechanical interference of several macroscopically different states of a
macroscopic system, need not be at all a fundamental theoretical problem; this might mean
that the often discussed ‘measurement process’ can be included into the presently widely ac-
cepted model of quantum theory.
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Technical notes:

(a) This book contains several technical concepts which are not introduced here in details.
The readers needing to get a brief acquaintance with some additional elementary concepts
and facts of topology, differential geometry (also in infinite dimensions), group theory, or
theory of Hilbert space operators and theory of operator algebras, could consult e.g.
the appendices of the freely accessible publication [37], and the literature cited in our



Bibliography. Due to connections of many places in the text of this book with the content
of the work [37] it is recommended to keep the cited [37] as a handbook. The separate
complementary text of [37, Textbook]| might be also helpful. The frequent citations from
[37] contain usually references to specific places of the cited work.

(b) Two kinds of quotation marks are used: Either the ones which stress some “standard
expressions’, or those which indicate ‘intuitive denotations’. The difference between these
two is not, however, very sharp.

(c) Many symbols appearing in mathematical formulas are introduced in various places of the
text and repeatedly used in the rest of the book. For easier revealing of their meanings,
they are included into Index and their first appearance in the text is stressed, sometimes
in a not quite usual manner, by boldface form of a part of the surrounding text.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Motivation and Summary

1.1.1. Successful communication and manipulation with ‘objects’ requires construction of some
adequate theoretical models (= theories) of some classes of ‘objects’, resp. ‘phenomena’. Differ-
ent phenomena might be described by different theoretical schemes. These schemes should be,
however, mutually consistent in the sense giving the same results for phenomena lying in the
common domain of applicability of different theories. If one of the theories is considered to be
‘more general’ then a second one, then the whole domain of applicability of the second theory
has to be contained in the domain of the first one. This is the case of quantum mechanics (QM),
which is believed to be a ‘covering theory’ of the more special classical mechanics (CM) - to
the extent of measurement precision of apparatuses determining of ‘classical systems’. Hence
we can ask how to describe phenomena belonging to the domain of applicability of
CM in the framework of QM.

1.1.2. Any single phenomenon, which is unambiguously and reproducibly determined by a
specification of an empirical situation is, however, expressible in terms of parameters (resp.
variables) occurring in CM: coordinates of positions and velocities of points distinguished and
measured by ‘macroscopic bodies’ and various correlations between these variables. Hence also
any experimentally realizable situation described in QM (which need not be a consequence of
laws of CM, e.g. observation of spectra of atoms) is expressible in terms of CM (e.g. prepara-
tion of sources of radiation and measurement of positions of spectral lines displayed on screens).
Quantal (:= quantum mechanical) phenomena are not only observed on a ‘background’ and
‘from the point of view’ of quantities describing states of macroscopic bodies (resp. of such
parameters, the behaviour of which is adequately described by laws of CM), but also specific
theoretical models for description of such phenomena in the framework of QM are constructed
under strong influence of existing models in CM (e.g. the quantal models of atoms compared
to classical planetary motions, or, more generally, some systems of canonically conjugated ob-
servables in the sense of the Hamiltonian CM correspond isomorphically to a subset of quantal
observables). Quantal models of many systems, on the other hand, might be constructed from
classical models of the same systems (which are adequate in a certain range of conditions, e.g.
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8 CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

classical gases in some intervals of temperature and density) by a more or less standard pro-
cedure of ‘quantization’, compare, e.g. [19 93] [117],[225] 228 [314], and works quoted therein.
The (vaguely stated) question arising from these considerations is: What is a ‘physically
justified way’ of correct determination of quantal models from their classical ap-
proximates ?

1.1.3. One of the remarkable features of QM is the occurence of the universal (Planck) constant
h, which might be used to measure mutual ‘deviation’ of quantal and classical descriptions of
a given physical system (we shall not discuss here the nontrivial methodological question: how
to determine a ‘physical system’ and what is its dependence on theoretical concepts used in the
process of the determination). Consequently, an approximate description of processes in the
framework of QM that are characterized by some quantities S large compared to the Planck
constant (S being of the same physical dimension as £) is often reached in the limit of large values
of Sh™! (‘short wave asymptotics’). If, however, the system described by QM has some features
('variables’ etc.) which are adequately described by CM too, then the description of this
‘classical subsystem’ has to be contained in QM with the fixed value of Planck constant
(i.e. the classical description should be exact consequence of QM without any approximation
procedure, which is often formally performed by the limit A — 0 ) We shall introduce a
standard procedure of obtaining classical systems from quantal ones. Such a classical system
is called here a ‘classical projection’ of the quantal system (contrary to the ‘classical limit’
obtained in some way by h — 0).

1.1.4. This work is considered as a conceptually and intuitively (however, not always techni-
cally) simple way to give some insight into the indicated questions. Much more complete and
extensive overview of these and related technical topics is given in the recent book [192] by
Landsman. Many relevant questions are discussed in the author’s work [37], containing also a
detailed discussion of possible extensions of the QM formalism to its nonlinear versions; these
nonlinear quantum motions are closely connected with the theory presented in our Chapter
6l corresponding to the motions of a single “microsystem” moving in the “mean-field” acting
on it by interaction with infinite number of similar microsystems; the dynamics of the whole
infinite collection of “microsystems” is, however, linear. Such a nonlinear quantum dynamics
is also discussed by S.Weinberg in [328], whose work is also discussed and reformulated in [37,
Sec.3.6].

The mentioned work of S.Weinberg is not intrinsically consistent in the case of nonlinear
motions of nontrivial density matrices, resp. “mixtures”. To obtain successful picture of non-
linear quantum dynamics of “mixed states” together with their physically satisfactory quantal
interpretation, one has to introduce two kinds of “mixed states”: The usual one used in
(linear) QM are described in the standard way by density matrices (called there “elementary
mixtures”), and others are called “genuine mixtures” (or. also “proper mixtures”) - these cor-
respond to the states which arose by a real ‘mixing’ of different quantal states, as it appears in
classical statistical mechanics in ensembles of systems occurring in different states - different
points of the phase space of the described system; they are introduced in [37, Sec.2.1-e] and
difference of these two kinds of mixtures is illustrated e.g. in [37, Sec. 3.3-¢].

LConsider here macroscopic quantal effects (e.g. superconductivity, superfluidity) vanishing for 4 — 0.



1.1. MOTIVATION AND SUMMARY 9

In the remaining sections of this introductory chapter it is specified briefly what we mean
here by QM, CM and by the ‘quantum theory of large systems’. The second chapter is devoted
to a detailed study of geometry of the projective Hilbert space P(H), where H is the Hilbert space
used in description of a quantal system. We emphasize there the natural symplectic structure
on P(H), cf. e.g. [7, 214, 37, 231]. This structure is used in Section 23] to description of QM
in terms of infinite dimensional CM, i.e. of classical Hamiltonian field theory with, however,
the standard quantum statistical interpretation.

1.1.5. The Chapter [3 “Classical Mechanical Projections” is devoted to a general construction
of Hamiltonian CM from a given quantal system (provided that an interpretation of its ‘basic
quantities’ is specified by a unitary representation U(G) of a Lie group G; for Lie groups
see e.g. [13| 50, 209, 247]). The scheme of this construction is very simple: Take the orbit
0O, := G.p through a point p € P(H) of the action of U(G) on P(H) corresponding to the
action of U(G) on H and restrict the natural symplectic form on P(#) onto O,. For properly
chosen o the orbit O, is an immersed (and regularly embedded, cf. [37, Proposition 2.1.5(iv)]
completed by [47]) submanifold of P(H) C T(H) (cf. [L23), hence the restriction is well
defined. The obtained two-form on the manifold O, might be degenerate, but after a natural
factorization of the orbit we obtain a symplectic manifold which is symplectomorphic to an
orbit of the coadjoint representation Ad*(G). Symplectic manifolds obtained in this way are
interpreted as classical phase spaces. In some cases, if the generator of time evolution (the
Hamiltonian operator) belongs to the generators of U(G), we can obtain from the symplectic
structure of P(H) a contact structure on O, which reproduces an ‘extended phase space’ (odd
dimensional) of classical mechanics. If the Hamiltonian is not a generator of U(G) (i.e. if G
is only a ‘kinematical group’ without representing any time evolution), the quantal dynamics
might be in some cases naturally projected onto the obtained classical phase space as a globally
Hamiltonian complete vector field; this situation is analyzed in Section [3.3

Although such a construction of CM from QM is equally applicable to any quantal system
(specified by some U(G)), the interpretation of the obtained classical system depends on the
specific physical system, and also on the physical quantal state ¢ from which the orbit O,
is constructed. In any case, it is obtained a formal procedure for construction of ‘classical
projections’ from arbitrary (finite) quantal systems.

Chapter M provides some simple examples of this formal procedure. In the subsection
[4.1.6) we obtain from a simple nonrelativistic quantal system with the potential energy V the
corresponding classical system (in the conventional sense) with a modified potential energy,
where the modification depends on the choice of the ‘initial state’ p € P(H) (for the orbit O,)
and can be made arbitrarily small (in the sense of weak convergence of distributions to the
distribution V).

For a general time evolution, the orbits O, are not invariant with respect to the quantal
time evolution, and also on various orbits of the same quantal system the projected classical
evolutions are mutually different. This brings in mind an idea of some stochastic time evolution
on a classical phase space reflecting the underlying quantal evolution.

Such an idea is not, however, realizable for systems with finite number degrees of freedom
(briefly: finite systems) because their density matrices have not unique decomposition into
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convex combinations of pure states ¢ € P(H). This is just a crude intuition which was not
clearly formulated and realized in the following text

1.1.6. Quantal systems with infinite number of degrees of freedom (briefly: infinite systems) are
considered in the Chapter[Bl A physical motivation for such a consideration connected with our
investigation of the relations between QM and CM consists in the fact, that 'macroscopicality’
and ’classicality’ are almost synonyma: most of physical systems containing an operationally
well defined classical subsystem are compound of a large number (say: of the order 10%° and
more) of microscopic constituents (like atoms) and vice versal Described approximately as
infinite quantal systems, these systems have some characteristic properties distinguishing them
from finite ones: the existence of nontrivial sets of ‘classical observables’ in given representa-
tions of observable algebra (this fact is a consequence of the existence of various inequivalent
unitary representations), the existence of quite a rich simplexes (in the sense of Choquet) in
the state space of the system allowing (in the presence of some additional assumptions) unique
decomposition of their elements into extremal elements etc. This enables us to describe their
"classical subsystems’ directly in terms of the quantal description - hence the name 'macro-
scopic limit’. This means that, contrary to the case of finite systems@, in the case of infinite
systems quantal and classical interpretations of the ‘macroscopic observables’ coincide (at least
on a G-invariant subset of states): classical, resp. macroscopic quantities are represented by
operators belonging to the center of the weak closure of the algebra of observables in some
representations

1.1.7. The Chapter [l is divided into two sections. In the first one we consider the system
consisting of denumerably infinite number of quantal subsystems, each of which is described
by a G-covariant representation of its algebra of bounded observables. To be more specific, we
consider a sequence of copies of the same finite system in the (infinite) complete tensor product
representation on a nonseparable Hilbert space Hy. The representation U(G) describing an
elementary subsystem determines a unitary (discontinuous) representation Up(G) on Hy which,
in turn, determines an automorphism group o of the algebra A of quasilocal observables of
the infinite system. A natural definition of a classical subsystem of the large quantal system
(2"; o) appearing in this case can be extended to the case of arbitrary systems (2; 0¢), as it
is shown in Sec.5.2. The arising classical (macroscopic) subsystem (9; o) is naturally mapped
into the classical Poisson system (G*; Ad*(G)), or to its generalizations.

1.1.8. Chapter [@ is devoted to an application of Sec’s 5.1 and 5.2:

2Some more specific hints on this possible classical stochastic evolutions from quantal time development
could be found perhaps in [29].

3The macroscopic quantal effects like superfluidity and superconductivity are additional effects observed in
these ‘classical subsystems’ of the large quantal systems.

4where the quantal interpretation of classical quantities (i.e. expectation values of generators of U(G) in
corresponding states) was different from the classical interpretation (i.e. sharp values of corresponding classical
generators)

°The center Z(2A) of a C*-algebra 2 is the commutative C*-subalgebra of 2 consisting of all elements of
2, each commuting with all elements of A: Z(A) :={z € A: z:x —z-2 =0,Vz € A}.
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It is shown that ‘mean-field” type time evolutions can be determined on a large quantal
system (2(; o) by specification of a Hamiltonian dynamics of a classical (macroscopic ) Poisson
system - the macroscopic limit of (2; o¢).

This is a perhaps simplest example of (infinite-)long-range interactions in many body sys-
tems. The correspondence between classical and quantum descriptions of systems appear there
‘selfconsistently’: The quantum theory of the entering ‘elementary subsystems’ is built ‘on
the background’ of the classical ‘environment’ what is compound of the infinite collection of
those ‘elementary subsystems’.@ The dynamics of a general class of such systems is described in
Section [6.3] and the statistical thermodynamics of equilibrium states is introduced in Section
0.4].

A slightly alternative approach to these quantum mean-field theories is described in the
papers [40], [41].

1.1.9. Finally, the Chapter [{] contains four exactly solved models of interaction of a microscopic
quantal system with a ‘macroscopic’ one. Due to this interaction the macroscopic quantal sys-
tem changes its classical state to a different one. Such a change of a macroscopic (classical)
state can be interpreted as a change of a ‘pointer position, hence these models could be con-
sidered as models of ‘quantum measurements’ in the sense of Klaus Hepp [153]. The change of
the macroscopic state is reached in the limit ¢ — oo of infinite time, and the convergence in
the first three models is very slow.

In the last of the described models (in Section [7.6]) the ‘macroscopic’ quantal system is
described as a finite collection of ‘small’ quantal systems. This leads to problems with an
unambiguous definition of ‘macroscopic states’, since it is possible (formally, in this abstract
theory) to observe interference effects between such different ‘macroscopic states’. To make clear
the correspondence of quantum theory with observations, it would be necessary to introduce
also quantum models of observation apparatuses used for detection of states of such a large but
finite ‘macroscopic system’. Some discussion on this problem (including reports of observations
of ‘macroscopic interference phenomena’) appeared in literature in last decades, cf. e.g. [195]
196, (190, 1911 192} [55], [56]. In the model of Sec. [L.G, the (large but finite) ‘apparatus’ radiates a
Fermi particle escaping to infinity and, contrary to the other above mentioned models of Chap.
7, it converges very quickly to the final ‘almost macroscopic’ state.

1.1.10. Bibliographical notes.

The canonical symplectic structure (in the case of finite dimensions) on complex projective
Hilbert spaces is described in [7]; in context of QM it appeared, e.g. in [I7, [69] 268, 37]. Orbits
of U(G) in the Hilbert space were introduced in the special case of Heisenberg group G in [125],
and in general case in [176], 239] under the name ‘(generalized) coherent states’. John Klauder
obtained CM on such orbits (or even on more general submanifolds of Hilbert space) from the
quantal Hamilton principle restricted to corresponding orbits (resp. to ‘overcomplete sets of unit
vectors’), see [I76]. The orbits G.¢ in P(H), and the functions v — f4(v) := Tr(vA) (v € G.0),
named (in the case of one-dimensional p) ‘covariant symbols’ by Berezin [18] or ‘lower symbols’

6Ideas of this kind could, perhaps, reconcile the basic idea of Niels Bohr [26, 27] on fundamental role of a
“classical background” in formulations of QM with the postulate that QM is the basic theory.
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by Simon [291], were used for determination of bounds for quantum partition functions (see
[199, 291]), in time dependent Hartree-Fock theory [268], and also for description of specific
types of unitary representations of Galilean and Poincaré groups [2]. Some essential properties
of generalized coherent states are described in [84]. The natural symplectic orbits of coadjoint
representations was introduced in [174].

A further development of these (mathematical, as well as physical) ideas is also contained
in the work [37, 47], which contains also a nonlinear extension of the formulation of QM.
This nonlinear extension is also compared in [37, Sec.3.6] with the Weinberg attempt [328] to
formulate a nonlinear version of QM.

Some of the main ideas on connections between QM and CM leading to the present work
are implicitly contained already in the classical work [330]. The idea and techniques used for
transition to infinite systems was gained mainly from works by Haag, Hepp, Lieb, Neumann,
Ruelle and others (see e.g. [139, 155, 227, 271], and for a review compare [53, 54, 106]). A
transition to macroscopic limit (‘statistical quasiclassics’) is described in [I7] for a specific
choice of the group G and a mean-field type interaction. A review of works on macroscopic
limits ("large N limits’) is given in [342]. An attempt of the description of classical quantities
of large quantal systems analogous to the here presented one is described in works by Rieckers
with collaborators [265, [T0I], and by Morchio with Strocchi [221], 222]; see also the works
[317, B18, 319, B20] by Thomas Unnerstall. A preliminary outline of a part of this work is
contained in [32], and also in [40] 41]. The necessary mathematics can be found in the cited
monographs, cf. also Appendices in [37].

An alternative way of description of thermodynamics and dynamics of quantum mean-field
systems was later proposed in the work of the group around R.F.Werner, see e.g. [100].

A new approach to the theoretical description of classical (macroscopic) systems in the
framework of quantum theory in a unique mathematical formalism is presented in a series of
papers by Jean-Bernard Bru and collaborators [60].

1.2 Quantum Mechanics

1.2.1. In formal schemes of all theories considered in this work, the basic concepts are ‘states’,
‘observables’ and their transformations ascribed to a considered physical system. We shall not
discuss here details of the empirical meaning of these concepts. Roughly, states are prepared
by some standard empirical procedures and represent the situation, what has to be measured,
observables describe (equivalence classes of) measuring apparatuses (i.e. the role of their
function in the theory) giving certain empirically obtained responses if applied to states, and
transformations include time evolution of the system in given conditions as well as various
changes of equivalent descriptions of the system (symmetries).

In this section, we shall outline a simple standard scheme of the formalism of nonrelativistic
(resp. Galilean-relativistic) quantum mechanics of finite systems (QM), i.e. the nonrelativis-
tic view on physical systems containing only finite number of their further indecomposable
elementary constituents (particles, spins,. . . )]%7]

"The concepts of “system”, and “physical system” are taken here to be as intuitively clear.
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1.2.2. Observables: A separable complex Hilbert space H corresponds to any physical system
in QM. Let £(H) denote the set of all bounded linear operators from H to H, where the
boundedness (equiv. continuity) is defined with respect to the norm of H coming from the
scalar product (x,y), (z,y € H), which is linear in the second factor y. Observables in QM
(i.e. physical quantities empirically identifiable by some realizable(?) measuring devices) are
represented by selfadjoint operators on H (in general unbounded). It is useful to consider along
with any selfadjoint operator A (corresponding to an equally denoted observable A) its spectral
measure F4 defined on Borel subsets of the real line R with values in projectors E4(e) in L(H),
E4(R) = I :=idy (:= the identity of the algebra L(H)), cf. [37, Appendices B & C].

It is important to stress here, that in the conventional QM of finite systems (atoms,
molecules, and finite collections of them) the set of observables contains the whole set L£(H)
of operators representing these observables. Hence, the algebra £(?) acts on H by the ir-
reducible manner (i.e. no nontrivial subspace of H is by the actions of the whole L£(H) left
invariant). This also implies the impossibility, resp. inadequacy, of interpretation of the “mixed
states” as representing some statistical mixture of systems occurring in the states decomposing
the corresponding “mixture” (cf. [[2.3]) in this QM of finite systems.

1.2.3. States in QM are conventionally represented by density matrices, i.e. positive trace
class operators o on ‘H with unit trace (=the trace norm): 77r(9) = 1. Density matrices
form a convex subset in the linear space T(H) of all trace class operators which is closed in
the trace norm ||A|; := TrvA*A. Denote this set of states S.. The extreme points of
S, are represented by the one-dimensional orthogonal projectors P, € L(H) (projecting Honto
one-dimensional subspaces x containing z, 0 # =z € H). Any p € S, can be expressed as a
weak limit of finite convex combinations of elements P; € P(H) = {P, : © € H,z # 0} of the
projective Hilbert space P(H). We can write

0= NP, Y XN=1,X2>0. (1.2.1)
J J

The states from P(H) are called pure states. The decomposition ([.2.1]) of an arbitrary state
o0 into pure states is highly nonunique if ¢ does not belong to P(H), hence the state-space S,
is not a simplex, cf. [73], what is an important difference with respect to classical mechanics.
This have important consequences for interpretation of the ‘mixed states’ described by density
matrices o € P(H): The nonunique decompositions (LZ2T]) show that these quantum states
cannot be interpreted as representations of statistical ensembles each element of which
(i.e. a copy of the considered physical system) occurs in a definite pure state, because pure
states appearing in certain mutually different decompositions of the same density matrix are in
general incompatible, i.e. they are eigenstates of mutually noncommuting (hence simultaneously
nonmeasurable) observables, cf. [37] 1.5—b]ﬁ We have 9 € P(H) iff o> = p and ¢ € S,.

1.2.4. Quantum theories are ‘intrinsically (or irreducibly) statistical’, i.e. experimentally ver-
ifiable assertions can be expressed in general in terms of probabilities only in the frame of

8This point was important also in the discussion about (im-)possibility of deducing the linearity of QM-time
evolutions from mere quantal kinematics together with the so called “No-Signaling Condition”, cf. [46].
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these theories. Results of repeated measurements of a given quantity (observable) applied to
the same state (which should be, however, repeatedly prepared for each single measurement
because of its unavoidable disturbance by the interaction with the measuring apparatuses)
have a nonzero dispersion for a general quantity. The expectation value of measured values
of a given bounded observable (represented by the operator) A = A* € L(H) in the state
(represented by the density matrix) o € S, is in QM expressed by

Wo(A) :=Tr(pA). (1.2.2)

w, can be considered here as a positive linear functional on £(#), which is normalized (i.e.
wy(I3) = 1) and normal (i.e. ultraweakly continuous), compare, e.g. [53]54] 274]; the set of all
such functionals w might be identified with S,: to each w corresponds a unique density matrix
0 =: 0y, for which w = w, according to (L2.2]). For an arbitrary selfadjoint (not necessarily
bounded) operator A, the probability of obtaining of its value in a Borel set B C R, if measured
in the state w € S,, is

w(Ea(B)).

Here E4 : B +— E4(B), is the unique projector valued measure of A, or its spectral measure,
characterizing any selfadjoint operator A, [37, B & C]. We shall define also

w(A) ::/R)\w(EA(dA)) (1.2.3)

if the integral converges absolutely. This is a generalization, resp. an alternative form of (L.2.2]).
If w, € S, corresponds to P, € P(H) and for a given A = A* the quantity w,(A?) is defined
(i.e. is finite), then # € D(A) (:= the domain of A), and vice Ve:rsaé1

1.2.5. Any observable A determines a strongly continuous one-parameter group t — exp(—itA)
of unitary transformations of H of which A is its generator. This induces a weakly*-continuous
(= w*-continuous) group 7 of *-automorphisms of the von Neumann algebra £(H) (cf. [37,
B.2.1(v)]), B~ 7(B) := e Be " B € L(H), t €R, i.e. the functions

t = w(tB) := w(e™ Be™"4) (1.2.4)

are continuous for all B € £L(H) and all w € S,. The observable A represents in this way a
one-parameter group of symmetries of the physical system. Conversely, any w*-continuous
one-parameter group of *-automorphisms of £(H) is given by an observable (determined up
to an arbitrary additive real constant) in the above described manner (see e.g. [53, Example
3.2.35]). If A is bounded, t — exp(—itA) is norm-continuous.

1.2.6. To obtain an empirical meaning of the formal scheme outlined above, it is necessary to
specify how to measure quantities corresponding to specific operators. As far as the present

9Let us remember here that no unbounded symmetric linear operator A acting on a Hilbert space H can be
defined on the whole space # : D(A) G H.
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author knows, this type of interpretation for arbitrary selfadjoint operators was not realized
for any physical system (except, perhaps, of some systems consisting of spins only). It might
be, however, sufficient to ascribe a certain empirical meaning to ‘sufficiently many’ operators.
We can use, for such an identifcation of operators and empirical manipulations, the above
mentioned connection between one-parameter groups of automorphisms 74 and operators A.
We shall take into account, moreover, that also 'microscopic systems’ described adequately
in the framework of quantum mechanics are only empirically specified by manipulations with
‘macroscopic bodies’, which are well described by CM. Let a physical system preserve its iden-
tity if the surrounding macroscopic bodies undergo some group of motions. Then we obtain
a group of symmetry transformations of that system To any one-parameter subgroup of
such 'macroscopically determined’ transformations corresponds in our formalism a selfadjoint
operator, which in turn corresponds in some way (we shall not specify it here) to a measurable
quantity connected with the macroscopic motions. We shall assume (and this is really fulfilled
for many finite systems) that the group G obtained in this way is large enough to determine
all the "basic observables’; all the other observables are supposed to be functions of these basic
ones (see the following subsections).

1.2.7. We shall assume that a w*-continuous representation o of a connected Lie group G in
the group of *-automorphisms of £(#) is given and that the group {0, € *-Aut L(H) : g € G}
acts on L(H) irreducibly: there is no nontrivial von Neumann subalgebra of £(#) which is left
invariant by the all o, (¢ € G). One-parameter subgroups of G are in bijective correspondence
with elements £ of the Lie algebra g of G' to which, in turn, correspond selfadjoint generators
X of unitary groups determined by oezpse), cf. [37, A.4.8].

Since the unitary operators U(g) determined by automorphisms o, (g € G) via the relation

U(g)*BU(g) = 0,(B), VB € L(H) (1.2.5)

are only defined up to a phase factor, in general case, the representation o leads only to a
projective representation g — U(g) of G in the unitary group of H, i.e.

U(g192) = m(91,92)U(91)U(g2), (1.2.6)

where m : G x G +— S' (:= the complex numbers of unit modulus) is a multiplier of the
projective representation, cf. [37, 3.3.6]. Such a representation can be always extended to a
unitary representation of a group G,,, which is the central extension of G [174] 15.2, Thm.
1] by the multiplicative group S! corresponding to the multiplier m, [37, 1.5-c]. The group
multiplication in G,, (which can be identified, as a set, with G x S1) is

(915 M) (92; A2) = (9192;m(g1, g2) M1 X2),  Aj € St (1.2.7)

In the unitary extension of the projective representation U(G) the elements of the center
of G,, are represented by the numbers from S! ('phase factors’) acting by multiplication of

10This is so called “passive symmetry transformation”, contrasted to the “active” one, when the ‘physical
system’ is moved in the fixed environment; these two ways of understanding of transformations applied to a
system are mathematically equivalent.
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the vectors © € H. All the extensions G,, of G (corresponding to various multipliers m) are
classified by the second cohomology group H?*(G,S') of the group G with values in S', for
details see [174, [321]. We shall assume that the unitary representation U(G,,) corresponding to
the representation o of G according to (LZJ5]) can be (and really is) chosen strongly continuous.
In the following we shall usually write GG instead of G,,.

A natural consequence of irreducibility of ¢ is the irreducibility of corresponding unitary
representation U. Hence, the weak-operator closure of the linear hull of the subset {U(g) : g €
G} of L(H) in the von Neumann algebra £(H) is £(H) itself.

1.2.8. The interpretation of G as a group of (empirically defined) physical symmetries of the
system leads to a natural interpretation of generators X¢ (£ € G) of the unitary representation
U. Since any bounded operator is weakly approximated by linear combinations Y A\;U(g;) we
can hope to obtain some insight into possible interpretations of other operators. The complete
answer to this problem of interpretation needs, probably, an analysis of possible interactions of
the system under consideration with all other systems, or, at least with systems which could
be used in the role of measuring instruments. The choice of G together with (eventually) some
other assumptions on the physical properties of the system (e.g. the value of spin) might also
determine the dimension of H.

The proper choice of the representation of G depends on comparison of consequences of
the chosen ’interpretation U’ with empirical data; this step contains, e.g. the choice of the
correct value of the Planck constant, if G is the Heisenberg group (i.e. a central extension of
the classical phase space R?" considered as the commutative group of translations).

1.2.9. It will be further assumed that the time evolution of the system is either a one-parameter
subgroup of G, or it is separately defined as a one-parameter w*-continuous subgroup 7 of the
group of *-automorphisms of L(H) t — 7, € x-aut(L(H)), Tow = o7y (t,u € R), 7, :=
identity. Note that for each automorphism « € *-aut(L(H)) there is some unitary U, € L(H)
such that for all A € L(H) : «a(A) = U, AU}, ie. the automorphisms of L(H) are inner
automorphisms, cf. e.g. [274, Corollary 2.9.32].

1.3 Classical Hamiltonian mechanics

1.3.1. In this section, we shall outline the formal scheme of classical Hamiltonian mechanics
(CM) parallel to the exposition of QM in the preceding section. We shall restrict our considera-
tions to the case of systems with finite number of degrees of freedom. We shall use the language
of differential geometry (for pedagogically well written course of differential geometry we refer
to [I11]). A technically more complicated quantum theory of systems with infinite number of
degrees of freedom will be described later. For classical theory of infinite systems, i.e. classical
field theory, see the corresponding monographs, or also e.g. [1, 11.5.5], [7, Append.2], [37].

1.3.2. To any physical system there corresponds in CM a symplectic manifold (M; ) (cf.
[7,[1, 178]). M is here an (even dimensional) infinitely differentiable Hausdorff second countable
connected manifold modeled by R®** and € is a nondegenerate closed two-form on M, the sym-
plectic form, cf. also [37, A.3]. Observables in CM are represented by real-valued functions
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f on M; for technical convenience, we shall assume usually f to be infinitely differentiable,
f € C(M,R). These observables constitute a real associative algebra §(M) with respect to
the ordinary multiplication of functions: f.g(z) := f(z)g(x) (f,9 € F(M), x € M). This
algebra has the natural complexification F¢(M).

Remark: In the larger algebra 2B(M) of all bounded Borel functions on M we can associate to
any f € B(M) the projector-valued measure E; defined on Borel subsets of R (for a real-valued
f):

Ey . B xy-1p) for any Borel B C R, where xy is the characteristic function of the Borel
subset N C M.

It is clear that Ey(B) := xs-i(p) are projectors in B(M) and the association B — Ey(B) is
o-additive, with Ef(R) = xa = the unit element of B(M). The real-valued Borel functions f
can be also considered as selfadjoint operators on a Hilbert space H := L*(R, u) acting as the
multiplication operators, and E}’s are their canonical spectral measures.

1.3.3. States in CM are probability Borel measures 1 on M, which form a convex set S, with
extremal points consisting of all measures concentrated at one-point sets in M, i.e. of all Dirac
measures on M. Hence, pure states are identified with points z € M. Any measure u € S,
has a unique decomposition into (an integral of) Dirac measures, i.e. it is a simplex, contrary
to the state space of QM. This has serious consequences for different possibilities of statistical
interpretations of states in CM and QM, cf. [[.2.3] also footnote [8

1.3.4. According to CM, the disturbance of the state connected with the measurement of
arbitrary observables can be made negligibly small. Because of uniqueness of the decomposition
of an arbitrary state to its extremal components we can interpret any u € S, as a representative
of a statistical ensemble of a large number of copies of the considered system, each being in an
(its own) pure state. Repeated measurements on the state p have to be understood now as a
repeated random choice (with probability corresponding to the probability measure p on M)
from the ensemble of a system appearing in a pure state x € M and measuring precise values
f(x) of observables f € F(M) afterwards. For such a measurement procedure the probability
of finding the value of an observable f in a Borel set B C R is u(E¢(B)) (compare Remark
in [[L3.2), where u(f) for f € B(M) means the integral of f with the measure y on M. The
value u(f) for f € F(M) is then the expectation value of f in the state u € Sy. The mapping
w: f = u(f) is a positive normalized linear functional on §(M) (and also on B(M)), which
is continuous with respect to the usual sup-norm on B(M). Better continuity properties have,
e.g. functionals p which are absolutely continuous (as measures) with respect to the natural
measure 2" on the symplectic manifold (M; ).

1.3.5. A symmetry of a system in CM is defined as a symplectomorphism F' of (M; (),
i.e. F'is such a diffeomorphism of M onto itself which leaves the symplectic form 2 unchanged:
F*Q = Q, where F* is the pull-back on M, see e.g. [I], or also [37, A]. For f € F(M) let
F*f := f o F; such an action of F' onto the algebra §(M) is an automorphism. It conserves,
moreover, another structure on §(M) - the Poisson algebra structure defined below.
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Let t — F; be a one-parameter group of symmetries, which is differentiable with respect to
teR: Fi s = F,0F, (t s, €R) and the derivative

d

T . f(Fx) =:d,f(oF) (1.3.1)

exists for all f € F(M),Vx € M, and the functions

df(or) iz — d.f(op) (€ R) (1.3.2)

are infinitely differentiable, df(op) € F(M). Here op is the vector field on M corresponding
to the flow = — Fiz, (x € M). Let X(M) be the set of all infinitely differentiable vector fields
on M. Let i(0)2 be the one-form on M defined by: i(c)Q2(¢) := Q(o, ¢) for any o, p € X(M),
i.e. i(0)2 is the inner product [37, A.3.10] of the vector field o with the two-form 2. For the
vector field o we have:

di(o7)Q = 0. (1.3.3)

Vector fields o and the corresponding flows of symplectomorphisms F; are called locally
Hamiltonian. If there is fr € §(M) such that

i(op)Q = —dfr on M, (1.3.4)

then o is (globally) Hamiltonian and fr is its Hamiltonian function. To any f € F(M),
we can unambiguously define a Hamiltonian vector field o with the Hamiltonian function
f by the formula

i(op)Q = —df. (1.3.5)

Uniqueness of o is a consequence of nondegeneracy of 2. Two functions f,g € (M) give
the same vector field oy = o0, iff f — g = const. We can introduce now a Lie algebra structure
into F(M), the structure of Poisson bracket multiplication: (f;g) — {f,g} € F(M) for all
f,9 € F(M). We define

{f,g9} = Qoy,0,), (1.3.6)

where o (resp.o,) is given in (L30). If we denote by £,, o € X(M), the Lie derivative [37,

A.3.7,A.3.8] in the direction of o of tensor fields on M (£, acting on the differential forms has
the expression £, =i(o)d + di(0)), then, according to (LL3.5):

{fvg} = £0f9 = _£ogf- (137)

The properties of €2 are reflected in the following properties of the Poisson bracket:
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i) Afig+ Ay =A{f g9} + M/ b},
i) A{f, 9} = —{g, [}, (bilinearity and antisymmetry of ),
wi) {f,{g,h}} +{g,{h, f}} +{h.{f, g}} =0, (closedness dQ2 = 0),

Z.U) {fa g- h} = {fa g} ~h+ g- {f> h’}? (derivation pTOp€Tty (m))a
(v) If{f,g}=0 VgeFM)= f=const. (nondegeneracy of ).

It is not difficult to prove for the commutator of Hamiltonian vector fields:

(05, 04] = 0ff.g (1.3.8)

1.3.6. In CM, all the observables are functions of points x € M, hence locally can be expressed
as functions of a finite number 2n coordinate functions. In accordance with the ‘philosophy’
of [I.2.6], we shall look for an interpretation of a finite number of observables which contain
systems of coordinate functions for a neighbourhood of any point of M. This can be naturally
done, if M is a homogeneous space of a connected Lie group G (cf. [37, A.4]) corresponding to
a group of empirical manipulations with objects relevant to the determination of the considered
system. Since the symplectic structure €2 on M reflects important physical properties of many
physical systems, it is desirable for the group action on M to conserve this structure. In this
case, one parameter subgroups of symmetries correspond to Hamiltonian flows which can be
physically interpreted.

1.3.7. From now on, we shall assume that (M;€2) is a homogeneous space of a connected Lie
group GG, on which the group G acts as an infinitely differentiable group of symplectomorphisms
Fy (g€ G): FyQQ=Q, Fgp = Fyo Fy (g9,h, € G), and functions g — f(Fyz) are in (G, R)
for all f € F(M) and all x € M. If e € G is the unit element of G, then F, := idy. To
any ¢ € g (:= the Lie algebra of () there is a one-parameter group of symplectomorphisms
t = Foxpe) of M generated by the vector field ¢ (compare with (L3.1)). If [, 7] denotes the
commutator in g, and [o¢, 0] € X(M) the commutator of vector fields on M, then (see [T,
Proposition 4.1.26])

lo¢, 0] = —0e)- (1.3.9)

Every homogeneous symplectic manifold has universal covering symplectic homogeneous
manifold with respect to the universal covering group of G. On any simply connected homo-
geneous symplectic manifold of a connected Lie group G, the functions fe (£ € g) determined
up to additive constants by the formula

i(0e)Q = —dfe (1.3.10)

are defined globally on the manifold M, fe € §(M), i.e. the vector fields o, (£ € g) are globally
Hamiltonian. We shall assume that this is the case for our (M;€). Then arbitrary additive
constants in the definitions of f¢’s can be chosen such that the mapping £ — f¢ from g to F(M)
will be linear. Then

{fe: [} = —frem + C(E:m), (1.3.11)
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where C' is a bilinear antisymmetric mapping from g x g to real constants on M called a two-
cocycle on g with values in R. Any change of constants in f¢’s (conserving the linearity of
& — fe) leads to an equivalent cocycle C'(§,m) = C(&,n) + a([€,n]), where a € g* (:= the dual
of g). Equivalence classes of two-cocycles form the commutative (additive)

2-cohomology group H?(g,R)

of g with values in R. This group is isomorphic to H?(G, S') if G is simply connected (compare
[321, Chap. 10.4.]). This isomorphism determines a canonical bijection between classes of
irreducible projective representations and symplectic transitive actions of a simply connected
Lie group. This bijection associates the class of all representations corresponding to the given
(similarity class of a) multiplier with the class of symplectic actions with the corresponding
(equivalence class of a) cocycle, compare also [28, [139]. If the multiplier m corresponds to the
cocycle C from (L3IT), then the central extension G, of G (cf. [174, 15.2, Thm. 1]) acts on
M in such a way, that

{fe. ful = —fiem forall &,n € g, (1.3.12)

if the added vector fields act on M trivially and constants in f¢’s are properly chosen. If the
action of G on M satisfies (L311)) with C' = 0, then it is called a Poisson action [7], and the
symplectic manifold M is called ezactly homogeneous [174].

1.3.8. Any observable f € F(M) on the homogeneous symplectic manifold M with globally
defined Hamiltonian functions f¢ (£ € g) can be expressed as a function of the 'basic observables
fe’. Hence measurement of any f € §(M) can be reduced to the measurements of f¢’s. This
does not make easier, however, of an ascribing a direct physical (i.e. empirical) interpretation
to an arbitrary f € §(M) and the situation is similar to that one of QM, see [[2.8

1.3.9. A time evolution on (M;€) is defined in CM as a differentiable one-parameter group
of symplectomorphisms with a globally defined Hamiltonian function h € §(M). This one-
parameter group might be either a subgroup of G, or it is separately defined. In each case
the group G might contain an invariance subgroup of h - the symmetry group of the dynamics
(determining integrals of motion - conservation laws).

1.4 Quantum theory of large systems

1.4.1. Models of systems with infinite number of degrees of freedom enter to quantum theory
when we want to describe either processes accompanied with changes of numbers of particles
(resp. quasiparticles) present in the physical system (what also occurs each time if we try to
describe quantal analogues of classical continuous media, resp. fields), or systems with actual
infinity of particles (the ‘thermodynamic limit’ necessary e.g. for clear conceptual description
and abstract investigation of phase transitions). In standard models of infinite systems in quan-
tum theory the algebras of bounded observables (e.g, CCR or CAR algebras for infinite number
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of degrees of freedom or algebras of spin systems on infinite lattices) have many mutually uni-
tarily inequivalent physically relevant representations as algebras of bounded operators in some
Hilbert spaces. These inequivalent representations might correspond e.g. to various states on
the algebra of observables representing situations with various values of some macroscopic—
global parameters of the large syatem. It often happens, moreover, that for description of some
processes (time evolution, symmetry transformations), we are not able to work in the framework
of only one (even faithful) representation. It is, consequently, useful to formulate theoretical
scheme for the quantum theory of large systems (QTLS) in a representation independent, alge-
braic language. As basic sources of most of the here necessary mathematics and its application
to description of large quantal systems could be taken, e.g. [53] 54 [84] 235] 223| 274 286], 289];
a very brief summary can be found also in [37], Sec.3.4].

1.4.2. A C*-algebra 2l [37, B.2] (details on C*-algebras can be found in [90} 91, 274! 275, 235,
305, 306} 53], 54, [106]) corresponds to any physical system in QTLS. 2 is a Banach algebra over
complex numbers with involution x — z*,z € 2, and with special (C*) property. This means
that it is a norm-closed linear space endowed with associative and distributive multiplication,
and for any z,y € A, A\ € C, and with ||z|| > 0 - the norm of z € 2, it is: ||xy|| < ||z] - ||yl
the involution x + z* is antilinear: (z 4+ \y)* = 2* + A\y*, where X is the complex conjugate
of A\, with (zy)* = y*z*, ||z*|| = ||z|| (= 0 iff z = 0), and the C*-property means: ||z*z| =
|z||?, Vo € A. A is called unital C*-algebra if it contains unit element ¢ € 2 : ex = re =
x, Vx € . Selfadjoint elements x = z* € 2 represent bounded observables of the system.
The algebra 2 is the algebra of observables of the system. For many interesting systems,
20 is constructed as a C*-inductive limit of a net of local algebras of finite (sub)systems (see
[53, 106, 274], and specifically [274], 1.23]); in this case, these finite systems are interpreted e.g.
as systems located in bounded space (-time) regions. Quasilocal algebras used in QTLS have
such a structure (see [53, Definition 2.6.3]). It will be useful in our considerations to connect
the quasilocal structure of 20 with an action of a (usually abelian) group II (II is an infinite
set - it might be a locally compact noncompact group) on 2: For any p € II let w(p) €*- Aut
A, m(p1p2) = 7(p1)7(p2) (p1,p2 € II). Let II act transitively on a noncompact locally compact
space V' and let to any bounded open subset v C V' (denote the set of all such subsets by B(V'))
corresponds a C*-subalgebra 2, of 2, the local subalgebra of 2 corresponding to v C V. If
vy C vy CV, then 2, CA,,. All the A, (v € B(V)) have common unit = the unit e := idy of
2A, and

U 2 =2 (1.4.1)

where the over-bar denotes the uniform closure. We assume further that =(p)(2,) = A,
where p-v:={N €V : XN =p- A\ X € v}, and p- A denotes the action of p € II on the point
A € V. This action is supposed continuous and bounded: p- B(V) C B(V) for all p € II. We
can assume (for simplicity) that for mutually disjoint v,u € B(V'), v Nu =, we have

[z,y] =0, for all x € A, y € A,. (1.4.2)
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(The anticommutativity of Fermi systems can also be included, cf. [53] Sec. 2.6]) We shall
characterize this situation by saying that the algebra 2[ is quasilocal with respect to the
action of the group II. We shall use another technical assumption, that all the local subalgebras
2, are W*-algebras: A W*-algebra 2l is such a C*-algebra which is (isomorphic to a) Banach
space topological dual of another B-space 2, called the predual of 2; such an 2 is always
unital and generated by its projectors. W*-algebras were introduced originally as weakly closed
symmetric subalgebras of bounded operators in a Hilbert space containing identity and named
von Neumann algebras after their originator.

1.4.3. Mathematically defined states on a C*-algebra 2 are any positive normalized linear
functionals w on 2, i.e. such w € A* (:= the dual of ), that

w(a'e) >0, |lwl|=1 (= w(idy)). (1.4.3)

Not all mathematical states, however, can be used as adequate descriptions of physical
situations. As physical states on a quasilocal algebra 2l are usually used locally normal
states, i.e. such states w on %A, the restrictions of which to all the local W*-subalgebras
A, (veB(V))are o(Uy,, (Ay)s)-continuous (here (A,). is the predual Banach space of 2,); the
local normality of w means that the restriction of w to any 2, is expressible by a density matrix
in a faithful W*—representation of 2A,. We shall denote by S(21) the set of all mathematical
states on A and by Sy := S,n(2A) the set of (properly defined) physical states of the system.
The subset S,(A) C S(A) has to satisfy some natural requirements, e.g. invariance with
respect to transformations of physical symmetries (cf. below), convexity, local normality and
(eventually) to form a stable face (see [53] Sec.4.1]).

The set S(2() is convex and compact in the w*-topology of 2* (i.e. in o(A*,A)-topology).
The set ES() of extreme points of S(2A) consists of pure states on 2A: w € ESA) &
{w = w1 + w2 (w12 € S(A)) = w1 = wy = w}. Although the decomposition of a general
w € S(2) into its extremal components (€ £S(2A)) is not unique if 2 is noncommutative, there
are other physically relevant convex compact subsets of S(2() (Choquet simplezes) allowing
unique extremal decompositions of their elements into extremal components of these simplexes,
cf. [73, 21§ for basic mathematics, or also [53, Ch.4], [235, Ch.4], [274, Ch.3] for broader
contexts.

1.4.4. The expectation value of a bounded observable x = z* € 2 in the state w € S(2) (in
accordance with comments in [[L2.4)) is expressed by the value w(x) of the functional w on the
element x. For calculations of probability distributions of values of x = z* € 2 in the states
w € S(A) it is used, however, the spectral decomposition of x. If 2 is a general C*-algebra,
its selfadjoint elements need not have their spectral resolutions in 2l. The spectral resolutions
in 2 exist, however, if 2 is a W*-algebra, [274]: © = 2* € A = v = [[AE,(dN), E,(B)* =
E.(B) = E,(B)? € 2, B C R Borel,..., hence E, is the projector valued spectral measure
in the W*-algebra 2. Any C*-algebra is naturally embedded into a W*-algebra - the bidual

1 Qur formalism is built for the nonrelativistic situations. If the space V was the Minkowski space and our
considerations were Einstein-Lorentz—relativistic, the condition for the commutativity in (LZ2) would be the
space-like separation instead of the disjointness of the domains u,v C V.
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A of A, and any state w € S(2) can be uniquely extended to a state (equally denoted)
w € S,(A™). For any state w € S(A), we can construct by the GNS-algorithm corresponding
cyclic representation m, of 2 in a Hilbert space H, with a cyclic vector €, (i.e. the norm-
closure 7, (A)$, = H,), cf. [53, 223, 274], or also [37, Textbook], characterized (up to the
unitary equivalence) by

w(z) = (Qy, mo(2)), Vo e (1.4.4)

The representation 7, is irreducible iff w € ES(A). If we generalize the concept of observ-
ables to all operators from the bicommutant ()" in £(H,) (what is a W*-subalgebra in
L(H,)), we can obtain spectral resolutions of selfadjoint elements of 2 in such (extended) rep-
resentations and the corresponding expressions for probability distributions, compare [[.2.4l In
specific representations, we can define also unbounded observables as such selfadjoint operators
on H,, the spectral projectors of which belong to m, ()", cf. [274].

We shall need later in this work to distinguish between states which are mutually macro-
scopically distinguishable. Mathematically are such states mutually disjoint together with the
mutual disjointness of their GNS representations. It might be useful, for a characterization of
this difference, to reproduce a theorem from [235 Thm. 3.8.11]:

Theorem: Let {m;H}, {m;Hsa} be two nondegenerate representations of a C*-algebra
2 with their central supports (equiv. central covers) si, so, cf. [235] 3.8.1]. The following
conditions are equivalent:

(’l) 81J_82.

(i2) ((m @ m2)(A))" = m (A)" & ma(2A)".

(1i1) ((m @& m)(A)) = m (A) D ma(A).

(iv) There are no unitarily equivalent subrepresentations of {m;H;} and {mo; Ha}.

Here ¢ for a subset € C L(H) denotes the commutant of € in L(H): € :={B € L(H) :
[B,A] = BA— AB = 0,VA € ¢}, and ¢" := (¢')’. The representations m, my satisfying
the conditions of the Theorem are called mutually disjoint representations. If the GNS
representations determined by the two states wi, wo: {mu,; Huy by {Tws; Hen}, are mutually
disjoint, then we call these two states also mutually disjoint : w; L ws.

1.4.5. An abstractly defined symmetry of the system in QTLS is any *-automorphism of the
algebra 2 of bounded observables. Let 7 be a representation of the group R as a group of
symmetries, i.e. a homomorphism ¢(€ R) +— 7, € *- Aut 2, which is ’conveniently continuous’,
e.g. functions ¢t — w(mx) are continuous for all x € A and all w € Spp(A). It is often
assumed, that the group 7 corresponding to a one-parameter group of empirically defined
transformations is o (2, 2*)-continuous (i.e. S, replaced by S(2) in the last mentioned case),
but this assumption might be too stringent. Let S be a ’sufficiently large’ subset of states
containing S,;, and denote by o(2,S) the topology on 2 determined by functions xz(€ 2() —
w(x) for all w € S. We shall assume, that 7 is ¢(2(, S)-continuous in the sense:

(1)  functions t — w(mx) are continuous for allw € S, x € A,
(17)  functions z — nx are (A, S) — o(A, S) — continuous for all t € R,
(1i1) weS =>wor, €8 forallteR.
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The last condition (iii) allows us to define a ¢(S,2()-continuous group of transformations of S
by
Tfw:=wor, (forallteR), wesS. (1.4.5)

Any selfadjoint element a € 2 generates a o(2A,S) (i.e. o(2(,2*))-continuous group of inner
*-automorphisms of 2, 7%, by

Ttx = exp(ita)r exp(—ita), for all z € 2L (1.4.6)

A one-parameter group of inner automorphisms of 2l cannot represent some of physically
important global transformations of quasilocal algebras, e.g. Fuclidean or Poincaré transfor-
mations, cf. e.g. [106, Ch.4,Thm.3]. For a general (sufficiently continuous) one-parameter
group 7 of automorphisms of 2 we can define a generator ¢, - a densely defined derivation on
A, [274, 53] 1 The connection of such generators with physically measurable quantities is in
general in QTLS less transparent then it is in QM or in CM. If the state w € S is T—invariant,
i.e. 7/'w = w, then there is unique weakly continuous unitary group U* acting on H,, (cf. [.4.4])
such that [271]:

w(rx) = U8, (x)U, USQ, =Q, forallteR. (1.4.7)

Representations of 2 in which 7 is unitarily implemented in the sense of the first relation
of (LZ1M) are called T7—-covariant representations. In such representations, the action of 7 is
given by an ‘observable’ - the selfadjoint generator of the corresponding unitary group acting
on the Hilbert space of the representation. An interpretation of such a generator might be
dependent, however, on the choice of the covariant representation.

127 densely defined linear mapping & : D(§) C % — 2l is a derivation on 2l if it satisfies the Leibniz rule:
O(xy) = 6(x)y + zé(y) V x,y € D(§) C .



Chapter 2

Geometry of the state space of
quantum mechanics

2.1 Manifold structure of P(H)

2.1.1. Let H be a complex separable Hilbert space with the scalar product (z,y) € C (z,y, € H),
which is linear in the second factor y. Let P(H) := H/C* be the factor-space of H by the
multiplicative group C* of nonzero complex numbers acting on H by multiplications by scalars.
Any element x € P(H) has the form

x={yeH:y= A, Ae€C}, 0£zeH. (2.1.1)

The natural topology on P(H) is the factor-topology coming from the norm-topology in
H. This topological space P(H) is the projective Hilbert space of H. The space P(H)
can be considered as the set of all one-dimensional complex subspaces of H, or the set of all
one-dimensional projectors P, € L(H) (0 # x € H), Py = P, = P?, P,x = x, with the natural
bijective correspondence P, <> x. It is known that there is a natural Kahler structure on
complex projective spaces. We shall describe it in some details in the case of P(’H)EI

2.1.2. Let us define two natural (mutually equivalent) metrices (i.e. distance functions) di,ds
on P(H) (as usual: ||z]]? := (z,z), © € H):

di(x,y) == \/iinf{' ﬁ - ””‘ZH H e R} (2.1.2)
dao(x,y) := V2| P, — P, (2.1.3)

It is not difficult to see that

1/2

di(x,y) =2 (1 — (Tr(P.P))"?) (2.1.4)

! Another, more intuitive and more detailed approach to the structure of quantum state space can be found
in [I6]. For geometry and dynamics (also nonlinear) of general - not only pure - states see also [37, Sec.2.1].

25
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In [213)), ||A|l denotes the usual C*—norm of the operator A € L(H); if |A| := VA*A €
L(H) is its absolute value, then one can prove

V2dy(x,y) = Tr|P, — P,| = 2(1 — Tr(P,P,))"?,

= (1 + (Tr(Pwa>>l/2)1/2 (2.1.5)

dl (X7 y)v

what proves the equivalence of d; and d,.
We shall examine now relations between various natural topologies on P(?). We shall prove
first

2.1.3 Lemma. The factor-topology on P(H) coming from the Hilbert-space norm-topology of
H is equivalent to the metric topology defined on P(H) by the distance function d; (equiv.: by

dg).

Proof. Let Pr:z — x be the natural projection of H onto P(#). The factor-topology on P(H)
is generated by projections of open balls B(x;¢) :={y € H : ||x—y| < e} fore >0, z # 0. But
PrB(z;e) ={y € P(H) : inf{||\y — z|| : A € C} < ¢}, and inf{||Ay — 2| : A € C} = ||zy — z||
with z, := &8y if y £ 0. Hence PrB(z;e) = {y : |lzy — || < e} = {y : 1 = Tr(P,P,) <

Iyl
ﬁ} ={y € P(H): dy(x,y) < V2 ﬁ}, which is an open ball in the metric topology and the
desired equivalence of topologies foﬂows. O

2.1.4 Proposition. All the following natural topologies on P(H) are mutually equivalent:
(i) the factor-topology coming from the Hilbert space norm-topology on H.;

(i) the metric topology defined by the distance functions on P(H) from[21.2;

(i11) the Hilbert-Schmidt topology of $ C L(H) of Hilbert-Schmidt operators;

(iv) the trace-norm topology of T(H);

(v) o(P(H).L(H))- topology;

(vi) o(P(H),E(H)) — topology.
[In (v), resp. (vi), the topologies are determined by the functions x +— Tr(P,A) for all
A e L(H), resp. for all A € €(H):= the set of all compact operators on H.]

Proof. The equivalence of the first four topologies follows from the lemma 2.1.3] and from the
formulas (Z1.3)), (2.1.5), since the Hilbert-Schmidt operator topology is given by the norm

|P, = P, ls = Tr(P, — B,)* = 21— Tr(P,P,)) = [da(x,y)]" (2.1.6)

The equivalence of the trace-norm topology and the o(P(H), €(H))-topology follows from
[53, Proposition 2.16.15], and the ‘stronger’ o(P(H),L(H))-topology coincides with the
w*-topology from L£(H)", which is ‘weaker’ than the norm-topology of £(#)*. The last men-
tioned topology coincides on P(H) with the trace-norm topology given by the metric dy(x,y)
Tr|P, — P,|, what finishes the proof. O
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2.1.5. We shall introduce now a manifold structure on P(H) consistent with the topology of
P(H). Let for 0 #x € H

Ny :={y € P(H) : Tr(P,P,) # 0} (2.1.7)

be an open neighbourhood of x € P(H), and let [z]* be the complex orthogonal complement
of x in H. We shall define the mapping ¥, : Ny + [z]* by the formula

Uo(y) == (HxxHy) (I = Py, (2.1.8)

where y € y.

2.1.6 Proposition. The mapping U, is a homeomorphism of Ny onto [x]* (with the norm-
topology of H). The set

[(Nui Wi 2 ) 1 0 £ 2 € H) (2.1.9)
is an atlas on P(H) defining a complez-analytic manifold structure consistent with the topology

of P(H) (defined in[217]).

Proof. Let 0 # x € H. For any y; € Nx and any y; € y; (j = 1,2) it is y; # yo iff
(z,y2)y1 # (%, Y1)ye, hence U, is injective. For any z € [z]* and y := z+x we have y € N, (since
z #0) and ¥, (y) = 2, hence ¥, is bijective. For ||z|| =1 and z; € [z]*, y; == z;+z ( = 1,2,)
the identity

1 (
(B (P

implies the bicontinuity of ¥,. For z € U, (N,, N N,,) it is

L =Tr(By,By,) = l20 = 22[* + [l22l* [|(1 = P) (21 — 22)[1?)  (2.1.10)

+z
U, oW 1(z) = 212
2 O W (Z) ||ZL’2|| (56’2,56’1 + Z) T2
and we see that the mapping
W, oW Wy (N, N Ny,) = Uy (Ni, N Nyg,) (2.1.11)
is a complex analytic function, compare e.g. [51} [71]. O

2.1.7. Let T, P(H) be the tangent space of P(H) at x, elements of which can be represented
in the usual way (see e.g. [1},[74]) by (classes of mutually tangent) differentiable curves at x. If
c is such a curve (i.e. ¢:J — P(H) for an open interval J in R containing 0 € R, ¢(0) = x
and ¢t — W, (c(t)) is differentiable for x € N,) denote by ¢x := ¢(0) (or simply ¢ if the point x
is fixed) the corresponding equivalence class, ¢x € Ty P(H). With any x € x, we associate an
identification of Ty, P(H) with [z]* by the mapping

TV, : TyP(H) — [2]f, ¢ = TU,(¢) = 4 W, (c(t)). (2.1.12)
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n (ZILI2), we identify, in the usual way, the tangent space T,[z]* of the linear space [x]*

at any of its points v € [z]* with the base space [x]* itself. The mapping TV, is a linear
isomorphism for any z € x, and also Ty W), = AT}V, (A € C). The derivative in (ZII12) is

taken with respect to the Hilbert space norm in [z]*t.

2.1.8. Let us mention two simple examples of the representation of elements ¢ € Tx P(H) by
curves ¢ and of the corresponding identification of Ty P(H) with [z]*. Each vector ¢ € Ty P(H)
can be represented by a curve of any of the following forms (the expressions written by bold
typeface represent the projections to P(#H) of the corresponding elements of H, i.e. z(€ H) —
z = P.(€ P(H))):

at) = da4+ty=Pyyy (AeC yeH, zex), teR, (2.1.13)
co(t) = exp(itB)x = Pep(ity (B=B"€ L(H), v €x), t € R, (2.1.14)
If we denote corresponding tangent vectors by ¢; and ¢, then
TV.(¢1) = X '1— Py, (2.1.15)
TxV,.(é) = i(1— P,)Bx. (2.1.16)

Clearly ¢; = ¢, iff the right hand sides of ([2.I.15) and (2.I.16) coincide as vectors in [z]*.
This is the case if e.g. y = iABx in ([ZZI.15). The representants (¢, or ¢, or ...) of a given ¢
can be chosen in many various ways. We shall use notation:

vy =T W, (v) € [z]*
for v € Ty P(H); vye = AUy

2.1.9. We shall consider P(H) as a real manifold of the dimension dim P(H) = 2dim¢ H — 2,
(if H is finite dimensional) where dim¢ means the complex dimension. On this manifold, we
introduce a metric @), i.e. a real-analytic symmetric 2-covariant tensor field x — ()« defining
an isomorphism between T3 P(H) and its dual T P(H) at any point x € P(H):

v(eTP(H)) — Qx(v, ) € Tu P(H), (2.1.17)
where the linear functional Qx (v, ) : w (€ TxP(H)) — Qx(v,w) € R depends linearly on v, and
for any F € T P(H) there is a unique vp € Ty P(H) such, that F' = Qx(vp, -). Let the metric
be given by

2 2 ,
Qx(v,v) := EE (Vg, Ug) = BB vell?s v = T U, (v). (2.1.18)

Since vy, = Av,, the definition does not depend on the choice of 0 # z € x in the mapping
V.. The nondegeneracy is a consequence of the Riesz theorem applied to the Hilbert space [z]*
and analyticity is also straightforward. From the bilinearity and symmetry we have

Qx(v,w) = T2l ”2 Re(vy, wy,), Yv,w € TxP(H). (2.1.19)

It is possible to prove by straightforward calculations of lengths of differentiable curves in
P(H) (compare also [1} 262]):
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2.1.10 Proposition. The metric @ from (2.1.19) endows P(H) with a distance function d
(calculated as the minimal length of differentiable curves joining two points) different from
d;, j=1,2; (Z13), (213). Both the distance functions dy, da give (by differentiation) the

metric Q from (22.19) on P(H).

2.2 Symplectic structure

2.2.1. Let us define a complex structure J on P(H) induced by that of H. For each x € P(H)
and v € TxP(H), we define

Jv = (T V,) toio (T,¥,)(v), (2.2.1)

where i is the multiplication by the imaginary unit ¢ € C in the complex subspace [z]* C H.
The definition (Z.2.]) of J does not depend on the choice of z € x. Clearly: (Jv), = iv,. We
define now a two-form Q on P(H):

Qe (v, w) 1= Qx(v, Jw), Vx € P(H), v,w € TxP(H). (2.2.2)
We shall use charts ¥, with ||z|| = 1 in the following. In such a chart, the form € is written
Qx(v,w) = —2Im(v,, wy). (2.2.3)

The just introduced structures lead to the standard symplectic, and also metric (known as
the “Fubini-Study metric”’) structures on the space of pure quantum states P(#). If this both
structures are connected as in (2.2.2) by a complex structure J (coming, in this case, from that
in the underlying Hilbert space H), we obtain a structure on the manifold P(#) which is called
the Kahler structure.

2.2.2 Lemma. The form ) is nondegenerate.
Proof. Tf Qy(w,v) = 0 for all w € T, P(H), then also Qy(Jv,v) = 2 |Jv,||> = 0, hence v =0. O

2.2.3 Lemma. For any unitary transformation U of H onto itself, the form Q is invariant
with respect to the projected mapping U : P(H) — P(H), x — U (x) := Ux, i.e.

(U*Q)x(v,w) := Qux(U,v, Usw) = Qx (v, w). (2.2.4)

Here U*Q) is the pull-back of Q by U, and U, : TxP(H) — TuxP(H) maps the equivalence
class ¢ containing the curve ¢ : t — c(t) at x (i.e. x = ¢(0)) into the class Uc containing the
curve Uc : t — Uc(t) at U(x).

Proof. According to 2.1.8 the vector v, corresponds to the class containing the curve ¢ : t —
X + tv,, hence the vector (U,v)y, corresponds to the class Ue € TuxP(H) containing the
curve Uc : t — Ux + tUv,, and since U conserves orthogonality in H we have

(U.v)ye = Uv,. (2.2.5)
Substitution into the expression (2.2.3)) from (2.2.5)) gives the result. O
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2.2.4 Proposition. The two-form ) on P(H) is closed: dQ) = 0; it is a symplectic form on
P(H), hence strongly nondegenerate (cf. [37, A.3.14]).

Proof. The skew symmetry and bilinearity is trivial and (strong) nondegeneracy is proved in
Lemma [Z22] The proof of closedness used in an appendix of the Arnold’s book [7, Appendix
3 BJ in the finite-dimensional case is literally applicable for any complex Hilbert space and its
projective space, because of the validity of Lemma 2238 Hence Q is symplectic. O

2.2.5. According to a theorem by Wigner, any bijective transformation F of P(#) which con-
serves the ’transition probabilities’, i.e.:

Tr(P,P,) = Tr(F(P)F(P,)), Vu,yeH, v 404y, (2.2.6)

can be extended to a transformation F of H onto itself, which is either unitary or antiunitary,
compare [53, 3.2.1 and 3.2.14]:

Tr(PpyPp,) = Tr(P,P,). (2.2.7)

Such transformations conserve also distances and the metric Q, see 2.1.21 and 2.1.9] Bijections
of P(H) onto itself conserving the metric Q will be called the Wigner maps.

On the other hand, antiunitary transformations F of H do not conserve the symplectic form
Q2 F.Q = —Q. Transformations F of P(H) conserving 2 are called symplectic transforma-
tions.

2.2.6 Lemma. Let F be any symplectic transformation of P(H) the restriction of which to
T,P(H) for any x € P(H) (i.e. the mappings F, : TyP(H) — TpxP(H)) are complez lin-
ear with respect to the complex structure J, cf. [2.2.1. Then F can be extended to a unitary
transformation F € L(H).

Proof. Symplecticity and complex linearity of F give

Qx(v,w) = =Qx (v, Jw) = =Qpx(F.v, JF W) = Qpx(F.v, FLw), (2.2.8)

ie. Q = F,Q, what implies the invariance of distances:
d(Fx,Fy) =d(x,y),

which in turn implies the invariance of T'r(P,P,). Hence F can be extended either to a unitary
or to an antiunitary transformation. Since antiunitary transformations have nonsymplectic
projections in P(H), extension F of F must be unitary. O

2.2.7 Proposition. Any symplectic isometry F : P(H) — P(H) is an analytic diffeomorphism
of P(H).

Proof. F is a symplectic Wigner map, hence extendable to a unitary F' € £(H). With the help
of the charts W, analyticity follows for the projection U of any unitary U € L(H). The same
considerations apply to the inverse map F~!, and the assertion follows. O

2For an alternative proof valid also for unitary orbits of density matrices see [37, Theorem 2.1.19].
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2.3 Quantum mechanics as a classical Hamiltonian field
theory

2.3.1. After introducing the symplectic structure  on the set P(H) of all pure states of
conventional QM (compare Sec[[2)), we shall try to reformulate also other concepts of QM
into the form analogous to that of CM as it was outlined in Sec[l.3] It will be shown that
this is possible to a large extent. There are, however, certain important differences. The
main technical difference consists in infinite dimensionality of the 'phase space’ P(H) what
implies e.g. nonezistence of a (Liouville) measure on P(H), invariant with respect to all
symplectic Wigner maps. The main physical difference consists, however, in the interpretation
of basic quantities in QM. This difference between QM and CM does not vanish even for finite
dimensional Hilbert space H.

2.3.2. Let A be a selfadjoint opemtoﬁ on the Hilbert space ‘H with domain D(A) C H. Let
PD(A) C P(H) be the projection of D(A) into P(H):
PD(A) :={xe€ P(H):x € D(A), z € x}. (2.3.1)
Define a real-valued function f4 on PD(A):
(x, Ax)
(I

The function f4 determines the operator A in an unambiguous way by the polarization
identity:

fa(x) :=Tr(PA) =

0#zexe PD(A). (2.3.2)

1

(SL’, Ay) = 4

> Mz 4yl faz + ). (2.3.3)
A=c1,+i
For bounded A € L(H), the function fs : P(H) — R is real analytic. Since for arbitrary
selfadjoint A, B € L(H) there need not be any selfadjoint operator C' on H such, that fo :=
fa - fp (:= pointwise multiplication of functions), the set of ’classical observables’ f4 (A* =
A € L(H)) does not form an associative algebra.

Remark: Corresponding to the spectral decomposition of A,B] we have the decomposition of fy:
fa() = / AE(AN)(-), where E(B)(x) := Tr(P,Ea(B)) (2.3.4)

R
for any Borel set B C R, with E4 the spectral measure of A. Contrary to the case of classical
mechanics [[3.2, the functions x — E%(B)(x) are not characteristic (indicator) functions on

P(H). The decomposition into characteristic functions similar to that in [[L3.2] does not corre-
spond to any decomposition into quantal observables.

3A brief review of the theory of unbounded operators is present in [37, C], or in [37, Textbook] in detail.
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2.3.3. The function f,(x) := Tr(P,0) might remind us of a probability distribution on the
“phase space” P(H) representing a Gibbs ensemble in the sense of classical statistical physics,
cf. e.g. [271) 272], or any textbook on statistical physics.

Although any density matrix ¢ is uniquely reconstructed from the corresponding function
fo(x) on the phase space P(H) with the help of (2.3.3)), the function f, cannot be interpreted as
a probability distribution of systems occurring in the pure states P, = x in a statistical ensemble
described by p. The function f, is interpreted to give the probability f,(x) of positive result
(i.e. of the number = 1) by measuring of the observable P, (with just two possible outcomes
€ {0,1} of any of its measurements) in the state p. Because of the existing nonuniqueness
of decompositions of p into pure states, mentioned in [[.2.3] a classical interpretation of any
probability measure on P(H) representing o would be inadequate in general. In the following,
we shall restrict our attention (mainly) to pure states

For a quantal observable A, the numbers f4(x) are interpreted as ezrpectation values for
(real valued) results of measurements of the observable A in the state x € P(#H). Also the
functions f4 will be called here ‘the (quantal) observables’.

2.3.4. In the setting of this section, it is natural to define a symmetry of the system as a
symplectic isometry of P(H). According to the Sec2:2] any such symmetry can be extended to
a unitary transformation of H. Let ¢t — F; be a one-parameter group of symplectic isometries
of P(#H) which is weakly continuous, i.e. the functions

t— Fyx, VYx € P(H) (2.3.5)

are continuous. Such a group can be extended to a weakly continuous unitary group on H
(compare [53] 3.2.35]), which corresponds to uniquely defined selfadjoint operator A on H (by
Stone’s theorem, [37, C3 & Textbook]). In this way, for the group F, we obtain the expression:

Fix = exp(—itA)x, i.e. F;x = exp(—itA)P, exp(itA) € P(H). (2.3.6)

The operator A in (Z3.6]) is defined by F; up to an additive real constant multiple of identity
I of L(H), i.e. any other A’ satisfying (2.3.6) has the form A" = A+ A, (A € R). Conversely,
any selfadjoint operator A on H determines, according to (2.3.6]), a weakly continuous one-
parameter group of symplectic isometries of P(H). The flow F, and its unitary extension
F, := exp(—itA) are related by

Fi(P;) = Pr. = F,PF, P € P(H). (2.3.7)

The functions (2.3.5) for specific x’s are differentiable if the corresponding generator A has
domain D(A) containing = € x : © € D(A). If A € L(H), then functions (2.3.5) are analytic
int e C, Vxé& P(H). It is clear from the group property of ¢ — F,, that differentiability
of (2.3.0) in any point x for ¢ = 0 implies differentiability on the whole curve (2.3.5), i.e. for
all t € R.

4A certain, more detailed, account of the geometry and interpretation questions of the set of density matrices
is given in [37, 2.1-¢].
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2.3.5. We have obtained a set of differentiable curves lying densely in P(#H) for any one-
parameter weakly continuous group F; of symmetries of (P(H), Q) (since PD(A) is dense in
P(#H) for any selfadjoint A). For x € PD(A) (A is a generator of F}), the curve (23.35)
determines a vector o4(x) € Tx P(#H). The set of vectors 04 (x) is defined for x € PD(A) only,
and for unbounded A it is not a differentiable vector field on P(#) (it is differentiable only in
directions of some curves lying densely in PD(A), and in P(H)). We shall call it, nevertheless,
‘the vector field o,’. Its value in x is expressed in [z]* according to (2.I.16):

T,0,(04(x)) = —i(I — P)Az for z € D(A). (2.3.8)

For A € L(H), 04 is an analytic vector field on P(#H). But also for an unbounded A, the
vector field o4 determines its flow F; =: F{* uniquely: it can be integrated along a densely in
P(H) lying set of differentiable curves (this is just the solution of Schrodinger equation with
the Hamiltonian A), and afterwards the obtained (densely defined) flow extended to the whole
P(H) by continuity.

2.3.6. Let z € D(A)ND(B) for two selfadjoint operators A and B on H and ||z|| = 1. Then the
value of the symplectic form € on vectors o4(x) and o(x) is, according to (Z2.3]) and (Z3.8),

Qx(0a,05) = —21m(Az, (I — P,)Bx). (2.3.9)

If, moreover, Bx € D(A) and Az € D(B) (e.g. if A and B have a common invariant set
D c D(A)N D(B) and = € D), then we can write

Ox (04, 05) = i Tr(P,[A, B]) (2.3.10)

where [A, B] := AB — BA.

Let f be areal-valued function defined on a dense subset D of P(H). Let ¢ be a differentiable
curve in P(H) at x € D such, that ¢(t) € D for some open interval of reals ¢ containing
t =0, ¢(0) =x. Let ¢ € Ty P(H) be the corresponding tangent vector. Denote

def(e) == % B Fle(®) (2.3.11)

if the derivative on the right hand side exists. Assume, that (Z.3.11]) is well defined for a dense
set of vectors ¢ € Ty P(H). The function
def 1 ¢ dief(€) (2.3.12)

is linear. If it is bounded, it can be extended by continuity to the whole Ty P(H), hence it
defines an element dy f € T P(H) which will be called the exterior differential of f in x.

2.3.7 Proposition. Let A be a selfadjoint operator on H, fa is giwen by (2.33), and the
corresponding vector field o4 is defined in [Z.35. Then, for any x € PD(A), the exterior
differential dxfa € TiP(H) exists, and for all v € Ty P(H) we have

Ox(oa(x),v) = —dxfa(v), Vx € PD(A). (2.3.13)
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Proof. Let {v,}* be defined according to (Z.I.18) for v € T, P(H). Define the selfadjoint B(v) €
L(H):

BW)y :=i(vg,y)x —i(x,y)v,, Yy € H. (2.3.14)
Assume ||z]| = 1. Then, according to (2.1.14) and (2Z.I.16), the curve

t = c(t) == exp(itB(v))x (2.3.15)

corresponds to v = ¢,. Let v be such that v, € D(A). Then it is seen that dyfa(v) defined
in (Z3.17) exists and has the form

dxfa(v) = =i Tr(P,[B(v), A]) = —Qx(0a(x),v), (2.3.16)

where, in the second equality, we used ([2.3.10) and op(,)(x) = —v. Because (I — P,)D(A) C
D(A) is dense in {z}*, we have proved ([Z.3.13) for a dense linear subset D C TxP(H), v € D.

The boundednes is clear either from our construction, or from the boundednes of the left hand
side of [2313) for a well defined o 4(x). O

2.3.8. We can see from the proposition 2.3.7, how to reconstruct the vector field o4 from f,
with the help of the symplectic form 2. Hence, 04 is globally Hamiltonian vector field on (the
dense subset of) P(#H) corresponding to the Hamiltonian function f4 (compare with [[L3.5]- up
to domain differences).

Let two selfadjoint A, B have a common dense domain D C D(A)ND(B). Then the function
(the Poisson bracket)

x> {fa, fp}(x) == Qx(0a,08), x € PD, (2.3.17)

is densely defined. If, moreover, the operator i[A, B is selfadjoint and D is its cordd then,
according to (2:3.10), we have

{fa, B} = fija.B)- (2.3.18)
Remember that this is a quantummechanical formula corresponding to (.3.8]).

2.3.9. Assume that a weakly continuous unitary representation U of a connected Lie group G
in the Hilbert space H is given:

U(g192) = U(g1)U(g2), 1,92 € G. (2.3.19)

Then U is projected onto a weakly continuous realization of G' by a group of symplectic
isometries U(g) (g € G) of (P(H),2). To any element £ of the Lie algebra g of G corresponds
the selfadjoint generator X, of the one-parameter subgroup U (exp(t§)) :

°A core D C H of a closable operator C' is such a subset D C D(C) C H, that the closure of the
restriction C' | D = C, cf. also [37, C1].
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Xex :=1 % Ulexp(tf))x, v € D(X), (2.3.20)
=0

and U (exp(t€)) = exp(—itX¢). By a use of the adjoint representation Ad : G — L(g),

d _
Ad(g)¢ = | lgexp(t&)g ]
t=0
we obtain:
[Xg, Xn] = Xan — XnXg = ZX[&,?ﬂ (2321)

The mapping & — X is linear. It is known (compare [13]), that the Garding domain D¢, as
well as the analytic domain Ag of the representation U(G) are common dense invariant sets of
all the generators X¢ (£ € g) and they are also common cores of all these selfadjoint operators
(cf. alsoB.I.T)). Let us define the vector fields o¢ (£ € g) on PDg C P(H) corresponding to
the flows U (exp(t€)) on P(H) according to the definition of 04 in2.3.5] Let fe(x) := Tr(PyX¢)
for x € Dg. Then 2.3.8 is applicable to these quantities. All the formulas of [L3.7 are valid
on PDg. Difference w.r.t. the classical case is that neither P(H) nor PDg are homogeneous
spaces even for irreducible U (G).

2.3.10. Up to now, we used charts (Ny; Wy; [z]*) for identification of Ty P(H) with [z]*, and
for each point x € P(H) it was used its own chart. Let us rewrite now the evolution equation
corresponding to the one-parameter flow F{* on P(#H) generated by the Hamiltonian A, i.e. the
Schrodinger equation

d
i—a(t) = Ar(t), 2(0) =z € %, (2.3.22)

projected onto P(#), with the help of the chart (Ny;¥,;[y]*), x € Ny. Let us denote by
c:t— c(t) a differentiable curve in P(#), and by ¢é(t) its tangent vector : ¢(t) € T P(H).
The curve ¢ will be a solution of our problem, if for some x € P(H) : c(t) = Fix for all t € R.
For x € PD(A), we then obtain by differentiation

&(t) = oalclt)), (2.3.23)

which is an abstract form of Hamilton equations on P(#) corresponding to the Hamiltonian
function f,, cf. (Z313)). The correspondence with (2:3.22)) consists in that, that ¢(t) = x(¢) if
c(0) = x, where z(t) (€ x(t)) is the solution of (Z3.22)) with the initial value = € x. Let us fix
y € H, ||yl = 1, and choose the chart (Ny; ¥,; [y]*) defined in (ZLF)). Denote

U(t) := U,(c(t)) for a curve c in Ny. (2.3.24)
The curve ¥ in [y]* will correspond to a solution c of ([2.3.23)) iff it satisfies the equation

Z'%‘1’(15) = [A— (y, Aly + T(1)))(y + T(1)), T(0) € [y]". (2.3.25)



36 CHAPTER 2. GEOMETRY OF THE STATE SPACE OF QUANTUM MECHANICS

The equation (2.3.25)) describes the wanted projection of (2.3.22) onto P(#) in the chart U,,.
It is a nonlinear (field-) equation in the Hilbert space [y]*, in which different vectors correspond
to different physical states.

If we denote by v, the representative of a vector v € TxP(H) for x € Ny in the chart
U, (Jlyll = 1), then the symplectic form € in this chart has the expression:

Qx(v,w) = =2Tr(P,P,) Im(vy, (I — P,)w,). (2.3.26)

Remember, that v, w, € [y|* = (I — P,)H.
Let us write f!:= f o F4 for any differentiable function f on P(#). Then, for x € PD(A),
we obtain the wanted form of the Schrodinger equation:

d
/1) = {fa, [}(x) = (04, 7). (2.3.27)
where o is a vector field defined on the whole P(#) by

Ox(o(x),v) = —dxf(v), Vv € TxP(H). (2.3.28)

The equation (2:3.27) has the form of evolution equation of classical mechanics in terms of
Poisson brackets.

2.3.11. Let us add a note concerning possible generalizations of the here presented dynamics.
Since P(H) is a symplectic manifold, more general Hamiltonian evolutions can be defined on
it than the evolutions corresponding to linear Schrodinger equations (2.3.22). We can choose
instead of the function f4 : P(H) — R as a (‘classical’) Hamiltonian an arbitrary ‘sufficiently
differentiable’ function h : P(H) — R. Then we obtain from the corresponding Hamiltonian
dynamics on the infinite dimensional symplectic manifold P(H) evolution of QM-vector states
in H, which cannot be described (in general) by a linear Schrédinger equation. This situation
is described in many details in [37].



Chapter 3

Classical mechanical projections of QM

3.1 Orbits of Lie group actions on P(H)

3.1.1. Let U be a weakly continuous unitary representation of a connected Lie group G in the
Hilbert space H, and X, be the selfadjoint generator of the one-parameter subgroup of U(G)
corresponding to an arbitrary element £ of the Lie algebra g of G, as it was defined in (2.3.20]).
Let Dy C H be the Garding domain of U(G) [13| 11.1.8], i.e. a dense U(G)-invariant set of
vectors x € H, for which the functions g — U(g)x (g € G) are infinitely differentiable. We
shall denote by As (C H) the dense set of analytic vectors of U(G) invariant with respect
to the action of U(G). For x € Ag, not only the functions g — U(g)x are real analytic (resp.
the functions t — U(exp(t§))x are complex analytic in a neighbourhood [ of real axis for any
€ € g) in the norm of H, but also A is invariant and analytic with respect to the Lie algebra
U(g) of generators X, (£ € g); for v € Ag, also Xex € Ag (V€ € U(g)) and for any basis
{X;€U(g):j=1,2,...d:=dim G} C U(g) and = € Ag there is some ¢ # 0 such that

e8] d

"
2oor DL X Xl < oo, (3.1.1)
n=0 J1y--Jn=1

compare [13, Chap.11.§3].

Let U(G) be the projection of U(G) onto P(H), i.e. U(G) is a realization of G in a
continuous group of symplectic isometries of (P(H), Q)H For any x € P(#), define the orbit
Oy := G - x (we shall use also the notation g - x := U(g)x):

Ox =0,x :={z€ P(H):z=yg-x, g€ G} (3.1.2)

Let K; := K° := {h € G : U(h)z = z} be the stability (or ‘isotropy’) group of
the point z € Oy = O,. Because P(H) is a Hausdorff space and U is continuous, the group
K° is closed, hence it is a Lie subgroup of G. The space G/K° of left cosets gK° C G is an

In the following, if not explicitly mentioned different, the word ‘neighbourhood’ in a topological space will

mean ‘an open neighbourhood’.
*Remember that if x = P, € P(H), then U(g)x = Py (g, = U(9)P.U(g7").

37
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analytic manifold (with the analytic structure coming from G via the natural projection, [152),
Ch.II,Theorem 4.2]) and it is bijectively and continuously mapped onto O, by the mapping
u: m := gK° — U(g)z. The orbit is not, in general, closed in P(#) and it need not be a
submanifold of P(H), cf. also [37, Proposition 2.1.5]&[47]. The mapping u induces, however,
a manifold structure on O, from the analytic manifold G/K°. This manifold structure is not in
general consistent with the relative topology of O, in P(H). If the map is differentiable, then
we have:

3.1.2 Proposition. Let u (defined as above) be continuously differentiable in a neighbourhood
of a pointm € G/K°, where K° := {h € G : U(h)z = z}. Then there is a neighbourhood N, of
m such, that the restriction of w on Ny, is a diffeomorphism of N,, onto the submanifold w(N,,)
of P(H). If z € PD¢g (resp. z € PAg), then each point m € G/K° has a neighbourhood N,,,
which is C*°—diffeomorphic (resp. analytically diffeomorphic) to w(N,,), with the submanifold
structure from P(H); in this case, the orbit O, is an immersed submanifold of P(H).

Proof. Bijectivity of u : G/K° — O, and differentiability in a neighbourhood of m imply,
that the tangent mapping T,u : T,,(G/K°) — Tyum)P(H) is an isomorphism onto a finite
dimensional subspace of the tangent space of P(#) at w(m). Since each finite dimensional real
subspace of a Banach space is complementable, the restriction of u to a neighbourhood is an
immersion. Hence, there is a neighbourhood N,, of m satisfying the first statement, compare
[74, p. 549]. The rest is a consequence of the invariance of PDg and PAg as well as of the
inverse mapping theorem, see also [51]. O

3.1.3. We shall assume in the following that z € PAg, for the orbit O, which we shall consider.
Many of the following considerations are valid, however, also for orbits passing through z €
PD¢. Let o¢ (£ € g) be the (densely defined) vector field on P(H) corresponding to the
generator X, according to and According to the definition of O,, for any x € O,,
the vectors o¢(x) (£ € g) are well defined, they span 74O, and depend analytically on x € O,.
(Note: Here and in the following, we use without comments the topology on O, inherited from
G/K° via the mapping w introduced in B.1.T)) Let Ky be the stability subgroup of G at the
point x € O,, and let its Lie algebra be £,. Then the Lie algebra g of GG is the direct sum

g=m, O (3.1.3)

of two vector spaces (the choice of my, C g is nonunique). If {{; € g:j=1,2,...n:=dimO0,}
is a basis of mg, then o¢; span tangent spaces to O, in any point y lying in some neighbourhood
of x in O,. Then integral curves of o¢, (j = 1,2,...n) can be used to introduce a natural
coordinate system on O, in a neighbourhood of x (see [152, Ch.Il. Lemma 4.1]). In these
coordinates, the point

y(t) == Ul(exp(ti€y + 2o + - + 1,6,))X € Oy (3.1.4)

corresponds to the point t € R"™. We would like to interpret physically the coordinates as
possible values of ‘quantities’ &; (where the choice of lengths of vectors &; corresponds to a
choice of units). If we, however, take such a point of view that only the expectation values
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Fy(§) =Tr(P:Xe), § € 9, (3.1.5)

of quantal observables X¢ in states x € P(H) are measurable, then, for a general orbit O, and
a group G, not all values t € R" (neither all t in any open neighbourhood of 0 € R") are
physically distinguishable. From this point of view the most natural coordinates of x € PAg
are just the values Fx(§) for a conveniently chosen subset of £ € g. These values need not
distinguish points of a neighbourhood of x € O, :

d
dt|,_,
(compare (2:321))), and the derivative might be zero for some nonvanishing n € m2 and for

all £ € g. If it is the case, then the derivative in (B.L0) vanish on the whole curve ¢t
exp(tn) - x (t € R). This is easily seen with a help of the next Lemma, cf. Proposition B.1.6

chp(tn)-x(g) = Fx([&?ﬁ])a ga neg, (316)

3.1.4 Lemma. For all g € G and £ € g, we have:

U(9)XeU(97") = Xaae, (3.1.7)
where the adjoint representation Ad of G is defined in[2.3.9.
Proof. According to the definition of Ad, the curve t — g exp(t£)g~! at the identity e of G

determines the tangent vector Ad(g)§ € T.G, and this one, in turn, according to the definition
of the Lie algebra g, determines a unique curve t — exp(tAd(g)¢) in G at e. Hence,

g exp(té) gt = exp(tAd(g)¢) VteR, g€ G, E€g. (3.1.8)

From the definition (2.3.20)) of the generators X of the representation U(G), we then obtain

Ul(g) exp(—itXe)U(g™") = U(g exp(t&)g™") = U(exp(t Ad(g)¢)), (3.1.9)
and after differentiation at t = 0 we obtain (B.1.7]). 0O

3.1.5. Suppose now that Fy([£,n]) = 0 for all £ € g at some x € O,. Substitution of exp(tn) - x
to the place of x gives according to the preceding lemma:

Fown<(§;n]) = Tr(U(exp(tn))P.U(exp(—tn)) Xe.) ( )
= —iTr (P,U(exp(—tn))[Xe, X,)U (exp(tn))) ( )
= —i Tr (P,[U(exp(—tn)) XU (exp(tn)), X)) (3.1.12)
= —iTr (Po[X adtexp(—me: Xn)) ( )
= Fx([Ad(exp(—tn))¢, n)). ( )

We used (237) in (BII0), it was used the formula (2327)) in (BIII), we considered

commutativity of U(exp(tn)) with X, in (8.1.12)), and in the last step the Lemma B.T. 4 was used.
According to the assumption, the expression (8.1.14]) vanishes for all £ € g, since Ad(g) : g — g.
Hence we have obtained:
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3.1.6 Proposition. For allx € PAg, £,n € g, and allt € R, it is

d
EFeXp(tn)-X(g) = Fx([Ad(exp(—tn))&, n]). (3.1.15)
If, in particular, the derivative vanishes for all & € g at one value of t € R, then it vanishes for

allé € g at allt € R, for the given n.

3.1.7. From the preceding considerations, we see that the numbers Fx(&) cannot distinguish
points x on the integral curves of the vector fields o, passing through x iff Fx([¢,7n]) = 0
for all £ € g. Physical states lying on such curves should be identified mutually, if we could
measure only expectations of observables X¢, (£ € g). Such an identification of points of orbits
O, (z € PAg) will be performed in the next section. After the identification, we obtain from
each orbit an even-dimensional manifold endowed with canonical symplectic structure obtained
from the symplectic structure 2 on P(H).

3.1.8. Note that, for an irreducible representation U(G), there can occur in PAg mutually
nonhomeomorphic orbits. But any such an orbit O,, if it is considered in the Hilbert space H
as the union of equivalence classes x = {z € H : z = Az, A € C} C H for all x € O,, contains
total sets of vectors in H. Such ‘overcomplete families of vectors’ in ‘H were discussed e.g. in
[18, 84] 176, 239] and they are interesting from the point of view of representation theory, as it
is explained e.g. in [91], and used in [2].

3.2 Classical phase spaces from the quantal state space

3.2.1. We have constructed orbits O, of the action of G, U(G), on P(H) from pure states
of conventional QM. We shall construct now symplectic homogeneous spaces of G from these
orbits, of which the symplectic structure is a canonical restriction of the form €2 defined on
P(H) in Sec. 22 The obtained symplectic manifolds are all symplectomorphic to the orbits
of G in the coadjoint representation Ad*(G) on the space g* dual to the Lie algebra g endowed
with the natural Kirillov-Kostant symplectic form.

3.2.2. Let Q° denotes the restriction of the form 2 onto the immersed submanifold O, (z €
PAg) of P(H). Since the vector fields o¢ (£ € g) span 70O, at each point x € O,, the form
(2° is uniquely defined by its values on vectors o¢(x) (£ € g,x € O,):

0% (0¢,0p) = Qx(0¢, 0y) = 1 Tr(Py[Xe, Xy)), (3.2.1)

where we used formula (223.10]) and the restrictions of the fields o¢ onto O, are equally denoted
as the unrestricted fields. According to the definition (B.I.F) and with the use (Z3.21]), we can

write

(oe, o) = = F([€, 7)) (3.2.2)

If we denote by
U, : O, =u(G/K°) - P(H)
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the inclusion of the orbit into P(H), then the form €2° is simply the pull-back of 2 by w.:

0° = u’ Q. (3.2.3)

Since exterior derivative commutes with any pull-back, e.g. [74, p.204], we see that the
two-form Q° on O, is closed. It is clear from (3.2.2]), that 2° is degenerate iff for some 7 # 0
and for all £ € g the term Fx([¢,n]) = 0 for some x in the orbit. This is, however, the situation
discussed in B.1.7

3.2.3. The mapping Fyx : g — R, & — Fx(§) is linear because of linearity of & — X, hence
Fy € g* for any x € O,. Define the action of G on the functionals Fyx (x € O,) by

g-Fx = F,x, forall g € G. (3.2.4)
Then analogous computations to those in [3.1.5]lead to:

F,x(&) = F(Ad(g™1)€), what means: g - Fy = Ad*(g)Fy. (3.2.5)

Let now Ky be, as above, the stability subgroup of G of the coadjoint action at the point
Fy € g*. Since Ad* is continuous, Ky is closed. Let £; be the Lie algebra of K. Then it is
clear, that:

3.2.4 Lemma. Let x € PAg, y := g-x. Then Ky = gKxg™!, €, = Ad(g)tx, and K2 C Ky
for allx and all g € G. It is € € € iff

Fe([&n])) =0, Vneg. (3.2.6)
A trivial consequence of this is, according to (B:2.2]), the
3.2.5 Proposition. QS (0¢,0,) =0 for alln € g iff § € &.
3.2.6. We can decompose O, into equivalence classes
x| :={g-x:9€ Ky}, €0, (z€ PAg). (3.2.7)

The action of G on O, is analytic, and [x] are analytic submanifolds of O, (if O, is
endowed with the topology of G/Kg) which are mutually diffeomorphic for all x € O,. Hence
O, can-be considered as a fibred manifold with a typical fibre diffeomorphic to K, -z = [z],
which is in turn diffeomorphic to Kx /Ky (x € O,). Let us denote the base space by M = M,:

M =M, :={[x] : x € O,}, (3.2.8)
which is endowed with the natural factor topology given by the continuity and openness con-
dition on the projection

o Op = My, x— py(x) := [x]. (3.2.9)
From the definitions (B.15) of Fx and of the action of G on F in (B.2.4), we see that [x]

are exactly those subsets of O,, on which expectations of all the observables X¢ (£ € g) remain
constant.
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3.2.7 Lemma. 0},  (0¢,0,) = Q%(0¢, 0,) for all h € Ky and all n,€ € g.
Proof. Immediate from (3.2.2) and the definition of K. O

3.2.8. Let pyy :==Tpp 2 TO, — T M, be the tangent mapping corresponding to the natural
projection ([B.2.9). For a general vector field o on O,, the vectors T'pyso(x) are mutually different
for various choices of x € [z]. Let, however, ¢t — ¢(t) be any differentiable curve in G. Then
curves t — ¢g(t) - x and ¢y, : t — g(t)h - x for any h € K are projected by pys onto the same
curve t — [g(t) - x] in M,. This is true due to the validity of

[9-X] = Kyxg x=gKyg 'g-x = gKy - X, (3.2.10)
for all g € G,

[gh x| = ghKx -x=gKx-x=[g %], Vh € Ky, g € G. (3.2.11)

Hence tangent vectors ¢, € Tj.xO, corresponding to the curves ¢, with g(t = 0) := e have
identical projections T'pa(¢én) = Tpa(ce) € TigM, for all h € K. If we set g(t) := exp(tf), i.e
¢ép, = o¢(h - x), then we have obtained:

3.2.9 Lemma. All the vector fields o¢ (§ € g) on O, are projected onto unambiguously defined
(analytic, if z € PAg) vector fields o' on M,:

ot ([x]) == Tpyoe(h - x) (3.2.12)
for all h € K.

3.2.10 Proposition. There is a unique symplectic form QM on M, satisfying

Qx](gé‘/[’ 717\/[> 92(0570-77) = (pLQM)x(Uﬁaan> (3213)

for all&,m € g and all x € O,. piy, in (3.213) is the pull-back corresponding to the projector
pu (compare [1], resp. also [37, A.3.11] for the definition).

Proof. The first equality can be considered as a definition of a two-form Q™ which is correct
due to two preceding lemmas and the fact, that vectors o (pyx) (£ € g) contain a basis of
Tix M, 0,17‘4 (ppmx) = 0 implies 1 € &, and M, is diffeomorphic to G/Kx. This ensures also the
uniqueness of QM. The second equality is a consequence of the definition (3.2.12) of aé‘” and it
shows, how ° can be reconstructed from QM.

The bilinearity of QM follows from linearity of the mapping Ty pys and the bilinearity of Q°,
antisymmetry is trivial and closedness holds due to commutativity of the exterior derivative
with the pull-bacs: dp},; = p3,d, and due to closedness of Q°. Nondegeneracy follows from (B.2.T])
and B.2.4] which completes the proof. O

3.2.11. As it was pointed out, the manifold M := M, (z € PAg) is diffeomorphic to G/ K,
where K, is the stability group of the point F, € g* with respect to the coadjoint representation
of G. On the other hand, the form Q* on M has the expression
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QM (o, o)y = —F,([€,n)), (3.2.14)

which follows from (3.2.2]). This is, up to the sign, the canonical symplectic form on the orbit of

Ad*(G) passing through F, and diffeomorphic to G/ K,. Hence the symplectic manifold (M; QM)

is symplectomorphic to a Kirillov-Kostant symplectic orbit, compare [I74]. This manifold is here

interpreted as a classical phase space obtained by the above described canonical procedure from

a given quantal system, in which interpretation of observables is (at least partly) determined

by a Lie group action U(G). This action is projected on the coadjoint action Ad*(G) on M,
e (325). Almost obvious is the following

3.2.12 Proposition. The vector fields 05 (& € g) are globally Hamiltonian vector fields on
the symplectic manifold (M; QM) corresponding to Hamiltonian functions

fer [x] = fe([x]) == Fx(). (3.2.15)
They generate Hamiltonian flows Ff on M:
Ff %] = pux — Ff(pr) = pu (U (exp(t€))x) . (3.2.16)

Proof. From the definition of aé‘/[ in 3.2.8 and B.2.9 the relation (3.2.16]) follows. Differentiation
of fe according to (B.1.15) and (3.2.2) gives

dfe = —i(cd")QM, (3.2.17)
compare (L.3.4]). This proves the first statement. O

With the usual definition of Poisson brackets on (M; QM) we obtain the obvious (compare
also (L3.11) + (L.3.12))

3.2.13 Lemma. {fe, f,} = —fie. for all§,m € g.

3.2.14. This shows, that the action of Ad*(G) is strictly Hamiltonian. Since for the generators
of U(G) in H we have X, = —i[X¢, X;], (23.2I)), the Lemma B.2.T3 establishes the usual
correspondence between classical and quantal observables associated with generators of the group
action.

3.3 Classical mechanical projections of quantal dynam-
ics

3.3.1. Let the time evolution of a given system in QM be described by a one parameter subgroup
of U(G) corresponding to an element x € g. Then, for a given z € P(H), the flow U (exp(tx))
leaves the orbit O, invariant. If z € PAg, then this flow is projected onto the Hamiltonian flow
on M, generated by the Hamiltonian function f, with the corresponding Hamiltonian vector
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field afl , as it was described above. Models one frequently encounters are, however, in which
the time evolution is given by a one parameter group of unitaries U4 (R) :

Us: t— Ua(t) :=exp(—itA), A= A", (3.3.1)

where the generator A has not the form X, for any x € g. The orbits O, are then in general
not invariant with respect to the action of U4(IR). We shall be interested here in the question
whether and how such an action U 4(R) can be projected onto a Hamiltonian flow on M,.

3.3.2. Let A be any selfadjoint operator on H and E4 the corresponding projector-valued
measure on R. Assume that z € PA¢ (defined in B.1T)) and that O, := U(G)z is contained in
the form domain of A, i.e. the integral in

fa(x) :=Tr(P,A) = /RAT?”(PxEA(d)\)) (3.3.2)

converges absolutely for all x € O,. In an analogy with the constructions of the preceding sec-
tions, the function f4 will be considered as a candidate for a classical observable corresponding
to the quantal observable A. We shall require that

fa € C=(0,). (3.3.3)

This requirement is fulfilled in the following situation:

3.3.3 Lemma. Let £(g) be the linear space of all polynomials in selfadjoint generators X¢ (§ €
g) of U(G) with complex coefficients. Assume that for a fized z € PAg and for any x € O,
and any E € £(g) there is an open neighbourhood N(x, E) of the identity e € G such, that the
function

g— ||AEU(g)z| (z €x) (3.3.4)

is uniformly bounded on N(x,E). Here A is a given symmetric operator on H containing
E(QU(G)z :={EU(g)z: E € £(g), g € G} in its domain D(A), z € z. Set fa(x) = (x, Ax)
for ||z|| =1, v € x € O,. Then fa is infinitely differentiable on O,.

Proof. It suffices to prove infinite differentiability of the function g — fa(g - x) defined on
G. For any Ei, Ey € £(g) the functions g — E,;U(g)r (j = 1,2) are norm-analytic according
to (B.LT), see also [13]. Consequently, the function

(91;92) = (E1U(g1)x, AESU(g2)x) from G x G to C (3.3.5)

is infinitely differentiable in each variable g, g, separately and any partial derivative (in the
direction of some one parameter subgroup of G) has the form ([B.3.5)) (with some other E;’s).
To prove differentiability of

g+— (E1U(g)x, AEU(g)x), (3.3.6)
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it suffices to prove simultaneous continuity of all functions of the form (3.3.3]) in both variables
g1, g2- It follows, however, from the assumption of uniform boundedness on N (x, F5), analyticity
of U(g)x with respect to U(G) and continuity of U(g):

|(ErU(g1)7, AERU(g2)7) — (Ervx, AByw)| <
|E1(U(g1) — Dz - |AEU (g2)z|| + [ E2(U(g2) — Iz|| - [[AE1Z]]. (3.3.7)

This concludes the proof. O

3.3.4. If the assumptions of the preceding lemma are valid for A, the explicit expressions for
the partial derivatives J¢ f4 along the curves t — exp(t€) - x have the form (||z]| =1, ,n € g):

Ocfa(x) = 2Im(x, AXex), (3.3.8)
0y0cfa(x) = 2Re[(Xex, AX,x) — (v, AX X, )], (3.3.9)

and similarly for higher derivatives. For these expressions, we shall use also forms which are
literally valid only if the set £(g)U(G)x is mapped by A into Dg:

Oefa(x) = iTr(P,[Xe, A]), (3.3.10)
00 fa(x) =: ®Tr(P.[X,,[Xe A]]), (3.3.11)

etc. Also in more general cases, we shall write symbolically

iTr(Pyp[Xe, A]) i= fipxe,a)(X) := O fa(x). (3.3.12)
The Definition (ii) deals with such symbols.

3.3.5 Examples. Assumptions of the Lemmal3.3.3 are satisfied, e.g. for
(i) all bounded operators A = A* € L(H),
(i) all symmetric operators A € E(g).

3.3.6 Definitions. (i) Let A be a symmetric operator on H with O, C D(A) for somez € PAg
and let fa : x — fa(x) := Tr(P,A) be infinitely differentiable on O,. Let Ky be the stability
group of Fx € g*, Fx(§) = Tr(P,X¢), with respect to the coadjoint representation of G and
x] := Kx-x (x € Oy). If

fa([x]) == fa(x) = fa(h-x), Vh € Ky,Vx € O,, (3.3.13)
the operator A will be called o U(G)-classical operator on O, or simply a z-classical op-

erator.

(i) Let A = A1Ay... A, be formal product of some selfadjoint operators A5 = Aj, j =
1,2,...n. Let Ay := 1. Suppose, that for some j € {0,1,2,...n} the products A+ ... A, and
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AjA; ... AtAg are well defined operators with U(G)z (0 # z € z) lying in the intersection of
their domains. Denote then (with x € x,||z|| = 1,x € O,)

fA(X) = fAlAQ.“An (X) = (AjAj—l c All’, Aj+1Aj+2 c Anx) (3314)

For any other j € {1,...n} satisfying these conditions the values in (3.3.14]) will be the

same. If fa € C®(0,) and if (3.313) is valid (with A < A) for fa, then A will be called a
generalized z-classical operator. The same name will be given to any formal complex finite
linear combination B of generalized z-classical operators A™ := ATA} ... A] :

B:=) )\A, (3.3.15)
and we shall set

fB(x]) == fB(X) =D A far(x). (3.3.16)

The adjective ‘generalized’ will be sometimes omitted.
3.3.7 Examples. (i) All the generators X¢ (€ € g) are z-classical for all z € PAg.
(i) If, for somez € P(H) : K, = K, (cf. [311) and fa € C*(0,), then A is z-classical.

(111) If A is z-classical and X¢,... X, € U(g), then all the symbols [X¢, [X,, ... [ Xy, A]...]]
represent generalized z-classical operators. We can see this from[3.3.4 and (Z211):

falg-2) = fa(lg - 2]) = fa([gh - 2])
and differentiations and induction give the result.

(iv) Let fo € C*(0,) and all the K, be symmetry groups of the observable A : U(h=Y)AU(h) =
A for all h € Ky and all x € O, (e.g. if K, is a normal subgroup of G and K, is a
symmetry group of A). Then A is z-classical.

3.3.8. If A is z-classical, then the function f4 can be considered as a function on M, ac-
cording to [B.3.I3) and then fi € C*(M). Denote by o the Hamiltonian vector field on
M corresponding to the Hamiltonian function f4 : m — fa(m),m € M. Choose a system
o; (j = 1,...dimM) of vector fields on M forming a basis of T,,,M for all m in a neigh-
bourhood of my € M. Since the symplectic form Q* is nondegenerate, the inverse matrix to
QM (0}, 04) with elements Q%% (m) (j,k =1,2,...dim M) exists:

> QN m) (05, 00) = > M (0k, 03), (m) = 6. (3.3.17)
From the connection between Hamiltonian vector fields and corresponding Hamiltonian
functions, we obtain:
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o (m) =Y Q(m)dufalor)o;(m). (3.3.18)
g,k

For Poisson brackets of functions f4 and fz on M corresponding to z-classical operators A
and B, we obtain with a help of (B.3.17):

{fa, f5}(m) == (o}, o)) = defA 7;)S% (m)don (0. (3.3.19)

If 0; are Hamiltonian vector fields correspondmg to generators X; € U(g), then we obtain

according to (3.3.12)

dinfalo;) = fix;,a(m) (3.3.20)
and the Poisson bracket (3.3.19) has the form

{fa, f5}(m E:ﬁxmﬂ O (m) fix, . (m). (3.3.21)

If the operator B is one of the generators of U(G), B := X € U(g), then the Poisson
bracket ([3.3.21)) has the expression:

{fA, fx}(m) = 'iTT(Px[A, X]) = fi[z‘LX} (m), (3.3.22)
where x € x € [x] :=m € M. The results (3.3.2)) and (8.3.22]) have to be compared with [3.2.14
If the orbit O, coincides with the manifold M := M, then the vector field o in (B:3.I8) is the

skew-orthogonal projection of o4 (from (2:3.8))) onto M, the skew-orthogonality being defined
by the form © on P(H), see Sec. 2.2

3.3.9. The unitary group Uy : t — Ux(t) := exp(—itA) does not leave the orbit O, invariant
for a general selfadjoint z-classical operator A. Then we would like to compare the classical
Hamiltonian evolution on M, generated by f4 (with the flow F!) and the quantal evolution
on P(H) described by the flow U 4(t). From the point of view of this work, the ’quantities
of interest’ are generators of the representation U(G). The evolutions of the corresponding
functions fx (X = X* € U(g)) are described by

d
Efﬁ( = {fA, fﬁc} = it[A,X] (3-3-23)

in both cases of the classical flow F/ as well as of the quantal evolution U 4(t), compare
3212, (Z327) and (B:3.:22)). The difference is between the two cases in the meaning of f*:

i) In the case of the flow F/ on M for any f € C>®(M), we define
t

fim) = f(F*m), me M, (3.3.24)

and the flow F/ has to be determined from ([B.3.23) (VX* = X € U(g)).
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(ii) In the quantal case, we have given the flow U 4 on P(H) and for functions f on (the
dense U 4-invariant subset of) P(H) we set

fi(x) = f(UAt)x). (3.3.25)
The functions fp for any z-classical B are defined in the both cases by the formula

fB(x) = Tr(P,B). (3.3.26)

The ‘classical fg’ is the restriction of the ‘quantal fg’ to the manifold M := M,. The
classical flow is the specific kind of restriction of the flow U 4 onto M (compare (3.3.18)
and the note in the last sentence of B.3.8)).

Although the rules for computation of the functions

t fx(FAX]), [x] € My, X = X* € U(g), (3.3.27)

and

t— fx(Ua(t)x), x € [x] € M,, X = X" € U(g), (3.3.28)

seem to be very similar, the mutually corresponding functions from ([3.3.27) and (8.3.28)) might
be radically different for an abstractly defined selfadjoint (z-classical) operator A. We shall
give in the next chapter an example, in which both the functions from ([B.327) and (3328
(given by the same X € U(g) and with the same initial condition x € O,) are periodic with
different periods (and, moreover, with mutually different dependence of these periods on the
initial condition x); the corresponding orbits in g*:

{F[il](t) t € R} C g*, with F[il] 1) : & fx (FX]), €€, (3.3.29)
and the orbit

{Flt) -t € R} Cg*, where FY(t) : g = R, = FI()(§) == fx (Ua(t)x), (3.3.30)
are mutually different closed curves in g*, see E.1.10l

3.3.10. We expect, contrary to the above mentioned example, that in certain situations the
parametrized curves in g* defined in ([3.3.27) and (3.3.:28)) will be in some sense close one to
another, at least for not too large times ¢ € R. We mean namely such situations, in which A
is the Hamiltonian operator of a ‘realistic’ quantal model and the initial condition x leads to
subsequent evolution U 4(t)x, which is sufficiently well approximated by laws of CM. For some
estimates in these directions, they might be useful Taylor expansions of the functions in (3:3.27])
and ([3.3.28) in the initial point t = 0. Set, as usual,

{fa, £} o= {fa, {Fas Fx307) 0 {fa £x}O = fx, forn € Zy, (3.3.31)
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and also the corresponding notation for multiple commutators for operators. Then we have
expressions for derivatives

S D) = U £ 00, (3332
t=0
and
L1 e a) = TP, X]O) = g o). (333
t=0

The right hand side of (8:3332) can also be expressed as a polynomial in expectation values
of quantal observables in the initial state x by multiple application of (8:3:21]). To make these
formulae clearly applicable it is necessary to have some assumptions on the domain of A, e.g.
let A be z-classical with O, in its invariant analytic domain, x € O, and A"z € Ag (:= the
analytic domain of U(g)) for all n € Z, . If these assumptions are fulfilled, then the identity of
functions (3327) and [B328) (for given X € U(g) and x € O,) is equivalent to the equality
of the right hand sides in (8:3.32)) and (B:3:33) for all n € Z, . This equality holds for any such
A for n =0, 1. The equality in higher orders is essentially dependent on the choice of A.

Content of this subsection is closely related to the investigation of A — 0 limit of quantal
correlation functions in the work by Hepp [154], cf. also 1.8 - ET.101

3.3.11. Extended phase spaces: If the one-parameter group of time evolution is included
into G' as a subgroup, the reduction of the orbits O, to the symplectic manifolds M, can be
sometimes replaced by a natural procedure of a reduction of O, to odd dimensional manifolds
of the dimension 2n + 1, if the dimension of the corresponding classical phase space is equal to
2n. In this case, the restriction of the form Q° to such a manifold is degenerate, of the rank 2n.
Such odd dimensional manifolds with a given closed two-form of the maximal rank are called
contact manifolds. Usage of contact manifolds in CM is convenient for a natural possibility
of passing to moving reference frames. Another situation, in which they are useful is that of
time dependent Hamiltonians, cf. [I, Ch. 5], and also [IT1} Sec. 18.5].

Sometimes it is useful to describe mechanical systems in CM by symplectic manifolds which
are of the dimension higher by 2 than the usual ones. Any symplectic manifold can be extended
to a contact manifold and any contact manifold can be extended to a symplectic manifold,
each time increasing the dimension by one.

We shall not try to give here the theory of these situations. For generalities on such struc-
tures cf. e.g. [I[7]. Some cases will be mentioned in the following chapter.



Chapter 4

Examples of classical mechanical
projections

4.1 The Heisenberg group (CCR)

4.1.1. A physical system consisting of the finite number N of nonrelativistic (apriori mutually
distinguishable) point particles is described in the conventional QM by an infinite dimensional
unitary irreducible representation of the 2n + 1 - dimensional Heisenberg group G (n :=
Nv, v is the dimension of the one-particle configuration space); cf. also [37, Sec. 3.3-b]. The
Heisenberg group G is a central extension by R of the commutative group R?" (which can be
identified with the classical flat phase space R*® = T*R"), compare [321] and [346]. The (scalar
multiples of the) selfadjoint generators X;, j = 1,2,...2n, of the representation correspond
to basic ’kinematical’ observables of the system. The choice of X’s is conveniently made in
such a way, that on corresponding domains (e.g. on Dg) the commutation relations (CCR) are
fulfilled:

[Xj,Xk] :iSijo for j,]{?: 1,2,271,, (411&)
[X;, Xo] =0, j=1,2,...2n. (4.1.1b)
Here the elements Sj;, of the 2n x 2n real matrix .S are defined:
Sjjan=—54n;=17=1,2,...n, Sj =0 otherwise. (4.1.2)
Hence S™' = ST = —S where ST is the transposed matrix to S. From (EIID) we see, that
Xo=hI, (Iisthe identity of L(H)). (4.1.3)

The parameter h € R, h # 0, (h:= the ‘ Planck constant’, if its value is chosen properly) classifies
all infinite-dimensional unitary irreducible representations of (G; representations corresponding
to various values of i are mutually inequivalent, [346]. Setting

Q]’ = Xj, Pj = Xj+n forjzl,?,...n (414)

50
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we obtain from (AI.Tal) the usual form of the canonical commutation relations (CCR).
There is only one physically admissible choice of the constant A: it is the Planck constant
divided by 27 (its numerical value depends on a choice of physical units for determination of
which it is necessary to consider also dynamics). Operators @); (resp. P;) are interpreted to
correspond to observables called ’coordinates of the configuration’ (resp. ’'coordinates of the
linear momentum’), in a cartesian basis. Note, that this representation of G can be considered
as a projective representation of R?", as it was described in [L2.7

4.1.2. The Schrodinger form of the above mentioned representation of GG consists of the realiza-
tion of the Hilbert space H of the representation as L*(R"™, d"q) (d"q is the Lebesgue measure)
and the action of X;’s can be defined on such ¢ € L?*(R",d"q), which belong to Schwartz test
functions:

(X50)(a1: @2, - - @) = g5 0(q1, @2 - - - @) (4.1.5a)
and
0
(Xj+n0) (@1, G2, - - - Gn) == —Zhg—qw(ql, G2, - - Gn) (4.1.5Db)
J

for 7 =1,2,...n. An equivalent realization of CCR is obtained by an arbitrary unitary trans-
formation U of H onto itself, e.g. by the scaling U := U, (A € Ry \ {0}):

(Urp)(@) = A"?0(0q). (4.1.6)
It is U/\_1 = Uy and we have:
1
X, =UX;U = M\X;, X, = U\X;,U5 ! = Xt J =12 (4.1.7)

These transformations are useful for taking limits A — 0, compare [154], 34] and also our

418

4.1.3. Let X - S -2 := X;S;,x, with summation over j,k =1,2,...2n, where z;, € R for all £.
Let W, (z € R*") be unitary operators of the above mentioned projective representation (cf.

L27):
W, = exp (%X : S-a:) . (4.1.8)

From (4.I.1a) we obtain

WX W, = X + a1, (4.1.9)

Wiysa = exp (%x .S x/) W, W, (4.1.10)
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Let us mention here, that the multiplier in (4.1.10) is determined by the standard symplectic
form Q° on the classical flat phase space R*"; setting ¢; := x;, pj := x;, for j =1,2,...n, it
is

Q== "dp; Adg;, (4.1.11)
j=1
x-Sz =Q%x 2). (4.1.12)
4.1.4. Let ¢ € Ag := the analytic domain of U(G), |l¢| = 1, ¢, == Wyp (z € R*"). Let

P? € P(H) be the corresponding projectors, Tr(PfA) := (g, Ap,) (A € L(H)) and Fy = P,.
From (4.1.9) one has

Tr(P¢X;) = Tr(P,X;) + x;. (4.1.13)

Hence the mapping P¥ : © — P¢ is a bijection of R*" onto the orbit O, := {P? :z €
R?"} and it is continuous if O,, is taken in the relative topology from P(#). Due to absolute
continuity of spectra of all X; (7 = 1,2,...2n) with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R
the function = — (¢, W,p) converges to zero with |z| — oo and (¢, Woe)| = 1 iff x = 0.
Consequently, the mapping P¥ is also open (i.e. any open set is mapped to an open set), hence
it is a regular C*-embedding of R*" into P(H); with our choice of ¢ € Ag, P¥ is even an
analytic embedding into P(H).

4.1.5. Let o; denote the vector field on O, corresponding to the generator %Xj (j=1,2,...2n).
We shall denote by ¥ the restriction of the symplectic form Q on P(#),2.2.1] onto O,. The
form €2 is nondegenerate, since for the values ¢ of Q¥ in any point ¢, € O, we have:

1 1
O (0j,0%) = ﬁTr(Pf[Xj,Xk]) =~k (4.1.14)
and det S = 1. Hence M, = O, in this case. Let fx, (z) := fx,(¢,) == Tr(P¢X;) (x € R*) be
the classical observable corresponding to X;. From (I1.13]) we see, that a unique ¢, € O, can
be chosen such, that

Tr(P,,X;) =0 forall j=1,2,...2n. (4.1.15)
In the following, we shall take ¢ := g according to (£I1.15). Then

fx,(x) =, j=12....2n. (4.1.16)

From (AT14) and (AII2) we see, that in the coordinates (EILI6) the form Q< := AQ¥ is
identical with Q¢ defined earlier. Hence the brackets

{Ix; [x } (@) = hQF (0, 00) = —Sji (4.1.17)
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are exactly the classical Poisson brackets on R*", cf. also [3I]. The Hamiltonian vector
fields on O, corresponding to the Hamiltonian functions fx, are o; with flows exp(—+tX;).
This recovers on O,, the standard classical kinematics from the geometry of P(H) and the

CCR.

4.1.6. Let us look now on the dynamics on O, generated by the Hamiltonian operator

1 n
A=Ay =5 > apPiP+V(Q) (4.1.18)
jk=1

from the point of view of the Sec[B.1] (see (4.1.4) for the notation). Here @ = {a;;} is a real
symmetric positive matrix and V is a real distribution on R™ chosen such, that the operator
A is p-classical, Def.3.3.6. The quantal dynamical group is exp(—%tA) and the corresponding
classical projection (= classical mechanical projection) F/* on O, is given by the Hamiltonian
function

fa(x) :=Tr(P?A). (4.1.19)
From (£I1.13) we obtain (with (¢;p) := x):

1 & 1 &
fala.p) = 3 > appipe + Tr(PV(Q +q) + 5 > apTr(P,PiP), (4.1.20)
jk=1 jk=1

where we write V(Q + ¢) := W, 'V(Q)W,. The potential term in the realization (LL5]) is
rewritten as

Volq) =Tr(P,V(Q+q) = | leld)V(g+q)d"q, (4.1.21a)

RTL
or as a convolution (p(q) := ¢(—q)):

Vo(q) = |21* % V(g) = 0, * V(q). (4.1.21b)

This ‘smearing’ of the potential energy by a density o, is the only difference between the classical
projections in the case of G :=(the Heisenberg group) and the usual classical limit with the
"unsmeared’ potential energy V(¢q) (up to the unessential additive constant term in (L.I1.20).

4.1.7 Notes. (i) The quantal correlation functions are constant on the orbits O,; e.g.

Tr(P?(X; — ) ( Xy, — x1)) = Tr(P,X;Xy), for all j,k, and for all z € R*", (4.1.22)

(i) If the Hamiltonian operator A is quadratic in all the generators X;:

1 . 1.
A= 3 WX Xy = fa(z) = 3 h*za), + const, (4.1.23)

i.e. 1n this case the usual classical limit coincides with the classical projections. This situation
is analyzed in Sec. [{.3.
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4.1.8. On the limit h — 0.

All the previous results and considerations are equally valid for any nonvanishing value of
the parameter h. Any change of the value of the parameter A might be interpreted from the
point of view of mathematics, either as a change of the representation Uy(G) of the Heisenberg
group G to an inequivalent one leaving the correspondence of the generators %X ; € Un(g) to
fixed elements &; € g of the Lie algebra unchanged, or as a change of the basis {¢;} in g into
{X¢;} (corresponding to a ‘reinterpretation’ (i.e. change of units) of parameters = occurring
in (AI1)), leaving the choice of the representation fixed.

Let a physical interpretation of the generators X; be fixed (compare Sec. [L.2)), leaving the
value of h unspecified. If some empirical system is adequately described by QM with the given
interpretation of X;’s, for some value of &, then this value £ is for the system unique (indepen-
dently on any choices of generators of the evolution in time - consider, e.g. the occurrence of A
in uncertainty relations). If two such systems could form one composite system the mutually
noninteracting parts of which they are, then the value of A for both systems is the same (in-
terpretation of X,’s fixed!), since each of the subsystems taken separately determines h for the
whole system (we have now a 2(n; + ng) + 1 -dimensional Heisenberg group, if the subsystems
have nq, resp. ny degrees of freedom).

These considerations show, that any change of the value of h - if physically interpreted -
has to be connected with a change of interpretation of the generators X; € Uy(g). We obtain
an example of such a reinterpretation, if we describe a system consisting of a large number of
particles: in a description of the center of mass motion we can deal instead of with center of
mass coordinates and total linear momenta (which satisfy CCR with the experimental value of
Planck constant) rather with center of mass coordinates and averaged momenta per a particle.

If we keep the interpretation of X;’s fixed, then for various values of i we obtain different
theories. We shall describe a transition of A — 0 in the context of the classical projections
of QM. Let us write A (XA € (0,1]) instead of A in all formulas of the subsections EEI.1] -
EI7 Let X;()\) be the Schrodinger realizations of the CCR-generators in L?(R") =: ‘H and
let us apply to them the transformation U, from (4.I.7) for each value of A. Let us denote
X2 = UaX;(MU;". We obtain:

Q}¢(q) = Mgjela), P)olq) = —i Ahgs@(q), (4.1.24)

4q;
where

Q) =X}, P} =X}

Jjtn

(1=1,2,...n).

Let us fix ¢ = py € H according to (4.I.15]), which will be held unchanged for all the values of
A. Let W be the unitary representation from Z.1.3

W)\

= exp <A2Lh X*. S x) . (4.1.25)

Let @) := W2y, ie. for 7 := (q;p) € R* we have
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A1 i ; r 4 / n
et —_q - e . — — ). , Py 6 R . 4126
©(q') = exp ( VL p) exp (Ahq p) Pld =) a.p,q ( )
Let

PY be the projector onto 2, P(()A) = P, =P, for all \.

The correlations of all orders are for any A independent of z:

J

Tr (ng (X — 2))(X) = a) ... (X — xr)) = Tr(P,X)X) ... X)), (4.1.27)

The right hand side of ([EI21) is proportional to \*, where s is the number of X?* in the
right hand side of (AI1.27). From this we see that the

algebra £(g)* of quantal observables consisting of polynomials in X*
is mapped onto a set of functions on O;} =WMNG)p

i Ew fyx) :=Tr(PYVE), E € E(g); Fy,(x) =, (4.1.28)

and this mapping f* becomes in the limit A — 0 a homomorphism of associative algebras.
For the generator f} of the ‘projected’ evolution in time, corresponding to the quantal
generator (LI.I8), i.e., for each A, to the operator

1 n
A= > ap PP+ V(QY), (4.1.29)
jk=1
we obtain:
1 n
fAa.p) = Tr(PPAY) = o 3 " appipe+ 0" V(g) + by, (4.1.30)
jk=1

Here by, is a constant depending on A as O(A\?) and

o) = A"p(= )P (4.1.31)

is a normalized density on R", which weakly converges to the Dirac J-function with A — 0. A
comparison of flows on O; (= R?") generated by f4 for various ) is not easy for given V and
@ in general.

4.1.9. Let Uj(t) := exp (—%AA) be the time evolution group corresponding to the genera-

tor (LI1.29) (we set h=1). Let

2t 2) == Tr(UAOPOUN-0XD) = £ (U4 (1)) (4.1.32)
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be time-evolved quantal expectations of the ‘canonical’ observables X ]’\ with initial values ¢? €

O} (the mapping f* from ([LI28) is here extended to a mapping into functions on P(H)).

The well-known Ehrenfest’s equations are certain equalities including the functions (AI.32)

and their time-derivatives, which have an analogous form to that of equations of motion of

CM, being in the same time exact consequences of QM. We can write them in the form (with
=(q,...q),p},...p}) and summation is over 1,2,...n):

d 0

prid Mt x) = appp(t,z) = @fﬁ(ﬁ(t,x)), (4.1.33)
d oV
P Mt x) = —Tr (UQ(t)PQ)UQ(—t)a—%(QA)) . (4.1.34)

Here f7 is the classical Hamiltonian function corresponding to the quantal generator A*. The
corresponding equations for the classical projection on O;} are of the form:

d o

End 2t ) = ajpp(t, ©)a = @fﬁ(ﬁ(t,x)cz), (4.1.35)
d o d
Y Mt a)a = “0g (0 * V(g Mt,2)a)) = —a—quj(ﬁ(t,x)d), (4.1.36)

with f} from (II30). We shall rewrite (Z134) into a form similar to @I36)[] Let y € R
)\ . . )\ . . . .
and W as in ([.I1.25). Inserting W2, into the trace in (AI1.34) we obtain:

d A oV o i N y
dtpj (t 1) =—0"(y,t,7) * a0 (¢V) = <8qjg (y,t,z)) x V(q"), (4.1.37)

where ¢¥ := (v1,...y,) and

My, t,x)(q) = ) (Y WAp)(— i)r. (4.1.38)

Since the right hand side of (£1.37]) is mdependent of y € R*™™ we can insert there y := 2 (¢, 1)
and obtain a formal analogy with (£I1.36). We expect, that the difference o*(y,t,x) — Qf;
(compare (AI1.2TD)) will converge to zero with A — 0 in the sense of distributions uniformly on
compacts in t, if y := 2*(¢, x), and also for y := 2*(¢, z, )y, with some reasonable choice of V.
This conjecture is based on the results of [154]. (The convergence holds for each fixed ¢ € R
for y = 2*(t, z)) B)

4.1.10 Example. We shall give here an elementary example showing possible differences be-
tween a quantal time-evolution and its classical projection. We shall notice also the behaviour of
these evolutions in the limit of vanishing A. In the formalism introduced above, let o € L*(R, dg)
represents a 'minimal wave packet’:

Tt is left to the reader’s assessment, whether the forthcoming reformulation could be helpful for better
understanding of the ”classical limit 7 — 0” of the dynamics.
2This fact was kindly announced to the author by Prof. Klaus Hepp (in 1985).
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plg) =74 exp (—%qQ) : (4.1.39)

and choose ¢? 1= Wlp with 2z 1= ¢ — ip, W2 1= exp[iA~2(Q*p — PAq)]. Let the generator A*
of quantal time-evolution be
AY = a(\)P,, (4.1.40)

where a(\) is some real function. Then the classical Hamiltonian function on the orbit Og of
the Heisenberg group in L*(R) is

) == Tr(PY AN = a()\) exp (—j—;) (4.1.41)

with Z being the complex conjugate of z € C. We are interested in the comparison of solutions of
classical Hamiltonian equations on O, 2z*(t, z)q, and the corresponding quantal expectations:

Aty 2) = Tr(U) PYUYN-t)ZY), 2> = Q> —iP, (4.1.42)

with the same initial values z = ¢ — ip. Elementary calculations give:

Z>\ Z) = —LAZ z L)\ZGX —i—ta z
)= 1= s ) s+ = REew (—gew) = @i
Mty 2)g = exp (—;\—ifj(z)) z. (4.1.44)

We see that (£1.43)) and (AI1.44) describe motions on mutually tangent circles in C with
different radii and different dependence of frequencies on initial conditions as well as on the
parameter A\. For A — 0 the quantum evolution vanishes independently on the ‘renormalization’
a()). For slowly varying a(\), the classical evolution vanishes too, but the way of this vanishing
looks qualitatively differently. If, e.g. a(\) = A exp (b/2A?), b > 0, then Zz = b is a critical
value for A — 0.

4.2 Extension of CCR by a quadratic generator

4.2.1. All the orbits O, occurring in Sec4.I] were mutually homeomorphic (and homeomorphic
to R?"). In this section, we shall give examples of irreducible representations U(G) of some
Lie groups G in a Hilbert space ‘H containing various mutually nonhomeomorphic orbits O; :=
U(G)p; in P(H), (j = 1,2,...). Let G be a connected Lie group containing the 2n + 1 -
dimensional Heisenberg group G, as an invariant (i.e. normal) subgroup (G will be specified
later). Let U be such a unitary continuous representation of G, the restriction of which to G,
coincides with the irreducible representation described in Secld.I] with 7 = 1 = A. With the
notation of the previous section, for m =1,2,... K, A,, € U(g), set
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1.
Ay, = 5 h*X; X}, (summation over j, k =1,2,...2n), (4.2.1)
with any h,, a real symmetric 2n x 2n - matrix; the formally defined operator A,, is symmetric

on the Garding domain of U(G,,). From (£1.1a)) we have commutation relations (cf. alsod.1.3)):

X5, Xi] =i Sl [Xj, An] =i Siphf Xy =00 (S - by - X)), (4.2.2)

(A, Ay] = %X-(hm-S-hk—hk-S-hm)-X, m k=12 K (4.2.3)

Assume that for any m, k there are reals cjmk such, that

K
hun S by —hg S hy =Y by mk=12. K (4.2.4)
j=1

then the linear hull of the operators X; (j =1,2,...2n), A, (m=1,2,...K) and [ := I3, :=
idy forms the Lie algebra U(g). We have (cf. also [37, Proposition 3.3.12]):

4.2.2 Proposition. Let U(g) be the above defined representation of a Lie algebra g in H and let
G be the corresponding simply connected Lie group with the Lie algebra g. Then the representa-
tion U(G,,) of the Heisenberg group Gy, has a unique extension to the representation U(G) of G
in ‘H such, that the closures of the operators X; (j =1,2,...2n), A, (m=1,2,...K) and Iy
are selfadjoint generators of U(G) corresponding to basis vectors in g according to (2.3.20). In
particular the operators A, (m =1,2,... K) are essentially selfadjoint on the Garding domain

of U(G,).

Proof. The Garding domain of U(G,,) is a common dense invariant domain of all the oper-
ators in U(g). According to a Nelson’s theorem (see [13, Theorem 11.5.2.]) it suffices to prove
essential selfadjointness of the operator A,

2n K
A=) XT4+) A (4.2.5)
j=1 m=1
on the invariant domain. First we shall choose m := (j; k) with 7,k =1,2,...2n and
1
In this case the operator A in (L2Z75]) can be expressed in the form
3 n n
A= only+ Y (PP + Q)+ ) (P +Q}). (427)
j=1 k=1

where we used CCR and the notation (£.I1.4]). From the known properties of the Hamiltonians
Pj2 + Q? of independent linear oscillators, we conclude (with a help, e.g., of [262] Theorem
VIII.33]) that A is essentially selfadjoint.
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Denote the Lie algebra generated by X;’s and Agy (j,k = 1,2,...2n) by g and
the corresponding simply connected group by G... Any A, of the form (L2T) is a
linear combination of A;’s. Consequently, any Lie algebra U(g) from B2l is a subalgebra
of U(@maz) and the corresponding group G is a subgroup of G,... From this just proved
integrability of U(@ma:) to a unitary representation U(G..), it follows integrability of U(g)
for any g introduced in 2.1 This implies the selfadjointness of (A.2.5]) with arbitrary A,, of
the form (£.2.1]) and this, in turn, implies uniqueness of U(G). O

4.2.3. In this section we shall restrict our attention to the cases of representations U(G)
obtained from U(G,,) by addition of only one generator A := A,, of the form (A2I) in
the manner described above. Let h be any nonzero real symmetric matrix with elements
hi, (4,k=1,2,...2n) and let

1 .
A=3 h* XX, (4.2.8)

denote here the selfadjoint operator corresponding to the right hand side of (.2.8)). According
to (4.2.6)) the operators X, (j = 1,2,...2n), A and I are selfadjoint generators of an irreducible
unitary representation U(G) of a 2n + 2 - dimensional connected Lie group G containing G,
as a normal subgroup. The restriction U(G,,) of U(G) is irreducible, too. Let U(G) be the
realization of G in P(#) obtained by the natural projection of U(G), We shall investigate
infinitely differentiable orbits of U(G) in P(H).

4.2.4 Lemma. Let U(G) be as in[{.2.3 and D¢ be a dense invariant subset in H consisting of
infinitely differentiable vectors of U(G), e.g. D¢ is the Garding subspace for U(G)([13, 11.1.8]).
Let ¢ € Dg, |l¢|| =1 and O, := U(G)ep be the immersed submanifold of P(H) according to
[3.1.2. The orbit O, is 2n-dimensional iff there is an element C, € U(g),

C, =L X; — A, (4.2.9)

such, that ¢ is its eigenvector:

Coo=Xp  for some A € R. (4.2.10)
If (£.2.9) with {{.2:10) is the case, then O, = U(G,,)e.

Proof. The tangent space to O, at ¢ is the linear hull of vectors o;(¢) (7 = 1,2,...2n) (see

ATH) and o4(p) (see e.g. and SecB.2). According to 15| all the o;’s are linearly
independent. Hence O,, is 2n-dimensional iff

o4(9) = o) (12.11)
for some reals ¢/,. According to (Z3.8), the equation (EZT0) implies @2.TT)). Assuming [EZTT]),
we have in the standard identification of T,P(H) with [¢]* by the help of ¥, (see 21T
and (2.1.10)):

(I —P)(cX;—A)p=0= (cLX; — A)p = Ap (4.2.12)

»

with A := A(g) 1= Tr(P,(c,,X; — A)). O
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4.2.5. Let C' := C, have the form (£2.9) and let (£.2.10) be fulfilled. Then C satisfies the
system of linear equations:

Tr(P,[C,X;]) =0, j =1,2,...2n, (4.2.13)

Tr(P,C, A]) =0, (4.2.14)
where (£2.14) follows from (£2I3). The equations (£2I3) have unique solution C' of the
form ([@29) for any ¢ € Dg, even if the relation ([AL2.I0) is not fulfilled:

cl, = W*Tr(P,Xy). (4.2.15)

The corresponding operator C, represents the generator of the isotropy subgroup K, C G at
the point F, € g* in the Ad*(G)-representation; here Fy (&) := Tr(P,X¢) for £ € g, compare
B.23 and B.2.6l From (£2.10) and ([A2.9]), we have immediately:

4.2.6 Lemma. If ¢ € O, is chosen such that Tr(P,X;) = 0 for all j = 1,2,...2n, then
C, =—-A.

4.2.7 Proposition. The orbit O, of U(G) is 2n-dimensional iff it contains an eigenprojector
P, of A, i.e. iff for some ¢ € O, it is
Tr(P,A%) = (Tr(P,A))?. (4.2.16)

Proof. In any orbit lying in D¢ there is a point ¢ satisfying the conditions of the Lemma [4.2.6]
compare [£. 1.5l The assertion is an immediate consequence of the Lemmas 4.2.0l and 4.2.4. [

4.2.8 Corollaries. (i) Let ¢y € U(G)yp satisfy (4.1.19). If ¢ is an eigenvector of A, then
also @q is an eigenvector of A, if ¢ € Dg.
(i) If ¢o € Dag,,.. satisfies (4.1.15), then those relations are satisfied by all the vectors
ot = exp(—itA)py (4.2.17)
for allt € R and all the choices of A; (4.2.§).

4.2.9 Proposition. For any choice of A in[{.2.3 there is in P(H) a 2n+1-dimensional orbit of
the corresponding representation U (G) (defined in[{.2.3), which is an infinitely differentiable
immersed submanifold of P(H).

Proof. Remember that any A is an unbounded selfadjoint operator. Let U, := P, — P_ be the
‘parity operator’ defined by@

Ur=U"'=U,, U X;U; =-X; (j=1,2,...2n), (4.2.18)

and P, (resp.P_) are corresponding orthogonal projectors,

3In H = L2(R",d"x), it is defined as [U¢](z) := ¢(—x), Voo € H, © € R™.
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P+ P_=1Iy. (4.2.19)

Choose a dense invariant linear subset Dg of ‘H consisting of infinitely differentiable vectors of
U(G) such, that (as usually)

U,Dg C Dg, hence PLDg C Dg. (4.2.20)

This condition implies, that P, D¢y (resp. P_Dg) is dense in Hy := PyH (resp. in H_ := P_H).
For any ¢ € D}, U D, (with DF := P.Dg), the assumption of is fulfilled due to (EZIF]).
If ¢ is not an eigenvector of A, then the orbit O, is 2n+1-dimensional. Assume, that Ay = Ap.
Let ¢ € DJGF, for definiteness. Since A is Uy-invariant: [A, U;] = 0, its spectral measure E,
commutes with projectors P.. Denote for any Borel set B C R

EZ(B) := PyEA(B), hence E4 = E} + E, (4.2.21)

and E7 is the spectral measure of the restriction of A to the U(G)-invariant (infinite dimen-
sional) subspace H, of H. Due to unboundedness of A, we can assume that the subspace
(Py — EX({\}))H of H is nonempty; here E({\}) is the eigenprojector of P, A correspond-
ing to the eigenvalue A. Choose a nonzero vector

¢ € (P — E5({A)H (4.2:22)

L

—5 (' + ). Since D is dense in H,.,

and assume the normalization ||¢| = ||¢|| = 1. Let x :=
we can find for arbitrarily small § > 0 a vector ¢q:

w0 € DG+ llwo — xII* <8, llwoll = 1. (4.2.23)

With 6 < 2—+/2, the vector ¢, cannot be an eigenvector of A and, moreover, it satisfies ([E115).
Hence the corresponding orbit O, is 2n + 1-dimensional. The manifold structure was proved
in [3.1.2 U

4.2.10. Let O, (with ¢ € D) be a 2n+1-dimensional orbit of U(G) and let 2° be the restric-
tion of the standard symplectic form Q on P(H) onto O,, compare According to the
previous results (Sec.’s and (1)), ©° is a closed two-form of the maximal rank 2n, hence it
is a contact two-form on O, (see, e.g. [I, Chap. 5.1.]). The equations (L2Z13]) determine the
characteristic line-bundle of 2° in terms of operators C' = C,, corresponding to generators of
stability groups of F,, € g* (see .2.5]) with respect to Ad*(G). The characteristic line bundle
of Q° is integrable, determining a regular foliation of O,. The factorization of O, with respect
to this foliation is the symplectic manifold M., (symplectomorphic to the classical phase space
T*R™) as it was constructed in Sec. (for definition of the cotangent bundle 7%(M) of a
general manifold M see e.g. [37, A.3.6 Definitions (v)]).

4.2.11. The quantal and classical evolutions corresponding to the generator A, cf. [L.2.3] (resp.
to the Hamiltonian function f4) coincide in our examples in the sense of B.3.9H3.3.10] indepen-
dently of the dimension (= 2n or 2n+1) of the orbit O,. The time-evolved quantal states remain
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all the time on the orbit O,. We might be interested also in time evolution of other quantities
than (the expectations of) X; in the quantal interpretation. According to LLI7(i), in the case
of dim O, = 2n = dim M,,, any ’spreading of the wave packet’ does not occur. The situation
is different, however, on 2n+l1 - dimensional orbits. For various ¢; (j = 1,2) corresponding to
distinct quantal states in the same leaf [¢] € M, we have in general (cf. f.1.4] for notation)

Tr(PP (X — ) ( Xy — @) # Tr(P7 (X5 — 25)(Xi — ). (4.2.24)

This is the case of e.g., free particle motions. This fact makes a certain difference between
classical and quantal interpretations of the ‘extended phase spaces’ O, (dimO, = 2n + 1).
This will be briefly discussed later on, in £.3.5

4.3 Notes on other examples

4.3.1. By the method developed in our Chap. Bl we can construct from an arbitrary continuous
unitary representation U(G) of a Lie group G ‘classical phase spaces’, which are diffeomorphic
(and even symplectomorphic) to orbits of Ad*(G). It can be shown, [174, 15.2], that any
symplectic homogenous space of any connected Lie group G is a covering symplectic space of
either an orbit of Ad*(G), or an orbit of Ad*(G}), where G is a central extension of G by R -
see also [L3.7l On the other hand, unitary continuous representations of G can be constructed
from orbits of Ad*(G), [174]. Considerations in Sec.’s [[.2 and [[.3] show reasons for modeling
state spaces of CM-systems as homogeneous symplectic spaces of some Lie groups, at least
for 'basic’ or ’elementary’ physical systems. In this section we shall outline further examples
of obtaining CM-systems from unitary group representations which suggest, that all generally
accepted models of ’elementary’ finite dimensional CM - systems could be obtained in this way.

4.3.2. Classical spin from SO(3):
Let U be a (projective) irreducible representation of the compact Lie group SO(3) - the
connected component of the 3-dimensional orthogonal group O(3) of orthogonal transformations

of a 3-dimensional Euclidean space Ej. The representation space H = C*/* (J =%, ne Z,)
is finite dimensional. Generators Yy (k = 1,2,3) of U corresponding to rotations around
orthogonal axes in Ej satisfy the commutation relations (with €;5,, = —€jm = —€jmp, €123 = 1):

Choose any nonzero ¢ € H and form the orbit O, = {U(g)p : g € SO(3)}. Let us
denote by Y the generator of t — U(exp(t£)) corresponding to an element £ of the Lie algebra
g := s50(3). We are interested in the Ad*(SO(3))-action onto F,, € so(3)*, where

F,: €0 F (€)= Tr(P,Y:), € € s0(3). (4.3.2)

Generators C, = c{DYj of one-parameter subgroups of the isotropy group of F, are just all
nonzero solutions of equations
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Tr(P,[Y;,C,)) =0, k=123 (4.3.3)

With y* := y*(¢) := Tr(P,Y}), the only linearly independent solution C, of [{3.3) can be
written:

C, = Y (@)Yi (4.3.4)

One could easily check that C, = 0 in (£3.4)) for some ¢, iff C,, = 0 for all p € H, iff
J =0 (i.e. dimgH = 1), iff the matrix of the homogeneous equations (A3.3)) is identically
zero. In all other cases the rank of the matrix of the system (£3.3]) equals to 2. For J = 0 the
corresponding classical phase space degenerates to a point: this corresponds to the traditional
point of view according to of which spin does not occur in classical mechanics.

For orbits O, in representations with J # 0 we have two possibilities:

(i) The vector ¢ is an eigenvector of C, and the orbit O, is two-dimensional (any gen-
erator Y € U(so(3)) which is linearly independent of C, cannot be a solution of (4.3.3):
Tr(P,[Ye, Y]) = 0 for k =1,2,3 implies Y = AC,; hence Y linearly independent of C,, gener-
ate two-dimensional tangent space to O, at ).

(ii) If ¢ is not an eigenvector of C.,, then the generator C, generates a one-dimensional
submanifold of O, diffeomorphic to a circle S* (C,, generates the isotropy subgroup of SO(3)
at F,,, which is closed, hence compact). In this case O, is 3-dimensional.

Note that for J = § only the possibility (i) occurs, since # = C* and dimg P(H) = 2.

It can be easily shown that in the both cases the corresponding classical phase space M,
(in the case (i) identical with O,) is diffeomorphic to the sphere S? in so(3)* with coordinates

y* o Fe yF (@) i=Tr(PY:), k=1,2,3; ¢ € O,. (4.3.5)

Let t € R and let 7 € R® be any unit vector: Y, (7%)* = 1. Let y(¢) € R® be given by
coordinates y* in [L3H) and 7 -y := >, 7Fy*. Using (£3.0]) we obtain:

. ) t
Y (exp(—itTIY;)p) = 4 () cost + ey (p) sint + 27 () sin® 5, (43.6)

what gives an explicit expression for the sphere S? C so(3)*. The r, := radius of the sphere is
equal to the length of y(p),

(@) = y(p) - ylp) = 1. (4.3.7)

In the case (i) the values of ([£3.1) might be only the numbers J2, (J —1)2, (J —2)%,..., ie.
the orbits O, C P(H) are mapped by the association ¢ +— F, (cf. (£3.2])) onto a finite-number
of [J + 1] distinct spheres in the three-dimensional linear space so(3)* (here [k] is the integer
part of k € R; if J € Z, one of the spheres degenerates into a point). But P(H) is a connected



64 CHAPTER 4. EXAMPLES OF CLASSICAL MECHANICAL PROJECTIONS

manifold and the mapping ¢ +— F,, is continuous, hence for J > 1 also the cases (ii) occur and
the numbers (4.3.7) acquire values from a whole interval of R, , if ¢ runs over P(H).

Let us write explicitly the symplectic form Q" on the phase space M, = S?. In terms of
coordinate functions y; from (£3.5]), we obtain in the region where y3(¢) # 0 (indices are
written down for convenience):

1
O = = dy N dye, g3 =g~y - 03 (4.3.8)

The Poisson bracket of these coordinate functions is

{Yk, Ym} = — €km;Y;- (4.3.9)

The sphere S? with this symplectic structure is interpreted as the phase space of an (isolated)
classical spin. It is an example of a compact symplectic manifold.

4.3.3. We can construct now certain combinations of the previous example with those of Sec.’s
4.1l and Let us distinguish generators X; of the representation of 6/N 4 1 - dimensional
Heisenberg group corresponding to coordinates of positions and momenta of N individual par-
ticles. Denote them Qf, P (a =1,2,...N;j = 1,2,3) with CCR in the form

Q4. PY) = i Ioands, [Q5, Q4] = [Py, ) =0, (4.3.10)

forall a,b=1,2,...N; j,k =1,2,3. Now we define operators of orbital momenta (no summa-
tion over indices a, b):

Y= Qi P, Yy = Y= ) Yy (4.3.11)
satisfying (4.3.1]) (up to domain specifications) for any upper index (a, or tot). Relations (4.2.2])
have now the form:

Y7, Q) = 1 0uspom Qs [V P = i Gy P (1312)

Y5, Q] = i €5rm@iy [V, B = i €ipm Py [Y5, YT = 1 €jkm Y- (4.3.13)

Let us first consider the Lie algebra gy represented by generators QF, P{' and Y; (j =
1,2,3; a = 1,2,...N) of the representation U(Gg) of the corresponding group Gy, compare
Proposition We see that Gy is a semidirect product of of SU(2) with the Heisenberg
group Gy (with the notation from E21]), Gy = SU(2) x G5y, where the Heisenberg group
is a normal subgroup. Let us investigate the orbits O, := U(Gy)e C D¢, in P(H) and the
corresponding classical phase spaces M,,. Since any O, is a homogeneous space of Gy, it can

be generated from a point ¢ satisfying (see [L1.5])

Tr(P,X;) =0, forall j =1,2,...6N. (4.3.14)
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The local structure of O, is most easily seen in a neighbourhood of such ¢. The isotropy
group of F, € g (see (B.11])) with respect to Ad*(Gy) has the Lie algebra generated by such
C € U(gp), which are solutions of the system

Tr(P,[C,X;]) =0 (j=1,2,...6N), Tr(P,[C,Yi]) =0 (k=1,2,3). (4.3.15)

The corank of the matrix of this homogeneous system is:

(i) equal to 3 iff Tr(P,Y;) = 0 for all k = 1,2, 3; in this situation there might occur cases
with dimO, = 6N, 6N + 2, 6N + 3 corresponding to such ¢, for which Y = 0 for all
Y € U(so(3)), (resp. Y = 0 for just one linearly independent Y € U(so(3)), resp. Yy # 0
for all Y # 0); as an example of the case of dim O, = 6N + 3 we can take ¢ for N = 1 in
Schrodinger realization of CCR:

3
25\ 1
)= o) = e expl(-t — & — ), o= (%) (4.3.16)

corresponding to the value J = 3 of the total momentum. In all these cases of various values
of dim O,, the corresponding symplectic spaces M, are homeomorphic to T*R3 = RV,

(ii) equal to 1 in all other cases; now all the solutions C' of (£.3.15]) are proportional to C,
of the form (43.4). If ¢ is an eigenvector of C,, then dimO, = dim M, = 6N + 2. In the
remaining case it is dimO, = 6N + 3 and dim M, = 6N + 2. If ¢ is proportional to Cyp,
the orbit O, is the fiber-bundle with base R* and typical fiber S?; if ¢ is not an eigenvector
of Cy, then the fiber on R®*" is the whole group SO(3). In the both cases the phase space is
T*R3*N fibered by two dimensional spheres S? with the canonical symplectic form from P(H)
being the sum of the canonical form on T*R3Y and that on S? described in (£3.8).

Let us take now all the operators Q, Pf, Y}* (a = 1,2,...N;j = 1,2,3) as generators of
the considered representation U(G) (now G is semi direct product of the Heisenberg group Gsn
and of the direct product of N copies of the group SU(2)). The orbits and corresponding phase
spaces arising from the action of this group G on P(H) with H = L*(R3Y) = L*(R*) @ L*(R?) ®
... L*(R3) (N-tuple tensor product) can be constructed as N-tuple direct product manifolds;
each of the multipled manifolds can be obtained by the above described procedure with N = 1.

Examples of classical systems obtained in this subsection include systems of several non-
relativistic spinning particles. Here the ’classical spin’ was obtained from quantal orbital
momentum.

4.3.4. The groups which are, perhaps, physically most important ones, are Galilean and
Poincaré groups. Because of relative complexity of any complete exposition of these impor-
tant examples, we shall restrict our present exposition to several notes and remarks. For more
detailed nice exposition see e.g. in [321].

(i) The Galilean group.

This group realizes the nonrelativistic (better: Galilean relativistic) conception of relative
positions and motions of mechanical systems (particles, bodies etc.). It is a ten parameter
Lie group, the parameters of which can be chosen to describe time and space translations
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(4 parameters), space rotations (3 parameters) and transition to uniformly moving systems
(3 coordinates of a velocity). Any unitary (vector) representation of this group cannot be,
however, interpreted in terms of really observed physical systems, see e.g. [321], Sec.XIL.8].
Physically interpreted projective representations correspond to multipliers m, of the Galilean
group characterized by a real parameter 7 - the mass of the system. Let us denote by G
the central extension (cf. [321), [174], resp. also [37, Note 3.3.6]) of (the covering group of)
the Galilean group by R corresponding to a multiplier m, with 7 # 0 (all such groups are
mutually isomorphic). Orbits of Ad*(G) (described e.g. in [5]) are just one particle phase
spaces obtained in our subsection £33 Unitary representations of (G, in which the central
subgroup R acts by a multiplication by constants, correspond to physically interesting projective
representations of the Galilean group. Irreducible representations of G describe one-particle
systems. The projected orbits O, of these representations are either seven or nine or ten
dimensional (this is a consequence of .33 .27 and absolute continuity of the spectrum of the
time-evolution generator P + P} + P? of U(G)). In the cases dim O, = 7 or 9 the manifolds
O, with the two-form Q° (cf. B.2.2) are just contact manifolds of the extended phase spaces,
dim O, = dim M, + 1.

(ii) The Poincaré group.

Let now G be the ten-parameter covering group of the Poincaré group. Physical interpre-
tation of the parameters is the same as that of the corresponding parameters of the Galilean
group. In the present case of G, however, the conception of Galilean relativity is replaced by the
conception of Einstein relativity of mechanical motions. Since the second cohomology group of
G is now trivial, we have to deal with unitary (vector) representations of G only. The orbits of
the coadjoint action of G corresponding to phase spaces of particles with nonvanishing masses
have the same topological and symplectic structure as in the case (i). The action Ad*(G) is,
however, different from that of the Galilean case; with this are connected also different inter-
pretations of coordinates determined by the mutually corresponding generators in cases (i) and
(ii). The dimensionality of orbits O, of unitary irreducible representations U (G) correspond-
ing to nonzero masses is the same as in (i). Also here, we obtain 7- and 9-dimensional contact
manifolds the contact two-form €2° on them coincides with the standard two-form of classical
relativistic mechanics (which, in the case of dim O, = 7, comes from the restriction of dp, A dg*
defined on T*R* onto the submanifold p§ — >, pj = (mass)?).

4.3.5 Remark. Any symplectic manifold can be trivially extended to a contact manifold by
taking the direct product with R. If M is a symplectic phase space of some physical system,
then the added dimension in R x M can be interpreted as the 'time variable’ ¢t. Let ) be the
symplectic form on M, 7 : R x M — M be the canonical projection and o4 the Hamiltonian
vector field on M with Hamiltonian function f4, i.e. i(04)2 = —df4. The contact two-forms
0° := 7*Q, resp. Q4 :=Q° —df4 A dt on the manifold R x M have characteristic vector fields
d; (defined by dt(6;) = 1 and df(6;) = 0 for any function f of the form f := 7*f’ where
'€ C®(M)), resp. 05 := o4 + 0; (with the identification T(R x M) = TR x TM in the
sense of vector bundle isomorphisms). Clearly 7,09 = 04. For a time-independent vector field
04 this procedure is trivial, if we have no possibility to distinguish various points of the fibres
R = 7~!(z) (x € M) by some measurements, i.e. if time is homogeneous with respect to the
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considered physical system. This is the case of classical mechanics determined by (M;€2) and
fa € C®(M).

The situation is different for contact orbits O, C P(H). Each point of O, corresponds to
a quantum mechanically clearly distinguishable physical state: by measuring of also quantities
other than expectations of generators of U(G), we can empirically distinguish various points of
the same fibre, on which all the expectations of the generators in U(g) are constant. This fact
breaks, in a certain sense, the homogeneity of time on contact orbits of the representations,
which contain also time evolution of the system as a one parameter subgroup.

4.3.6. Identical particles.

If the physical system consists of N mutually distinguishable, but otherwise equal subsys-
tems, it is described in QM by the N-fold tensor product Hilbert space Hy := HOH® - QH
with the Hilbert space H describing a single subsystem. If the "basic observables’ of a sin-
gle subsystem are determined by a representation U(G) in H, observables of the whole com-
pound system might be determined by the representation Uy of the N-fold direct product
group Gy (= G x G x --- x G, ie for ¢ := p1 @2 ®@---® oy € Hn, @; € H, we set
Un(gr X g2 X - x gn)p == U(g1)p1 @ U(ga)p2 @ ... U(gn)pn for all g; € G, and extend Uy
onto Hy by linearity and continuity. This is the case, e.g. of the example in Sec/Z.Il Then we
can construct in the usual way orbits O, := U y(Gn)¢ in P(H ) and corresponding symplectic
manifolds M,. We shall write also U(Gx) := Un(Gy).

In physics, however, ‘equal (micro-)subsystems’ are indistinguishable. If the N subsystems
are indistinguishable (identical), then for any permutation 7 € Iy (:= the permutation group
of N elements) the product-vectors ¢ := 1 ®p®- - -y and T ¢ 1= Y 1) QPr(2) @ - - @ Pr(N),
as well as their linear combinations (the permutations 7 € Iy act here also as linear operators
on Hy) are physically indistinguishable. There were discovered in the particle and statistical
physics two kinds of particles: Bose particles - bosons (e.g. photons, mesons) specified by their
integer particle spin, and Fermi particles - fermions (e.g. electrons, protons, neutrinos) having
half-integer spins. Collections of N identical particles of each of these kinds behave according of
their own specific ‘statistics’: Bose, resp. Fermi statistics. The two ‘statistics’ are formalized by
two different symmetry properties of multiparticle wave functions of corresponding collections
of particles. In the case of Bose (resp. Fermi) statistics the only physically realizable states
correspond to totally symmetric (resp. totally antisymmetric) vectors ¢ € Hy:

T-p=¢cp(mp, er(m):=1, forall e lly, (4.3.17a)

in the case of Bose statistics, resp.

m-p=c_(m)p, €_(m):==x1:=parity of 7 € Ily. (4.3.17b)

in the case of Fermi statistics /]
Let P, (resp. P_) be the orthogonal projector in Hy onto the subspace Hj; (resp. Hy) of
the totally symmetric (£3.I7al) (resp. totally antisymmetric (£.3.17h))) vectors. Now we intend

4This relation between spin and statistics can be obtained as a consequence of mathematical axiomatics of
relativistic quantum field theory, cf. e.g. [301].
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to project the above mentioned orbits O, C P(Hy) into P(HZ), resp. into P(Hy). To make
the procedure more transparent we shall divide it to more steps then it is, perhaps, necessary.
For a U(Gy)-analytic vector ¢ € Hy (¢ # 0) let O, = U(Gn)p, so that O, = PO,,.
We shall denote by P : #H' — P(H'), ¢ — P,, the natural projection in all the cases of
H' = Hy, Hj, Hy- Let

5; = P+5@, 5; = P_é@ be subsets of H}; (resp. Hy)- (4.3.18)

Assume, for definiteness, that P,y # 0, and concentrate ourselves to the Bosonic case (the
formal procedures are similar with the fermions). Let K% be the stability group of ¢ with

respect to U(Gy). Considerations similar to those of SecB1l show that O, as an immersed

submanifold of Hy, is diffeomorphic to G /K¥. We shall consider O, with the differentiable
manifold structure of G /K%. The restricted mapping of P,:

P Oy, — HE, ¢ Putp, e O, (4.3.19)
is (infinitely) differentiable. Hence the set

0%, = (P{)™(0) C O, (4.3.20)
is closed in (10, and
5% = 6@ \ 5:; . is a submanifold of 530.

Each point of Pféw has a well defined projection into P(#H};) and the mapping PPY,

PP?: Oy — P(H), ¢ = PPYyY = {AP{y': X e C} e P(HY), (4.3.21)
is real analytic. The number rg(y¢’) € Z, (¢’ € 6%):

rg(¢) = rank Ty (PPY), (4.3.22)

where T, is the tangent mapping in an arbitrarily chosen point ¢’ € 5%, is given in some
charts on O, around ¢’ and on P(H}) around PPY¢ as the dimension of the vector spaceﬁ

T, (PP{)[T,0,:] (which is, roughly speaking, the maximal rank of submatrices of the mapping
T, (PPY) in these charts with nonvanishing determinants). The function ¢’ — rg(¢’) is lower
semicontinuous, and possesses only finite number of values. Hence for m, := max{rg(¢’) :

s 6%} the subset 5$+ of ap defined by:

o7, = rg " (my) == {¢' € Oy 1 1g(¢') = my,}, (4.3.23)
is open, hence it is a submanifold of 5@. We can assume that ¢ was chosen such, that ¢ € 5:;1.

Let, for any ¢ € 52@, the Eg C gy (:= the Lie algebra of GGi) be the linear space consisting
of those generators & € gy, for which

5This vector space is, as could be seen from the formula, the image of the tangent space T¢/5¢+ by the
tangent map of the mapping PP7.



4.3. NOTES ON OTHER EXAMPLES 69

d
T (PPO)Xelh =i

” PP? exp(—itX¢ ) = 0. (4.3.24)

t=0
Clearly, dim e}f’ = dim Gy — m,, is constant for all ¢ € 5:;1. The equation (4.3.24) is
equivalent to the equation

(I — Pyv)) Py Xetp = 0, with ) = Pfy. (4.3.25)

By the relation ¢¥*) € ?—[f, is defined the completely symmetric (resp. antisymmetric) part
of the vector ¢ € Hy. Let

my be a complementary subspace in gy to ;.

Since the mapping PP{ restricted to 6$+ is smooth and of constant rank m,, it is a
subimmersion (compare [51, 5.10.6.]), hence there is a manifold Z7, of dimension m,, and a

; © . ym m ; ; P . 7m +
submersion sf : OF, — Z7', as well as an immersion i% : ZJ, — P(H}y) such, that

PP{ =i% os% on 5;”+. (4.3.26a)

This means, that the image PPf(QTJr) C P(H}) can be considered as an immersed sub-
manifold (with possible selfintersections) of P(HY) :

PP{(Om) = i5(Zm). (4.3.26b)

A basis of the tangent space to Z7} is generated in the point v := s%(p) by curves t —
s% (exp(—itXe)p with € € mf. The image by T,:% of this tangent space in T¢<+)P(”H;\r,) is
generated by vectors which, in the chart W) (see 215, 2.1.8), have the form

T¢(+)\If¢(+) (Ug) = —1 (I — P¢(+))P+X5(p, § c mg (4.3.27)

The values of the symplectic form © on P(Hy) on these vectors are:

Q0 (g, ve) = =2[™M |2 Im(Py X0, (I = Pon)) Py Xew). (4.3.28)

The pull-back of © by % makes Zg' a manifold endowed with a canonical two-form. It
is known, that the factorization of the subimmersion PPY (together with the choice of the
manifold Z7',) can be chosen in a canonical way, see [51], 5.10.7]. We assume here, that the
mapping s% is onto (i.e. surjective), what is possible, because any submersion is an open
mapping. The form i"Q on Z7, is closed. The subset of Z", on which the form i7" has its
maximal rank is an open set, hence a submanifold Z,, of Z7'.. Denote by €23 the restriction of
i%°Q onto Z,,. Since dQ. = 0, the characteristic bundle of Q5. (consisting of vector fields on
Z,.+ annihilating the form Q¢ ) is an integrable subbundle of TZ, 4, see e.g. [1], 5.1.2], determining
a natural foliation of Z,,; any leaf of this foliation is an immersed connected submanifold of
Zpt. Let M;r be the factor space obtained from Z,, by its decomposition into the leaves of
this foliation and let py; : Z,4 — MJ be the natural projection. If the equivalence relation on



70 CHAPTER 4. EXAMPLES OF CLASSICAL MECHANICAL PROJECTIONS

Z,+ given by classes identical with leaves [py,]~"(x) (z € M) is regular (see [5I, 5.9.5]), then
there is unique manifold structure on M;r such that p}, is a submersion. In this case there is,
on the malnifold M7, a unique symplectic form QI satisfying

pi O = Q2. (4.3.29)
The Proposition [3.2.10] is a special case of this assertion.

Note: In the above presented construction of the symplectic manifold (M}, Q) we did not
use any specific properties of the projector P, and of the group action U(Gy). These properties
enter in constructions of specific orbits.

4.3.7. We shall specify here the previous construction to the case of Gy := N-fold direct
product of 2n+l1-dimensional Heisenberg group G with infinite-dimensional unitary irreducible
representations U in H. The linear space Uy(gy) is spanned by element

N
Xe:=Y X! withany X} € U(g), £ € g, (4.3.30)

i=1

where the index j has the following meaning: If ¢ € H has the form

PI=P1 QP2 Q PN, (4.3.31)

then the linear operator X7 on Hy corresponds to an (equally denoted) operator on H by:

Xp=010ps® X0 ®pj1 ® @ pp. (4.3.32)

(No summation! In this subsection all sums are explicitly indicated.)

Let us work in the Schrodinger realization of CCR, i.e. H = L*(R"), Hy = L*(RM") and
operators X¥ (k=1,2,...N; j=1,2,...2n) acting on the k-th copy of L*(R") are chosen as
in (LL5). Let ¢ € Hy be given by ({331 with ¢; € L*(R™), supp ¢; Nsupp pr = 0 (j # k)
and such, that there is a neighbourhood of unity e € G so that for any g; (j = 1,2,...N)
in this neighbourhood also U(g;)y; and U(gx)er (j # k) have disjoint supports. We assume,
moreover, that o is a smooth function on RV, With these assumptions, we obtain from (3.2])
in a neighbourhood of the point s7 () on Z7, (the following result shows that the mappings
PP{ have at ¢ the maximal rank):

N
Qe (U, 0e) =1 Y (95, [X], XZ)p)), (4.3.33)
7=1

where we assumed for all the j : |¢;]| = 1, and X,,, X, in (£3.28)) are of the form ({3.30).
The expression ([A3.33) shows, that Z,. = M;: is a 2Nn-dimensional symplectic manifold.
This means, that Z,. for both signs are locally diffeomorphic (and symplectomorphic) to

SFor gy = @j\;l g, gU) are copies of g, one has & := Zjvzl ¢; with & € gV, Xg = X¢, € U(g).



4.3. NOTES ON OTHER EXAMPLES 71

M, = O, = R*N" C P(Hy) (Section ET)). In a neighbourhood of ¢’ € O, the functions
¢ — Tr(PyX{) (j =1,2,...N; k=1,2,...2n) are symplectic coordinates. Similarly, in a
neighbourhood of s¥(y) the functions

flo s2(¢) = Tr(Py X)) = (¢}, X1¢}), §=1,2,...N; k=1,2,...2n, (4.3.34)

are symplectic coordinate functions on Z, ..
Let us assume now, that ¢;’s in (£.3.31]) have the form

©; 1= W, o for some ¢y € L*(R"), 2 € R", (4.3.35)

assuming ¢ to be smooth with compact support, and 29 # x*) (j # k) such that ©j, pr have

mutually disjoint supports, see .1.3 for the notation. On the orbit O, in H, there is also the
point

(@) =00 ® 9o ® -+ - ® po. (4.3.36)

Choose now ¢ equal to ([£3.36) and calculate the values of (£3.28)) in the points ¢, €
P(H3). In the antisymmetric case we obtain zero, since P_p =: ¢_ = 0 (hence ¢ € 5;_, [@320),
and PP_y is not defined).

In the case of Bose statistics we have:

. N N
1
Qo (U, v¢) = ZZ o, (X5, X)), (4.3.37)

j=1 k=1

where X7 (j = 1,2,...N) should be considered as operators in L*(R"), ignoring the defini-
tion (A3.32): they act on L?(R") regardless of its order in the tensor product forming the
whole Hilbert space Hy. The rank of the form (4.3.37) equals to 2n and the point PP (p)
does not belong to i¥ (Z,4) for N > 2, i.e. ¢ is not mapped by s% into the symplectic manifold
Z,+. We see that, although locally symplectomorhic to R?™, the both classical phase spaces
Z,— and Z,, of identical particles are globally different from the standard cotangent bun-
dle T*RM" : in classical projections the Pauli exclusion principle holds for identical particles,
regardless to the kind of their statistics.

4.3.8. With the notation from 3.6 let Vy(G) be the unitary representation of G in Hy
(reducible for N > 2) defined as the diagonal part of Uy:

Vn(g) :=Un(gxgx---xg), forall g € G. (4.3.38)

The Lie algebra Vy(g) is generated by the basis of the form (A3.30) with Xg = X}
(considered as operators in H) for all j,k = 1,2,...N, £ € g. Such operators X¢ € Vy(g)
commute with projectors Pr. Hence Vi leaves the subspaces H}; and Hj, invariant, and we
can obtain the classical projections of this 'macroscopic’ (for large N') subsystem in the standard
way, (Sec[3.2)); the obtained classical phase spaces are orbits of Ad*(G) with their canonical
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symplectic structure - there is no difference in the kinds of statistics, from the point of view of
kinematics.

In trying to extend our constructions to systems consisting of infinite number N — oo of
equal (or identical) subsystems, we meet the problems of divergence of ’global (or collective)
observables’ Xév := X¢ and of discontinuity of the resulting representation V,, of G. We give
a formalization of this ’large N limit’ in the next Section 5.1l and in the Sec. we outline a
possible generalization of obtaining classical subsystems of collective observables from infinite
quantal systems. We shall not take any care of statistics of subsystems, what could be motivated
by results of the last two subsections: the statistics seems to have no essential influence upon
the classical phase spaces of systems of identical particles.



Chapter 5

Macroscopic limits

5.1 Multiple systems

5.1.1. We shall construct in this section classical subsystems of a large quantal system. We shall
assume here that the large system consists of infinite number of copies of a finite subsystem
of the type dealt with in preceding sections. The infinite "macroscopic” system is obtained
as an inductive limit of a net of systems consisting of an increasing number of copies of the
mentioned finite systems. The symmetry group G of a single finite subsystem is then also a
symmetry group of the large system. An essential formal difference with respect to the systems
discussed in preceding sections is that the action of G on the large system is not described by
a continuous unitary representation, hence we cannot introduce generators corresponding to
one-parameter subgroups of G as operators in some Hilbert space.

5.1.2. To make the following considerations more intuitive, let us come back for a while to
finite systems consisting of N equal subsystems. Let the unitary representation Vy(G) and its
generators X' := X (£ € g) be defined as in £.3.7 and E.3.8, esp. in ([3.30). Then

X2, XN =i XY, (Eneo) (5.1.1)

and the restriction to the orbit O) := Vx(G)e (¢ € Hy) of the canonical symplectic form
QN on P(Hy) is determined by

QY (0¢,0,) = i Tr(P,[XY, X)), (€ € g). (5.1.2)
Here o¢ is the vector field on P(#Hy) corresponding to the unitary flow

(t;¢) = exp(—itX¢)p, ¢ € Hn, tER. (5.1.3)

For N — oo, the operators XSN diverge and Vi (G) does not converge to any continuous
unitary representation - compare the next subsection. Let

1 N
Xev =X, ¢eg N=12... (5.1.4)

73
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In terms of [155] XgN (resp. X¢n) are ‘extensive (resp. intensive) observables’ but, contrary
to [155], they can be unbounded in our case. The limits for large N of X¢y’s could exist in
some convenient sense, but they are not generators of any unitary representation of the group
G. Due to the commutation relations

?
[Xen, Xon] = 7 Xigmn, (5.1.5)

the limits of Xen (€ € g) will be mutually commuting operators. To obtain correct classical
commutation relations (i.e. the Poisson brackets, see [L3.0) for functions fey on the orbits

Oa]nv (SL’ € HN),

ffN DX = fSN(CC) = TT(PQDXSN), (516)
in the limit N — oo, the two-form QY from (5.1.2) should be 'renormalized’. We define

1
Qy = NQN. (5.1.7)

The form Qy (if restricted onto the symplectic manifold M2 obtained from O as in Sec[3.2))
associates with the Hamiltonian function fey the vector field o, (restricted to M2') given by

the flow (B.1.3). It is

Qne(og, 0) = i Tr(PXY, Xyn]) = —Tr(PaX(eyn)- (5.1.8)

We intend to develop a corresponding formalism for infinite systems, i.e. a suitable one for
the work in the limit N = ’actual infinity’.

5.1.3. Let U(G) be a continuous unitary representation of a connected Lie group G on a
separable Hilbert space H. We shall use notation of Chap. [l for concepts related to U(G). Let
IT be an index set (of arbitrary cardinality) and H; (j € II) be copies of H. Let us fix unitary
maps

uj:H—H;, jell, (5.1.9)
of H onto H;’s. Let
M = Q) H; (5.1.10)
jEI

be the tensor product defined according to von Neumann [227] and known as CTPS (:= com-
plete tensor product space - see also notes in the text in [L.1.4] below and [106, 274, 35]).
For ¢; € H; let

®:= )¢ (5.1.11)

Jjell
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be a product-vector in Hy. For any linear densely defined operator A on H (with domain
D(A) C H) and for ¢; € H; such that u;'p; € D(A) let m;(A) be the operator on Hy
determined by

i (A)D = ® or | @ (ujAu;' ;). (5.1.12)
kell\{j}
Symbolically: 7;(A) =L L® - @ [;1 AR ® ..., if I=7Z,\{0}.
Unitary group action Uy of G on Hyy is determined by

Un(9)® := Q) (u;U(9)u; ;). (5.1.13)

jel
For |II| (:= the cardinality of II) finite, the representation Uy is strongly continuous with
generators

X{=) mi(Xe), E€q (5.1.14)
jen
Uy is not weakly continuous in the case of infinite II : If ¢ € H is not an eigenvector of
Xe, ¢j = ujp for all j € II, ||¢|| = 1 and @ is the corresponding product-vector (5.I.1T) in
H, then ||®|| =1 and

(®, Un(exp(t&))®) =0 (5.1.15)
for all sufficiently small |t| # 0,¢ € R, since
(5, uj exp(—itXe)ui ' o;)] = (g, exp(—itXe)p)| <1 if e # Ap, (5.1.16)

for any A € C, i.e. the function in (5I.I5]) is discontinuous at ¢ = 0.

5.1.4. Notes on the structure of CTPS.

We shall not give here a thorough definition of CTPS. We shall assume that the definitions
of (convergence and quasiconvergence of) infinite products and sums of complex numbers as
well as of the scalar product in Hy according to [227] are known to the reader. Let z € C,
i.e. z is a function

z2:II=C, j— z. (5.1.17)

Assume that |z;| = 1 for all j € II and define a unitary operator U, on Hy by its linear
action on product vectors (B.I.IT)) (the set of which is total in Hy) given by

U0 == X)(z¢))- (5.1.18)

jel
Let {¢™ : n € Z,} be an orthonormal basis in H. Let a,b € ZY with components a;,b; €
Zy (j €1I), and set
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pl = (") € My, = (X) ¢l (5.1.19)
jel

For a # b, the vectors ®* and ®° are mutually orthogonal: (®¢, ®*) = 0. Let ® := ®° for

some a (this can be done so for any normalized product-vector ® € Hy by a choice of the

identifications u;, j € II, of H; with H). The vectors ®°, for which b; = a; for all j € IT\ Jp,

b; € Z, for all j € J,, where J, runs over all finite subsets of H form an orthonormal basis

in a closed subspace of Hy; denoted by H and called ITPS (incomplete tensor product

space). Let Py be the orthogonal projector in Hy onto Hp. For two arbitrary product vectors

® U € Hy the projectors Py and Py are either orthogonal or equal. For any U, from (GI1.18)
we have

U.PyU* = Py, (5.1.20)

and the product vectors ¥ and U,V are weakly equivalent. If Pp¥ = U (hence Py® = ®),
then ® and ¥ are (strongly) equivalent. The set of all product vectors ® weakly equivalent to
a product vector W form a total set in a closed subspace of Hy with the orthogonal projector
Py. Clearly, Py is the sum of all such Py, which correspond to mutually strongly inequivalent
product vectors ®, all of them being weakly equivalent to ¥. The sum of all mutually strongly
inequivalent Py (we use an obvious licence in language) is the unit operator in Hjj. é

Let 2™ denotes the C*-subalgebra of the algebra of all bounded operators on Hy; (denoted
by L£(Hmn)), generated by the elements

{mj(A) € L(Hu) : A€ L(H), jell}, (5.1.21)

where £(H) is the algebra of all bounded operators on the Hilbert space H.
For any z € ' the following relations are valid, [227]:

[z, Py] = [z,U,] =0 for all U,, and for all Py, (5.1.22)

with U, from (EII8). If p is another orthogonal projector in £(Hy), and for some product-
vector V¥ it is pPy = p, then

if [z,p] =0forallz € A" = p = Py or p=0, (5.1.23)

i.e. irreducibility of the action of 2 in each Hjj. The weak closure of A" in £(Hy) consists
of all elements x € L(Hy) satisfying (51.22). The action of A" in Hj] is a representation of
this C*-algebra. Such representations (all irreducible and faithful) for two product vectors are
unitarily equivalent iff these vectors are weakly equivalent. The center of the weak closure of
2 in L(Hy) is generated by the projectors P¥. Denote this weak closure by B# and by 3%
its center: x € 3% C B7 iff [x,y] = 0 for all y € B,

li.e. all the vectors ®° for which b; # a; for finite number of indices j € II only

2We shall use sometimes projectors instead of the corresponding subspaces.
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5.1.5 Proposition. The mapping

o G—*Autqd", g oy, (5.1.24)

defined by (see (L1.13))

o,(z) == Un(g9)zUn(g™"), Yo € A", g € G, (5.1.25)

is a group homomorphism of G into the group *- Aut A of *-automorphisms of the C*-algebra
AL For any normalized vector U € Hyy define the vector state w¥ on AT by

W' rew(z) = (T, 20). (5.1.26)

The functions

g w?(0,()) (5.1.27)

for any v € AN and any ¥ € Hy are continuous functions from G to C.

Proof. The mapping A — U(g)AU(g™!) is a *-automorphism of L£(H), A € L(H). Since
A" is generated by elements z := m;(A) (j € I, A € L(H)) defined in (ELTI2) (ie. AT
is the norm-closure of finite linear combinations of finite products of such elements), the first
statement follows from the definition (5.1.13) of Up. The functions (5.1.27) are continuous for all
x = 7;(A) and for all product states w? (i.e. states corresponding via (5.1.26]) to product vectors
U of the form (5.I.11))). The set of product vectors is total in Hy and any *-automorphism of
a C*-algebra is norm-continuous. These facts imply by standard considerations validity of the
last statement. 0

5.1.6 Note. Due to weak discontinuity of Uy, the second statement of [.1.3 is not valid if
AL would be replaced by its weak closure B% in L(Hy). This can be seen by setting VU := d¢
from (51.19) with a; := 0 (for all j € 11) and with a choice ©° € H such that it is not
an eigenvector of the generator X¢ of U(G) for some & € g. Then, setting x := Py € B#

in (51.28), the function

t = WY (Oexprue) (PY)) (5.1.28)

s discontinuous at t = 0 : Fort = 0 its value equals to 1, but for arbitrarily small nonzero
values of t € R the values of (21.28) are found to be zero.

5.1.7. To simplify notations, we shall set II := Z, \ {0} for the rest of the present section. For
a densely defined linear operator A on H with domain D(A), let

D"(A) = R u;D(A) (5.1.29)
jell
be the linear subset of H; consisting of finite linear combinations of product vectors @, (5.1.11]),
with ¢; € u;D(A) (j € II). DY(A) is not, in general, dense in Hy;. Let
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= %Zﬂj(/x), (N e1I), (5.1.30)

be (densely defined) operators on Hyy, a common domain of which contains D"(A). Let Dy (A)
be the set of vectors ¥ € Hy such, that

AnV = norm — lim AU (5.1.31)
N—o00

exists in Hy. The set Dyj(A) is a nonzero linear subset of Hy: for ¢ € D(A) and ¢; == u;p (j €
IT), the product vector ® from (G.I.IT]) belongs to Dy(A). Let {¢™ : n € Z,} C D(A) be an
orthonormal basis in H and, for some a € ZI, let ®* defined according to (G.I1.I9) belongs
to Di(A). Then, for b € ZI differing from a in at most finite number of components, it is
®° € Dp(A). With ¥ := & such vectors ®° form an orthonormal basis in H;', hence Py Dr(A)
is dense in Hj;, and (B.I31) give a densely defined operator on Hpy. For any product vector
U € Dp(A), let us define a densely defined operator on H:

The second equality is a consequence of the obvious commutativity of Ay with Py for any
product vector ¥ € Dy(A). The restriction of Ay to the subspace ¥ (which clearly is a linear,
not densely defined operator on Hy) will be denoted by A, or simply AY (¥ € Dy(A)). Now
it is easy to prove

5.1.8 Lemma. For a densely defined operator A on H, let ¥ € Dy(A) be a product vector in
Hi. Then AY = APy for some X\ € C, on Dy(A).

Proof. Since ¥ € Dy(A) is a product vector, it is also ¥ € D(A). We shall assume that ¥ is
normalized. Then it can be written in the form

U =) ;. with uj'p; € D(A) for j =1,2,..., (5.1.33)
j=1
where each ¢; (j € II) is normalized in H; : ||p;]|? = (¢;, p;) = 1. Let ¥y, € DU(A) (k= 1,2)
be such product vectors in H;j which differ from (5.1.33) at most in the first n factors ¢;. Such
vectors Wy, with n € II, form a total set in Hy. We have

\\ _ : 1 - Y _
(01, AMy) = lim (Z(\yl,ﬁj(m%w > (xyl,w,.(A)%)) =

j:l j=n+1

= lim — Z (5, ujAuy L) (U, Uy) =

1= .
= A}EEONZ(‘I’aWJ(A)‘I’)(‘I’l,‘I’z) (U, AP0 (W1, Us). (5.1.34)

i=1
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By linearity, the obtained relation extends to all U), € Py Dp(A). On that domain, we obtain

AY = Tr(PyAY)Py = Tr(PyAn) Py, (5.1.35)

where P is the projector onto the one-dimensional subspace of H{ spanned by the vector
v, O

Note: Since A is bounded on Hy (if ¥ € Dp(A) is a product-vector), we shall extend this
operator to the whole H; by continuity and we shall denote this extension by the same symbol,
hence: AY € L(Hp).

5.1.9 Proposition. Let ¥ € Dy(g) be an arbitrary vector from

Dn(g) := () Du(Xe), (5.1.36)

é€y

in the notation of [0.1.3 and [5.1.7. Then Un(g)¥ € Dn(g), for all g € G. In particular, with
gV :=Un(g9)¥, we have for product-vectors ¥ € Dr(g):

Xg‘l’ — TT(P;\I/XQ_[)PQ\I/ = TT(P\IO/XAd(gfl)EH)Pg'\I/' (5137)

Proof. According to Lemma BT, U(g)XcU(g7') = Xaag)e for any § € g. Then, according to
B.1.3, we have also

Un(g~")7m(Xe)Un(g) = 7 (X aagg-1)e)- (5.1.38)

For W € Dp(g) there exist XE‘I’ for all £ € g. Because of continuity of unitary operators
Un(g) for any fixed g € G, there exist also the limits

lim UH(g)XAd(gfl)gN\I/ = Un(g)ng(gfug\If (5139)

N—oo

for all £ € g. Rewriting the expression on the left hand side of (5.1.39) we get

N
1
UH(g)XAd(gfl)gN\I] = N Z UH(g)Wj(XAd(g—l)g)\I/ = XgNUH(g)\If. (5140)

J=1

This shows that the limit of the right hand side of (B.I40]) for large N exists for any £ € g,
what proves the first assertion. The proof of the second assertion is a corollary of the proof of
the first one for the case of a product vector ¥ € Dy(g), obtained from (5.1.35). O

5.1.10. For a product vector ¥ € Dy(g), let w¥ be the corresponding state on A" defined
in (B.1.26). We shall denote the obvious extension of this state to the unbounded observables
Xen (N €1I) by the same symbol. Then we have

lim w¥(Xen) = Tr(PyXen) = w” (Xen). (5.1.41)

N—oo
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We see that the value of expressions in (5.1.41]) can be interpreted as the value of the intensive
(unbounded) observable Xy in the state w?. Define the linear functional Fy € g* by
Fy: &= Fy(§) :=Tr(PyXen), for product vectors ¥ € Dy (g). (5.1.42)
According to (5.I37), the action g - Fy := F,.y of G coincides with the Ad*(G)-action:

(9 Fo)(€) = Fyu(§) = Fo(Ad(g7)§) = (Ad"(9)Fu)(§)- (5.1.43)

According to [B.1.9] the set of product vectors in Dr(g) is Un(G)-invariant, hence any point
of the orbit G - Fy has the form (5.1.42).

Define the group homomorphism ¢* of GG into the group of affine transformations of the
state-space S(AM) :

o G—og, g o,, where (0;w)(z) == w(og-1(7)) (5.1.44)

forall g € G, we S(A") and z € A" with o, defined in (I2H). Let ¥ € Dy(g) be a product

vector and

Oy = {ojw’ : g€ G} C S(AM) (5.1.45)
be the orbit through w¥ of the action ¢. For w € Oy let

F,eg: Fu(€) = w(Xe). (5.1.46)

Let us write also g - w := ojw. Clearly g-w” := w9"¥. According to (5.I143), the mapping
F from the state space into the dual g* of the Lie algebra:

F: Oy —g¢, w— Fw):=F, (5.1.47)
maps the orbit Oy onto an orbit of Ad*(G). Let
[w] := F~(F,), for w € Oy, be equivalence classes in Oy.

The corresponding factor space My is mapped by F' (which is constant on classes [w]) bijectively
onto the orbit G - Fyy. The last orbit is endowed by the Kirillov-Kostant symplectic structure.
The functions fe on My:

[w] — fg(w) = M(Xgn), w € Oy, £ eg, (5148)

are the Hamiltonian functions generating the flows
(t; [w]) = [exp(tE) - w]. (5.1.49)

Corresponding Poisson brackets are:

{f§>f77}([w]) = _FW([gan])> 5,77 €9, (5150)
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compare e.g. (B.2.2)). Here it is assumed that My is endowed by the manifold structure of the
Ad*(G)-orbit F(My). We have obtained here classical phase spaces from equivalence classes
of states in S(AM) determined by the group action ¢f,. Although the construction is formally
parallel to that in the case of finite systems, there are certain physically significant differences
in the interpretation, as mentioned in

5.1.11. Let P be the orthogonal projector in £L(H), onto the subspace of Hy spanned by all
product vectors U € Dy(g). The operator Py is equal to the sum of all mutually orthogonal
projectors Py corresponding to the product vectors ¥ € Dr(g), as is seen from (5.1.35) and
obvious commutativity of any Ay with all the U,, (51.18)). Hence

Pg € 3% := the center of B%# := (A!)” := the weak operator closure of A" in L(H).,

(commas denote here the double commutant). The mapping

p: AT = PB*, x4 P, (5.1.51)

is a *-representation of the C*-algebra A in the Hilbert space PgHir.

The representation p can be uniquely extended to a W*-representation of the WW*-algebra
(i.e. abstract von Neumann algebra) (A!)** := the double dual of 2, see [274, 1.21.13]. (The
unique extensions of mappings from a C*-algebra to mappings from its double dual will be
usually denoted by the same symbols used for the original mappings.) The image of (AT)**
under p is PoB%. Let

sg € 3 := the center of (A!)**

be the support of p, i.e. (I —sg)(A)* is the kernel of p (I is here the identity of (A1)**). The
restriction pg to sg(AM)** of p is an isomorphism of W*-algebras (which is o - o continuous, see
274, 1.21.13+4.1.23]). Let S, C S(A) consists of such states w, the central supports
Sw € 3 of which are contained in sg, i.e. s,s¢ = s, (the central support of a state is
defined as the central support, equiv. central cover - cf. [235, 3.8.1],[306],[274, 1.14.2], of the
extension to (A")** of the corresponding cyclic representation of ). The set S, will play an
important role in the following.

The automorphisms o, (¢ € G), (5.1.25]), have unique extensions to automorphisms of the
W*-algebra (2A")**) which are o - ¢ and also norm - norm continuous, [274, 1.21.13]. The o,

can be understood also as an (uniquely defined) automorphism of the von Neumann algebra
B7. Due to Proposition B.1.9 it is

04(Pg) = Pg for all g € G, (5.1.52)

hence also

04(8¢) =sa, g€G. (5.1.53)

Let us keep the notation Xy (£ € g) for the closures of the restrictions to PoHp of
operators denoted previously by the same symbols. According to (5.1.37), all the X,p's have
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in PoHp a common complete orthonormal set (a basis) of eigenvectors consisting of product
vectors U € Dp(G), with real eigenvalues. Hence, they form a set of mutually commuting
selfadjoint operators on PgHy. Let EZ%(B) (B := any Borel subset of R) be projectors forming

their spectral measures EZ% All these projectors belong to P;3%, since any Xep (€ € g) is a
constant on each Py < Fg. Define

Een(B) := pg* [E?E(B)] € sq3 forall £ € g and Borel B C R. (5.1.54)
Any Eeq (€ € g) is a resolution of identity in the WW*-algebra si3. Let us define also

Ein(B) = FEe(B), if B does not contain the zero 0 € R, (5.1.55)
= EgH(B) + 1 —5sq, if 0 € B.

Here I is the identity of 3. Then Ef;; (£ € g) is a resolution of identity in 3.

5.1.12 Definition. Let Mq be the W*-subalgebra of 3 generated by projectors Eep(B) (€ €
g, B - Borel in R) and by 1. Mg is called the algebra of G-macroscopic observables
of the system (A o), or simply the (G-)macroscopic algebra. Let Mg := s¢Me be the
W*-subalgebra of Me generated by projectors Eer(B) and called the algebra of G-definiteness
of (AN, 0¢), or sometimes also the (G-)macroscopic algebra, if there will be no confusion pos-
sible.

5.1.13 Lemma. Let §; (j = [,2,...n = dimG) form a basis in g. For A € R" let F' :=
> A Fj € g expressed in the corresponding dual basis {F;} C g*. Let

Eg(F) = E&H()\l)E&H()\Q) o Efnl'l()\n) € Ng. (5156)

The projectors E4(F) (F € g*) do not depend on a specific choice of the basis in g and they
are all minimal projectors in Neg. Here Een(XN) := Een({A}), and Ey(F) = Eg({F'}).

Proof. The restriction of the mapping pg to Mg is a W*—isomorphism of N into Pg3% C B7.
Let ¥ € pg(Ey(F))Hn. From linearity of the mapping & — Xenr for € = 7;€;, we have

Xen¥ =) mXen¥ =Y m\¥=F()U. (5.1.57)
J J
The second equality is due to the definition of Egr(\;) as the projector corresponding to the
eigenvalue \; € R of X¢p (we write \; in the place of the one-point set {\;} for simplicity). The
last equality in (5.1.57) is due to definition of the dual basis and shows the stated independence
of E4(F') on the choice of a basis.
Let

E#(F) = po(By(F)).

g

Any projector Ef(B) is a sum (uncountable - in general, see also [274, 1.13.4]) of projectors
E¥(F) (F(&) € B). The algebra pg(Ng) is the double commutant of the set
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{Ef(F) : Feg'}, (5.1.58)

according to the bicommutant theorem by von Neumann taken in the algebra L(PgHy) of
bounded operators on PgHyr. All the projectors EF (F) in ([.L58) are mutually orthogonal.
The commutant of (5.1.58]) contains all the orthogonal projectors p < Ejﬁ(F ). But any nonzero
orthogonal projector ¢ < EF(F) (strict inequality!) cannot commute with all such p’s. Hence
E¥(F) is minimal in pe(N¢) and Eg(F) is minimal in N for any F' € g*. Since Een(R) = s¢
(= the identity of M) is a sum of Ey(F)’s and N¢ is commutative, the set of all the Ey(F)’s
exhausts the set of all the minimal projectors in M. O

5.1.14. Any state w € S(AT) on the algebra of bounded observables of our system has unique
extension to a normal state on the algebra (2")** and its restriction to Mg is a normal state
w e S(M¢). Any normal state on M can be obtained in this way, [274, 1.24.5]. Let M be
the spectrum space of M, i.e. the compact set of all pure states on My endowed with the
induced topology from the w*-topology of its dual 9. Then M is isomorphic (denoted by
~) to the C*-algebra C'(M) of all complex valued continuous functions on M (by a Gel'fand-
Najmark theorem, cf. [223, 16.2 Thm.1],[53, Thm.2.1.11A]): = (€ Mg) < & (¢ C(M)).
An element z € Mg is an orthogonal projector iff the corresponding element & € C'(M) is
characteristic function of some Borel subset B of M, i.e.

z(m) = xp(m) for all m € M.

A pure state m € M is normal, iff the characteristic function ) of the one-point set {m} is
continuous, Xy € C(M). This means, that normal pure states on Mg are just the isolated
points of M. The corresponding projectors x(m} are minimal projectors in Mg ~ C(M). The
spectrum space M is Hausdorff and the family of clopen (i.e. closed and open) sets forms a
basis of the topology of M, cf. [274]. Hence, any minimal projector in C'(M) is of the form
X{m}-

{ Any state w € S(M) is represented by a probability Baire (i.e. regular Borel) measure
on M and any such measure i, represents a state on Mg : w(x) = py (&), where x in the left
hand side is an element of the abstract algebra g and Z in the right hand side denotes the
corresponding function z € C'(M). Any pure state m € M corresponds to the Dirac measure
Om-

5.1.15. The algebra M (and also N¢) is og—invariant:

o,x € Ng for all g € G and any = € Ng. (5.1.59)
This is a consequence of the relation (compare the proof of [5.1.9)])

Un(9)XenUn(9™") = Xaagen, (g€ G, € €g), (5.1.60)

what implies

04lEy(B)] = Eaqgen(B) (g € G and Borel B C R), (5.1.61)
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due to uniqueness of spectral measures of selfadjoint operators and also due to continuity
properties of the used mappings. From (5.I1.61]), we obtain immediately (by calculation of the
eigenvalues of Xpp):

0, [Ey(F)] = Ey(Ad'(g)F), (g€ G, Feg). (5.1.62)

This specifies, according to6.1.13]and [5.1.14] the action of GG on the set of all normal pure states
on NMg. The remaining normal pure state on 9y corresponds to the og-invariant minimal
projector I — si. Hence, og acts on M as a group of W*—automorphisms and o, acts on
M (resp. on S(M)) as a group of homeomorphisms (resp. a group of continuous affine
transformations). As a consequence, the orbits

O, :={ojw: ge G} cSEA) (5.1.63)

are canonically mapped onto orbits of o, in & (Qﬁgé consisting of normal states on M. By this

mapping orbits consisting of vector states w¥ are [§ mapped onto orbits in M. The functions

o G—= M, g—o,.(g9):=0,m, (meM) (5.1.64)

are not continuous in the given topology on M, [(E.1.141 The orbits of ¢}, consisting of normal
pure states on M are, due to (5.1.62), bijective images of (some) orbits of Ad*(G) in G*. It is
also clear that the normal pure states on 9l form a G-invariant subset M, of all states

S(Ms) on My:
oM. =M, ie.me M, = o,m e M, forall g € G (o;m=m). (5.1.65)
5.1.16 Proposition. Let p = p* = p? € Mg be any projector and

pg i ={Feg: 0#E(F)<p} (5.1.66)
Let J C g* be a finite set and let by p; be denoted

pyi= ZEQ(F)’ for any finite J C g*. (5.1.67)

FeJ

Denote further for any subset K C g*:

c¢(K):=lub{p;: JC K, J finite}. (5.1.68)
Assume psg = p.

Then the following assertions are fulfilled:

(i) p = c(pg*), and (ii) M = M, := the closure of M.,.

3Where ¥ € Hyy such that there is an F € g* satisfying: Ef(F)\IJ =0,




5.1. MULTIPLE SYSTEMS 85

Proof. The projector s¢ is constructed in such a way that pg(sq) = Pg and Pg = E?E(R) for
any £ € g. Since pg is an isomorphism of Mg = s¢M¢ into 37, BT it is s¢ = ¢(sqg*). Hence,
for any projector ¢ = gsg in My, there is a nonzero minimal projector E4(Fy,) = E4(F,)q, if
q is nonzero. Let ¢ := p — ¢(pg*) (> 0, according to the definition (5.1.68)) and assume that
q#0. Let 0 # Ey(F,) = qE4(F,). But Ey(F,) < p, hence Ey(F,))c(pg*) = E4(F,). This ia a
contradiction, since ¢ is orthogonal to ¢(pg*). Hence ¢ = 0, what proves (i).

Any projector in Mg is represented in C'(M) by the characteristic function of a clopen
set, and conversely, the characteristic function of a clopen set in M represents by Gel’fand
isomorphism a projector in M, [EIT4. The minimal projector Ey(F') corresponds to the one-
point clopen set {mpg} containing mp € M,. The union of all {mp} (F' € g*) is an open subset
the closure of which is clopen, since M is a Stonean space, see L. 1.14] and [274]. According
to (i), it is the support of characteristic function corresponding to sg = ¢(sqg*) = ¢(g*). The
projector s is the unit element in g and the projector I — sg is minimal. This shows that
the sum of the characteristic functions corresponding to sg and I — sg is the characteristic
function of the whole M, i.e. M is the union of a one-point set {m,} corresponding to I — sg
and of the closure of

N, =M N\{m.} ={mr: F € g}, (5.1.69)
where we set {mp} := 0 := the empty set, if E;(F) = 0. This is (ii). O
Notation: Let us introduce, for following usage, some further concepts. Let

pe s B = pg(B) = w(Een(B)), for any w € S(M¢) and Borel B C R, (5.1.70)

be a finitely additive Borel measure on R. For mutually dual bases {§; : j =1,2,...n} in g
and {Fj: j=1,2,...n} in g* define g on g* by:

/J,;)(B) = w(E&H(Bl)E&H(Bg) C. Ean(Bn)) for B := {F c g* : F(fj) c BJ} (5171)

If € € L' (12, g%) with € € (g°)* = g, then

o(Xem) 1= 14506 = [ Mz (5.0.72)

5.1.17 Lemma. The image by the natural map defined in[5.1.14 of any factor state w € S(2AM)
into S(M¢) is an equally denoted pure state w € M, (:= the set of all normal pure states on
Me).

Proof. The canonical cyclic representation {m,, H,, .} of AL (here ¢,, is the cyclic vector in
the Hilbert space H,, for the representation 7, such, that

w(@) = (w, Tu()Pw) (5.1.73)

for all z € 2Ay;) corresponding to a factor state w € S(™AM) has trivial center. Hence, any
projector in the center of the commutant 7, (")’ is trivial. The canonical extension to (AM)**
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(i.e. unique W*—continuous) of ., maps the bidual (A)** onto the double commutant 7, (A™")”
by which Mg C 3 is mapped into the center 7,,(3) of this bicommutant. Since m,(3) C m,, (A1),
any projector in m,(Mg) is trivial. The corresponding w € S(M¢) is expressed by (BI.73)
for © € M. This w is normal: w € S,(M¢), hence there exists a unique projector s, in (the
center of) Mg such, that

w(z) = w(zs,), forall {z € Mg :w(z*z) =0} = o =a(l —s,). (5.1.74)

Hence for any nonzero projector s < s, one has w(s) # 0 and m,(s) = I, := the identity of
L(H,). From this follows w(s, —s) = 0 and s, —s = (s, — s)(I — s,) = 0, so that s, is a
minimal projector in 9. This proves that w € M,. O

5.1.18. For any state w € S;, the measures pf (§ € g) are probability (c-additive) regular
Borel measures on R, due to normality of w € §(9M¢), (GLT0). Define the subset S¢ C S(AM):

Sg ={w e S;: w(Xen) is finite for all £ € g}, (5.1.75)

where w(Xer) is defined in (EI72). Due to (5.LET), the set S¢ is of—invariant. For any
fe LNR, pg) define

F(Xen)) / FO) w(Een(d). (5.1.76)

Any state w € S; which is mapped into M, e.g. any pure state w € Sy, belongs to Sg and,
moreover,

w(Xg) = [w(Xem)]? for all € € g. (5.1.77)
Denote F,(¢) := w(Xen) for w € SY. The mapping

F: Sl =g, w— Fw):=F,; F,)=wXm), £€g, (5.1.78)

maps orbits of o, in S¢ onto orbits of Ad*(G) in g*. Let w € S and O, = oiw be the
corresponding orbit. If (5.I.77) is valid for w then it is valid for all the states in O, as it
is seen from (G.L6T). We shall call orbits O,, C S¢ satisfying (5.I1.77) the G-macroscopically
pure orbits, and similarly for single states; simply, we shall use also (G-)pure orbits (resp.
G-pure states). The

set of all G-pure states will be denoted by & (C S¢).

The state w € & need not be a (pure) state in ES(AM) or in £S,. But the following assertion
is valid:

5.1.19 Proposition. Forw € Sg and its canonical image w € S(M¢) the following statements
are equivalent:

(i) we&; (i) we M,.
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Proof. The implication (ii) = (i) is clear. Let w € &; and let p, be the Baire measure on
M corresponding to w € S.(Mg). We shall prove that p, is concentrated on a one point set
{w} € M.. Let B, CR, n € Z,, be an increasing absorbing sequence of Borel sets, i.e. for any
bounded Borel B C R there is some ng € Z, that for alln > ngitis B C B, and B, C B, 11
forn € Z,. If f: R — C is any Borel function which is uniformly bounded on each bounded
Borel subset B of R, then

Een(B)f(Xen) = / S Ear(dN) = f(Een(B)Xen) (5.1.79)

is a well defined element of Mg, [274, 1.11.3]. Since wis normal, we can write for such ‘locally
finite’ functions f € L'(R, pg) -

(F(Xer)) = lim w(Ben(B.)f(Xe), (5.1.80)
w(Een(B)f(Xew)) = / m( Ben(B) f (Xem) o (dm), (5.1.81)
m(Een(B) f(Xen)) = m(Een(B))m (Esn(B)f(Xgn))§ (5.1.82)

n (B.I82) we have used the character-property of m € M := ES(Mq).

For n € Z., the function x¢, : m +— m(Ee(B,)) is continuous characteristic function
of a clopen set Mg, C M. From the monotonicity property of spectral measures, we have
Memg1) D Mgy, The union

U Men = M. (5.1.83)

neEly

is open, hence measurable together with all the Mg,,. We see from (5.1.80), (5.1.81]) and (5.1.82)
that (i, is concentrated on Me:

po(Me) = p,(M) =1, VEeg; (5.1.84)

it suffices to set for f a (nonzero) constant function. But

Mg = (Y M¢ = ﬂ Me, D M\ {mo} = N, (5.1.85)

§€g Jj=1

where {&;: j=1,2,...n} is a basis of g, 5.1.13] and p,, is concentrated on states in My,

po(My) = py(M) =1, for any w € S,(Mg). (5.1.86)
Let

Fg : Mf — ]R, m = Fg(m) = Fm(f) = llranm(Egn(Bn)an), (5187)
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what is a bounded continuous function on each Myg,, and due to monotonicity it is continuous
on the whole M¢. For f in (5.1.80) we have:

m(Een(Bn)f(Xen)) = f(Fn(§)) for m € My, (5.1.88)

if for A = F,,(§) the value f()) is defined. From (B.I8I]), one sees that the functions m
Xen(m) f(Fn(§)) are in L' (M, ). By an application of the Beppo-Levi theorem to their ab-
solute values, we obtain:

The functions Fy f € L'(M, p,,); here it is

Fifi=foFe: Mec—R, ms f(Fe(m)) = f(Ful€)). (5.1.89)

We have used here (5.180) and (5.I.8I)). After a subsequent application of the Lebesgue
dominated convergence theorem we arrive at:

w(f (Xem)) = o FES) = /M F(Fn(©)) (). (5.1.90)

The relation (5.1.77)) is valid due to (i). This means that the functions fi(A) := A, fo(A) :=
A%, (A € R), are both in L'(R, yig) for all £ € g and for f := f; (j = 1,2) (EI.90) is valid.
Hence F; € L*(M, p,) for all £ € g and, due to (5.1.77), we have

(Fg,Fs) = (Fs, 1)(1, Fg), for all Eeg. (5191)

The brackets denote here here the scalar product in L?*(M, pu,) and 1 € L?(M, p,,) is the
function identically equal to one: 1(m) := 1 for all m € M. Applying the Schwarz inequality

to (B.1.91]), we obtain:

Fe =const. = (1,F;)1 = F,(§)1, pe-a.e. forall £ € g. (5.1.92)

This means that the function

Fy: Mg—=g", m— F,, (5.1.93)

is constant ;,,-almost everywhere, too. The restriction of F to the set of normal states
N. separates points in N, according to and (B.I87). Hence the set F,'(F,) C M,
contains at most one m € A,. Due to continuity of Fy, the set F; '(F,,) is closed in My = M
(:= the interior of M), what implies measurability of F; '(F,). Due to (5.1.92):

po(Fy Y (F)) = pw(M) = 1. (5.1.94)

It is known, see e.g. [274], that for any w € S,(M) there is a unique projector s, € Mg
such that w(z) = w(zs,) for all x € Mg and w(z*z) = 0 implies zs,, = 0. The characteristic
function in C'(M) corresponding to s, is supported by the clopen set supp p, C M. Since it is
nonempty, it contains some m € M, \ {m.} = N, and all these m’s are contained in F;'(F,,)
due to (5.1.85). Hence the clopen set supp i, contains exactly one point of M, which means,
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according to Proposition 5.1.16] that supp p, is a one point subset of M, and s, = E,(F,).
This proves the implication (i) = (ii). O

5.1.20 Corollary. o5&, = &y, i.e. & is o -invariant (:= 'G-invariant’).

Proof. According to (5.L62) and Lemma [B.T.T3] the set N, is G-invariant. The action of G (via
of) commutes with the mapping w (€ S(AM)) — w (€ S.(M¢)). Then the result is immediate
after an application of 5.1.19 O

5.1.21 Proposition. For any w € S.(Mg), the corresponding probability Radon measure i,
on M is supported by M,:
po (M) = (M) = 1. (5.1.95)

Proof. We can assume that sgs,, = s, for the support projector s, of w. We have, according
to BL1A (i), s, = ¢(s,g"). Due to normality of w, it is

1 =w(s,) =lub{w(ps): ps=Y  Ey(F), finite J C s,g"}. (5.1.96)

FeJ

Let mp € M, (F € g*, Ej(F) # 0) be defined by mp(E,(F)) = 1. For any subset K C g*,
the open set (which is clopen for finite K)

M(K) :={mp e M,: FeK}, mpisvoid if Ej(F) =0, (5.1.97)
is pu,—measurable. But w(py) = p,(M(J)), and p,, is regular. Hence,

1 =1lubpu,(M(J)): J C s,g* finite} < py,(M(s,8")) < po (M) <1, (5.1.98)
what proves (5.1.95). O

5.1.22 Lemma. Any uniformly bounded function on M, with values in C can be uniquely
extended to a continuous function on M, i.e. the spectrum space M of Mg is the Stone-Cech
compactification of the discrete space M, of normal pure states on M.

Proof. Since M, is discrete, C'(M,) consists of all bounded complex valued functions on M.,.
The Stone-Cech compactification of a normal topological space S is a compact Hausdorff space
S" and a homeomorphism 7 of S into &’ such, that 7(S) is dense in S’ and any f € C(S) can
be continued to some f € C(S’). It is clear, that the continuation f is uniquely determined by

f.
Let f € C(M.,), f > 0. For any ¢ € [0,/ f]]] (:= closed interval in R) define (cf. (5.1.68))
p,:=0 for ¢ & sp(f) and (let f(mo) =0):
po=c({Fn€g": f(m)=1, me M.}), v€sp(f), (5.1.99)
where sp(f) denotes the spectrum of f. For any finite subset J C sp(f) define
ry=Y tp € M. (5.1.100)

ved
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The finite subsets J of sp(f) are directed by inclusion and the net {x; : finite J C sp(f)} is
increasing. Any increasing net of selfadjoint elements of a W*-algebra 9 converges to its least
upper bound in M, [274, 1.7.4]. Let zy € M be the limit of {z,}. We claim that the function
feC(M), fim):=m(xs) coincides with f on M,.

Let m € M,. Then, due to normality of m,

f(m) =Lub.{m(z,): finite J C sp(f)} = Lu.b. {ZLm(pL) . finite J C sp(f)}. (5.1.101)

ved

But m € M., lies in support of the characteristic function m — m(p,) iff f(m) = ¢, compare
5116l Hence f(m) = f(m), what we intended to prove. O

5.1.23 Lemma. For a finitely additive probability measure p on g* (without any specification
of a X-algebra of measurable subsets in g* ) supported by sqg*, (L1.60), the following assertions
are equivalent:

(i) Fip = po, on Ny for some w € S,(Ng), i.e. = p, 0 Fyl.

(ii) 1 is supported by a countable subset of g*.

If these conditions are fulfilled, p is o-additive. Any p, (w € S.(Ng)) is of the form F;u
for some o-additive probability Borel measure p on g* with at most countable supporting set in
sqg.

Proof. N, is mapped bijectively by F, onto sqg* and p,, is supported by N, for all w € S,(Mg).
Hence (i) is fulfilled for p := p, o F;'. Complete additivity of p,, (what is a consequence of
normality of w) leads then to the expression

Hy = Z W(Ey(F)) Om, (6, := Dirac measure at m). (5.1.102)
meNx

Hence at most countable number of coefficients w(Ey(F,,)) # 0. This proves (i) = (ii) as well
as the last assertion of the Lemma. Let

p=>_ Abp, with \; >0, \; =1, Fj € seg". (5.1.103)

JELy J

Then Fjju := po Fy is a Baire measure on N, hence represents a (normal) state w on Ng.
The o-additivity is clear. O

5.1.24 Lemma. Let, forw € S(Ng), g be the additive function of Borel subsets of g* defined
in (5.1.71). Then pg has a unique extension to a finitely additive probability measure on the
set of all subsets of sqg*. Conversely, any finitely additive probability measure on sgg*is of the
form 1 for some w € S(Ng).

Proof. For any subset K C g* define, (5.1.68),

Ey(K) :=c(K):= Y  Ey(F). (5.1.104)

FeK
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Then E,(K) is a projector in Mg and we can define

g (K) == w(Ey(K)) for any K C g* and any w € S(MNg). (5.1.105)

It is easily to see that g in (B.IT0H) is the desired unique extension. For the proof of the
second assertion, choose any finitely additive probability measure p on sgg*, i defined on all
subsets K of sqg*. Define a positive linear functional on ¢, w,,, by its values on all projectors:

wa(EBy(K)) = u(K), (5.1.106)

compare (.1.16l The von Neumann algebra g is generated by the set of all its projectors
and (5.1.106) defines uniquely a state on Ng. O

5.1.25. Let us look what measures p;’ correspond to pure states w € M, which are not normal.
From the character property of pure states we have w(E (K1 N K3)) = w(E (K1) Ey(K2)) =
w(Ey(K1))w(Ey(K,)) what together with finite additivity gives:

K C g = p¢(K) €{0,1}. (5.1.107)

Remember that supp sy C sgg”. Any finitely additive measure p on sgg” satisfying (5.1.107)
corresponds to a pure state w, € M. It determines also an ultrafilter on sqg* consisting of all
subsets K for which it is u(K) = 1. This is clearly a bijection between the set of all ultrafilters
on sgg* and the set of pure states

58(‘ﬂg)=: N

Remember that to any m € M corresponds the Dirac measure ¢,, on M which is concen-
trated at a point m. For a nonnormal m the measure " is not concentrated at any point in

g".
5.1.26. Let us keep in mind that we have associated with any state w € S(A!T) a state (equally
denoted) w € S(M) which is the restriction to Mg of the unique w*-continuous extension
to (A1) of w € S(Ay). Such an w € S(M) is necessarily normal: w € S,(Mg), and the
corresponding measure [y = i, O Fg‘1 is purely atomic, 5.1.23] This reflects that fact that
the described procedure maps into S(M¢) only such states on (AM)** which are describable by
density matrices in L(PgHn).

Any state on Mg can be, on the other hand, extended to some states on (A™)** (not normal
- in general) and these determine their restrictions to 2! considered as a subalgebra of its
bidual. In this way, we can obtain also those states on P2 which are not expressible by
density matrices. Hence to general finitely additive probability measures on N, ’correspond’,
in some many-to-many way, arbitrary states on P2, We intend now to change our ascription
of states on Mg to arbitrary states on AT in such a way, that any state on P2 will be
mapped into S(N¢) (and not onto m, € M, as before).

5.1.27. Quasilocal structure of 2A": The algebra 2" has a natural quasilocal structure in
the sense of [LZ2 It is generated by local algebras 2L, := AN (N € II), (L4I), where, in the
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notations of B.I.3, AV is generated by 7;(y) (y € L(H), j = 1,2,...N) and is isomorphic to
L(Hy). Hy is here the N—fold tensor product of the Hilbert space H, (5.II0). Denote by
2;, the set of all finite linear combinations of finite products of arbitrary elements y € AV for
any finite N. The algebra 2, := Ugnite nAY is called the ’local algebra’ and its elements are
"local observables’. The norm closure of Ay, is AT = the algebra of quasilocal observables of our
system.

A locally normal state w € S(A'), i.e. a state the restriction of which to any local subalgebra
AN is normal (cf. [LZ3), can be calculated (with a use of natural isomorphisms) on all the
elements x € AV C AT with the help of density matrices p)y on Hy (N = 1,2,...) via the
usual formula

w(z)=Tr(pYz), x€ L(Hy), (5.1.108)

where we have identified 20V with £(Hy). Let Sy (A1) =: S, denotes the set of all locally
normal states on AL, The states expressible (globally) by a density matrix in the defining
representation of A in Hyy are locally normal. A is simple, [53} 2.6.20].

5.1.28 Example. We shall illustrate here the fact that a strongly continuous one parameter
group of unitaries exp(itP) acting on a Hilbert space H need not be continuous in certain other
representations of L£(H).

Let 2:= L(H) be the considered W*-algebra, H:= L*(R), and @ (resp. P) be the selfadjoint
operator on H defined on ¢ € C§(R) by (Qp)(A) := Ap(X) (resp. (Pp)(A) := —i (X)), A € R,
Let 9t be the maximal commutative W*-algebra in L£(H) generated by exp(it@), t € R. Let
X be the pure state on 91 determined by

Xa(exp(itQ)) := exp(itA), t € R. (5.1.109)
Let wy be an extension of y, onto the whole W*-algebra 2. We claim that the function

t — wy(exp(itP)), t € R, (5.1.110)

is discontinuous, hence the group 7, (exp(itP)) of unitaries in the cyclic representation my of
2 corresponding to the state wy, € S(2) is not strongly continuous. Since x, is pure, it is a
character on 9. Consequently for any projector ¢ € 9 it is

xalg) = (@), e xalg) €{0,1}, ¢* =¢> =qeM. (5.1.111)

We obtain from the Schwarz inequality, for any x € 2,

wr(7) = walqr) = wx(zq), for all {g=q¢* =¢*: g €M, xx(q) = 1}. (5.1.112)

Any element z € 91 can be expressed as a norm limit of finite linear combinations of
projectors ¢ € M. Since the product z — xz is norm-continuous and the state w, is also
continuous in the norm of A, we obtain from (G.TIT2):

wi(zz — zz) =wyr([z,2]) =0, Vo e, and Vz € M. (5.1.113)
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Due to CCR we have
[exp (it P), exp(itQ)] = ("™ — 1) exp(iTQ) exp(it P), (5.1.114)
and after the substitution to (.IIT3):
0 = (" — 1) wx(exp(iTQ) exp(it P)). (5.1.115)
The relation (5.1.115) is valid for all real ¢ and 7. From an application of (B.I.113)) to
wy (exp(—i7Q)lexp (it P), exp(iTQ)]) = wx (exp(—iTQ) exp(it P) exp(iTQ)) — wa(exp(itP))
we obtain the invariance of wy with respect to the group o* of affine isometries of S(21),
oiw(z) := w(exp(—iTQ)rexp(iTQ)), T €R, x € . (5.1.116)
This leads, together with the formula (£1.9), to
wy(exp(itP)) = e wy(exp(itP)) for allt,7 € R, (5.1.117)

what implies the discontinuity of (E.I.TI0).
The obtained formulas show also uniqueness of the extension wy of x, to the CCR-subalgebra

of A defined as the norm closed algebra generated by exp(iT@) and exp(itP) (t,7 € R).

5.1.29. We shall now change the definition (.1.12] of the macroscopic algebra of the system
(A, ) in such a way that a larger subset of states from S(2A) will be mapped onto probability
measures on g* than it was before, according to the ascription from B.I.14l In the notations

from and B.1.4] let

1
Xey == m(Xe), N=12,..., €y (5.1.118)

Then the elements exp(itX¢n) € AY (¢ € R) are represented in the defining representation
of A" in Hy by strongly continuous groups converging with N — oo in the strong operator

topology on the G—invariant subspace PgHyp of Hy to strongly continuous central subgroups
of P, G%#,

S- li]{[nexp(ithN)PG = eXp(Z'thn)P(;, (51119)

see 0. 1.7, 5. 1.8 and (.I.11l The algebra 9t of macroscopic observables was built from spectral
projectors Egj of X¢rr's mapped into the center 3 of the bidual (A)**. We want to generalize
this construction. We shall identify the bidual (A")** with the weak closure of the universal
representation of AT (cf. [274, Def.1.16.5],[235, 3.7.6]). Let p; be the lL.ub. of all such
projectors p € 3, for which the limits in o((2™)**, (2(")*)-topology:

exp(itXen)pg = o- lij{fn exp(itXen)pa, VE € g, (5.1.120)
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exist (with pg < p). The symbol X, denotes here a selfadjoint operator acting on the subspace
paH. of the space H, — the space of universal representation of A". Here it is assumed, of
course, that the groups t — exp(itX¢n)pe are strongly continuous for all N € II. It is clear
from the definitions of X¢n and o¢, B.L0 that

oc(pe) = pa- (5.1.121)

The convergence in (5.1.120) means the convergence X¢n — X of selfadjoint operators
on pgH, in the strong-resolvent sense, [262]. From

lexp(it Xen), y] = <exp <% Z?U(Xg)) Yy exp (‘% ZM(&)) - y) e Xev - (5.1.122)

=1

which is valid for all y € 2% (K € 1) and € € g, t € R, as well as from the assumed continuity
of pg exp(itX¢n) we conclude that the limit pg exp(it Xerr) € (2A1)** belongs to the center 3 of
(11)**. Let now the II-macroscopic algebra of G-definiteness of (2, o) be defined as
the von Neumann subalgebra 91 of the center 3 generated by all the spectral projectors
Een(B) (Borel B C R and ¢ € g) of operators Xy in peH, (we hope that no confusion arises
from the keeping an old notation for new objects!). The algebra OM{. is obtained from
by adjoining to it the identity [ of 3; it will be called the IIG-macroscopic algebra of
(1, o). The relation between MY and the previously introduced M , BIIZ, is clear without
any proof:

5.1.30 Lemma. g = SG‘RE = sGimg = s¢Mg, where the projector sq € 3 was introduced

in[2 1117

5.1.31. We shall use concepts and notations connected with the usage of MY in analogy to
those connected with 9, as they were introduced above. Let e.g., B C g* be a Borel set (with
respect to the usual topology of a finite dimensional vector space), and &; (j = 1,2,...n) form
a basis of g. Let

EB:={AeR: A=F(), F € B} (5.1.123)
be the projection of B onto the j-th coordinate axis of the dual frame. If B has the form

B={Feg:F(&) eB, Vie{l,2, . .n:=dimG}}, (5.1.124)

then we set

E}(B) := Ee,u(&1B)Egun(&2B) . . . Ee,u(6.B). (5.1.125)

The W*-algebra M, is generated by the projectors E}'(B) from (5.1125) & (51124, and
by the unit I € 3.

The algebra MY, contrary to My, cannot be built from projectors (5.1.127) cor-
responding to one point sets B := {F'} (F € g*) only. This can be seen as follows: Choose a
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probability Borel measure p on sgg*, in the old notation from [5.1.16] such that any point (Dirac)
measure is singular with respect to it: u({F}) = 0 for all F' € g*. Choose a product vector
U(F) € EF(F)PgHu, one and only one for each such F' € g*, for which E}(F) # 0. Denote

by wf = w¥¥) the corresponding state on A", Assume, that all the functions

F s wf(x), v e A" (5.1.126)

are yu—measurable. This last assumption is trivially fulfilled, if p is concentrated on an Ad*(G)
orbit G- F C g* and w9 := ofw”. Define then the state w, € S(A") by

wy(z) = / W (z) p(dF). (5.1.127)
-

In this way, we can construct states w, the central supports s, € 3 of which are
contained in pg, s,pc = s, but 5,56 = 0, as well as s, B (F) = 0 for all F' € g*, in Mg,

The last considerations show to us that 9 and MY are different from one another. The
W*-subalgebra of M generated by all E}'(F) := EJ({F}) (F € g*) is naturally isomorphic
to M. Hence MG is larger than Mg which can be injected into MG via the last mentioned
isomorphism.

5.1.32. Let us now introduce the mapping p,;:

pa: SN — S.(ME), w > puw, (5.1.128)

where p);w is the restriction to 9 of the canonical extension of the state w € S(AM) to the
normal state on (AT)**. Any state w € S(A") (resp. w € S(MY)) can be uniquely decomposed
as

w = w(pe) pew + w(I = pg) w, (5.1.129)

where the symbols pew(z) and w,(z) are given by

1 1
w(z) = ——w(x , Wolx) = ——w(x(l — .
Pc ( ) W(pG) ( pG) ( ) w([ _pG> ( ( pG))
Hence for w(I — pg) # 0 it is
PuWe =M, := the pure state in S(9MY) supported by the minimal projector I — pg € M.

Let
S i={wes@") : wps) =1} (5.1.130)

In other words: S' = peS(A"). For w € S one has pyw € S,(Ng). Conversely, each state
in S,(MG) is of the form pyw for some states w € Sy

5.1.33 Lemma. The projector-valued additive function of intervals in g* introduced in (5.1.123)
can be extended to a unique projector-valued measure EE: B ES(B) defined on all Borel
sets B in g*.
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Proof. The mapping

w: g— L(pcH), &= w(&) = exp(iXen)pa, (5.1.131)

see (B.I.120), is strongly continuous unitary representation of the abelian group g (group mul-
tiplication is here the vector addition) in the subspace pgH, of the Hilbert space H, of the
universal representation of A", This can be seen with a help of linearity of the mapping

f — an, € cg, (51132)

According to the SNAG-theorem ([266, Chap. X],[262, Thm.VIII.12],[120, Chap. IV]),
there is unique projection measure EE on the dual group g of g representing this unitary
representation in the standard fashion. The linear space g* can be identified with the group g
of characters by the bijection associating with any F' € g* the character £ — exp(iF'(£)) on g.
It is clear that the restriction of Eg on intervals in g* coincides with (5I.125). O

5.1.34 Lemma. All the nonzero projectors of the form E}(F) := E,({F}), F € g*, are
minimal projectors in NP and all minimal projectors in NG, are of this form.

Proof. Let ¢ € ML be a minimal projector. Since ¢ € 3, there is a state w € S(AM), the
central projector of which is s, < ¢. Choose such an w. Then w(x) = w(xs,) = w(zq) for
all x € 2y, and due to continuity properties of products in (A")** as well as of the normal
extension w € S,((A1)*), the same is true for all x € (A")**. The minimality of ¢ in M implies
that one of the following possibilities (i) or (ii) is valid

(i) ¢E£(B) = q, (i) By (B) =0 (5.1.133)

for any Borel B C g*. Let us define a probability Borel measure j’ on g* corresponding to the
w e Sit:
g

g (B) = pr(EE(B)), for all Borel B C g*. (5.1.134)

We see from (G.I1.I33) that for the chosen w the values of p& lie in the two point set
{0,1} C Z.. Each of the projection measures E¢y (£ € g) and Eﬁ are o-additive, hence 9%
is generated by those EgH(B) which correspond to bounded Borel subsets B of g*. Hence pg is
concentrated on a compact subset of g*: ug(B,) = 1 for some compact B,. The g-additivity of

p implies then that 17 is concentrated on a one-point set F}, € Bo:

e ({Fo}) = purw(By (F,)) = 1. (5.1.135)
This implies s, < E(F,), and, due to (5.II33) and due to our choice of s,:

11
g < EN(E,). (5.1.136)

According to the definition of MY in[5.1.29, ¢ can be approximated, in o(MZ, NG, ) topology,
by a net j — EJ(B;), where F,, € B; for all j, due to (5.1I36). Coming to the Gel'fand
representation C(N) of MY and considering that clopen sets in the spectrum space N
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form a basis of topology, e.g. E.I.14 and [274], we see that the sets in N corresponding

to the projectors ES(BJ») have in their intersection exactly one point m, € N corresponding

to the minimal projector ¢q. All of EE(BJ») contain, however, also Eg(Fw). This proves that

q= EY(F,). O
g w

5.1.35 Lemma. If w € S(AM) is pure or factor state, then also pyw € S.(IMY) is pure.
Proof. Verbally the same proof as that of B.IIT7 with Mg < IMNE. O

5.1.36 Definitions. The generalized G-macroscopic phase space is the topological
space MY = g* U {m,} consisting of the finite (n-)dimensional topological vector space g*
with the canonical symplectic forms defined on each orbit of the Ad*(G)-action and of an iso-
lated point m,. A state on M is any probability o-additive Borel measure ;1 on M. We
shall associate with any w € S(AM) the G-macroscopic state on MY determined by the
measure

g (B) = w(Egl(B \ {mo})) + w(I — pg)dm, (B), for Borel B € MC, (5.1.137)

where on the right hand side w means the normal extension of the state on A" to a normal
state on (2AM)** and §,, (m € M) means the Dirac measure concentrated on {m}. It is
clear that every normal state w € S(MY) can be transformed also into a state on ME by the
formula (51.137) and that its image g uniquely determines w € S,(Mg). It is also clear that
the state on MY corresponding to pyw, [5.1.39, in this way, coincides with tg - The association
w > py is G-equivariant, i.e.

pye = oppy, with g-w:=o,w, g€ G, (5.1.138)

and with

ogu(B) = p(Ad*(g7")(B\ {mo})) + p({mo} N B), (5.1.139)

for all g € G and all Borel B C M%. We shall use also g - ju := oyi. This follows from the
transformation properties of Xen's and from

o,Ey (B) = Ej (Ad*(9)B), (5.1.140)

compare 9. 1. 1.
Let us redefine some symbols introduced in [0 118 Let, (5.1.130),

Sf={weds': £ LM% u2), V¢ € g}, (5.1.141)

where £ is considered as the linear function F+— £(F) := F(§) on g* (3 F). Similarly, we shall
define now G-macroscopically pure states to be elements w € & C S(AM), where

&y im e ST5 (€)= [OP, Ve € g} 5.1142)
Using (51.91) and (51.92), we can see that the Proposition can be replaced by:
w € & & g = 0F for some I' € g*.
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5.1.37 Definitions. A Poisson manifold M is a differentiable C*>°-manifold endowed with
a bilinear mapping (f;9) — {f, g} of couples of infinitely differentiable real functions f,g €
C>®°(M,R) into C*(M,R), the Poisson bracket, satisfying propertiesl1.3.3 (i)+(ii)+ (iii)+(iv),
i.e. the nondegeneracy [L.33(v) is not required. Due to [L3A(iv), the Poisson bracket {f, g}
depends on df and dg only, and can be uniquely expressed as the value of a two-contravariant
tensor field A\ on these one forms:

A(df,dg) :=A{f,g}- (5.1.143)
To any f € C®°(M,R) corresponds then a unique vector field oy on M satisfying:

dg(oy) :== A(df,dg), for all g € C*(M,R). (5.1.144)

os is the Hamiltonian vector field on M with the Hamiltonian function f.

With M := g*, the cotangent space Trg* can be naturally identified, for any F' € g*, with
the Lie algebra g of G. Then, with this identification, dpf € g for any f and F. Then the
Poisson bracket

{f,9}(F) == —F([drf,drg)), (5.1.145)

where on the right hand side is the value of F' € g on the Lie algebra commutator in g, defines
a natural Poisson structure on g*. In this way, also MY is, naturally, a Poisson manifold.
Hamiltonian vector fields o¢ are tangent to orbits of Ad*(G)-action of G on g* at any point
F e g*, compare [212]. The restriction of the Poisson structure (5.1.143) to any Ad*(G)-orbit
15 the canonical symplectic structure on it.

5.1.38 Theorem. Let the system (A", 0¢) be defined by (5121) and (51.23). Let MY, be the
commutative og-invariant W*-subalgebra of 3 (:= the center of (A")**) defined in [5.1.29.
Let pyy : SN — S.(MMY) be the mapping (5.1.128). We shall write also

PMvWw = M;)7 @);

due to the erxistence of canonical embedding of S.(9ML) into the space of probability Radon
measures on M. Then:

(i) pua is affine, o((AMN)*, (AD)**) — o ((MY)*, MY -continuous surjection onto S,(ML) :=
the set of all normal states on ME;

(i) par is G-equivariant, (1.138);

(iii) Let Sp :={w e S(A") : pg = 0p}, (here F € g*, dp is the Dirac measure concentrated
at F). Then Sp C &, (5.1.143), and Sr is a weakly closed convex facell in S,

() w e & implies i = op for F' = F, € g*, and for any factor-state w € S(AM) it is
g = Om for some m € M

1A face S of a compact convex set K is defined to be a subset of K with the property that if w = Y7 | A\jw;
is a convex combination of elements w; € K such that w € S then w; € S, Vi=1,2,...n.
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(v) Let u, be the canonical measure on the spectrum space MY of ML = C(MMY) corre-
sponding to the state pyw € Su(ME), w € S(AM). Then there is a canonically defined
o, —measurable function w(m) =: wy, (spaces are taken with their w*-topologies) such that
the restriction ryw,, = m € ES(ML):

rar: (A — (ME)* is the natural restriction

and
w(x) = / Win () 1o (dm) for any x € (A")*™ [ AN (5.1.146)
MH

Proof. (i) is clear from the definition of pys, compare also [53, 4.1.36]. (ii) is a rephrasing
of (5II38). Since dp corresponds to a pure state on MY and py, is affine, Sp is a face.
Closedness of Sg follows from the continuity of pys, and convexity is clear. The rest of (iii)
is contained in the concluding remark of which implies also the first statement of (iv).
A proof of the second statement of (iv) is an easy adaptation of that of [B.I.I7 for the case of
factor states. It remains to prove (v):

Let @ € S.((2(")**) be the unique normal extension of w € S(AM) and (7,,, H.,, 2, be
the corresponding cyclic representation of (A1)**. Denote by /i, the orthogonal measure
(cf. [53], 4.1.20]) on S((2A1)**) corresponding to the canonical decomposition of @ with respect
to the subalgebra m,(9MY) of the center of 7, ((A")**), compare [53], 4.1.25]:

&(z) = /go(x) fi,(dep), for all x € (AM)™. (5.1.147)

The mapping

y (€ M) = 3 (€ C(S((A)™))), 5(¢) = ¢(y),

restricted to the subalgebra p, 95 (which is isomorphic to 7, (9M%) for the uniquely deter-
mined projector p, € 9MY) provides an isomorphism of the W*-algebras p, MY and L*°(f,,),
[118, Chap. 1.9] and [53], 4.1.22]. Hence, for y; € p,Me (j = 1,2) we have

(1192) (@) = h1(9)y2(), for ¢ € supp fi,. (5.1.148)

Clearly, ¢(y) = 0 for y € (I — p,)ME and ¢ € supp fi,,. This fact together with (B.I.T48)
implies that the restriction 7y is a pure state on Mg for ¢ € supp fi,, rue =: m, € M. The
w*-topology of the state space is Hausdorff and the clopen sets form a basis of the topology
of M. This and the isomorphism of L*(f,) with p, Y imply that the restriction of the
mapping r; onto supp fi, is a bijection onto

supp po = {m e M": m(p,) =1} (5.1.149)
Denote w,, := ¢ iff rpr0 = m € M. Let p, be the image of ji,, under ry;:

[ty = fi, o7y is aregular Borel measure on M™. (5.1.150)
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Since pyw = Ty@, i is the measure specified in (v). The measurability of the function
W : m — w, defined on supp p, = supp p, is clear, compare [53, 4.1.36]. The integral
in (B.1.140) is then another form of (GII47). This concludes the proof. O

5.1.39 Note. Let ry: S((A1)**) — S(A") be the restriction mapping. Let e, : S(AT) —
S.((2M)**) be the normal extension, e,w = ©. Then py = 737 0 e.. For a general ¢ €
S((AM)**), it is

T # (par o ). (5.1.151)

Since wy, € supp i, need not be normal, the inequality [(21.151) holds also for ¢ = wy, in
general. The open question is, however, whether (under some conditions) (pusory)wm € M =
ES(MY) or, at least, when the canonical measure corresponding to (pyr o ry)wm € S(C(MM))
is concentrated on a set Fy '(F) for some F € MY, where

Fy: MY — M is the natural mapping defined according to (51.87) A (5.1.93),

and M is the one-point compactification of M. Let us write down the definition of
F, explicitly (see also proof of[5.1.19):

(*)  Let E}' be the projection-valued measure defined on Borel subsets of g* with values in 3, as
determined in[5.1.29 and in[5.1.33. Let §* := g* U {oco} be the one-point compactification
of g* and MS = §* U {m,}, where m, is an isolated point. Let M™ := £S(IMY) be
the spectrum space of the algebra Mg, = C(M") generated by projectors EJ'(B) (Borel
B C g*), i.e. by continuous functions m — m(E}(B)), m € Z := £S(3). Define the

(continuous) mapping F, : M" — MC by

(i) Fy(m) € g* iff there is a bounded Borel B C g* such that

wm(EXY(B)) = m(EN(B)) =1, (5.1.152)

and, in this case, Fy(m)(&) = m(XenEy(B)) for all & € g. Here Xen are defined
in [5.1.29. The character property of m ensures independency of Fy(m) on B satisfy-

ing (51.153).
(ii) Fy(m) :==m, iff m(I — pc) =1, i.e. iff m =m, € MT, 5152

(111) Fy(m) = (o0) iff m(I — pe) = 0 and (5.1153) is false for all bounded Borel subsets
BC g :m(E}(B))=0.

The same definition applied to all m € Z leads to the mapping

Fyory: Z—M% 3:=C(2), (5.1.153)

which is continuous on the whole Z.



5.2. GENERALIZED MACROSCOPIC LIMITS 101

The mapping Fy o ry;_determines the projectors EE(B). For bounded B we have (B :=
closure, B° := interior

m(E(B)) = 1 iff m € [(Fy o rar) = (B))° = [(Fy o rar) ™ (B)]". (5.1.154)

If we extend the Ad*(G) to the whole MS by the requirement of Ad*(G)-invariance of the
points mo and (00) we see, that Fy is G-equivariant:

Fy(oym) = Ad*(g)Fy(m), for all m € M geG. (5.1.155)

5.1.40. The projection measure EE on g* together with the Ad*-action of G determine a
macroscopic limit of the system (A, o). This formulation together with the mapping py,
of S(AM) into the classical macroscopic states of the system will enable us to generalize the
notion of the macroscopic limit to much more general situations. We shall investigate also the
dynamics of the system (A", 0¢) (resp. of its generalizations) if the time evolution were not
included in the action og as the action of a one parameter subgroup of G. The action o4 of the
‘kinematical group’ G allows us, as we shall show, to introduce rather wide class of 'mean-field-
type’ time evolutions connected with noncompact groups G - at least for a large og-invariant
subset of states in S(AM). Also automorphic time evolutions 7 : ¢+ 7, € *- Aut 2 of a system
(A, oG, Tr) Will be considered.

5.2 Generalized macroscopic limits

5.2.1. We have considered, in the preceding section, a macroscopic limit of the system (A, o).
This system was of a rather special type: the algebra A" was the infinite tensor product of
identical copies 2, (j € Z4 =: 1I) of a C*-algebra 2y and the automorphism group o left each
of the copies 2, invariant: o,z € A; for each x € A, for all g € G and any j € Z, = IL
We shall now generalize the procedure of obtaining a macroscopic limit to much more general
situations. We shall ignore here possible quasilocal structures of the considered C*-algebra
2A; the usage of the term 'macroscopic limit’ can be here understood in an analogy with the
preceding section.

The notion of the macroscopic limit introduced in this section is nonunique. A certain
arbitrariness is contained, however, also in the corresponding notion of Sec[5. I} The generators
Xév of the restriction of o to AN := @, A; € A" are determined up to additive constants
an(§), ay € g*, £ € gﬁ hence also the choice of pg € 3 was arbitrary in a certain sense. We
shall avoid partly this kind of ambiguity in this section: we are dealing here just with the action
of o, and not with generators.

5.2.2. Let GG be a connected Lie group, g its Lie algebra, and g* the dual of g. Let 2l be an
arbitrary C*-algebra, 2** its double dual W*-algebra, and 3 is the center of 2**. The algebra

°The relation (5.I.I54) has been proved in the assumption that any projector p € Dﬁg is of the form
p = EJ(B) for some B C g*, if p(I — pg) = 0.
bay forms a zero-dimensional orbit of Ad*(G) : an([¢,n]) = 0.



102 CHAPTER 5. MACROSCOPIC LIMITS

20 is naturally contained in 20** as a o(20**,2A*)-dense C*-subalgebra. Any state w € S():=
the state space of 2, has a natural extension

e.w € S, (A*) := the normal states of A**.

If 9t is a C*-subalgebra of 2™, then rogy : S(A™) — S(M) is the restriction mapping; ro
is o (A A*) — o(I*, M) continuous and maps normal states onto normal states.

Let 0 : G — *-Aut 2, g — o0, be a given action of G; by the same symbol o is
denoted the canonical extension of o C *- Aut 2 to the action on 2A** - the double transpose
of 0. This system will be denoted by (2;0s). Z will denote the spectrum space of
3=0(2).

Let g* be endowed with the structure of a Poisson manifold, 5.1.37] given by a tensor field
A, usually Ap(e, ) := —F([,]) = 0r(-,-), ie.

{f,9}(F) = =F(ldrf,drg]) = Or(drf,drg), F €g", 6p =0, (5.2.1)
where f,g € C*(g*,R) and 0 is a two form on g satisfying

0(&1, [§2,&3]) + 0(&2, (€3, &1]) + 0(&s, [&1,&2]) = 0, (5.2.2)

for all §; € g, 7 = 1,2,3. We assume that an action of G on g* is ¢ : g — ¢,, Where ¢ is
a ‘maximal’ group of Poisson morphisms, i.e. ¢z, = @40 ¢ (9,h, € G), @, :=idg (e := the
identity of G); each ¢y, is a diffeomorphism of g* conserving the Poisson structure:

onif, 9y =1{onf, ongt,  fr9€ C*(@"R), he G, (5.2.3)

and pcF (VF € g*) are the maximal integral submanifolds of A, [212] Def.3.1& Thm.3.4].
Usually, one takes
opF = Ad*(h)(F) + ag(h), he G, F e g", (5.2.4)

where ay is a unique differentiable mapping from G to g* with the properties, [212]:
(1) a@(gh) = Ad*(g)(ag(h)) + a’@(g)a \v/ga ha € Ga
(i) Teag(&)(n) =0(&,m), V& n € g, where Toag : g — g* is the tangent map of ay at e € G.

The system (2(; o) represents a quantal system and (g*, A; o) is a (generalized) clas-
sical system which will play the role of a macroscopic limit of the system (2A;05). Let us
introduce candidates for this micro-macro connection:

5.2.3 Definitions. Let B(g*) be the set of all complex-valued uniformly bounded Borel functions
on g* and let X be the Borel o-algebra of subsets of g*. Let the G-measure E (of the system
(g", \; ), resp. of (A;06)) be any projection-valued measure on g* with values in 3, which is
G-equivariant, i.e.

E: Y3 —3 B—EB)=EB)=EB)?c3 (BecXg), (5.2.5a)
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BiNBy=0(j#k jkeZy)= EU;B) =Y E(B), (5.2.5b)

J
E(py,B) =0,E(B), forall B € X¢, and for all g € G. (5.2.5¢)
Denote by E(f) € 3 the integral of f € B(g*) over E.

Let pg := E(g*), [ := the unit of 2A**.
Denote by 9(F) the W*-subalgebra of 3 generated by E(f), f € B(g*).

Let B(FE) denote the Borel*-algebra [235, 4.5.5] in 3 generated by all the E(f), f € B(g*);
this means that B(E) is the smallest C*-subalgebra of 3 containing all the E(B) (B € X¢) and
with each monotone (increasing or decreasing) sequence x; € B(E); it is also s-limz; € B(E).
Clearly B(E) C M(FE). Let M, denote the set of all selfadjoint elements of a C*-algebra
M. The projector pg is the common unit of B(E) and N(E). Any projector q € B(E) is of the
form q = E(B) for some B € X, what need not be the case for M(E). Projections in N(E)
separate various kinds of spectra of E (resp. of operators E(f) etc.) what need not be the case
of B(E).

Let supp E C g* be the minimal closed B = B € Y such that E(B) = pg. On the other
hand, supp E(B) :={m € Z2=ES8(3): m(E(B)) =1} is a clopen subset of Z. Let

dim(F'):= dimension of the orbit pcF C g*, dim(F) = 2k < dim g*,

and dim(F) := max{dim(F) : F € supp E}. The G-measure E is trivial iff dim(E) = 0.
The quantal system (2A;0q) has a nontrivial macroscopic limit in the classical system
(g%, X\; vq) iff there is E such that dim(E) > 2. If there is an E such that dim(F) = ng, and for
any other G-measure E' it is dim(E") < ng, we say that the system (A; o) has G-macroscopic
limit of the dimension ng (in the classical system (g*, X; vc)). The number ng =: 2kg
is the G-macroscopic dimension of (;0g) and kg is the G-macroscopic number of
degrees of freedom of the quantal system (2U;o¢).

5.2.4. We shall assume in the following that ng > 2 and we shall consider only G-measures F
with dim(FE) = ng. The projectors pg are, clearly, G-invariant:

o4(pp) =pr for all g € G and all G-measures E. (5.2.6)

Let ¢ < pg be another G-invariant projector in 3. Then we can define the restriction
of F to ¢, the G-measure ¢F, by

qF : ¥¢ — 3, B~ qFE(B); pyg = qpE. (5.2.7)
If pgpr = 0 for two G-measures £ and E’ then the mapping

E+E: B E(B)+E(B) (VB € Xg) (5.2.8)
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is a G-measure with dim(E + E') = max{dim(£), dim(E")}, and pg.p = pg + pr. For any
two G-measures F and F’, there is a G-measure EsE’ given by

EsE'(B) = E(B) + (I — pp)E'(B) VB € S¢. (5.2.9)

For the support projector pgsp of the G-measure EsE’ we have

PEsE' = PE + PE' — DEPE' = DE/sE; (5.2.10)

although, in general, EsE’ is different from E’'sE. Now, one has dim(EsE’) > dim(F). Since
pEser = PE NV pr = Lu.b.pg; pr], we can endow the set of classes [E]

[E] :=={E": pp = pr} (5.2.11)

with a partial ordering:

[E] - [E'] < pp2Dpp. (5.2.12)

This ordering makes the set {[E]} of classes of G-measures a directed set.
The same ordering will be considered for any set of subclasses [E]" C [E] determined by
some further condition C'| i.e. for classes

[E] :={FE": pp = pg, C(E")}. (5.2.13)

Here C(E’) means “the G-measure E’ satisfies the condition C'”, e.g. C(E') := (dim(E’) =
dim(E,)), or C(E) := (E(F) # 0 = dim(F) # 0), etc. The classes (5.2.13) could also be
denoted by [E].

5.2.5 Lemma. The function dim : g* — R, F — dim(F") is lower semicontinuous. Hence,
the sets {F € g* : dim(F') > n} are open and the sets {F € g* : dim(F) < n} are closed
in g* for any n € Z,. Specifically, the set {F € g* : dim(F) = 0} is closed, and the set
{F € g*: dim(F) = n} is Borel.

Proof. Tt was assumed in [5.2.2] that the action ¢g is a 'maximal’ Poisson action, i.e. the orbits
of p¢ coincide with the maximal integral manifolds of the Poisson structure A on g*, [212]. The
dimension dim(F') of ¢ F is then given by the rank of the skew-symmetric 2-tensor Ap (:= the
value of A in the point F' € g*), i.e. by the rank of the mapping Ap : Trg* — Trg*, v — Ap(v, ),
denoted by rank(Ar). Since A depends smoothly on F', the function F' — dim(F) = rank(Arg)
is lower semicontinuous. The remaining assertions then follow. O

5.2.6. Let S, :={F € g : dim(F) <n—1},1 <n < dimG. For such a G-measure E with
pe # E(S,) let r, B = (pg— E(S,))E, see (0.2.7). Clearly, dim(E) = dim(r, E), ifr,E #0. E
is a purely nontrivial G-measure, if 0 #pgand mE=F. f 04 E=r,F andr, £ =0, F
is called a purely n-dimensional G-measure. For n := dim(F£) the measure r,F is purely n-
dimensional. The G-measures F+ E', FsE’ and ¢F (with a G-invariant projector ¢ = gpg # 0)
are purely n-dimensional together with £ and E’. Let the ordering (5.2.12)) be given for the
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set of classes [E]| :={FE' :py =pg and E' =r,E',r, 1 E' = 0}. In any linearly ordered subnet
of such [E]’s there is a natural mapping

TEE . [E/] — [E], E' WEE’(E/) = pEE/ € [E] for P = PE- (5214)

The mappings 7mgp define a projective system [73] Definition 20.1] on the linearly
ordered subset J of classes [E] . TEREgr = TEE O TE g for PE! Z PE! Z PE and TEE — ld[E]
If p<pg, and E := pE’, then £ = EsE’. We want to show that J has an upper bound in
the set of classes [E] of purely n-dimensional G-measures E. This would imply, by the Zorn’s
lemma, the existence of the maximal element in the set (uniqueness of the maximal element
follows from the directedness of the set).

5.2.7 Lemma. Let L be a set of G-measures linearly ordered by £ < E' < E' = EsE'.
Then L has an upper bound.

Proof. For any 0 < f € B(g*) and E' > E it is E'(f) > E(f). Denote

Er(f):=1lub{E(f): Fe€L}=slim{E(f): E€L}. (5.2.15)
The mapping E}, can be extended by linearity to B(g*):

Er:B(g") — 3, f— Eu(f); (5.2.16)

it is bounded: ||EL(f)|| < [|f|| :==sup{|f(F)|: F € g*}. Due to continuity of the product in the
strong topology, the mapping E, is a C*-homomorphism of the commutative C*-algebra B(g*)
into 3. This implies the o-additivity of the set-function £ : B — Er(B) := Er(xg), B € ¥g,
hence, Ey, is a projection measure. Since o, € *- Aut 3, and any automorphism of a /*-algebra
is o-o-continuous, Ey, is a G-measure. Clearly E;, > E, VE € L. O

5.2.8 Proposition. The directed set of classes of purely n-dimensional G-measures has a
mazimal element)

Proof. Let J be any linearly ordered subset of the directed set; cf. (5212). We shall prove that
it is possible to choose E € [E] in any [E] € J in such a way that [E] < [E'] iff £/ = EsE'.
Then the result will follow from the Lemma £.2.7 and from the Zorn lemma. It is clear that
the choice E € [E] of the desired kind can be made in any finite subset K, C J, [E] € K.
The desired choice (it will be called a ’consistent choice’) can be made in the subset Kp :=
{[E'] € J: [E] < [E]} of J by E' := pp E for any [E] € J, with any fixed £ € [E]. We have to
prove existence of a consistent choice on the whole J. Let .J, be a well ordered cofinal subset
of J (the well ordering of J, is that one induced by the ordering of J - it is possible by the
axiom of choice, and cofinality means that for any [E] € J there is an [E;] € J, : [E] < [E}]).
Now we can choose E; € [E;] (for all [E;] € J,) in a consistent way: For the successor [E;i]
of [Ej] in J, we shall choose Eji := EjsE} , with any E} , € [Ej4], if [Ej] has been defined

"The present author was informed about some important set-theoretical concepts connected with this Propo-
sition by the late colleague Ivan Korec (1943 - 1998).
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before. If [Ej] is not a successor in J,, put Ef = Lub{E; : [Ej] = [E] € Jo, all Ey(€
[E]) are mutually consistent}, according to the Lemma [5.2.7] and choose Ej; := EfsE} with
any Ej € [Ej]. Then we can 'to fill gaps’ by setting E := pgFj for all [E] < [E;] € J,. This
provides a consistent choice E € [E] for all [E] € J, if J, is considered as an initial segment of
the set of all ordinals. O

Note: The same proof applies to purely n-dimensional measures E of the form E = ¢FE for
any fixed G—invariant projector ¢ € 3.

5.2.9. Let [E]Z be the maximal element of classes of purely ng-dimensional G-measures
and let pg := pp for E € [E]. Let [E]§ be the maximal element of classes of purely
(ng — 2k)-dimensional G-measures of the form F = (I — Z;:é p)E, and for E € [E]% let

pho=pp, k=1,2,..., “&. Define now the class [E]q of maximal G-measures by
[Elc := Y _[E]&, with E € [E] if E =Y E), Ey € [E];,,
k=0 k=0

and the sum of mutually orthogonal G-measures is defined in (5.2.8). The choice of measures
E € [E]¢ for the realization of macroscopic limits corresponds to a requirement of 'maximal
sensitivity’ of the corresponding macroscopic description of the system (2; o).

We shall not proceed further in an analysis of the set [E]s and we shall not try to specify
some 'most convenient’ element E € [E]s as a representative of the macroscopic limit. Let us
choose any fixed E; € [Elg.

5.2.10 Definitions. The projection-valued measure E; € [Elg on the Poisson manifold
(g%, X\; vq), the G-action on which is ‘'maximal’ (i.e. orbits pgF are mazimal symplectic im-
mersed submanifolds of g* the Poisson bracket on which is given by A, for any F € g*), with
values in 3 (:= the center of A**) is called the G-macroscopic limit of the system
(2;0¢) in the classical system (g*, A;¢g). The projector pe = E4(g*) is the support
projector of the macroscopic limit. The dimension ng will be called also the dimension
of E;,. The Borel*- (resp. the W*-)algebra [235, 4.5.5] generated by Ey (resp. by E, and
I € 3) will be called the B*- (resp. W*-) macroscopic algebra of G-definiteness (resp. the
G-macroscopic algebra) of the system (U; 0¢) and will be denoted (in the W*-cases) by Ng
(resp. by Mg ).

Denote by py : S(A) = S.(Mg), w — pyw = rypoe(w), where roy is the restriction
of S(A™) to S(M¢) and e, is the natural extension from S(A) to S.(A™). Let 1 be the
probability measure on M (:= g* U {m.}, mo is an isolated point) given by

112 (B) := w(Eg(B\ {mo})) + w(I = pg)dm,(B), any Borel B C M, (5.2.17)
compare (5.1.137). Let us introduce the set

E ={weSH) ew(pe) =1, u§(§2) = [ug(g)]Q < 00, V€ € g}, (5.2.18)
compare (5.1.1]9), where £ € g is considered as a linear function on g*, since g C g**.
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We can introduce also unbounded operators X, := FE4(£) on the Hilbert space H, of the
universal representation of 2. Then we have

5.2.11 Theorem. The Theorem[5.1.38 as well as its proof are valid also after the omission of
the index I1 everywhere in its formulation and exchange of Ad*(G) by pq, with the interpretation
of symbols according to[2.2.10.

5.2.12 Note. We could now, after the recognizing of the Theorem, to continue in the choices
of Ey € [Elg according to the following idea: Choose E; such that the sets Sp of states with
sharp values of the macroscopic observables (cf. (111)) are in a certain sense ‘maximal’.
We shall not make this idea precise here. We believe, however, that continuing in this direction
we could obtain Ey ’essentially uniquely’ - up to natural coordinate transformations in the
space g*.

5.2.13. A scheme of ‘macroscopic quantization’.

Having once a classical limit in the form of the couple {(g*, \;pq), (Mg; o)}, where
o C *- Aut Mg, we are interested in the question: Can the original algebra 2 be reconstructed
from this classical limit ? Keeping in mind the model of Sec[5.1lwe propose the following scheme
for obtaining the algebra 2 of a system (2(; o), the macroscopic limit of which is (Me; o¢; Ey)
(here the measure Ej symbolizes the connection with the classical system (g*, A; p¢)), (let us
denote by MQ the following scheme):

(MQ) Find a faithful representation p of M in a Hilbert space H, (necessarily nonsepa-
rable) with the properties:

(i) There is a simple C*-subalgebra 21 of £(#,) such that the center of its commutant 2’
contains p(Mg); og extends to an automorphism group of 2.

(ii) A is expressible as the norm-closure of union of a net of von Neumann subalgebras 2, (j €
J := a directed set): j <k =A; C Aj.

(iii) Each 2; is a og-invariant subset of 2 and the restriction of og to any A; (j € J) is
unitarily implementable (i.e. it exists a strongly continuous unitary representation U7 of
G in H, such that oy(z) = U?(g)zU? (g7 ") for all z € A;, g € G and j € J).

(iv) Each 2, (k € J) is generated by all ; with j < k (j # k) as well as by the bounded
Borel functions of the selfadjoint generators Xf (£ € g) of the one parameter groups
t = UF(exp(t€)).

Hence the proposed ‘quantization procedure’ of the classical system (g*, A; p¢) consists in
finding an ‘imprimitivity system’ (Mq, o) (cf. [321]) determined by a choice of a G-measure Ej
(in some commutative C*-algebra M, where o C *- Aut M is determined by o,E,y(B) =
E,(pyB), g € G,B = Borel subsets in g*), and afterwards applying the scheme (MQ) of
‘macroscopic quantization’ to (Mg; o). We shall not investigate here conditions of existence
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and a ‘degree of uniqueness’ of this recipe. The scheme is nonempty, since it is fulfilled e.g. by
the models considered in Sec[5.1lif U(G) is irreducible, 5.1.3l

The question of obtaining a microscopic quantum dynamics of this ‘quantized macroscopic
system’ corresponding to its given classical time evolution is posed and solved in the next

Chapter



Chapter 6

Mathematical structure of QM
mean-field theories

6.1 General considerations

6.1.1. The formalism developed in Chap. [l will be used in this chapter for a determination
of a microscopic time evolution of an infinite quantum system from the macroscopic (classical)
evolution. It is clear that such an unusual determination of microscopic dynamics is possible
for a very special type of interactions only. We shall show that this is the case of a wide class
of quantum mean-field theories[] at least in the time invariant subset S;! of the set S(AM) of
all the microscopic states on the quasilocal algebra A", cf. Sec. B esp. B.I3Z cf. also
‘classical states’ in [I55]. The systems of the considered type are determined by the couple
(2; 0¢) consisting of a C*-algebra A (:= A", e.g.; the upper indices II will be usually omitted
in this chapter) and of a representation o(G) := og C *-Aut 2, cf. 522 as well as by a
G-measure Ey, 523 and by a classical Hamiltonian function @@ € C*°(g*,R). A subclass of
these systems consists of thermodynamic limits N — oo of systems of the total number N
of quantal (mutually equal) subsystems with dynamics described by local Hamiltonians Q.
These local Hamiltonians are invariant with respect to any permutations of N subsystems and
the k-body interaction constants (i.e. coefficients at products of k operators corresponding to k
different subsystems) are proportional to N1=*. We can construct such a sequence of the ’local
time evolutions’ T C *- Aut 2 in the following way:

Let us keep the notation of Sec. Bl and let a basis &; (j =1,...n) of g be fixed, the dual
basis being {f; : j = 1,2,...n} C g*. Let X; (j = 1,2,...n) be the selfadjoint generators
of the one parameter unitary groups t — U(exp(t{;)) on ‘H, 513l Let @ be a polynomial in
n variables and with a prescribed order of multiplication of variables in such a way that the
element (&1, &, ... &,) of the Lie algebra envelope has the following property:

IFor some history, general meaning and technical construction of dynamics (given by full and correctly solved
microscopic evolutions - without any approximations) of “Quantum mean-field theories” see also [40], and for
some of its applications look in [4T].
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(SA) Let Q=>11 ,Qx, where Qi is a homogeneous polynomial of degree k. In any con-
tinuous unitary representation U of the group G on a separable Hilbert space H, the opera-
tors Qr(X1, Xa, ..., X,) defined on analytic elements of U are essentially selfadjoint, for all
k=1,2,...,q.

This property (SA)is fulfilled e.g. if all the Q. (&1, &, ..., &,) are symmetric and elliptic,
cf. [13, Chap.11]. Then we define the local Hamiltonians QY , with (5.1.14), denoting by N
also an N-point subset of II:

1
QN = NQ(XlNaXZNa .. 'aXnN)> X] = X]Na N = 1a27' - (611)

N ‘— N
cf. (BI1IIY), i.e.

|N|
XJN Z:Zﬂ'k(Xj), j=1,2...n; ke N CII,
k=1

which can be considered as (essentially) selfadjoint operators on Hy (= Hy ® Hmn = [I-tuple
tensor product). For any z € 2 (:= ) C L(Hp) we set

N () = exp(itQ™) x exp(—itQ"), t € R, (6.1.2)

and these mappings 7V clearly form a one parameter group of *-automorphisms of 2 for each
finite N. Systems of this type were introduced in [I55] for the case of spin systems (i.e. dimH
was finite). It was shown in [155, [40] that the sequence {7V : N = 1,2,...} determines an
evolution 7¢ of the observables of the form Xy, cf. BT and .19, which is expressed in our
notation by the formula

8 (Xen) = - Jim 7 (Xex) = [ fe(o2F) EyaP), (6.1.3)

—00

where wg-topology on a von Neumann algebra containing 2 and X (§ € g) is determined
by the set of the ’classical states’. The integral in (6.1.3]) corresponds to the integral in [I55]
(2.29)], which, specified to our case, reads:

Jim w(n (X)) = [ F(BP 0(EQP), wes, (6.1.4)

We have used notation fe(F) := F(£) (£ € g, F € g*), and 9 is the classical flow on g*
corresponding to the Hamiltonian function Q € C*(g*,R), Q(F) := Q(F}, Fy, ... F,), with
Fj = fe,(F) = F(&), (F € g*); the introduction of the flow ¢? will be discussed later in this
section. The natural question is, however. whether the limits

72 (x) 1= (some topology) —A}im N (z) (6.1.5)

—00

exist for some t > 0 and for sufficiently many z € 2, so that TtQ could be extended to a one
parameter group (resp. semigroup) of mappings of 2 (or of some of its completions) representing
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in a reasonable manner some time translations. We shall show that this is indeed the case, and
not only for the spin systems. The resulting family of transformations TtQ does not consist,
however, (for general )) of automorphisms of the original (i.e. that one used at the
determination of the infinite system) quasilocal C*-algebra 2(. The family of *-isomorphisms
of A, 79, can be extended to a one parameter group 7% of *-automorphism of a C*-subalgebra
of 2A** containing 2 as a C*-subalgebra. The resulting picture of the 7¢-time evolution has
the properties of the quantum mean-field evolutions according to the usual understanding, cf.
also [40]. We shall write down explicit formulas for the evolution of an arbitrary element of the
extended algebra of observables (including also an algebra of classical - intensive - observables)
in terms of solutions of finite dimensional differential equations.

In the present section, we shall introduce some basic concepts used in the general con-
struction of the automorphism group 79. We shall sketch here also a scheme of the general
construction. Details will be proved in the following sections of this chapter.

6.1.2. Let (g*, \; o) be a Poisson manifold with the Poisson action ¢g of the Lie group
G the orbits of which coincide with the maximal integral submanifolds of the Poisson structure
A, cf. [212], and 5137, and 5221 We shall assume, for simplicity, that pc:= Ad*(G)
and Ap(df,dg):= —F([drf,drg]) for all f,g € C>*(g*,R). Let Q € C*>(g*,R) be such a fixed
function on g*, that the corresponding Hamiltonian vector field og on g*, (5.1.144), is complete.
This means that there is a one parameter group t — <p? (<p?+s = gotQ o9 for all t,s € R) of
Poisson morphisms of (g*; A) the derivative of which is 0. Remember that o¢ is complete for
any @ in the case of compact groups G, in which case the Ad*(G)-orbits are compact. The
tangent spaces Trg* (F' € g*) will be identified with the linear manifold g* in the canonical
way. Then we have also the canonical identification Thg* = g of the cotangent spaces in any
point F' € g* with the Lie algebra g of G. Let f; € C*(g*,R) (for any £ € g) be the linear
function

fe: Fe fe(F) == F(E)

Any element £ of the Lie algebra g determines also a covector field on g*:

The Hamiltonian (contravariant) vector field corresponding to the Hamiltonian function f
coincides with the vector field ¢ determined by the flow

¢ (6 F) = @S F == Ad*(exp(t€))F (6.1.7)
on g*. We have the relations:

{h, fe}(F) = =F([dh, df¢]) = dp fe(on) = —drh(og), h e C=(g", R), (6.1.8)
where oy, is the Hamiltonian vector field corresponding to the Hamiltonian function h, cf. (B.1.144])

and (5.1.145).
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6.1.3. Let go : Rx g* = G, (t;F) — go(t, F) be a function determining the Hamilto-
nian flow gotQ with the help of the action ¢g := Ad*(G) in the following sense:

Ad*(go(t, F)F = @2(F) := ¢¥F, for all t € R, and for all F € g*. (6.1.9)

Such functions gq exist due to ¢@-invariance of the maximal integral submanifolds of ¢ (i.e.
the orbits of Ad*(G)) with respect to any Hamiltonian flow. Let us assume differentiability of
go and set

d
g% .= | 9ot F), forall F € g". (6.1.10)
t=0

A necessary condition for fulfilment of (6.1.9) is the fulfilment of

F([82,1) = drQ(oy) (= ~Qr(og,0y) = —drfy(0q)), n€g, Feg, (6.1.11)

(cf. (6I.8)), where Q is the standard Kirillov-Kostant symplectic form on g*, since the following
relation is valid:

d

S| ATt P)F@) = ~F(52.0). negFeg. (6.1.12)

If we require, in addition to (G.I.IT]), fulfilment of the following ’cocycle identities’

90(s, 02 F)ga(t, F) = golt + 5. F), go(0.F) =, (6.1.13)

for all t,s € R and all F € g* (with e := the identity of G), then the condition (G.II1]) will
be also sufficient for the validity of (6.1.9). Let ° : F' — (5% € g be any differentiable
function on g* satisfying

F([fz,n]) =0, forall Feg neg. (6.1.14)

Elements 3 € g determine one parameter subgroups of the stability groups of F' € g* for
the coadjoint action Ad*(G), cf. Lemma 324l If a given 51%2 satisfies (G.1IT), then also the
substitution of

B = B2+ B (6.1.15)

in place of Bg in (C.ITT]) will give a valid equality. Let Bg be an infinitely differentiable function

of F' € g* with values in g satisfying (6.1.11)). The equation (G.I.13) with the condition (G.I.I0)
can be rewritten in the form of a differential equation on the group manifold G:

d .
&gQ(t, F)=T.Ry,ur)B5, VER, Feg, (6.1.16)

where F, := ¢?(F), and R is the right action of the group G on itself: Ry(h) := hg (g,h €
G); T. is the tangent mapping restricted to the tangent space T,G = g of the group G at the
identity e € G, T.(f) : TeG — Ty()G,
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d

EmTf)E = f.6= | Flexp(te))
t=0

for any differentiable function f: G — G. According to the general theory of ordinary differ-
ential equations, there is a unique solution of (6.1.16]) with the initial condition g¢(0, F') = e.
The solution gg depends, however, on the choice of the covector field 89 which is, according
to (G.II5), nonunique in the general case.

The cocycle g is, as we shall see later, the basic dynamical object determining fully the
microscopic time evolutions in the mean-field theories of the considered type. Various choices
of B9 corresponding to the various possible choices of 3° according to (G.1.15) will lead to the
same classical evolution @ of the subalgebra of classical (intensive) quantities of the extended
algebra of quantal observables of the infinite system. The time evolutions of local (microscopic)
observables corresponding to various choices of £° in (G.1.15]) are, however, mutually different.
We shall see that the thermodynamic limits described in correspond to the choice

BE=drQ, Feg" (6.1.17)
If we write Q(F) in the terms of coordinate functions Fj := F(;) as in[6.1.1] then we have
— JQ(F)
dr@ = € g. 6.1.18

Let the structure constants of g in the basis {£;} are ¢, € R, i.e.

[, &) = & (6.1.19)

Then we have for the Poisson bracket of two classical Hamiltonians ()1 and ()2 the expression
(called also the Berezin bracket):

001 0Q,
km OF, OF,,

6.1.4. Let us describe here, in a heuristic manner, the basic idea leading to the definition of
the time evolutions 79 mentioned in which will be described in Secl6.3] in details. It
will be also shown in Secl6.3] that the evolutions obtained from the thermodynamic limits in
the 'polynomial cases’ (mentioned in and investigated in Secl6.2)) are special cases of the
general definition of 79 based on the following general ideas.

The cocycle gg reproduces an arbitrary classical Hamiltonian evolution on the Poisson mani-
fold (g*, \; Ad*(G)) (since @ is an arbitrary Hamiltonian function) via the given (fixed!) action
Ad*(G), cf. (619). We have given an action (G) € *- Aut 2 and also the corresponding dual
action 0*(G) on the set S(A) of states on A, cf. (B.1.44]). We have also a canonical decomposition
of an arbitrary state w € S(2l) into the states w,, corresponding to classical phase space points
m € M, namely (5.1.140), resp. the corresponding statement in[5.2.11l For w € §; := peS(A),
the states w,, lying in the support of the corresponding measure ji,, on S(2(**) can be indexed by

{Q1,Q}(F) == —F([dpQ:, drQs]) = —

F;. (6.1.20)
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F,, € g*, where the classical measure on g* corresponding to the state w,, € &; is concentrated
on the one point set {F),}, cf. B.1.36] and [5.1.39. Hence we can use the family of mappings

t—=o"(g90(t, F)), teR, me M, (6.1.21)

for a definition of time translations of the states w,,. Such a definition makes sense since the
projection measure E; (:= the G-macroscopic limit of the system (; o(G)) in (g*, A; Ad*(G)),
(5.2.100) is G-equivariant, (5.2.5d), what implies that the classical point-measure corresponding
to 0*(go(t, Fyn))wm € & is concentrated on Ad*(go(t, Fin))Fin = ¢ (F,,) € g*; hence the cocy-
cle identity (6.I1.13) can be used to prove the group property of mappings (6.1.21]). A heuristic
definition of the time evolution 7% is then given with the help of the decomposition (G.I.I46)
by the formula:

w(r?(z)) == / d*(go(t, Fin))wm(x) po(dm), VteR, we S,. (6.1.22)
M

We shall see in Secl6.3] that this intuitive construction leads to a rigorously defined group
7% of *-automorphisms of a C*-subalgebra of the W*-algebra ps20** containing the algebra 2
as well as an algebra 91¢ of classical observables in a natural manner. The algebra ¢ is then
- invariant: 7¢(M) = NC, contrary to the algebra 2A (in general case).

6.1.5 Remark. The general definition of mean-field time evolutions 79 based on the for-
mula (6.1.22) depends on a topology determined by the subset S; := peS() of states on 2A
(and their canonical normal extensions to 20**), so called ’classical states’. The reason why
we cannot use the set of all states S(2) for the definition of 7 can be seen from the ther-
modynamic limits of polynomial interactions described in Sec. 6.2} In the representations of
2 containing the GNS-representations of states {w : w(pg) # 1} as their subrepresentations
the thermodynamic limits of the local evolutions 7"V do not exist for a general Q. This fact
can be seen from the definition of the projector pg in (.1.120) as well as from considerations
in Secl6.2. Although the resulting (algebraic) concept of 79 can be used in certain cases to a
definition of time evolution of all states on 2, such a definition scarcely can be considered as
a physically correct consequence of the given interaction ). This interaction does not lead to
any reasonable (from the point of view of physics) time evolution of states w of the infinite
system, the central supports s, of which are orthogonal to pg : s,pe = 0, i.e. w(pg) = 0.
Since the set S; = peS(2) is 7@-invariant (as will be clear later), the time evolution of states
w € (I —pe)S(RA), where [ is the identity of 2**, can be determined arbitrarily with a help
of some group 7 C *-Aut (I — pg)A**. The group 7 has nothing to do, in a general case,
with the evolution 7%. For special choices of the function ), however, the evolution 7¢ can
be defined on a larger subalgebra of 20** than ps20**, hence also an evolution of a set of states
larger than S, can be defined in a natural way, cf. also [40], Sec.II.C]. This can be seen on the
following (seemingly trivial) example.

6.1.6 Example. An important class of 'mean-field’ evolutions is obtained by choosing ) =
fo € 9, f[,(F) :=F(n),n € g. We have in this case
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go(t, F) = gy(t, F) == exp(tn), VFeg', teR. (6.1.23)

The corresponding time evolution is (due to the independence of go on F € g*):

72 =77 .= o(exp(—tn)) € *-Aut, t € R. (6.1.24)

This time evolution is ‘representation independent’ (contrary to the general case of an arbitrary
Q) and the definition of the evolution of an arbitrary state w € S(A) is straightforward. Equally
straightforward is the canonical extension of T to the (equally denoted) group T € *- Aut A*™*.
This evolution (for unbounded X,, especially that one obtained by the extension to A**) is
highly discontinuous, however, and some appropriate continuity properties can be found in a
restriction to a properly chosen subset of states of S(2L) (this 'properly chosen set of states’ will
be possibly larger than peS(2A) ).

The group G in the cases of this example is a ’dynamical group’ of the system (A, o(G))
containing the time-evolution one parameter group as the subgroup {exp(—tn) :t € R} C G.

6.2 Spin systems with polynomial local Hamiltonians Q%

6.2.1. Let us consider the system described in Sec. [.Jt The C*-algebra of quasilocal ob-
servables 2 is the C*-inductive limit of the sequence of the von Neumann algebras AV :=
L(Hy), A := A" A compact Lie group G acts on 2 by the subgroup o(G) := og of *-
automorphisms of 2 introduced in It is assumed in this section that the generators
Xe (€ € g) of the representation U(G) in H introduced in [5.1.3] are bounded operators. We
shall use the notation of the subsections from [5.1.2] to 5.1.28 we shall write II for the set of all
positive integers. It will be convenient for definiteness and for some technical reasons to work
in the subrepresentation s, of the universal representation , of the algebra 2l in the Hilbert
space H,. The bidual 2** is canonically identified with the bicommutant m,(2()" of 7,(2) in
L(H,), and sg € 3 := 7, (A) N, (A)”" C L(H,) is defined in B.T.TIl The following considera-
tions could be extended to the larger representation pgm,, where pg € 3 is introduced in [5.1.29]
Hence we shall work in the framework of the von Neumann algebra s2** which is isomorphic
with the subalgebra PgB7# of L(Hy) via the mapping pg, cf. BLII The quasilocal algebra
2 will be identified with its representation sgm,(2) in the Hilbert space sqH, or, equivalently,
with the corresponding C*-subalgebra of the abstract W*-algebra sg20**. Remember that 2 is
simple, hence any of its nonzero representations as a C*-algebra is faithful.
Let us introduce notation for various elements and subsets of sgR1**:

6.2.2 Notation. Let us denote:
(i) E; denotes the projection measure (G-measure, [5.2.3) on the linear space g* gen-

erated by E,(F) (F € g*) from[51.13; in the notation of[5.1.10 E,(B) = ¢(B) for any
subset B = B of g*.
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(i) Ey(f) == [ f(F)Ey(dF) for any complex valued function f € L*(g*,ps) for all w €
S.(s¢gA™) := the normal states on sgA™*, i.e. the integral Ey(f) is assumed to converge
in the w*-sense.

(i) BY:= AN U{ Xk : £ €9, K €11} C sqA*, if the generators Xe € L(H) are bounded,
0. 1.5

(iv) Let 9M° be the C*-subalgebra of sA** generated by all the elements E4(f) with
uniformly bounded continuous f € Cy(g*, C).

(v) €V:= the C*-algebra generated by A" and N¢; €V is isomorphic to the C*-tensor
product AN @ NC, the isomorphism being: v @ z — xz € €N (z € AN, 2 € N°), of [27],
1.22] and [306, 1V.4.7).

(vi) € will denote the C*-algebra generated by {¢€V : N € II}; € is isomorphic to the
tensor product A @ N, cf. [6.2.13.

6.2.3 Notation. Let {{;:j =1,2,...n} be a fixed basis of g. Let
[N

XY= N Xy = 3 ml(X (), X(6) = Xe. (6.2.1)
k=1

for any N € II, be the selfadjoint element of 2 introduced in [5.1.3] as a selfadjoint operator on
‘Hy and identified now with sgm, (X JN ). Let us denote

b :=max{l+ || X(§)]|:j=1,2,...n:=dimG}. (6.2.2)

We shall use the Einstein summation rule for the summation over repeated vector indices
in g and g*. Let c¢J} be the structure constants of g in the given basis:

(€ &) = iim- (6.2.3)
Then we have from (B.I1.1):

[(XF X&) =idp Xy, forall K €IL (6.2.4)

Let @ be a polynomial specified in [6.1.1], hence satisfying the property [6.L.I(SA). Let @ be
written in the form of linear combination of p monomials of the maximal degree ¢ with
the upper bound M > 1 of the absolute values of the coefficients. Let Q¥ be given by (6.1.1))
for all K € II. Let us introduce the notation:

c = max{|cj|: j,k,m=12,...n} (6.2.5)
ay = max(nc;2|N|b), N €1I; (6.2.6)
b(z) := max(b;|z]), z € A (6.2.7)

We shall use the standard notation for the multiple commutators:
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[y, 2] = [y, [y, 2], [y, 2] =2, [y, 2] = yx — ay, (6.2.8)

for any z,y € A**. [We shall use also |J| := the number of elements of the set .J.|

6.2.4 Lemma. The following estimate is valid for any x € BY and for all positive integers
N,K(> N),m:

11Q¥, 2] < ?m 1) (Mg ay) ™ (6.2.9)

Proof. Each multiple commutator in (6.2.9) can be written in the form of a finite linear com-
bination of monomials P in the variables X ik and y,, where y, € %év is of one of the forms
of the multiple commutators occurring in the two following formulas:

XN XN XY a] ) < @2bN) ], @ e 2N, (6.2.10)

J1? J27

XK XE XK X ] < (ne)™b, L el (6.2.11)

J2?

These estimates of ||y,|| are easy consequences of the definitions as well as of the rela-
tions (6.2.4]). Let r € Z, be called the degree of any of the variables denoted by y,. Then the
sum Y ;1; of degrees of all the variables y,; occurring in any of the monomials P is less or
equal to m. The maximal degree of any of the monomials P is m(q — 1) + 1, hence we have

the estimate:
[P < bla)(axb' )", (6212

where we have used the fact that a variable y, of the form given in (6.2.10]) occurs in any of the
monomials P at most in the first power (what implies the first power of b(x) in (6.2.12)),
as well as the inequalities ay > b > 1 were used in the derivation of (6.2.12).

The maximal value of coefficients at the monomials P™ is < M™. The maximal number
of monomials P™ occurring in the expression of [Q¥, z](™ can be calculated recursively, using
the derivation property of the commutators. One has the identity

q s
[Tj o Ty Yhy - k) = Z Z Tjy o T Uk - Yhyy [ Tgss Yk ) Ykyar - - - Yka gy - - - Tjy, (6.2.13)
i=1 j=1

in which the commutator of two monomials of degrees ¢ and s is expressed as a sum of gs
monomials of degree ¢+ s — 1 (some of the monomials could be equal to zero). If [QK, 2](™ is a
sum of n,, monomials const. P'™ of the maximal degree s,, := m(q — 1) + 1, then [Q¥, z]("+V
is a sum of n,,,; monomials, where

N1 < N PGS < NynMPG. (6.2.14)

Since ny; < pq, we obtain the estimate:

Ny < ~—(pg*)™. (6.2.15)
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After the multiplication of the right hand side of (G.2.12]) by the right hand side of (6.2.15))
and by the upper bound M™ of the coefficients at P(™, we obtain the estimate (G.2.9). O

6.2.5 Lemma. Let us define

ky = (Mpg*blay)™, for all N € 1II. (6.2.16)

Let |t| < kn, x € BY for a given N € 1. Then:

(i) The sums

itQK . —itQX - (Zt)m m
K (x) = Q" g e = ZOW[QK,:C]( ) K ell, (6.2.17)
are convergent in the norm-topology of A, and this convergence is uniform on {K : K € I} x{t :
it| < kn} x{z:xeBY, ||z|| <a} for anya € R,.

(i) The following limits exist in sgA™:

2 (x) = s*- lim 75 (), (6.2.18)
|K|—00
where the convergence is understood in the s*(sc™, sq2A*)-topology generated by the
seminorms p, and p, for all w € S,(sc2A™):

Do T Dy(x) = Vw(x*x), p:x = po(r) = w(zz"). (6.2.19)

Proof. The estimates (6.2.9]) are independent of K € II and the corresponding majorizing power
series for ([6.2.17)) is uniformly convergent on the product of the disc {t : |t| < ky,t € C} and
the ball {z : x € BY, ||z|| < a} for any nonnegative a. This proves (i). The definition of s¢ in
G111 implies the existence of the limits

XEH = 5" u}}m XEK = Eg(fg) € sgA™, £ e g, (6220)
—00

what implies, in turn, together with the uniform boundedness in K € II of the multiple
commutators in (6.2.17)), the existence of the limits

s*- lim [QF,z]™ € seA™. (6.2.21)
| K|—00
The statement (i) together with these facts imply (ii). O

6.2.6 Lemma. Let B" be the C*-subalgebra of 2 generated by B). FEach of the
mappings 72 : BY — seA* (|t| < k) can be extended to a unique *-homomorphism of the
C*-algebra BY into sgA*.
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Proof. The mappings 75 are inner automorphisms of 2, and their canonical extensions to 2A**

leave the center 3 elementwise invariant. Hence, we can consider 7% as (inner) automorphisms

of saRA**:

K € *-Aut sg™*, forallt € R, K CII. (6.2.22)

The properties of the s*-limit imply that 72 (It| < kn, t € R) are *-homomorphisms of the
symmetric set B into sc2**, as well as they are *-homomorphisms of the minimal *-algebra
in 2A containing B) into s¢A**. The obvious norm-boundedness of these homomorphisms gives

by continuity the wanted (equally denoted) extensions TtQ. O

Note: The values 72(z) can be calculated according to the formula ([E.2I8) for all z € BY.
This is a consequence of the norm-continuity of C*-homomorphisms, and it is easily verified by
an elementary calculation.

6.2.7 Lemma. Let [t| < k1, £ €9, Ey(fe) = Xen € s, cf. [6.22 (11). Then the limits

7 (Eq(fe)) = s"- Jim 7°(Xer) (6.2.23)
exist.
Proof. One has
(Xe) =3 7 i (@, X (6.2.24)
K ¢k m! K—oo ek ’ o
m=0 ’

and the bounds (6.2.9) give the estimates independent of K and L. After the substitution of
x = X¢g, into the sum in (6.2.17), this sum is norm-convergent uniformly in (K; L) € II x IL.
Hence we have

rE(f) = 3 = lim sl Qx0T (6.2.25)

m=0

cf. also (6:220) and (6.2.2]), and the limit ([6.2.23)) exists (cf. also [40, Proposition 3.5]). O

6.2.8. It will be shown next that the elements E4(fe) (¢ € g) of the algebra A** generate the
abelian C*-algebra ¢ of (bounded continuous) classical observables, cf. [6.2.2(iv),
given on the support of E; in g*. We shall show after this that the transformations 72 in ([6.2.23)
leave this C*-algebra invariant, and that their unique extension for all £ € R reproduces the
classical flow %, BI.2, restricted to the support supp E,, B.2.3 These results will lead to
a natural definition of the unique extension of 72 : AN — soA** for all ¢ € R, such that
these mappings together with the mappings (6.2.23)) leave the tensor product €V =AY @ 9N,
[6.22(v), invariant, and have a unique extension to a (equally denoted) one parameter group of
*-automorphisms of this composite quantal (") and classical (91¢) system.

Let ¢ : g* — g* be a Poisson automorphism, (5.2.3)), leaving all the Ad*-orbits invariant.
Then, using the bicontinuity of ¢ and the G-equivariance of the G-measure E;, one can prove
that the s¢2**-valued function ¢F; of Borel subsets B C g*,
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QE, : B $FE,(B) = E,(¢™'B), (6.2.26)

is again a projection-valued mesure with the same support:

supp pE,; = supp Ej. (6.2.27)

6.2.9 Proposition. Let E; and ¢ be as above. Then the mapping

By o E(f)i= [ FF)E(P), § € Cloupp Ey), (6.2.28)

introduced in[6.2.2(ii) is a C*-isomorphism of the commutative C*-algebra of continuous com-
plex valued functions C(supp Ey) on the compact subset supp Ey of g* (X¢’s are now bounded!)
onto N°.

The C*-algebra N is generated by the finite set Ey(fe,), j =1,2,...n of its elements (§;’s
form a basis of g). The mapping

" f e @t f, with " f(F) = f(eF), (6.2.29)

restricted to f € C(supp Ejy) is a *-automorphism of C(supp Ej). One has

¢ Eg(f) = ¢(Ey(f)) = @E4(f) = Eg(¢"f), [ € Clg"), (6.2.30)

and the mapping ¢ in (6.2.30) is a *-automorphism of NC.

Proof. Since supp Ej; is compact (due to the compactness of spectra of all the X¢’s), the
function set C'(supp Ej) is a C*-algebra generated by polynomials in the variables Fj :=
F(&;) = f¢;(F) according to the classical Weierstrass theorem. The *-morphism property of
in (6.2.28) is a consequence of the standard functional calculus of normal operators determined
by a projection measure. One can show that if f(Fp) # 0 for some Fy € supp E; and a
continuous f, then Ey(f) # 0, and this implies that the mapping E; in (62.28) is the C*-
isomorphism of C(supp E,) onto 91°.

The mapping ¢* is a norm preserving *-morphism of C'(supp Ej) into itself, hence, it is a
*-automorphism.

The automorphism property of ¢ in ([6.2.30) is then a consequence of the relation (6.2.27),
since both the mappings Eg‘1 :N® — C(supp Ey) and ¢E,; : C(supp E;) — M° are *-iso-
morphisms, and we have:

P(Eq(f)) = ¢Eq o By (Ey(f)), f € Clsupp Ey). (6.2.31)

The equality in ([6.2.30]) can be obtained from (6.2.20) and the integral representation (6.2.28]).
This concludes the proof. O
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6.2.10 Proposition. The mappings 7 introduced in (62.23) leave the algebra M invariant.
The family 72 has a unique extension to a strongly continuous one parameter group of *-
automorphisms of N¢. This group satisfies the equality

T (Ey(f)) = Ey(¢2*f), f € C(supp Ey), (6.2.32)
where p? is the classical flow corresponding to the Hamiltonian function Q, [6.1.2.

Proof. The classical flow ¢% forms a group of Ad*-orbits-preserving Poisson automorphisms
of g*. According to [6.2.9] the right side of (6.2.32]) defines a one parameter group of *-
automorphisms of 9M°. The strong continuity of this group (i.e. the continuity in the norm
of all the functions t — Ey(¢* f)) follows from the differentiability (hence continuity) of

09 1 (F:it) — @2 (F), (6.2.33)

what is uniformly continuous on compacts in g* xR (g* is endowed by the linear space topology),

as well as from the norm-continuity of the isomorphism £;. Hence, it suffices to prove the
validity of the equation (6.2.32)) for small ¢.
Let us calculate the limits in (6.2.25). We intend to prove

sl ™l " [Q, Xer]™ = By({Q, f}™), € €0, m € 7. (6.2.34)

Here {Q, £} := £ {Q, f}) = {Q,{Q, 1™}, and {Q, f} is the classical Poisson bracket
on the Poisson manifold g*. The limits in (6.2.34]) do exist, cf. 2.5 The local Hamiltonians

Q¥ are polynomials of the form (GI]) and the commutators as well as the Poisson brackets
are bilinear, antisymmetric, satisfying the Jacobi identity and the derivation property: [a, bc] =
la, blc + bla, c].

We have also

s-lim s- lilr{ni[XgK, Xyr] = s-lim Xy g1 = Es({fe, fo}), &m€ o (6.2.35)

what can be seen from (5.1.5]), (6.2.20) and (I.3.12). The morphism properties of E; then lead

to the formula (6.2.34).
Inserting (6.2.34)) into (6.2.28]), we obtain

X m

2 (By(fe) = D — Eo({Q, fe3™). (6.2.36)

m=0
The estimates (6.2.9) and the isometry of the mapping F, from (6.2.28) give, with the help
of (6.2.34)), the norm-convergence (in the algebra C(supp Ej;)) of the sum defining the element

fer € C(supp Ejy):

falF):=>" %{Q, fYM(F),  F esupp By, |t| < k1. (6.2.37)

m=0

The norm-continuity of the morphism Ej then leads from (6.2.36) to
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2 (Eqy(fe) = Ey(far), € € 8, [t] < k1= (Mpg*blar) ™. (6.2.38)
The derivative of the function ¢t — fg is, according to (6.2.37):

o0

S FalF) = 30 T 1@ QY P), (6239

m=0

the series in (6.2.39) being again absolutely and uniformly convergent in F' € supp £, and
1] < k1, 62.9), Le.
(t; F)e{u: ueR, |ul <k} xsupp K. (6.2.40)

The classical Hamilton equations written in the form of Poisson brackets for the case of the
Hamiltonian function @ with the flow ¢ have the form

d *
@I ={Q. f}(#F), Feg, uek (6.2.41)
Let us substitute 9@ F instead of F into the formula (6.2.39). From (6.2.41)) we obtain

t™ d
m! du

d [e.e]
&fﬁt(@gF) = Z

m=0

{Q. f} ™ (2F). (6.2.42)

The uniform convergence in u € R for any given (¢; F') from (6.2.40]) and the known theorem
on the differentiation of series of functions lead to the equality:

d d
3 fa(PIF) = - fa(@lF) = {Q, fa} (91 F), (6.2.43)

where the second equality was obtained by an application of (G.2.41]). Setting v = 0 in (6.2.43))
and comparing with (6.2Z41)) we get:

fet(F) = feol P F) = fe(of' F) = " fe(F), (6.2.44)

since feo = fe according to (6.2.37). Insertion of fg from (6.2.44) into (6.2.38) gives (6.2.32)
with f := f¢ (£ € g). The algebra C(supp £y) is generated by f¢’s, and gp,?* is a *-isomorphism of
C(supp Ey), [6229). The norm-continuity of C*-morphisms gives then the validity of (6.2.32))
for the general f € C(supp Ey). O

6.2.11 Lemma. The mappings 7° (|t| < kn) defined in[62A(ii) map the C*-algebra AN into
the C*-algebra €N (which is generated in sgA™ by AN and N°).

Proof. We can write the definition of 72 (|t| < ky) on AN, EZ17) and (B2IR), in the form

X m

t
2 (x) = Z p- s*-liilgn [1 QK 2™ 2 e AV, (6.2.45)

m=0
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Each multiple commutator in (6.2.45)) can be expressed in the form of a polynomial in the
variables X¢ and some of the variables y, of the form, cf. also (6.2.10) and (G.2.11):

ys = [ X7 X5, XS e e, Kell, (6.2.46)

Ju? J27
with the coefficients independent of K. Due to (6.2.20) and the independence of any y, of K,

the strong limits in (6.2.45) are elements of €~. The norm convergence of the sum in right
hand side of ([6.2.45) and the closeness of €V in the norm-topology give then the result. [

6.2.12 Lemma. For any x € A and any z € N, the equality vz = 0 implies the validity of
]| - [|z]] = 0.

Proof. For z # 0, we have z = Ey(f) with |f(Fp)| # 0 for some f € C(supp E,) and some
Fy € supp E,. Let, for the definiteness, be f(Fy) > 0. Then there is a subset By C g* such that
Ey(Bo) # 0 and f(F) > $f(Fp) for all F' € By. Since M¢ is in the commutant of 2A in sqA™,
the product of the positive (i.e. nonnegative) operator xz*xr € 2 with the positive operator
(Eq(f) — 5 (Fo))Ey(By) € M€ is a nonnegative operator in €. Then zz = 0 implies

0< ' (By(f) — 5 F(F) Eo(Bo) = —3 F(F) ' Ey(Bo). (6.2.47)

Hence we have x E4(By) = 0. The mapping: = — xz E4(By) is a nonzero (nondegenerate)
representation of the simple C*-algebra 2 in 20**, hence x = 0. O

6.2.13 Lemma. Let A" @ M° and A ® N° be the C*-products (uniquely defined, since
N¢ is abelian, [27), 1.22.5.]), with the canonical inclusion AN @ NE C A @ NC. Let \;* be the
homomorphism of A ® N° into €, [6.2.9, determined by the association:

At ij ® zj > Zatjzj €l z; e z €N (6.2.48)
J J

*

Then \;' can be extended to a unique *-isomorphism \;' =: (A\o)™" of the C*-algebra
ARMNE onto €, the restrictions of which to the subalgebras AN @N°¢ (N € II) are *-isomorphisms
onto €N (N €11), ¢f. .22

Proof. The existence of an isomorphism onto € extending A\, is a direct consequence of [306)
Exercise IV.2], due to our Lemma [6.2.T21 The uniqueness is the trivial consequence of the
norm-continuity of C*-homomorphisms, since the finite sums in ([6.2.48) form dense sets in
the corresponding C*-algebras. The same considerations are applicable to the restrictions to
AN ® 91¢, hence we have the assertions of the Lemma. O

6.2.14 Lemma. Let 75 (K € II), resp. 7., be a *~homomorphism of A%, resp. of N¢,
into €5, Assume that 7,(0N°) C N°. Then there is a unique *-homomorphism 7 : €5 — €&
such that:

m(22) = 7 (2)7:(2), for all x € AKX, 2 € M°. (6.2.49)
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Proof. Let X\ : 2z — = ® z be the isomorphism of €& onto AX ® N¢ determined in (.2.13]
According to [306, IV.4.7.], there is a unique homomorphism 7y of A% ® 91¢ into €X such that

To(r ® 2) = T (2)7e(2), AN, 2z €M (6.2.50)

Since the C*-norm on A ® N¢ is a cross norm (see [306, IV.]), the *-property of 7 follows from
the norm continuity and from the *-property of 7 and 7.. We shall define 7 as the composition

T:=Tp© )\0. (6251)

The uniqueness of 7 is then a consequence of linearity and continuity in the norm-topology. [

6.2.15 Proposition. There is a unique family 79 = {7 ; |[t| < ky, t € R} of C*-morphisms
of €N into itself such that their restriction to AN C €N is given by (6.2.47), and their restriction
to N¢ C €V is given by (6.2.33). This family 7¢ has a unique extension to an (equally
denoted) one parameter group of *-automorphisms of ¢V, for any N € II.

Proof. After the identification of 7 (resp. 7.) from with 72 from (G:2.43) (resp. with
72 from ([B.232)) for any real t : |t| < ri (K € II), the wanted morphism 7% : €% — ¢¥ is
obtained by its identification with 7 from (6.2.49). It suffices to prove the group property of
these morphisms 7% of €V into itself (with N € II) for small ¢ € R. Since the restrictions of 7@
to M¢ form an automorphism group of N¢, and the algebra N is in the center of €V, it suffices
to prove

72, (@) = (7)) for all ¢ € AV, (6.2.52)

and for all sufficiently small nonzero t; (e.g., for all ¢; : max(|t,|,[t2]) < $rn). For such t;’s,
we have according to G.2.5](ii) and (G.2.45]):

7 (g (1)) = 70 (s lim 75(2)) = ) W)™ o lim [Q,2]™), (6.2.53)

1 2 1 300

where the norm continuity of Tt? and the norm-convergence of the series were used. (We write
here s-lim instead of s*-lim, where the s(sg2**, s¢2*)-topology is generated by the seminorms
P from (62.19). This notation is used for brevity only; the existence and equality of both
the limits s-lim and s*-lim is clear from the proof of [(.2.5l) Considering the structure of the
multiple commutators in ([6.2.53)) according to the discussion in the proof of [6.2.T1] by the
morphism property of 7> on €V as well as the definition (6.2:23) with [.232) we obtain:

(s BnlQX, ™) = s-lim 72(1QK, 2)) (6.2.54)
= S—h[I{n[Tt?(QK),TtQ(I)](m). (6.2.55)

1

Since any *-morphism 7€ is a contraction, the bounds from [6.2.4] are valid also for the mul-
tiple commutators in ([6.2.55]). From the norm-convergence of the sums we obtain consequently:
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. - (th)m K m
28w = stim > U o) 10y

m=0 "
= s-lim 2 (5 (2)). (6.2.56)
One has also
75 (z) € BY for all z € AV, and for all K € IL. (6.2.57)

Then, according to the Lemma [6.2.6] and the formula (6.2.18), one obtains:

(i (x) = s lim 7 (755 ()
= s-lim > (izl,)k (ZZ),m Q. [QF, 2]t™]™®). (6.2.58)
k,m=0 ) )

The norms of the multiple commutators in (6.2.58)) for L > K > N are bounded from above
according to the estimate (cf. also [6.2.3))

1G4 Q)™ < P k= 1)t (M (6:2.59)

what can be obtained by the considerations analogous to those used in the proof of 6.2.4l Hence
the sum in ([G.258) converges in norm, uniformly in (K; L) € II x IT with L > K > 1. Then
the continuity of the product of elements of a W*-algebra in the s-topology leads to:

s lim 72(rf(2)) = slim i ()" (ita)" QF, [QF, z]™]®

! k' ml
k,m=0
— L g () (p)
S DL
p=0
= S—liII(nTtIf+t2(l’):Tt?+t2(l’). (6.2.60)

The relations (6.2.56) and ([6.2.60) give the desired group property (6.2.52)) for all sufficiently

small nonzero t;, ts, hence TtQ € *-Aut ¢V (due to the consequent invertibility of TtQ on €V),
and 79 is a one-parameter group of automorphisms of €V (for any given N € II). O

6.2.16 Note. We have worked in this section in the framework of the subalgebra sg2A** of the
von Neumann algebra 2A**. The only properties of the projector s¢ € 3 we have used in the
previous considerations was the existence of the limits Xen := s*-limy sqXen for all§ € g (here
the elements Xen € A are identified with m,(Xen), cf. [6.21) as well as the o(G)-invariance:
0(9)(sg) = sg for all g € G. Any projector s, € 3 with these two properties, i.e. s,
such that:
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(1) the limits s*-limy Xensy exist in s* (20, 2A*)-topology for all £ € g,
(ii) s is o(G)-invariant: o(g)(sz) = Sx for all g € G,

could be used instead of sg in the considerations of this section. Such projectors form a lattice
in 3 with the maximal element pg defined in[5.1.29. The G-measure corresponding to pg was
introduced in and denoted by Eé]. Then the G-measure used up to now in this section
was By = sGEgH, and the G-measure Ef, corresponding to another projector s, € 3 satisfying
(i) and (ii) equals to s.E}'. The algebra M. := ET(Cy(g*,C)) corresponding to the projector
Sz, hence also the quasilocal algebra €, := AR NS, depend nontrivially on the choice of s.. If,
however, s¢ < s; < pa, then NE is isomorphic to N°. This is an immediate consequence of the
Proposition [6.2.9 as well as of the following Lemma[6.2.17

6.2.17 Lemma. Let the projector s, € 3 (:= the center of A™) satisfy [6.2.10 (i)+(ii). Let
s < 5z < pg, and let ET := s, E}'. Then supp EJ = supp E}'(=supp Eg, consequently).

Proof. : Let sp(X¢) C R (£ € g) be spectrum of the bounded selfadjoint operator X¢ € L(H).
Let conv(B) be the convex hull of the subset B of a linear space. We have X¢y € 2 (N € II),
hence the spectrum sp(m(X¢y)) does not depend of the representation 7 of 2 (2 is
simple). From the construction of X in 5.7 and we obtain successively:

sp(Xen) C conv (sp(Xe)), &e€g, Nell, (6.2.61)
what can be seen from [262, Theorem VIII.33]; from the spectral resolution of X with a help
of B.I.8 one has

{(AeC: A=(p, Xew), llpll =1, ¢ € H} = conv(sp(X¢)) C sp(Xen); (6.2.62)
hence by [262], Theorem VIII.24]:

sp(Xem) = conv(sp(Xe)). (6.2.63)
The equality ([6.2.63)) is independent of such representations 7 of 2 in which (6.2.62)) is valid,

i.e. for

X&r = 5" hj{fn SWXgN e A (6264)

we have the implication:

conv(sp(Xe)) C sp(Xer) = sp(Xer) = conv(sp(Xe)). (6.2.65)

We have X¢pp := X, for s, := s and the spectrum of X¢, cannot decrease with increasing
sr. This proves the conclusion of (6.2.65]) for all s, > s, € € g. Hence the spectra of X¢, are
independent of s, for sg < sy < pg. The construction of the projection measure EJ according
to (5.1125) and shows that F* € supp EJ implies F'(§) € sp(Xer):
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Xeo = [ PO EFF) = B (o) (6.2.66)

This formula shows also that A € sp(X,) implies the existence of such an F' € supp EYT that
F(&) = A\. We shall show in the next Lemma that supp E; is a convex subset of g*. Let

By :={Feg': F({ € conv(sp(X¢)), V¢ € g}. (6.2.67)

The set By is convex and closed in g*. We have

supp Ej C B, for any s; > sg (sx < pa). (6.2.68)

Let B = B = conv(B) C B, be such that for any ¢ € g the following implication is valid:

A€ conv(sp(Xe)) =3I FeB:FE) =\ (6.2.69)

The set B :=supp Ey, and also B := B, has the property (6.2.69).
Let Fy € g* does not belong to B : Fy ¢ B. Then, according to [157, Lemma(B.26)], there
is an element of g** =g, & € g, such that

But from (6:269) and from B C By we see that {F(§) : F € B} = conv(sp(X)) for all
¢ € g, hence Fy(&) & conv(sp(Xg,)), and this implies that Fy ¢ By. We have proved that
B = By, hence supp £, = B;. But

sa < sp = Ey < Ej = supp Ey C supp Ej, (6.2.71)
what with the help of (6.2.68) gives now the desired result. O

6.2.18 Lemma. supp Ej is convex.

Proof. The projection measure Ej introduced in 6.2.21(i) is built of its values E,(F), (5150,
calculated on one point sets {F'} C g*. The measure £ is isomorphically mapped onto the
measure EF := pg o Ey acting in the Hilbert subspace PgHp of the infinite (complete) tensor
product space Hy, cf. B.IIIl According to the definitions in B.1.7, and 111 F €
supp Fy means that there is a product-vector ¥ € H:

Vo= Q) vr, o € He = wH, |loel =1, forall k € I1, (6.2.72)
kell

such that the following relations are valid:

N
lim %Z(% m(Xe)or) = F(€), forall € € g. (6.2.73)

N—o0
k=1
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Let FU) € supp E, (j = 1,2) be determined according to (6.2.73) by the product vectors

ACHES (anfenap,(c € Dn(g). We shall construct a product vector ¥ € Dr(g), for any rational
number ¢: 0 < ¢ = £ < 1, such that the corresponding value of F' € g, cf. (E272) and (6.2.73),

is
F=cFY 4 (1-¢)F®, (6.2.74)

This will prove the convexity of supp E;, since supp Ej is a closed subset of g*.
We shall construct the sequence {py : k € II} defining ¥ according to (6.272) from the
sequence {go,(f) . kell, j=1,2} for any two natural numbers 0 < r < s as follows:

Omstj = gofiz,ﬂ- ,forj=1,2,...1; m € Zy; (6.2.75)
gofizs_r)ﬂ._r yforjg=r+1r+2,...5s meZ,.

(Here we have identified Hy with H (k € II). The formally correct rewriting of the for-

. ) -1 1)
mula (B2.73)) includes, €.8., Pmstj = UmstiUmpt i Pomrsj-)

Let

() = (o) m( X)), § = 1,25 Wr(€) = (spn, m(Xe)on)- (6.2.76)
Inserting from (6.2.75) into the left hand side of (G.2.73) we obtain:

ms+j J
1
V(&) = U,ns 6.2.77
T2 WO = S Ve (6:277)
mr . 1 m(s—r) o
\I/ v
* ms+j smrZ m(s —r) ; e ()
Taking the limit m — oo on both sides of (€2.77) (5 € {1,2,...s}), we obtain (C.2Z74). O

6.2.19 Proposition. Let s, < pg be a o(G)-invariant projector in the center 3 of A**. Let
ET := s be the corresponding G-measure. Then N := ET(Cy(g*,C)) C N, ¢f. 23 (ww).
Specifically, ME = N° for s, > sq. (Here we have identified *-isomorphic C*-algebras.)

Proof. If s.; (j = 1,2) are two such projectors s, with s;1 < sz9, then for the corresponding
G-measures one has supp EF' C supp E7* C supp B, cf. The Proposition and
its proof is applicable to any G-measure in the case of bounded generators X¢ (£ € g). Since
C(supp Ej') C C(supp EJ?) € C(supp E,), and M5 = EF(C(supp EJ)) is an isomorphic
image of C'(supp EJ), the result follows. O

Note: With a help of this proposition one can show that sg can be replaced by s, with
sq < s < pg, everywhere in this Section
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6.2.20 Theorem. Let A := AT be the quasilocal algebra introduced in[5.1.7; o(G) C *- Aut A
is generated by the continuous unitary representation U(G) in H of a Lie group G with bounded
generators Xe = X¢ (£ € ), of LA and 213 Let s, < pg be a o(G)-invariant central
projector in A**, where pg is introduced in[L129 Let E] := s.E]', where E' is defined in
6.1.33l Let 91¢ and €, be defined as in and ¢V := AN @ N¢; the algebras NE, €V,
and €, are considered as C*-subalgebras of s 2** in the canonical way, cf. [6.2.1, [6.2.2 and
[6.2.13. Let Q be a polynomial with the property (SA) of [G11. Then one has:

(i) The sequence {75 : K €I} of the one parameter *-automorphism groups of A generated
by QX according to (61.2) determines a unique one parameter group 7 C *-Aut € (with
€ := &, for sy := pg) such that for any N € 11 and for all |t| < kn (cf. (6.2.10))

2 (z) = S*_;}im H(z), VaeA = pem, (AN). (6.2.78)
—00
The s*(pcA**, peA*)-topology is determined by the seminorms from (6.2.19) with w € S,(pc2A**).
(ii) The C*-subalgebras N, €, and €Y (N C 11, s, < pg) of € are invariant with respect to
7?. Let the restriction of 7¢ to ¢, be denoted by 77. (Note: We have changed the

notation here. It was denoted by 7% the group 7™ with s, := s¢ in the preceding subsections. )

(iii) The restriction of T to MC reproduces the classical flow % corresponding to the Hamilto-
nian function ) on the Poisson manifold g* in the sense that

T(EL(f) = EX (e f), feC(g) (6.2.79)

(iv) The group 7% is a strongly continuous subgroup of *- Aut €, i.e. the functions

t— 72 (y) (6.2.80)

are norm-continuous for all y € €: The triple {&€, R, 79} is a C*-dynamical system, [53, 2.7.1].

(v) T (for any s, specified above) is a 0(Cr, s A*)-continuous group of automorphis of €., i.e.
the functions

t— w(t(y)) (6.2.81)

are continuous for all states w € s;2A* (= {f € A* : f(szx) = f(x), Vo € A™*}) and for all
y € €., and for all such w one has:

worT €5, A", VteR. (6.2.82)
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(vi) The infinitesimal generator of T™ is the derivation 6, on €, such that

or(y) =1 Z E7(0;Q) [XJN, yl, for all y € AV, (6.2.83a)
0 (Eg (£)) = Eg({Q, f}) for f € C'(g"), (6.2.83b)

where the square bracket in (6.2.83d) is the commutator, and AN is considered there as s;m,(AN)
(A is simple!), and the partial derivatives 0;Q) denote the differentiation of Q) with respect to
the components F; == F(&;) of F' € g* in the dual basis to the basis {§; : j = 1,2,...n} of g,
X; = X¢,. The compound bracket in right hand side in (6.2.83l) denotes the classical Poisson
bracket on g*. The operator 6, determined by (6.2.83) determines the group 7™ € *- Aut €,
uniquely:

o0 tm
HOEDY — 07 (y), for all y € B |t| < ky, N ell (6.2.84)

m=0

Proof. We shall use here the fact mentioned in the Note in [6.2.19 that in the assertions of this
section we can replace sg by pg; we shall refer to the assertions and their proofs in Secl6.2] as
if they were reformulated with this replacement.

(i) The restrictions of 79 to the subalgebras €V given in [6.2.15] determine a unique group
7@ C *- Aut €, since each of the mappings

2y l(y), ye eV, Nell, t eR, (6.2.85)

is norm-continuous and {y : y € €, N € II} is norm-dense in €.

(ii) After the replacement of sg by s; (hence also Ey by Ef) in [6.2.10] and 6.2.15] we obtain
the invariance of 91¢ and of €, due to o(G)-equivariance of EZ. The 7@-invariance of €% is clear.

(iii) Immediately from 6.2.10, since 77 (E7(f)) = sxm2(ER(f)).

(iv) Tt suffices to prove the continuity in (6.280) for ¢ — 0. With y := 2 € A" the continuity
is given by the uniform convergence in (6.245]), and this implies the continuity for all z € A
(by an €/3- argument). For y := E7(f), f € C(supp Ej), it suffices to prove

. Qxp _
i o = /]| =0, (6:2.86)

since f — E7(f) is a C*-morphism. The validity of (6.2.86) is a consequence of the joint
continuity of the classical flow ¢@,

P9 (4 F) ol (F) € g7, (6.2.87)
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as well as of the compactness of supp Ej and of the continuity of f.

(v) The continuity in (6.2.81]) is a consequence of (iv). Let us consider 77 (¢ € R) as a
family of representations of 2 := m, () C 2™ in the subalgebra s,A** of A**. The unique
o (A, A*) —o (s,A*, s,2*)-continuous extensions of these representations to 2A**, [274] 1.21.13],
will be denoted by 7% (resp. 77 for s, < pg). From and from its proof one can see

71 (sx) = T1 (Eq (87)) = s (6.2.88)

We have also 7] (idyq — s, ) = 0, and the restrictions of 7} (¢ € R) to the 7] -invariant subalgebra
A form a family of *-automorphisms which are automatically o-continuous, [274, 4.1.23].
The definition 7™ with a help of strong limits, cf. (6.2.23), shows that the restriction of 7] to
¢, coincides with the above defined 77* € *- Aut €;. This proves the normality of wo 7/ for any
normal w(i.e. w € s,2A*), hence (6.2.82)).

(vi) The automorphism group 77 of €, is determined uniquely by the determination of 777 ()
for all z € BY (cf. Lemma 6.2.6] and 6.2.2(iii) for notation), for [t| < ky, N € II; this is clear
from [6.2.5] and from its consequences. The series in the formula

gTZT(%’) =iy (Ztm),m s*-1im [Q", [Q", ]™] (6.2.89)

converges uniformly in the disc [t| < kx (z € BY), hence the equality (6.2.89) is valid. Con-
siderations similar to those used in the dealing with (6.2.58]) lead to the equalities:

s-lim [iQ, iQ", ]™] = s-lim s-lim [iQ", [iQ", 2]"™]
= slim 6 ([1QF, )™, (6.2.90)
where for all N € II:

Op(x) == s- liin i[QF, ], for all z € BY = 5,7, (BY). (6.2.91)

The derivation property of commutators and the polynomial form of @) together with (6.2.20])

lead to the expression (6.2.83al) for 0, in (6.2.91). Setting t = 0 in ([6.2.89), we see that so
defined d,(z) is the value of the generator §, of 7™ on z € AY (N € II). By the differentiation

of (6.232) with f € C*'(supp E]) we obtain (6.2.83h), cf. (6.2.43) and notes in [53] above 3.2.29.

From the continuity properties of 7™ and the corresponding closedness of d,, cf. [53, 3.1.6], we
obtain by the repeated use of (6.2.90):

s-lim 6 ([1QF, )™ = 8, (s- lim QK 2](™)) = 6™ (). (6.2.92)

Insertion from (6.2.91) and (6.292) into (6.245), cf. the note following (6.2.53), gives for

r € BY, |t| < Ky the norm-convergent series:
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[e.e]

tm

HOEDY — 07 (). (6.2.93)
m=0 ’
This proves that the operator ¢, from (6.2.83)) determines 77. O

6.3 Time evolution in generalized mean-field theories

6.3.1. We shall construct in this section a general class of time evolutions 7% of the infinite
quantum systems (2; 0(G)) defined in Sec/5.2l The time evolution 7€ is determined in a canon-
ical way by an arbitrary classical Hamiltonian function ) on the (generalized) homogeneous
classical phase space g* as well as by the automorphism group o(G) of 2. It will be shown
later that the here presented construction leads to the same evolution what was denoted by 7¢
in Sec.6.2. in the case of 2 := A", o(G) being defined according to EIH and with Q being
a polynomial in a basis of g* dual to any fixed basis {{;, 7 = 1,2,...n}; the generators of the
continuous representation U(G) in the ’one-spin space’ H, [5.1.3, are supposed to be bounded
in this special case.

We shall start with the general case, the specifications to the cases considered in Secl5.1]
and the further specification to the cases of Secl6.2] will be made later on. Let us fix here some
general assumptions valid throughout of this section.

Using the notation of Sec[5.2] let Ej; be a fixed nontrivial G-measure associated with the
system (A; 0(G)) such that, with pg := E,(g*), the following implication is valid:

wepeSA) =S5 =g (€ G) = w(o(g)(x)) is continuous for all x € A. (6.3.1)

It will be shown in that this assumption is fulfilled by ¢(G) from with pg from
61290 We shall assume that 2 is a unital C*-algebra which is simple (this last assumption
is made only for brevity of our expression). The nontriviality of E; means a certain ’breaking
of symmetries’ occurring in the system, cf. our [£.2.3] for basic definitions, and for illustration
of the phenomenon of “spontaneous symmetry breaking” see [106, 265], [53, Sec. 4.3.4], [41],
IV.A],

The time evolution 7¢ will be defined with a help of the group-valued function gg(t, F)
on R x g* defined in with (BII7) (another possible choice of 3% will not change the
general construction of 7%, so that the nonuniqueness of Bg leads to various possibilities for the
definition of the time evolutions 7%¢). The notation introduced in and will be used
here. Let us note that the equation (6.1.16]) for go can be written in any continuous unitary
representation U(G) in H in the form

d

i 3 U(90(t, F)) = X(BE)U(gq(t, ), F €g’, tER, (6.3.2)

where F, == ¢2(F); X(€) := X, (€ € g) are the selfadjoint generators of U(G), and 2 € g
was introduced in 613 The equation (6.3.2) is of the form of (linear) quantum-mechanical
evolution equation with the time-dependent Hamiltonian operator X ( 5%) The equation (6.3.2])
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describes, in the setting of Sec5.1] the time evolution of any ’individual’ quantum subsystem
placed in any fixed site & € Il in the surrounding 'mean field’ go,? (F) € g* generated by the
whole collection of the quantal subsystems (for all the sites k € II) interacting by an ’infinitely
weak and of infinitely long-range’ interaction with each other. The equation (€3.2]) will be
useful in the analysis of thermodynamic properties of the considered systems.

6.3.2 Definitions.

(i) Cp := Cy(supp E,, C) will denote the set of all uniformly bounded complez-valued contin-
uous functions on supp Ey C g*, see[5.2.3 for the definition of supp Ej.

(ii) The s*-topology on 2 is determined by seminorms p,,, p;, (cf. (6.219)) for allw € p,S(2).

(111) Let €5 := Cps(supp By, A) be the set of all A-valued, uniformly bounded s*-continuous
functions on supp Ey, i.e. f € €, means that the function

f:F(esupp Ey) — f(F) (€ 2A) (6.3.3)
1s bounded in the sense
[ f[] == sup{[[f(F)]| : F € supp Ey} < oo, (6.3.4)
and all the functions
Few((f(F) = f(F) (f(F) = f(F))), w€peS®), Fo € supp Ly, (6.3.5a)
Fw((f(F) = fF(R)(f(F) = f(F))"), wepeS®l), Fy € supp Ky, (6.3.5b)

converge to zero for F' converging to Fy in the norm-topology of g*.
(iv) For any o(G)-invariant C*-subalgebra A7 of A

o(g9)(x) :=oy(x) €A forallz €A/, g €@, (6.3.6)

let € = Cps(supp Ey, A”) be defined equally as it was defined €y in (iii) with the replacement
of A by A’

(v) Let €5 (resp. €57 ) be the C*-subalgebra (cf. of €y (resp. of €.) generated by all
the functions f, € Cps of the form

fo: F o4 (x) f(F), feCy, go€ C(supp Ey, G), (6.3.7)
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with any x € A (resp. any x € A’ ). The set C(supp Ey, G) consists of all continuous G-valued
functions on supp E.

(vi) We shall use also K := supp E,, resp. K C g* will denote any Ad*(G)-invariant
closed subset of the generalized classical phase space in more general cases. We shall identify
Cy = Cy(K,C) with the subset €ps(K,Cidy) of €ps in the canonical way: f € Cy is identified
with the function

f: Feidy f(F), F e K, idy is the identity of . (6.3.8)

6.3.3 Proposition. The set €y is a *-algebra with respect to the natural (pointwise) algebraic
operations determined by the corresponding operations in the range A of the elements f € €y

(F1+ M) = F1(F)+ AFo(F), (F1F2)(F) = f1(F)fo(F),
f(F) = [f(O))]",VF e K,\eC, fj and f € &, (6.3.9)

and it is a normed algebra with the norm || f|| of f € €ys given by (6-3-4). This normed *-algebra
€y is a C*-algebra, and its subsets €], and Cy endowed with the induced algebraic operations
and the norm are C*-subalgebras of Cys.

Proof. The continuity properties of the product in 2 with respect to the s*-topology are given
by Proposition 1.8.12. and Theorem 1.8.9. of [274]. Then the uniform boundedness of f € €,
and the continuity of the x-operation in the s*-topology gives the invariance of €, with respect
to the algebraic operations (6.3.9). The norm properties of the function given in (6.3.4) are
easily verified, and the C*-property of the norm:

I£1* = lsup IF(EIT* = sup IFE)* = sup [|F(F)" F ()| = 11 £, (6.3.10)

is valid too. We shall verify completness of €4 in this norm. For any Cauchy sequence {f,;n €
Z,} in €y, the sequence {f, (F),n € Z,} is Cauchy in A for any ' € K. The completness of
2 gives the existence of pointwise limits

F(F)=n-lmf(F) €A, FeK (6.3.11)

By defining the norm of any function f : K — 24 (|| f|| could be infinite in general) by (6.3.4]),
we have the norm-convergence of f, to f from (G.3.11)): If || f,,— f,.|| < d for all n,m > ng, then
| ., — fIl <0 for all n > ng, for any positive 9, since lim,, || f,(F) — f,.(F)|| = || f,.(F)— f(F)]|
for all F' € K. Considering the cyclic representation (7, H,,€),) corresponding to any w €
paS(2l) as a subrepresentation of the universal representation 7, in pgm,(21), we have with the
identification of & with pgm, () (cf. (6.2.19)):

Po(F(F) = f(F0)) = [[(F(F) = F(F0))Qull < 20fn — FI+ [1(Fn(F) = £ (F0))0 ]l (6.3.12)
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and the s-continuity of f, ’s gives the s-continuity of f. A use of the norm-continuity of the
*-operation gives us the s*-continuity of f, i.e. f € &, The remaining assertions of the
proposition follow now easily. O

6.3.4 Lemma. The functions f, from (6.3.7) belong to €. Hence, €5 and €57 are
C*-subalgebras of Cps.

Proof. Since f € () can be considered as an element of &, it suffices to prove f, € &, for f
given by (631) with f := constant function. This will be proved by proving the s*-continuity
of 0(G). For any z € A and any w € peS(A), we have

B (09(2) = 0y ()" = w (0 (%) = 0y (27)) (04 (2) = 0 (2))) = (6.3.13)

= W (04(27x) = 04, (272)) + w (09 (27) = 0 (27)) 04y (7)) + w0 (T4 (47) (0 () = T4(2)))

and the s-continuity follows from the assumption ([6.3.1]) by repeated use of the polarization
identity (expressing nondiagonal matrix elements of bounded operators in a Hilbert space by
a finite linear combination of the diagonal ones). The s*-continuity is then obtained by the
replacement of x by x* in the above considerations. O

6.3.5. The quasilocal C*-algebra 2( of quantum (microscopic) observables is naturally embed-
ded into &, as a C*-subalgebra by the identification of any x € 2 with a constant function

Fecs:

f(F)=a2=1(F)o.(z), FeK, (6.3.14)

where 1(F) := 1 for all F' € g*. The classical (macroscopic) observables are embedded into €5
according to the formula (6.3.8]), where the classical observables are represented by functions
belonging to Cy( K, C). We can (and we shall) consider € or €, as the (extended) C*-algebra
of observables of the systems with 'mean-field” dynamics. It might be useful, however, to embed
this new algebra of observables in a canonical way into the W*-algebra 0**, since there is a
canonical bijection between the set of all states w € S() and the set of all normal states
w € S.(A™) on the double dual 2A™ of 2A: any w € S(2A) corresponds to its (equally denoted)
canonical normal extension w € S,(2A*). Hence, after obtaining an embedding of ¢, into
2A** such that 2 C € is mapped onto m,(2) C A*™ or onto its subrepresentation, we shall
obtain a certain canonical extension of any state w € S(2) (or of any state w € peS(2), where
pc € 3 is the projector onto the above mentioned subrepresentation of m,) to a state on 2A**
(resp. on pgA**), and this in turn gives to us a certain canonical extension of states on 2 to
states on &€,. Such an embedding is given in the following proposition.

6.3.6 Proposition. Let us consider the integral decomposition of any w € paS.(A**) [where A
is simple] given by the formula according to Theorem[2.2.11, and let Fy : M — g* be
giwen as i [5.1.39. There is a C*-isomorphism of s into paA*™* formally written in the form

By: £(€ @) s By /f (6.3.15)
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where Ey denotes the G-measure (as before) as well as the_presently introduced isomorphism.
The isomorphism Ey is uniquely determined by the formul

W(Ey(f)) = / (£ () il dm), Voo € paS. (A7), (6.3.16)

where the decomposition was used, and (cf. [5.1.39)

Fy:mw— F,, = Fy(m), meN CM, (6.3.17)

is defined on the spectrum space N of the (commutative) subalgebra M(E,) of pcA*™, cf.
10.2.5.

The mapping Ey leaves A = pem,(A) invariant and maps Cy, onto a C*-subalgebra N° of
N(E,) =: Ng, see also[L210.

Proof. Let B C N be any Borel set and yp is its characteristic function. The functions

m = wn(x) xg(m), x €A™, (6.3.18)

are Borel functions on NV for any w € peS,(20**). Since the function Fj in (6.3.17) is continuous,
the measurability of the functions

m = wp(f o Fy(m)), f € €, (6.3.19)

can be proved with a help of a sequence Fg(") of functions from A into the one point compact-
ification g* of g* assuming each only a finite number of values and pointwise converging to F;
in the natural topology of g*. Then the functions

m = wp(f o FM(m)), f € &, w € paS.(A™) (6.3.20)

are finite sums of functions of the form (6.3.I8)), hence the functions (6.3.20) are measurable.
The s*-continuity of f implies then the pointwise convergence of the functions (6.3.20) to the
function ([6.3.19) for n — oco. According to a known theorem in measure theory, cf. e.g.
[223, 6.10.VIL.], the pointwise limit of uniformly bounded measurable functions is measurable,
hence (6.3.19) are Borel functions. We have proved the existence of the integrals in (6.3.16]) for
any f € €. The function

Ey(f): w (€ SA)) — w(E,(f)) € C, (6.3.21)

is affine: The extension mapping e, of S(2) onto S.(A**) is affine, and the association of
subcentral (hence orthogonal, hence regular Borel) measures to the states w € S, (**) defined

by (cf. (B.1.147))

[ w1, € {probability measures on S(A™)}, (6.3.22)

2Note: For noncompact supp Ej, the integral is a limit of integrals over bounded subsets B C g*: [---:=
limpge [ @ (Eg(B)f(Fn)) po(dm).
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where the measure fi,, corresponds to the decomposition of w € S(A**) given by the commuta-
tive subalgebra m,(Me)” in L(H,) (cf. [53, 4.1.25.], and for the definition of Mg see (.2.10), is
also affine. The affinity of (6.3.22) can be proved on the basis of the fact that all the measures
in ([.322)) are obtained from the same algebra Mg C 3 by considering fi, and A /iy, + Aofiw,
(with w := A\jw; + Aswo) as limits of the nets of measures which correspond to the net of finite
dimensional subalgebras of M, compare Lemma 4.1.26. in [53]:

w(z) = Zw(pjx) =X\ Zwl(ijC) + A2 Zw(pw), ij = idy, (6.3.23)

for any finite set of mutually orthogonal projectors p; € Me. Hence, ([6.322) is an affine
mapping:

Moy = >\1,&w1 + )\2/lw2, for w := >\1w1 + >\2(A)2. (6324)

The relation (6.3.24) has a unique extension to all w; € A* (A\; € C). Writing for w €
pGS(Ql):

SE(F) = [ 0 (FFyo (o) ulde). (6:325)

what is meaningful for ¢ € supp fi, (cf. the proof of B.I.38), we obtain now affinity of (6.3.21)
which can be uniquely extended to linearity on the whole 2*(5 w). The boundedness of the
mapping (6.3.2]]) is a direct consequence of (6.3.25)) as well as of the boundedness of the function
f. This proves that Ey(f) € A**, where the linear extension of (6.3.2])) is denoted by the same
symbol. We shall consider 2A** as a W*-algebra in the canonical way: 20** := 1, (2A)" C L(H,).
We shall prove the morphism property of E; in (63.I5). The linearity of (63.15) is clear
from ([63.16) and from the linearity of each of w,,. By a 'polarization procedure’ one can prove

W(Ey(f)y) = / o F(Fn)y) po(dm), y € A7, w € pas. (A7), (6.3.26)

Since w, (YEG(f)) = wm(yf(Fn)) for all w € peS.(A*), m € supp p,, y € A and f € &,
we have also

DB Ey(f) = / o F1(F) Byl ) () (6.3.27)
- / ol F1(Fon) Fa(Fu)) prodim) = w(Ey(£1 £2)).

which proves Ey(f,fs) = E(f1)Ey(f2) for all f; € &, (j = 1,2). The *-property follows by
the decomposition of f € €, into the real and imaginary parts in ([6.3.16]).

We shall show that the kernel of the morphism Ej : €, — pgR** is trivial. We shall use
here the simplicity of the C*-algebra 2A. Let f > 0 be a positive element of &, || f]| > 0. If
f(Fo) # 0, Fy € K, then there is a state w € S(A) with w(f(Fy)) # 0. The s-continuity of
f € &, implies that the set
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B—{FeK: wf(F)> %w(f(Fo))} C g (6.3.28)
is open in K :=supp E;. Hence E;(B) # 0, and
TGLIE % W(f(Fp))| > 0, for all F € B. (6.3.20)

Any state wy € S(2() supported by E4(B) : wo(x) = wo(Ey(B)z) (x € 2A), is decomposed
according to (B.1.146) into the states w,, with F,, € B for all m € supp p,,. Since 2 is simple,
there is an element z,, € 2 for any such w,, that

Wi (25, xm) = 1, and wy, (z), f (Fn)Tm) # 0. (6.3.30)

The state ¢, € S(A), m(y) = wn(zhyx,) is also supported by Ey(B,,) with any open
B,, C K containing F,,. Hence the decomposition (5.1.140) of w := ¢, is concentrated on the
one point set {m}. This means that

m(Eg(f)) = em(f(Fn)) #0, (6.3.31)

hence Ey(f) # 0 for any nonzero f € &,. This proves the isometry of Ej;, hence Ej is a
C*-isomorphism of € into E,(g*)A** = peA**. The remaining assertions are clearly valid. [

6.3.7 Lemma. Let f € €, w € peS(2A). Then the function

(9:F) —w (o, (f(F)) €C, (¢:F) € G x K, (6.3.32)

is jointly continuous on the topological product G x supp E.

Proof. Let f := f,, cf. (63.7). Then

0y (fo(F)) = a(g™ g0(F)) () f(F), (6.3.33)

and the joint continuity of the group operation

(91592) (€EG X G) = g7 g €G (6.3.34)

gives the joint continuity in (6.3.32) with f := f,. It can be verified directly, cf. e.g. (63.13)),
that the function in (63.33)) is even s*-continuous in the couple (g; F') € G x K. But the finite
algebraic combinations as well as the uniform limits of s*-continuous bounded functions are
s*-continuous. Since €< is generated by functions of the form f,, we have proved that the
functions

(g: F) = o, (£(F)) €, for all f € €, (6.3.35)

are even s*-continuous. ]
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6.3.8 Proposition. Let, with the notation of[6.1.3, be f € €S, and for a fivred Q € C>=(g*,R)
and for anyt € R, F € K, let

Fi(F) = o(gg" (t, F)(F (7 F)). (6.3.36)
Then f, € €5 and the mappings f — f, form a one-parameter group of *-automorphisms
of € fos = (F1)s, for allt,s € R.

Proof. From the continuity properties of gg and ¢? (go and p% depend smoothly on ¢ and
F), and from the s*-continuity of functions (6.3.3H), we have f, € & for any f € €. The
*-morphism properties of the mapping f — f, are fulfilled due to the morphism properties of
the pull-back ¢* by any diffeomorphism ¢ of K,

o' fe o f, O F(F) = f(pF), Fe K Cyg, (6.3.37)

as well as of o(g) € *- Aut 2. The group property follows immediately from the group property
of the flow % and from the cocycle property (BLI3) of go. The group property implies
invertibility, hence isometry of the considered mappings. O

6.3.9. We have just proved existence of a certain ’time evolution’ in the C*-algebra €, con-
taining 2 and 91°. This evolution is determined by an arbitrary classical Hamiltonian function
@ and by the representation o(G) of the group G of ‘macroscopic symmetries’ with the help
of the formula (6.3.30). To have possibility to see eonnections with the 'mean-field evolutions’
discussed in Secl6.2] we shall transfer this evolution into 20** by a use of the isomorphism £,
from (6.3.15]). We shall see that the time evolutions defined by a limiting procedure in Sec[6.2]
can be defined directly by the formula (6.3.36]) (transferred into peA**). The same possibility
of a definition of 'mean-field evolutions’ arises in all the systems considered in Sec/5.Il To make
this possibility clear, let us prove the property (G.3.1]) for those systems.

6.3.10 Lemma. Let us consider the systems determined with a help of infinite tensor product
considered in Sec[5 1. Then the group o(G) C *- Aut A (A := AM) has the property (6.3.1): The
functions g — o4(x) on G are s*-continuous for all v € A, the s*-continuity being determined
by the seminorms p, and p:, from (6.219) with w € pcS(A), and pc was defined in [51.29.

Proof. The implication “ ([6.3.1) = s*-continuity” was proved in Lemma [6.3.4l Since the set of
local elements x € Uycp2AY is norm-dense in 21, it suffices to prove the continuity in (6.3.1]) for
x local. We have assumed in the existence of the generators XSN (& €eg,NCII of all
one parameter subgroups of the unitary group Vy(G) acting in Hy, cf. 3.8 and 5.1.2], as well
as the existence of (equally denoted) generators for the unitary groups pem,(Vy(exp(&t))) for
all £ € g. For w € peS(2A) and z € AV we have

w(o(exp(&t))(z)) = (Qu, exp(—itXév)ﬁu(x) exp(z'thN)Qw), (6.3.38)

what continuously depends on t. We have to prove the strong-continuity of the group U(g) :=
pamy(Va(g)) from the strong continuity of all one parameter subgroups U (exp t) =: exp(—itX),
(¢ € g); we write here X, instead of XgN. Let £ € g, j = 1,2,...n be a fixed basis in g



140 CHAPTER 6. MATHEMATICAL STRUCTURE OF QM MEAN-FIELD THEORIES

and set X; := X¢. Let us parametrize g € G in a neighbourhood of the unity e € G by
t := (t1,t2,...t,) € R™ in the following way, cf. [152] Lemma I1.2.4]:

g = g(t) == exp(t1&1) exp(t282) - - . exp(tnn).- (6.3.39)

Now we can prove weak continuity of U(g(t)) in t = 0 € R™ from the known strong
continuity of U;(t) := U(exp &;t) = exp(—itX;), forall j = 1,2,...n. Since U is a representation
of G, we can write

n

—I= _HUj(tj) =>

k=1

HU

j=1

(Un(te) — 1), (6.3.40)

where [ is the unit operator in the Hilbert space of the representation and the product of zero
number of factors equals to I. Since the unitary operators do not change the norm of vectors,
we have for any unit vectors ¥; and W, in the Hilbert space:

(U1, (U(g(t)) = D)W2)| < Y [[(Un(ts) = HWs)]]. (6.3.41)

This estimate gives weak, hence strong continuity of U(g). O

6.3.11 Definition. Let E; be the *-isomorphism of €5 into pcA** described in (6.313). Let

TtQ € *- Aut pcA** (t € R) denote the one-parameter group determined by

TtQ(Eg(f)) = Ey(f), teR, f¢€ €bs> (6.3.42)

where f, € € was introduced in (6.3.36). The uniqueness of the extension of (@) to the
whole PgRA™ is given by uniqueness of the normal extension of the representations 7,° :
pcA™ to the representations of A in pcA™*, [27), 1.21.13], and the automorphism propefr’ty
of these extensions is given by the TQ—mvam'cmce of pe (hence, 72 (idy=+ — pg) = 0 for all t and
Q). The automorphism group 7% will be called the mean-field time evolution of the system
(2;0(G)) determined by the classical Hamiltonian function Q.

6.3.12 Theorem. Let E; be a nontrivial G-measure associated with the system (A;0(G)),
cf. 023, with K := supp Ey; C g¢* such that o(G) C *-Aut A is (A, peA*)-continuous
(pe = E4(K)). Let 79 C *- Aut E4(€S.) be the mean-field time evolution of (U;0(G)) deter-
mined by any Q € C*®(g*,R). Let A’ be any o(G)-invariant C*-subalgebra of A. Then:

(i) N := E,(Cy) and €7 := E,(€¢7) are 79-invariant C*-subalgebras of the ‘algebra of mean-
field observables’ € := Ey,(€5) C peA**.

(i1) 79 is a 0(€, Sy)-continuous group, i.e. for anyy € € and for any w € peS.(A) =1 &,

the function t — w(t2(y)) is continuous and the states w o 72 : y — w(tZ(y)) belong to

Sy, wo TtQ € p*.
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(i1i) Let {&; : 5 =1,...n} be a fired basis of g and F; := F(&;) be the coordinates of F' € g* in
the dual basis. Let d¢; : A — 2 be the derivations (defined on o(2, pg2*)-dense domains in
20) of the one parameter subgroups o(expt&;) of o(G). Then the infinitesimal generator of the
group 79 is the derivation g on € expressed by:

SolEal$)) = ol 7R(B(F) = (6.3.43)

t=0

= Y [ Q@ EMF) - 0,00 06 (F(F) Ey(aF),

where the derivation is taken in the o(€, Sy)-topology, the symbol 0; f(F') means the derivative
of a function on g* with respect to the variable F; in the point F' € g*, and the meaning of the
integral is explained in[6.3.0. {Q, F;} is here the Poisson bracket on g*, [6.1.2.

() If the group o(G) is strongly continuous (i.e. g +— o,(x) is continuous in norm for each
x € ), and if K is compact, then the group TtQ will be strongly continuous.

Proof. The group 79 is considered here as an automorphism group of the 7%-invariant subal-
gebra F,(€¢) =: € of peA™*.

(i) The invariance of ¢ is given by the invariance of Cj with respect to the transforma-
tions (6.3.36]), which is valid due to the invariance of scalars in 2 with respect to o(G) :
o,(\idy) = Nidyg, A € C, Vg € G. Similarly, the relation o(G)(217) = A/ gives the 7¢-
invariance of €7,

(ii) The continuity of the functions ¢t — w(t2(y)) (w € Sy, y € €) can be obtained from the
definition of the evolution f — f, in €5 as well as from the definition ([G.3106) of F,(f) as
follows:

Due to the s*-bicontinuity of the mappings (6.3.35]) and due to the (bi-)continuity of the
functions gg and %, the functions

U(m): t— VUy(m) :=wn(f,(Fn)), m € supp py,, (6.3.44)

are continuous for any fixed w € §; and f € €f). We have proved in ([6.3.19) the measurability
of all the functions W; : m +— W;(m). Since |V,(m)| < |||l (t € R, m € supp p,) and p,, is
finite, an application of the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem gives

i (7 (Ey(£)) =iy [ Weom) () = [ o) poldm) = w(E(£)). (6:345)

This gives the desired continuity.

Any TtQ can be considered as a *-automorphism of the W*-algebra ps2**, and each such

automorphism is o(peA**, Sy) — o(peA*™*, Sy)-continuous, cf. [274, 4.1.23]. This implies that
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the state wOTtQ is a normal state on pg2** together with w, hence w € Sy implies that wOTtQ S

(iii) We shall calculate the derivation dg from (6.3.43]) by calculating the derivatives of the
functions ¥(m) in (6.3.44). For ’sufficiently nice’ elements E4(f) € D(dg) (:= the domain of
dg) we have:

d

dt

d

W(Fi(F) =

d

AFGF) +

Ow (a(gél(t, ) (f(F))). (6.3.46)

t=0 t=0

For the calculation of the first term we shall use the classical evolution equatlon (MJ) where
we shall consider f(F) as a function of coordinates F; := F;(0), F;(t) := Fj(¢%F) := P F(&;):

PF) =Y 0 (o0F) TR Za FGEPNQEMGPE).  (63.47)
Insertion of f(F) := w(f(F)) into (6.3.47) and setting ¢ = 0 we obtain
% Za F){Q, Fj}(F). (6.3.48)
=0

The second term in ([6.3.46]) can be calculated with a help of (G.1.10) + (6.1.17) + (G.1.18), and

by considering that for any £ € g we have defined
d

T t_ow(a(exp t&)(z)) =w(de(x)), x € D(0) C A (6.3.49)
One obtains
% . w(olga(t, F)) Za Q(F)w (9 (7)), = € ]QD(%)- (6.3.50)

Combining (6.3:48) and (6.3.50), where we set w := wy,, F := F,, and x := f(F,,), we obtain
for the ‘sufficiently nice’ f € €'

d

dt

t=0

= Z/wm (05F (Fu){Q. Fj} () = 0;Q(Fn)e, (£ (Fin))) pro(dm).

(6.3.51)
The change of the sign is caused by the replacement of gg by gél in (6.3.50). The comparison

of (6.3.43) with (6351 gives the result.

(iv) We have to prove that the functions

t = ||f, — fll for all f 2 (6.3.52)
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are continuous at t = 0. Let us write

IF(F) = FE)N = llo (go(t, E)(F(9 F)) — F(F)I| <
< llo(gq (& E)(F(F) = FE + Nlolag (t, F)(F(F0) — fF(Fo)l + 1 f(Fo) — F(F)|
=2/ f(Fo) = F(O) + Nlolgg' (t, F))(F(F0) — f(Fo)ll- (6.3.53)

The strong continuity of ¢(G) and the joint continuity of gg lead to existence of an open
interval I(Fy,e) C R containing ¢t = 0 as well as of an open neighbourhood of Fy, U(Fy,e) C K,
corresponding to any Fy € K and to any € > 0, such that

lo(gg" (t, F))(f (Fo)) — F(Fo)ll < % for all (t; F) € I(Fy, ) x U(Fy, ). (6.3.54)

The strong continuity of o(G) leads also to norm continuity of the functions f, in (6.3.7) which
generate €¢ hence all f € € are continuous in norm in the present case. This shows that we
can choose the neighbourhoods U(Fp, ) in such a way that

£ (F) — F(R)|| < % it FeU(Fye), for any Fy € K. (6.3.55)

Since K is compact, we can find a finite set {F, : p=1,2,... P} C K such that the union of
{U(F,,e) :p=1,2,... P} covers K. Let I(¢) be the intersection of the intervals {I(F,,¢) : p =
1,2,...P}. Then

| f(F)—=f(F)| <e, forall (t;F)el(e) x K. (6.3.56)
Taking supremum in (6.3.56) we obtain the desired continuity in (G.3.52]). O

6.3.13. To compare the derivations dq from (6.3.43) with 0, from the formulas (62:83), it
suffices to take f € €5/ where 2/ := AV is a ¢(G)-invariant ‘local algebra’. For such an f we
have

o(expt&)(f(F)) = exp(—it X)) f(F)exp(itX)), t e R, F € g, (6.3.57)

for any & € g; here we made the usual identifications, cf. notation in [6.3.10. Then we have

Oe(f(F)) = —i[X¢', F(F)], (6.3.58)

where the commutator is taken between operators in the Hilbert space pgH,. We can sea easily
now that the derivations d, and d¢ are expressed by identical formulas. This proves the identity
of the time evolutions determined in Sec[6.21 with the evolutions from the present section in the
case of the UHF-algebra 2 := A (cf. [53] 2.6.12],[235, 6.4.1]; UHF:=“uniformly hyperfinite”)
with the polynomial ). This shows also that the derivation d¢ for the case of a nonseparable
2" and unbounded X is described by the same formulas as d is.
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6.4 Equilibrium states

6.4.1. Let us consider in this section those states of physical systems which describe the sit-
uations corresponding to the thermodynamic equilibrium at a given temperature 7" > 0. For
quantal systems these states are specified usually by the KMS-condition, cf. e.g. [271] 106,
54l 235]. We shall investgate here the KMS states) of systems considered in this chapter, i.e.
the systems specified by the triple (;0(G);79), cf. also [41]. To avoid possible technical
complications, we shall concentrate our attention here on the cases of strongly continuous time
evolutions 79 including, e.g. the cases described in E3.12(iv). Let us use the notation of
Theorem [6.3.12, hence € := F,(€{) be the C*-algebra of (generalized) observables describing
the considered system with the dynamics 79. Instead of the above mentioned triple, we shall
use also the couple (€;79) for denoting the system. In most of the analysis of this section an
additional structure of the system will be used. Let II be a locally compact noncompact group
and 7(II) be its representation on €, i.e. w(p) € *~Aut € for all p € II. Let n(II) commutes
with 79 :

lon(p)=n(p)or? forallteR, pell (6.4.1)

We shall assume usually that 7(II) has some asymptotic abelianess properties. As an exam-
ple of such a 7(IT) consider the situations described in Sec/511l (i.e. 2 := AT is a tensor product
of the mutually commuting ’local algebras’ 2, := L(H,)), where the set Z, \ {0} is replaced
by II := Z" (with easy modifications of the whole formalism). Let us write 7, : L(H) — L£(Hn)
for the isomorphism defined in (E.I.12), p € II. Now we define 7(p) € *- Aut A by

7(p)(m;(A)) = mj4p(A), forall Ae L(H), p, jell (6.4.2)

Since the elements 7;(A) (j € I, A € L(H)) generate A, (6.Z.2)) determines an automorphism
7(p) of A™ uniquely. This automorphism can be extended naturally to an (equally denoted)
automorphism group 7 (II) of € := F,(€5) by the relation

TOE(S) = [ 70)(FEF) EaP) (0.4

The group w(Il) is norm-asymptotically abelian, i.e.

lim [|[7(p)(z),y]|| =0, forallz,ye €. (6.4.4)

p—o0

In more general cases, the abelianess properties of the action of II on € can be weaker.
Systems with this structure will be denoted

(€; 79,7 (1)), or (A; 0(G); 795 w(I1)).

We shall use, as usual, 3 := T~! := (kT)~! to denote the inverse temperature in convenient
units. The following definitions are found e.g. in [54], 5.3.1, 5.3.18, and 5.3.21], and [235], 8.12].

SKMS is for Kubo, Martin and Schwinger.
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6.4.2 Definition. Let (€, 7) be a C*-dynamical system, i.e. the one parameter group
T C *-Aut € is strongly continuous. The state w € S(€) is defined to be a T-KMS state
at value € R, or a (7, )-KMS state, if

w(@ () = wlye), for all 2y, € €. (6.4.5)

where € is a norm-dense, T-invariant *-subalgebra of the set €. of the entire analytic elements
of €:
y € € & the function z — 7,(y) is analytic for all z € C. (6.4.6)

Let 6, be the generator of 7. Then w € S(€) is called a T-ground state if
—iw(y*o-(y)) >0, forally e D(6;). (6.4.7)
In this case, wis also called a T-KMS state at value [ = cc.

6.4.3 Definition. Let (€;71) be a C*-dynamical system with a unital C*-algebra €, and let 6,
be the infinitesimal generator of 7. Then w € S(€) is said to be a passive state if

—iw(u*d-(u)) >0 (6.4.8)

for any u € D(6;) belonging also to the connected component of the identity of the unitary group
of € in the norm topology.

6.4.4. Let us collect here some important properties of the sets I3 of (7, 3)-KMS
states:

Proofs of the listed facts can be found in [54, Chap.5], or in [275, 4.3]. We shall consider
B € (0, 00], the set K, being the set of all ground states w € S(€). Let (€, 7) be a C*-dynamical
system. Then:

(0) Any state w € g is 7-invariant: won = w (t € R).
(i) Any Kp is a convex W*-compact subset of S(€).
(ii-a) For 8 # oo, K3 is a simplex in S(€).

(ii-b) Kw is a face in S(C).

(ili-a) The set £ of extremal points w € Kz (8 # 0o) consists of factor states: The centers
of 7, (€)" are trivial.

(ili-b) The extremal points w € K, i.e. w € EK, are pure states: w € ES(C), ie.
7o (€)" = L(Hy).

(iv) wj € EKg (B # 00,7 = 1,2) implies either w; = wy, or wy L woy, i.e. wy and wy are
mutually disjoint, i.e. the central covers s,, and s,, of the corresponding GNS-representations



146 CHAPTER 6. MATHEMATICAL STRUCTURE OF QM MEAN-FIELD THEORIES

are mutually orthogonal.

(v) The extremal decomposition of w € Kz (8 # oo) coincides with its central decomposition,
cf. [53 Chap. 4], [235, Chap. 4]. The corresponding probability measure u¢ on S(€) is
pseudosupported (cf. [54, Chap. 6]) by EKs and if the Hilbert space of the GNS-representation
H,, is separable, then puf is supported by EKg: u&(EKs) = p&(S(€)) = 1.

6.4.5 Lemma. Let w € S(€) be a T-ground state. Let (7, Hy, L) be the corresponding GNS
representation. Then for the unique selfadjoint operator QQ,, on H,, determined by the relation:

exp(it Q) Tw(¥)Qw := (1 (y))Qw, VEER, (6.4.9)

the following is valid:
Q. >0, and for all ¢ € R one has exp(it Q,) € m,(€)". (6.4.10)
Proof. See [54], 5.3.19]. O

6.4.6. Any (7, 3)-KMS state, according to [6.4.4](i), can be approximated in the w*-topology
by convex combinations of extremal KMS states at the same temperature 37!. The set Kj
may be void for a general dynamical system and for a given € (0, 00]. Occurrence of more
than one points in Kg means occurrence of several mutually disjoint states in £Kg. Orthogonal
central projectors s; and sy (the central covers of the corresponding GNS representations) are
supporting such disjoint states; these s; € 3 (:= the center of m,(€)”) may be interpreted
as corresponding to distinct values of a macroscopic (global, classical) quantity for distinct
7 = 1,2. We interpret this situation as possibility of existence of several mutually different
"phases’ of the considered system at the temperature 7" = 3~!. This interpretation is especially
intuitive in cases of quasilocal algebras € when the extremal KMS (hence factor) states have
short range correlations (cf. e.g. [193]) - the necessary property of the states representing
pure phases of a spatially extended system [271], 6.5]. We shall investigate general properties
of the extremal (7%, 3)-KMS states of the systems (€;7%) and (€;79; 7 (II)) representing the
generalized mean-field theories.

6.4.7 Proposition. Let w € Kz be an extremal 79-KMS state of a generalized mean-field
theory (A;0(G);79). Then there is an element F,, € supp E, such that the central support
Sw < Ey(B) for any open B C g* containing F,, : F,, € B. The point F, is a fized point
of the classical flow ©% on g*. The state w is invariant with respect to the one parameter
subgroup of ¢(G) generated by the element 51% €g, (6:1.17), and the generator (), of
79 in m,(2A) implements this subgroup in the sense that

T (a(exp(—ﬁl%t))(x)) 0, = exp(itQ,)mu(z),, t e R, x € 2. (6.4.11)

The image m,(€) of € := E4(€5) coincides with m,(A), A = E,(A) (A C €5, represents here
A-valued constant functions).
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Assume that the whole group o(G) is unitarily implemented in the representation (7, H, Q).
Then we can choose the generators X, (§) of the one parameter subgroups exp(t§) in such a
way that

Qu=X.(8%) = Z 0;Q(F.)) X (&) (6.4.12)

for any basis {&;: j=1,2,...n} in g.

Proof. The factor state wis projected by py; onto a pure state on g, 6.1.35] hence the decom-
position of win (6.3.1G) is concentrated on a one point set I, € supp Ey. Let f; (j = 1,2) be
any such elements of €5 that f,(F,) = fy(F,). Then

w(Ey(f1) = w(f1(F) = w(f2(F)) = w(Ey(f2))- (6.4.13)

This proves that 7, (€) = m,(2A). The state w o 7,* = w is then concentrated (in the above
described sense) on @? (F,), and states w; and wy concentrated on F # Fy are disjoint: wy L ws.
Hence, go,? (F,) = F, for all t € R. This means, however, that the classical Poisson bracket

{Q, f}(F,) = 0 for any function f. It follows that for the generator dg, (6.3.43), in the
representation m,,, one has:

w(xdq(Eq(f))y) = — Z 0;Q(Fy,) w(wde, (f(FL))y), =,y € 2. (6.4.14)

The definition of the time evolution in[6.3.8 and the ¢@-invariance of F,, shows the identity of
the time evolution of m, (%) with the action of the one-parameter group g,' (¢, F,,), cf. (6113,

with the generator -3 , cf. (GII0). According to (6.I17) and (GI.I8), we obtain the remaining
assertions of the proposition. [

6.4.8 Note. The generator of the mean-field time evolution 79 of local perturbations of an ea-
tremal equilibrium state w given in (6.4.13) is usually called the Bogoliubov-Haag Hamiltonian,
cf. [23, 140, [312].

6.4.9. We shall assume in the following that 2 is a quasilocal C*-algebra generated by a net
{A7 . J C 11, J finite} of local subalgebras 217 commuting with each other for disjoint .J’s:

e yed” JnJ =0=[z,y]=0. (6.4.15)

Here II is a countable infinite commutative group acting on 2 by the representation
7w, € *-Aut 2, in such a way that 7, : A/ — AP is an isomorphism for any J C II. This
is the situation from (6.4.2)), where £(#) is identified with £(H,), mo = m(0) = idze (0 is here
the identity of the group II), hence 7 (p) = m, (p € II).

It will be assumed in the following that each A/ (J C II) is ¢(G)- invariant, and that
the action of ¢(G) commutes with 7(II). Then also (6.4.1]) will be fulfilled (7(II) is naturally
extended to the equally denoted automorphism groups of € and of 2A**).



148 CHAPTER 6. MATHEMATICAL STRUCTURE OF QM MEAN-FIELD THEORIES

In this situation, let w € S(A) be a factor state which is invariant with respect to the action
of m(I1):
w(my(x)) = w(x), for allz € A, p e I (6.4.16)

The locally normal factor states have short range correlations, [193], [53, Thm.2.6.10], hence
they are weakly m(I1)-clustering, and

lim w(my(x)y) = w(z)w(y), for all z,y, € A. (6.4.17)

p—0o0

If 217 are faithfully represented in Hilbert spaces H., as it was the case of Sec[5.1] then 7,
will be used also for translations of unbounded operators acting on H; to unitarily equivalent
operators acting on H;y, (e.g. by translating their spectral projectors belonging to 217); this
can be done if the isomorphisms of A7 C L(H,) with A/*? C L(H4p) (J C I, p € 1) are
spatial. We shall write also 24, := 217 with J := {p} := the one-point set, p € TI. Let all the
217 (J C II) have common unit and let the C*-algebras 2, with p € J generate 2/ (J C II).

With the introduced notation and assumptions, we shall prove now the following:

6.4.10 Theorem. Let us consider a system (U;0(GQ); 79; 7(I1)) with simple C*-algebra A and
‘local’ subalgebras A7 C A being factors for all finite J. Let w € S(A) and let w° be the restric-
tion of w to the subalgebra Ay (:= A’ with the one-point set J containing the identity 0 € II).
Then the following two statements are equivalent:

(i) w is a locally normal extremal T9-KMS state at a positive temperature 3~1 > 0.

(i) w= W, where W is the w(I1)-invariant product state determined by the relation

(1, (1) 7py (22) - . . Ty, (Tr)) = H WO (), (6.4.18)

with z; € Ao, p; €11 (p; # pr for j #k), j=1,2,...m, Ym € N and w° is the faithful normal
KMS-state at B on 2y corresponding to the one-parameter subgroup {a(exp(—tﬁgw)) . t e R}
of *- Aut Ay with

©2(F,) = F,, foralteR (6.4.19)

for some element F,, € g*. Moreover, the ‘consistency condition’

w(Ey(fe)) = Fu(§), (E€g, fe(F) = F() for I € g7) (6.4.20)
is fulfilledld
Proof. (i) implies m, (72 (z)) = Ww(a(exp(—tﬁgw))(x)) according to (6.4.11]). Hence w satisfies

the KMS-condition with respect to the group U(eXp(—tﬁl%)) at T-! and the same is true for
WY, since o(G)(2Ap) = Ap. Let X(ﬁ%) be the restriction of Xw(ﬁgw) onto 7, (Ap) . w is faithful

4The stationarity ([G.4.I9) is a consequence of the “consistency condition” (G.429), i.e. of (G.4.20);
hence (GAT9) & (6-220) can be replaced by ([@Z4.29).
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on 2 (A is simple) and the cyclic vector €, is separating for =, ()", cf. [54, 5.3.9]. Hence
w(x*z) # 0 for x # 0, and w" is faithful on 2Ay. The local normality of w implies normality of
w®. According to the Takesaki’s theorem [54, 5.3.10], the one-parameter automorphism group

of m,(2Ap):

t — exp(itX (B2))mu(z) exp(—it X (BR)), x € Ao, (6.4.21)

coincides with the corresponding modular automorphism group of 7, (2) determined by the
state w® (up to a rescaling of time t). According to [54, 5.3.29], the KMS state at 3 :=
T—! € R on the factor 2y corresponding to its automorphism group a(exp(—tﬁgw)) is uniquely
determined faithful normal state on 2.

We have to prove that w is a 7(II)-invariant product state on 2, i.e. that (64I8) (with
w — w) is satisfied. Let y := m,(z) for some x € Ay, p € II. From the commutativity of m(II)
with o(G) we have for ¢/ := m,(2') :

w2 (Y)y) = w o my(t¥(z)2’), for all z,2’ € Ay, t € R. (6.4.22)

We can write here w? € S(2,,) instead of w. The state w? is a KMS-state, hence w”om, € S(2y)
is the unique KMS state w?:

w? o, =w, for all p € IL. (6.4.23)

Since all the 2 are factors (J finite), we can repeat the above considerations for the restrictions
w? of w to A/ (with J replacing the one point set {0} C II) : w” is the unique KMS state at
T~ of A7 corresponding to the group a(exp(—tﬁgw)) € *-Aut 2/, and

w’tP o m, = w’ for all finite J C II, p € IL. (6.4.24)

For an arbitrary local element 2 € 2/ one obtains:

womy(z) = w/Pom,(r) =w(r) = w®), (6.4.25)

hence we have the translation invariance wom, = w of the extremal 79-KMS state w at positive
temperature 7T'.

The restriction to 2/ of the product state @ on the right hand side of (G.4.18) satisfies the
KMS condition at T~! with respect to the one parameter group {a(exp(—tﬁl%)) : te R} C
*- Aut 27, since for all z;, y; € Ao, j =1,2,...m, one has the identity

@ (T (1), (22) -+ Ty (L0 ) Ta (T, (Y2) T, (Y2) - - T, (Ym))) =
@ (7p, (217 (Y1) s (2272(y2)) -+ Ty (T T (Ym))) = (6.4.26)
[T72, @ (27 (y;)), for all m-tuples {p1, pa,...pm} CI, m=1,2,...,
where 7; € *- Aut 2A leaves all 27 invariant: 7,(%4/) = A7, J C II. Setting 7; := a(exp(—tﬁl%)),

we obtain the KMS-property of @ from the proved KMS-property of the state w’, since the
finite linear combinations of the products

Ty (T1) Ty (2) - - - Tp,, (T), @5 € Ao, p; €11, m € Zy \ {0}, (6.4.27)
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form such a subset 2% of 2, that the values
w(y) € C, y € Ay, (6.4.28)

determine any locally normal state @ € S(2() uniquely. The uniqueness of the KMS-states on
27 (J finite) gives the restrictions of w to all the 27, hence we have equality @ = w of the
states on 2, hence the relation (6.4.I8)). [Warning: This does not imply uniqueness of the
T7@-KMS states on €, but we have proved uniqueness of the KMS states on € with respect
to one parameter groups o(exp(t€)) =: o¢(t). Different extremal 79-KMS states at the same
temperature T give different values of F,, and of 51%, hence lead to different one parameter
groups o¢ (€ := -0, )]

Let now w® € S(2) be a given faithful normal KMS-state at the temperature 7' > 0
corresponding to the group o¢ with & := —BI%, where F, € g* satisfies (6.419). Then the
product state @ from (6.4.18) is locally normal, since the finite product of normal states is a
normal state on the tensor product of W*-algebras, [306, Sec.IV.5]. The factoriality is trivial for
product states, [53} 2.6.10]. According to the Pusz-Woronowicz theorem, [54] 5.3.22], w° satisfies
the passivity condition (6.4.8) with 7 := o, (£ := —BI%). This implies the satisfaction of (6.4.]))
with respect to the same group by the state w. The cluster property of the product state
gives now the KMS-property of @ with respect to the o¢. Since w? satisfies o¢-KMS condition
with T # 0 positive, the same is true for @. Since F,, is a fixed point of ¢?, the derivations of
the o¢ and of 7% coincide in the GNS-representations corresponding to the states supported by
E4(F,), cf. (6414). The assumption (6.4.20) ensures, that the macroscopic limit of the product
state @ from (G.ZIR) is concentrated on F,, hence the evolutions 79 and o (£ := —BI%) coincide
in the representation 7, corresponding to the state w := @ from (6.4.1S). O

6.4.11 Corollary. Let 2 := AT and the system (A; o(G); w(I1)) be defined according to Secl5.d,
i.e. the G-measure Ey is given by [5.1.33 and o(G) is locally implementable in states w € S,.
Let, with the assumptions of Theorem [6.4.10, w be locally normal extremal T9-KMS state at
T > 0. Let X¢ (£ € g) be the generators of the (o(G)-defining) representation U(G) on
Ho :=H, Ao = L(H), o(exp(tf))(y) := exp(—itX¢) y exp(itXe) for ally € Ay. Then

w(exp(itXe)) = exp(itF,(€)), V€ € g, (6.4.29)
where F,, is given by the (trivially fulfilled) ‘consistency condition’

w(Ey(fe)) = Fu(6), £ €9 (6.4.30)

Proof. Since exp(itX¢) € 2y, the generators of the restriction of o(G) onto A, := m,(2Ay) are
mp(Xe), where

exp(itm,(X¢)) = mp(exp(itXe)). (6.4.31)
The generators of the restriction of o(G) onto A7 (finite J C IT) are X/ := 37 m,(Xe),

eXp(z'th) = Hexp(z'tﬂp(Xg)) cAl. (6.4.32)

peJ
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w is expressed by (6.4.18)), hence according to (5.1.120):

exp(itF,(§)) = w(exp(itXen)) zli(gnw(exp(itﬁ X)) =
. 0 it o it
- 11511Hw (exp(ng))— lim [w (exp(ng))]m. (6.4.33)

|J| =00
peJ

The result (6.429) is now obtained from (6.4.33)) by the ‘law of large numbers’ ([I12]
II.Ch.XVIL.1.Thm.1]) applied to the arithmetic means of |J| copies of independent real-valued
variables with equal distributions ,ug. The probability measure ug on R is given here by the
projection-valued spectral measure P: of Xg:

Xe = / A Pe(dA). (6.4.34)
R
Then we set
e (dX) := w®(Pe(dN)), (6.4.35)
and we can write:
it it
WO (exp(— X)) = / exp [ >N | X ug(dn), (6.4.36)
11 Rl Ve ) e

where ®pespg(dAy,) is the tensor product of |J| copies of the measures (G.A35) describing
the simultaneous probability distribution of the |J| independent random variables. Combin-
ing (6.4.33)) and (6.4.36) gives the wanted result (6.4.29). O

6.4.12 Proposition. Let us consider the system (A;0(G);79;w(I1)) as in Theorem [6.4.10}
Assume that wP (p € I1) are ground states for the restriction of the group a(exp(—tﬁgw)) to the
subalgebras 2,. Let the product-state

W= ®wp (6.4.37)

pell
satisfy the ‘consistency condition’

wW(Ey(fe)) = Fu(§), forall € €g. (6.4.38)

Then w is a factor ground state of the evolution 7%. If all the wP are pure, then w is an extremal
79-ground state.

Proof. The factoriality of w is a consequence of cluster properties, cf. e.g. [53, B4]. The
condition ([6.4.7) is fulfilled for 7 := o(exp(— 51%15)). An application of Proposition shows
the fulfillment of the ground state condition also for 7 := 7¢. The validity of the remaining
assertions is clear. O

6.4.13 Note. A brief version of the here presented theory together with applications to models
of BCS theory and of Josephson junction was published in [0, [{1]. Cf. also the next section.
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6.5 An example: The B.C.S. model of superconductivity

6.5.1. We shall illustrate in this section the above developed theory by description and analy-
sis of a perhaps simplest nontrivial and physically interesting mathematical model: The strong
coupling version of the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer model of the phenomenon of superconduc-
tivity in the quasi spin formulation; it was formulated and analyzed in [312], 311l 168], in the
framework of the traditional QM formalism. It can be presented, completed, and solved in the
framework of the constructions of the present work as follows:

It is a tensor product type model of Sec5I with G := SU(2), H := Ho := C?, 11 := Z, the
generators of U(G) in C? are

d 1
Xg[. =1 — U(exp(tfj)) = =0y, ] = ].,2, 3, (651)
Tt 2

where o; are the Pauli matrices and the elements §; € g of the chosen basis satisfy the relations

[Sja gk] = Ejkmgma ja ka (m) = 1a 27 3. (652)
Let Fj := F(;) be used for the functions f¢, on g* > F as well as for their numerical values
in the points F' € g*. The dynamics of the system is specified by the function ) on g*:
Q(F) = —2¢F3 — A(FY 4+ F3), £, X are some positive numbers. (6.5.3)
This specifies the model completely.

6.5.2. The Poisson structure on g* = su(2)* is determined by the Poisson brackets

{F;, F}.} = —€jkmFom, j,k,(m)=1,2,3, (6.5.4)

which are obtained from (6.5.2) according to (.1.145). The classical dynamics corresponding
to the given Hamiltonian function @ € C*(su(2)*,R) is then described by the flow ¢ on
su(2)* which is determined by the Hamilton equations

. d :
By F) = 2 Fi(¢f F) = {Q F} (¢ F), t€R, j=1,2,3. (6:5.5)

We see from (6.5.4]) that @ is nontrivial for a general @, hence the symplectic (even dimen-
sional) Ad*-orbits in su(2)* (which is 3-dimensional) are two-dimensional (with the exception
of a zero-dimensional orbit consisting of the point F' = 0). Since SU(2) is a compact group,
orbits are compact orientable two-dimensional manifolds in su(2)*. They are submanifolds of
the spheres S2:

F? = F} + F} + F} =12, (6.5.6)

because

{F* F;} =0for j=1,2,3. (6.5.7)
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Hence the Ad*(su(2))-orbits are the spheres S?. The equations of motion with @ from (6.5.3)
are

Fj = {Q, Fj} = =2¢{Fy, F}} = 2A(Fi{ Fy, F}} + Fo{ P, F}), (6.5.8)
that is
Fy = 2(e — \F3)F, (6.5.9a)
Fy = —2(e — \F3) Fy, (6.5.9b)
Fy=0. (6.5.9¢)

The solution is elementary: With

Fj: = Flﬂ:iFg, (6510)

one has the flow @ determined by the equations

Fy(t) = Fy = F3(0), t € R, (6.5.11a)
F.(t) = F(0) exp(—i2(e — \F3) t). (6.5.11b)

We shall assume X # 0. The set of all stationary points F € su(2)* of the flow ©® consists
of points satisfying the conditions:
Either
F, =0, and F3 = arbitrary real number, (6.5.12a)

or -

Fy=—,

)

The ‘physical region’ for the values F' of the considered quantum mechanical system consists,
however, of the points F' € supp E,; C su(2)*.

and F; = arbitrary complex number. (6.5.12b)

6.5.3 Lemma. supp E; = {F € su(2)* : F? < 1}.

Proof. The spectra of the generators X¢, (j = 1,2,3) are the two-point sets {\ = ﬂ:%} Ac-
cording to the proof of Lemma [6.2.17, supp £, = {F € g* : F(§) € conv(sp(X¢)) V€ € g}.
Since supp F, is Ad*-invariant and the Ad*-orbits are spheres S2, the set supp Ej is the ball
{F:FeS20<r<3} O

6.5.4. The quantum evolution 79 is determined according to 6.3.8 and 6.3.11 by ©% as well as
by the cocycle a(gél(t, F)) € *-Aut A, where 2 is the quasilocal algebra of our spin system.
The action of this cocycle on the local algebra 2, (:= the algebra of the %—spin sitting at the
site 0 € II) is given by the unitary family U(gq(t, F)) satistying the Schrédinger-type evolution
equation
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Z% Ulga(t, ) = X (B7,)Ulga(t, F)), F(1) := @2 (F), (6.5.13)

as can be seen from (G.LI6). The elements 8% € su(2) are defined by [G.L17), i.e.

BE = dpQ = —2e€ — 2A(F16; + [26). (6.5.14)

In the representation g — U(g) one has

X(B2) = —e0o3 — AN(Fioy + Fy05) = —a(F) n(F) - o, (6.5.15)

where o := {07, 09,03} is the 3-vector of o-matrices,

a(F) = /2> + N F F_, (6.5.16)

and n(F') := {ny,ny, n3} with

)\Fl )\FQ £
ny ‘= m, N9 1= m, ng = a(F)’ (6517)
and n - o := n;o; is the scalar product.

If ' € su(2)* is one of the stationary points (6.5.12)), then the function ¢ — gg(t, F') will
be a one-parameter subgroup of SU(2) with the generator Bg. This subgroup is the stability
subgroup of F' with respect to the Ad*(SU(2))-representation (for F' # 0). The time evolution
7% in those states w the classical projection of which is concentrated on F,, = F is now identical
with the evolution according to the subgroup of o(SU(2)) specified by the element 32 € g. The
generator (), of this evolution in the representation 7, can be expressed by its commutators
with m,(y),y € 27 (finite J C II):

(Qus ()] = [mu(X7(B7)) mu(y)] for y € A7, T := {p1,... o}, (6.5.18)

where the usual notation X7 (¢) := > pes Tp(X(E)) was used, cf. also (6.4.12). The generator
Q. is a well defined selfadjoint operator on the space H,, of the representation m, chosen so that
Q.2 = 0 on the cyclic vector €. This is the meaning of the Bogoliubov-Haag Hamiltonian
operator (), in the GNS-representations of macroscopically pure and macroscopically stationary
states of the system.

6.5.5. The KMS-states of (2(;79) at positive temperature T > 0 :

The algebra 2 is separable, hence the representation space H,, of any cyclic representation
is separable and the KMS-states w of this system are supported by the extremal KMS states.
This means, roughly speaking, that any KMS-state can be constructed as an integral of the
extremal KMS states at the same temperature 7. Hence, the evaluation of all extremal KMS
states is sufficient to characterization of all KMS states of the system. Let us consider now the
extremal KMS states.
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Any extremal 79-KMS state at T > 0 (hence at 8 := T~ ! # 00) is determined uniquely by
its restriction w® to Ag, cf. Theorem (remember that all states on the UHF-algebra 2
are locally normal). Let F,, € g* be the classical phase point corresponding to a given extremal
79-KMS state on 2. Then the strong version ([.4.29) of the ‘consistency condition’ is valid,
ie.

W (Xe) = F,(€) for all € € g. (6.5.19)

Here w° is the (unique, if it exists) KMS-state on 2, at the same temperature T as the state
w € S(A), corresponding to the evolution given by the generator —X (51%). There is one-one
correspondence between the extremal 7¢-KMS states of the infinite system and the states w°
satisfying the above listed conditions for some stationary point F,, of the classical equations
lying in the physical domain, F,, € supp L.

Let a stationary point F,, € supp £, be given. Then any a(exp(—tﬁgw))—KMS state w® on
2y coincides with the Gibbs state w$ at some temperature 7. The state w? is given by:

W (y) = <Tr exp (“(?) n(F,) - a))_lTr (exp (“(?) n(F,) - a’) y) . (6.5.20)

for all y € Ay. It is sufficient to calculate (6.5.20) for y = o, j = 1.2.3. We obtain

w(o;) = n;(F,) tanh(T 'a(F,)), j=1,2,3, (6.5.21)
and the consistency condition (G.5.19) means:

n;(F,) tanh(T'a(F,)) = 2F,(&), 1 =1,2,3, (6.5.22)

which is equivalent to the following conditions:

)‘Fw(gj) -1 _ R .
a(FL) tanh(T " a(F,)) = 2F,(&), j=1,2; (6.5.23a)
< _1a g

These conditions are satisfied by F,, = F', where

(i) either (in the cases of arbitrary positive ¢ and \)

1
Fy=F, =0, and F(&) = Fy = 5 tanh (%) T >0, (6.5.24)
(ii) or (in the cases with 0 < 2 < \)

F(&) = ; 24(F) = A tanh(T~'a(F)), 0 < T < T, :=¢ (tanh—l (%))_1 (6.5.25)
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Note that the condition (6.5.25) can be fulfilled with Fy # 0 only, hence the sets of values
F € g* determined by the two conditions (6.5.24)) and (6.5.25) are mutually disjoint. These
relations allow us to give the list of all F,, corresponding to extremal 7¢-KMS states at a given
temperature 7' > 0:

(i) T > T.; in this case F,(&) = Fl(&) =0, F,(&) = 3 tanh (£) .

(ii) 0 < T < T; here one has a state with F,, described in (i) above, and, if 0 < 2e < A, one
has, moreover, a one-parameter family of possible F, € su(2)* such that:

F(&) = ; 2a(F,) = A tanh(T~'a(F)).

There is one-one correspondence between the elements [, corresponding to a given value
of T'> 0 in this list and the extremal (7%, 8 := T~1)-KMS states of the infinite quantal
system.

We see that, in the considered model, a KMS-state exists at any positive 7', and for T > T,
this state is unique. For 0 < T < T, except of the ‘trivial possibility’ (6.5.24]), there is a circle
of points F,, € g* numbering the elements of pairwise mutually disjoint extremal KMS states
at the same temperature. If we call the subgroup exp(t£3) the ‘gauge group’, then the gauge-
invariant KMS-states exist at all T' > 0 (the trivial possibilities ([6.5.24]) are gauge invariant);
the extremal KMS states for temperatures 0 < 1" < T, are not invariant with respect to the
gauge group and they are transformed by the group actions into one another: here appears the
spontaneous symmetry breaking phenomenon. For 0 < T < T, there is another gauge
invariant state wj € Kz C S(2A), f := T~', given by the integral of the states wf € EKj
corresponding to the values F' from ([6.5.25):

1

wr(y) = o

2
/ wh(o(exp(1€3))(y))de, 0 < T < T.. (6.5.26)
0

Let us denote by w? the (extremal) KMS-state at 3 = T~! corresponding to the val-
ues ([65.24) of F,, = F. The states w} (T > 0) are interpreted as describing the ‘normal
conducting phase’, and the states wi (T < T,) represent the ‘superconducting phase’. The mix-
tures wy 1= Awi + (1 — \)wh are also (79,8 = T~1)-KMS states at 0 < T < T,, 0 < A < 1. The
equilibrium states of the considered system can be defined as the thermodynamic limits of the
(unique) Gibbs states of local systems (A/;77), |J| < oo, where 77 € *- Aut 217 is generated by
the local Hamiltonians Q7 defined in (6.I.1]). According to [168], these thermodynamic limits
coincide with w. for T' > T, whereas for 0 < 7" < T the limit J — II leads to the state w7.

6.5.6. The ground states of (;79) :

Let us consider now an extremal 7% -ground state w of our system, w € EK. Let F,, be the
corresponding classical stationary point in supp E,. The restriction w” of w to the subalgebra
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2 is the unique ground state of the generator X ( 51%), (6.5.15]), corresponding to its eigenvector
x(F,) € C? with the minimal eigenvalue:

n(F)-ox(F)=x(F), F € su(2)". (6.5.27)

Due to the uniqueness of the ground state w® € S(2y) corresponding to a given F,, € su(2)*,
any extremal 79 -ground state is an 7(I1)-invariant product state. Conversely, the m(II)-invariant
product state constructed from a vector x(F') defined in (6.5.27) will be a pure ground state of
(2; 79) iff the ‘consistency condition’ [(x1, x2) is here the scalar product in C?]

(X(F), X(E)x(F)) = F(£), € € su(2), (6.5.28)

will be satisfied. This is a consequence of the considerations in Section[6.4l Let us solve (6.5.28))
for F. For € :=¢; (j =1,2,3) one has

1
5 i(F). §=1.2.3, (6.5.29)

(X(F), X (&)X (F)) =
where n;(F) is defined in (6.5.17). The obtained condition
ni(F) = 2F(&;), j=1,2,3, (6.5.30)
leads to the following possibilities for F' = F,,, w € EL:

(i) if ¢ and A are arbitrary positive, then one can have:

1

(ii) for 0 < 2e < A, one has, moreover, the possibilities:

1 2
F+F=1—-(5) B= (6.5.32)

Hence, in the case 0 < 2e < A, the set of ground states has similar classical picture in su(2)*
as the set of 7¢-KMS states with temperatures lying under the ‘critical temperature’ 7,. Let
wl € Ko C S(2A) corresponds to the value F, from (6.5.3T)), and let w§ be given by (G.5.26)
with 7' = 0 and with w}" € EK., corresponding to any value of F' given in (6.5.32). According
to [168], the thermodynamic limit of the (unique) local ground states on 24/ corresponding to
the Hamiltonians Q7 coincides with wj.



Chapter 7

Some models of “quantum
measurement”

7.1 Introductory notes

7.1.1. The interactions in the models of large quantal systems described in Chapter [0 were
of specific long-range type. All the elementary subsystems (‘“particles” or “spins”) mutually
interacted with each other ‘in the same way’ as if all the subsystems were not distinguishable
from each other, i.e. the multi-particle interaction was invariant with respect to permutations
of the particles independent of their positions in the lattice II, as specified by (G.I.I). Such
interactions led in infinite limit of the number N of the subsystems to the dynamics of “mean-
field type”, i.e. to such a dynamics that each individual subsystem moved as if it was immersed
in an external (in general time dependent) field produced by the whole collection of the infinite
number of all the subsystems and independent of any changes of the state of any of these
subsystems. The resulting dynamics was such that macroscopic (classical) parameters of the
infinite system were varying in time according to the dynamics of some classical mechanical
Hamiltonian system.

In this chapter we will describe several specific models of large quantal systems whose
elementary subsystems interact by short range interactions. The macroscopic, or “classical”,
variables of the infinite systems will change now just in the limit ¢ — oo, because the short range
interaction results in finite velocity of spreading of local changes across the infinite system, hence
in finite times only local variables corresponding to changes of finite subsystems are changed.

7.1.2. We shall briefly describe here a few quantum-mechanical model systems describing inter-
actions of a ‘microscopic system’ with a ‘macroscopic system’ leading to a ‘macroscopic change’
in the second system. This means that such systems describe schemes modeling dynamics
of processes like ‘quantum measurement’ as a process ascribing a classical probability distri-
bution of ‘measurement results’ (given by macroscopically distinct states of the ‘macroscopic
system’ which plays the role of the ‘measuring apparatus’) to the corresponding (according to
the ‘measured observable’) quantum-mechanical linear decomposition of the wave function of
the ‘microscopic system’. Construction of these models was inspired mainly by the classical

158
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paper by Klaus Hepp [153], cf. also [253] [254]. According to the previous chapters, we are able
to describe in QM in a mathematically clear way macroscopic systems (with coordinates un-
dergoing classical behaviour) by models of infinite quantal systems only. Of course, the infinity
of the number of degrees of freedom should be considered as a convenient approximation to
large but finite systems. Also infinite time duration of the processes of changing macroscopic
parameters corresponding to considered microscopic influences is connected with this infinity.
In this connection, it is relevant to be interested in the speed of the corresponding macroscopic
changes. In the ‘infinite models’ presented here the convergence to a macroscopic change is
very slow.

A much larger speed of convergence is reached in the model of finite (arbitrary long) ‘Quan-
tum Domino’ - spin chain (cf. [[LI3land Sec[7.3]) interacting with fermion field in such a way that
after all the spins in the chain changed their orientations into the opposite ones the chain emits
a fermion. In this case the speed of convergence to final stationary state is ‘almost exponential’.
The model is described in [39]. Its interpretation as “a model of quantum measurement” is,
however, questionable: Due to its finite dimension a definition of “macroscopic difference” is
ambiguous and it would need probably a longer discussion. Cf. notes on this problem in the
original Hepp’s work [I53], and also in our Section [7.7l

It should be stressed that we do not intend to present the described models of micro-macro
interaction as a definitive solution of the ‘measurement problem in QM’, cf. Sec. [[.7l They
could be considered rather as an illustration of possibilities of the standard quantum mechanical
formalism to include, by using this specific way of description of macroscopic observables,
some descriptions of possible responses of large systems (hence changes of their ‘macroscopic
variables’) to some of their interactions with microsystems. It is shown how can various states
of a microsystem interacting with a macrosystem lead in QM to various ‘corresponding changes’
of values of their macroscopic (resp. ‘classical’) observables.

7.1.3. We present here four models, the second of which is based on the first one, the ” Quantum
Domino” (QD), published originally in [36]. The idea of the third model is similar to that of
QD, but it is based on the known X-Y model of the spin chain [201]. QD is a model of an
infinite quantum system - an infinite (or semiinfinite) spin chain with a short range interaction
- in which any local (microscopic) change of a specific stationary state leads to subsequent
evolution (with time ¢t — 00) to a new, macroscopically different stationary state. The initial
local changes of these stationary states of this model are realized “by hand”, i.e. a locally
perturbed stationary state is chosen as an initial condition for the forthcoming time-evolved
states of that system. This local perturbation can be realized by a change of quantum state of
a single spin (say the first one in the semiinfinite chain), and this spin can be considered, e.g.
as an additional microsystem (the ‘measured system’) interacting with the infinite rest of the
chain /[l

The second model consists in the composition of two systems: of the previous (QD) one and
of a point particle scattered on it; the QD-spin chain occurs initially in its specific stationary

n the case of some different choices of (locally perturbed stationary) initial states in this model, the
subsequent time evolutions of the chain could be different: e.g., an initial segment could move quasiperiodically
and the infinite rest of the chain will converge to a macroscopically different state.
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state. The scalar particle (moving in the configuration space R3) perturbs locally the infinite
system (by scattering on its ‘first two’ spins) and the chain develops then (after ¢ — o0)
with some probability to a macroscopically different state. This process can be interpreted
as modeling detection of the particle by a macroscopic detector. The model is interesting by
that that it does not correspond to an “ideal measurement” the results of which are described
usually by a projector valued measure (PVM) realizing, e.g., the spectral decomposition of some
selfadjoint operator - the ‘measured observable’. In our case, however, we obtain a positive
operator valued measure (POVM) describing the probabilities of responses to incoming states
of the particle; this expresses the technical characteristics of the detector with less than 100%
efficiency. This model is presented here in detail, since it is presented here for the first time -
it is a more complex and more complete version of an older model. The original version of this
model was published in [3§].

The third presented model is based on an ‘X-Y modification’ of the Heisenberg spin-chain
models, cf. e.g. [267]. This “model of quantum measurement” consists of the 1/2-spin chain
with a nearest neighbourhood interaction, which is interrupted in one link, and in the point of
the interruption an additional 1/2-spin modeling a simplest possible “measured microsystem”
is included (together with its interaction with the rest of the chain).

The fourth model consists of a finite portion of QD of the length N > 1 coupled to Fermi
field and working so that in the initial state “all the N spins are pointing down”, but after
reversing the first spin the chain moves until all the spins are “pointing up” and, after reversing
the last N-th spin, the chain emits a Fermi particle. With the time ¢ — oo the particle moves
freely to infinity and the chain remains in a new stationary state with “all spins pointing
up”. The finite length of the chain needs a different interpretation as a “measuring device” in
comparison with the preceding three infinite models.

7.2 On ‘philosophy’ of ”models”

The term ”"model’ is used repeatedly in this Chapter, as well as in science in general. This
word is generally used in various connections and meanings. It is usually considered as denoting
human constructs (material or mental) approximating in some way an aspect of a considered
‘part of reality’. But, can we determine where there is a borderline between ‘only approximation’
and ‘full picture of truth’? What is the ‘reality’? What is the meaning of ‘the truth’ (as it was
asked also by Pontius Pilate very appropriately in Bible - New Testament: John 18:38)?

Let us consider (not only here) any human symbolic formulation of any knowledge as a
“model”. Hence, also our laws of nature including the whole physics are models - they are
provisional and waiting for further completions and/or reformulations.

It is motivating and orientating for researchers to believe in the existence of some ‘final
truth’. Tt is an important psychological aspect of scientific progress. The faith in our ‘reliably
verified knowledge’ is perhaps necessary also for the success of our practical life. But if a theory
is completed (i.e. if it is in agreement with all available ‘trustworthy’ experimental results), it
can be (and eventually should be) challenged in science.

Any theory, as well as any concept appearing in our consciousness or/and used in our
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communication is a human construction. Hence it is dependent on human interests and
activities, and these activities are perpetually evolving—sometimes even substantially changing.
Hence, also our attention and interests are changing. This implies that the motives for our
intellectual activity are perpetually developing. The resulting our ‘pictures of the world’, either
global, or various special, are correspondingly changing along with these other changes. And,
people also look then on ‘the same things’ by different ways and from different points of view
than before.

The ‘models’ presented in this chapter are just very simple abstractions imitating certain
features of mutual interactions of general classes of physical systems: microsystems described
adequately by QM, and macroscopic systems (usually described by CM) consisting of a large
number of microsystems. We tried to be mathematically rigorous in proceeding from basic
axioms of QM to definitions of introduced concepts and constructions of the mathematical
models, as well as to description and obtaining the consequences of the used dynamics. This
emphasis on mathematical rigor was motivated by our desire to show clearly that the obtained
results are exact consequences of the currently generally accepted formal theory of QM.

7.3 Quantum Domino

7.3.1. We shall describe here briefly (for more details we refer to [35] [36]) the model of infinite
spin chain which we call, due to the character of its time evolution, Quantum Domino (QD).
The 1/2 spins are ordered by the values of the index i € Z and the Hamiltonian produces a
local nearest three body interaction. This interaction can be described easily as follows: If the
hamiltonian acts on the state with the i-th spin ”pointing up” and the (i+ 2)-nd spin ”pointing
down”, then the (i + 1)-st spin changes its orientation to the opposite one. The dynamics
of the two sided infinite spin-1/2 quantum chain has spin configurations “all spins pointing
up”, and “all spins pointing down” as stationary states, which are unstable: If we reverse the
direction of one of the spins in these states, the new state will develop in the limit ¢ — oo into
another stationary (and ‘macroscopically’ stable) state, in which all the spins lying on one side
of the reversed spin are also reversed, and all the spins lying on the other side of that spin stay
unchanged. Since this evolution leads to the change of the value of a macroscopic observable
of the chain, it can be used as a model for ‘quantum measurement’ of microscopic observables
of a single spin of the chain. We shall show in this section how such model works.

7.3.2. Let the C*-algebra of observables 2 be the C*-tensor product of countably infinite set of
copies of the algebra of complex 2 x 2 matrices generated by the spin creation and annihilation
operators aj,a;, j € Z satistying the following (anti)commutation relations

a;a; — aja; =: |a;,a;] = [a],a;] =0, 1#j (7.3.1)

a;a; =0, a;a; +a;a; =1,

for all 7,7 € Z. The algebra 2l is simple, hence each its nonzero representation is faithful. We
shall describe the dynamics in 2l in the “vacuum” representation, i.e. in the GNS representation
corresponding to the “vacuum state” wy € A%, = S(A) that is given by the relation
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wo(aja;) =0, for all j € Z. (7.3.2)

This state is pure, hence the GNS representation is irreducible. We shall call the spins in
this state to be “pointing down”, to be specific in verbal expression. Let the cyclic vector
(“vacuum” in the lattice gas terminology) of this representation be denoted by (),
i.e. for all elements x € 2 it is

wo(z) = (Qo|x|Q0), for all x € 2. (7.3.3)

Here and in the following we shall denote the elements of 2 and their operator representatives
in the considered irreducible Hilbert space representation by the same symbols. Let us denote
this Hilbert space by H ...

Let us define a “finite-subchain Hamiltonian” H ;)

k—2

H(jvk) = Z azan(a;}-l + an+1)an+2a2+2- (734)
n=j+1

Local time evolution automorphisms of 2 are given by

7' () := exp(itH(_pn)) T exp(—itH(_pnn)), (7.3.5)
and the norm limits
7:(z) := norm- lim 7,"(z) (7.3.6)
n—oo

determine the time evolution in 2 (in the “Heisenberg picture”).
In our vacuum representation, this evolution is determined by a selfadjoint Hamiltonian H,

mi(w) = ey e (7.3.7)

Here, the (unbounded) operator H can be written in the evident form (its obvious definition
and a proof of selfadjointness is given in [36, Prop.I1.1})

H = Z anan (@ g + Qpi1)ani2ay, o (7.3.8)
nez
This evolution is time-reflection invariant, but it is not invariant with respect to the space
reflection n — —n. Let us introduce the operators

o * %
g; ‘= ajajaj+1aj+1.

These quantities are integrals of motion. One can also prove that the Hilbert space H,4. can
be decomposed into H-invariant orthogonal subspaces and on each of them the restriction of
the Hamiltonian H is a bounded operator.

Let X C Z be of finite cardinality, and let Qy = [] jex @ y. The vectors Qx with all
mutually distinct finite X C Z, with €y := Qy, form an orthonormal basis in H,.. Each
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finite X C Z is of the form Y, JYaUJ - - Y., where all Y, C Z are nonempty finite, mutually

disjoint and of the form {jy+ 1, jx+2,..., jx +mg}, with jri1 > ji+mg, |Yi| = my, i.e the sets

Y, € X (k=1,2,...,r) form mutually separated “connected islands” consisting of “pointing

up” spins. All the vectors {2x are eigenvectors of all the operators g;. For the set X of the just

described structure we have

ngX:{QX fOIj—']k, k=1,2,...,r (7.3.9)
0 otherwise.

This implies that the time evolution of the vectors ()x conserves the number of islands,
leaving the initial (“left”) points ji + 1 of each Yy (k =1,2,...,7) unchanged (“occupied”, or

“pointing up”), and the places j, k= 2,3,...,r as well as j; —n (n € Z,) remain all the time
“unoccupied” (i.e. spins are there “pointing down”). Hence, the subspaces H; spanned by all
such vectors with a fixed set {j} := {Jji1, j2, ..., Jr} are left invariant with respect to the action

of the Hamiltonian H. Then the space H,q. decomposes as

Hyae = @H{j}, (7.3.10)
{i}
where the orthogonal sum is taken over all mutually different {j}; note that the stationary
subspace Hp := {\Q : A € C} is one dimensional.
The structure of the Hamiltonian H shows, moreover, that each Hyj, can be written as (i.e.
it is isomorphic to) the tensor product of a vector (resp. of a one-dimensional subspace) and a
finite number of Hilbert spaces corresponding to restricted subchains of spins:

Hiy = Uoooj] @ M) © Hings) @ - @ Hjy 400); (7.3.11)

where Q?_Oo’ ;) is one-dimensional space containing the vector with all spins numbered by j < j;

“pointing down”, and the spaces Hj, j,.,) are spanned by jry1 — jx — 1 vectors corresponding
to the “islands” Y} of all permitted lengths 1 < |Yi| < jry1 — jk. Here we understand that
Jra1 = +00. We see from the form of the Hamiltonian that the time evolution of vectors
in the subspaces Hyj) is described by (“mutually independent”) evolutions in each H
determined by the Hamiltonians H cf. (T3.4); for more details see [36, [35].

JksJk+1)

JksJk41))

7.3.3. The result of these considerations is that the evolution of general vectors of our represen-
tation (hence also the evolution of any states from S(2()) can be described by two simpler kinds
of evolution, namely, the evolutions in finite chains described by Hilbert spaces Hj, j,.,), as
well as in the Hilbert spaces Hj, 1) spanned by vectors of arbitrary one-sidedly unrestricted
lengths. Because the interaction in our infinite chain is translation invariant, we can describe
these two possibilities ad]

(1) the evolution in the finite-dimensional Hilbert space H n+1) spanned by the vectors

|m) :=ajas...a,Q (m=1,2,...,N) (7.3.12a)

2We shall use here the Dirac bra - ket notation for convenience.
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by the unitary evolution group Uy (t) := e "~ with the Hamiltonian Hy := Hg y1) from

(C34)), and

(2) the evolution in the infinite-dimensional Hilbert space H (o) spanned by the vectors

|m) :=ajas...a;,Q (m € Z,m>1) (7.3.12Db)

by the unitary evolution operators Uy (t) := e~ with the Hamiltonian H := Hg 4 o).

Let us express these two instances of dynamics by the matrix elements (n|U(t)|m). The
result can be obtained by explicitly solving the eigenvalue problem for Hy. The action of Hy
is:

Hy|1) 12), (7.3.13a)
Hylm) = m—-1)+|m+1), m=2,3,...,N —1, (7.3.13b)
Hy|N) = [N —1), (7.3.13c)
Hy|k) = 0for k> N. (7.3.13d)
For the eigenvectors ¢g : Hytvp = Evg written in the basis of vectors |m):
N
vp =Y cn(E)|m) (7.3.14)
m=1
we obtain the eigenvalue problem in the form:
Eci(E) = c(E), (7.3.15a)
Ecpn(E) = cpma(E)+cpmi(E), m=23,...N —1, (7.3.15b)
Ecy(E) = cn-1(B). (7.3.15¢)
The equations (Z.3.15) lead to
cm(E) =Upn_1(E/2)c1(E), (7.3.16)
where
Uy (2) = sin(m arccos z) (7.3.17)

sin(arccos z)

are the Tshebyshev polynomials of the second kind [129, 8.940]. This is seen from the
recurrent relations for U, following from (T3.15)), cf. [36, II1.(27)]:

Uni1(2) = 22U, (2) —Un—1(2), Up(2) =1, Ui(2) = 2z.
The equation (Z.3.I5d) has now the form

Uy(E/2) =0, (7.3.18)
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which is the secular equation corresponding to our eigenvalue problem. Its solutions are

E; = 2 cos (Njiil) . j=12....N. (7.3.19)
hence we have the expressions
2 1/2 .| gmm
cm(Ej) = {m] sin {N n 1] . (7.3.20)
We shall need also the following definition:
L K K
JMN(2) = N1 ;exp {—z’z cos (Nji—l—l)} cos (an—l- 1) : (7.3.21)

This is an integral sum of Sommerfeld integral representation of the Bessel function J,(z), see
also [129, 8.41]:

Jn(2) = ?/0 e~ cos(na)da. (7.3.22)

We can now write the desired expression for the Green function of a finite chain:

(n[Ux (1)lm) = (=i)" "5, (26) = (=i (20), (7.3.23)

what can be obtained by a standard way using the completeness of the orthonormal system of

vectors (L3.14) in Ho,n41)-

This, for an infinite chain with N — oo, gives:

(|Us (D)) = (=)™ Ty (28) — (—0)" ™ T (28). (7.3.24)

7.3.4. Let us now consider the local perturbation wi(z) := wo(aiza;) (z € A) of the time-
invariant vacuum state wy. The state w; describes the infinite spin-chain in the state where
all the spins except of the one sitting in the site j = 1 are pointing down. Its time evolution
wi(1y(z)) = wi(z) can be expressed in terms of the results given above. Let us, for example,
calculate the expectation of “fipping up” of the spin placed in the j-th place at the time t. We
have

(o) [e'e] J—1
(aya;) =Y (U™ azaim)(mle™™ 1) = > (1™ m)(mle= 1) = 1= > [(m|e”"|1)]?,
m=1 m=j m=1

(7.3.25)

since
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and the set of vectors {|m) : m € Z} forms an orthonormal basis in the relevant Hilbert space.
From (7.3.24) and from the recurrent formula for Bessel functions

2
Toir(2) + Ty (2) = ?pJp(z), (7.3.26a)
we obtain
Jj—1 m 9
Wiaia) =1 [?fm(zt)} . (7.3.26b)
m=1

Because of the asymptotic behaviour of the Bessel function for large real arguments || — oo,
given by J,(€) = O(|¢]72), we obtain asymptotic behaviour of our expectation:

const.
wi(aja;) <1 — N (Vj € N) for t — oc. (7.3.27)
Hence the local perturbation of the state “all spins are pointing down” converges according
to (Z321) to the state “all spins sitting in sites with j > 0 are pointing up”. For more details

see also [34, [35], 36].

7.3.5. This can be used for construction of models imitating the ‘quantum measurement pro-
cess’. For instance, let the infinite chain without the spin sitting in the site j = 0 model an
“apparatus” and the spin at j = 0 serve as a “measured microsystem”. If the apparatus is
initially in the state w; with all its spins pointing down, and the measured spin in a superpo-
sition ¢ := ¢;| ) + ¢t| 1), then the compound system “measured microsystem + apparatus”
is in the time ¢ = 0 in the state described by the state-vector c {2y + cya;€dy, which is a co-
herent superposition of vectors in the ‘vacuum representation’ of the algebra of observables of
the compound system. Then the final state of the chain (at ¢ = oo) will be (as a state on
the algebra 21 of the compound system “measured system -+ apparatus” )ﬁ in an incoherent
genuine mixture w; according to the above described dynamics: wy = |¢;]2wp + |e4|?wy, where
the state wy means that all spins of the compound system lying in sites j > 0 are pointing up,
whereas the spins lying in sites j < 0 remain pointing down. The states wy and wy on 2 are
mutually disjoint; this is interpreted here as “macroscopic difference” of these states. Also, the
states wy and wy define two representations of the algebra of quasi-local observables (see also
(53, 541, 274] 275] for further details) which are not unitary equivalent, and can be distinguished
by a measurement of a macroscopic observable.

As the macroscopic observable distinguishing these states could be chosen, e.g., the weak
limit v € A** for n — oo of the sequence

1 =,
T =g Z ajaj, (7.3.28)

j=-n

3We consider here, for the sake of simplicity, the measured system after the measurement as a part of
the apparatus, what makes no difference for observing results of measurements via various macrostates - the
macroobservables of the compound system are identical with those of the measuring apparatus alone. See
however the subsection [7.3.7] below.
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and for the states wp,ws (now considered as being extended to normal states on the von Neu-
mann algebra 2A**) we obtain: wo(y) = 0, wt(y) = i. This is an example in the spirit of the
models proposed in the classical paper by Hepp [153] for modeling the “quantum measurement
process”.

7.3.6. Observable quantities in QM, or “observables”, are described usually by selfadjoint
operators A acting on the Hilbert space where the “observed” states of a considered physical
system appear. In another setting, we can speak instead of a selfadjoint operator A about its
projection-valued measure (= projector-valued measure) (PM) A — E4(A) for A ST =
the set (with a given o-algebra structure) of possible values of the observable (specifying the
operator uniquely); here F4(A) are mutually commuting orthogonal projectors satisfying o-
additivity with respect to set unions of various disjoint arguments A C I'; with E4(T") = I.

More general concept of “observable” in QM is again o-additive positive operator val-
ued measure (POVM) A~ A(A), with A(A) € L(H), 0 < A(A) < AD) =1y, iNA; =
0 (Vi,j) = A(UgAr) = >, A(Ag), which also specifies a selfadjoint operator A, but is not
specified by it uniquely. The different A(A), A C T', need not be now mutually commu-
tative. According to a general ‘philosophy’ of QM, to each observable corresponds a mea-
suring apparatus (better: a class of equivalent apparatuses) characterized abstractly by the
observable, by which it can be measured. Conversely, if we perform a measurement on some
quantum-mechanical system, some observable is measured. The results of the measurement
of A on the state p is found in the set A € T" with the probability pra(o,A) = Tr(oA(A)).
If A— pr(o,A) (A £ T) is a probability measure for any ¢ and this mapping depends on p
affinely: pr(Ao1+(1—=X) o2, A) = Apr(or, A)+(1—=X)pr(os, A), then there is a unique observable
A of the measured system such that pr(o, A) = Tr(pA(A)). If the distribution of the results
of a measurement is expressed in this way by some POVM A # FE 4, the measurement is often
called a nonideal measurement. For more complete formulations cf. [84], [149].

We are dealing in this work with infinite quantal systems described by C*-algebras having
many mutually inequivalent representations. Hence, we cannot restrict the concept of observ-
ables to operators acting e.g. on a Hilbert space H,, of a specific cyclic representation. If we
want stay in a framework of the above presented scheme, we can, and we presently shall, use the
universal representation of C*-algebra 2l in H,, resp. of its weak closure, which is a W*-algebra
isomorphic to the double dual 2** of 2. For some comments on this reformulation see e.g. [84,
Sec. 2.5].

7.3.7. We can now ask, which observable (in the sense of [[.3.6]) was measured by the ‘measuring
apparatus’ modeled by our QD, as it was sketched in The ‘microsystem’ being measured
consists in the spin sitting in the point j = 0 of the infinite spin-chain and the rest of the chain
is the ‘measuring apparatus’. Let us consider as the apparatus the half-infinite chain with spins
sitting in the points numbered by j = 1,2,...00 only, because the spins sitting in the points
with 7 < 0 do not take part in these measurements] An integral part of the characterization
of the apparatus is, however, also its initial state ‘with all spins pointing down’, as well as its

4 In accordance with that, the notation in this subsection will be changed slightly with respect to the
notation in the subsection [7.3.5]
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dynamics including the interaction with the measured spin. The results of these measurements
are read by looking at the final states of the apparatusl There are just two possibilities in this
process: The state w; with all spins pointing down, i.e. wi(aja;) = 1, and the state w; with
all spins pointing up, i.e. wT(a;aj) = 1, which is disjoint from the state w;. If these states are
(uniquely) extended to normal states on the double dual of the algebra of measuring apparatus,
their values can be calculated on the ‘macroscopic observable’ v defined now as the weak limit
of the sums

I~ ,
o= Zlajaj. (7.3.29)
]:

Then it is w(y) = 0, wy(y) = 1. The “spectral set” I' from consists now of only
two points, let us denote them (arbitrarily, but taking into account the actual measurement
process) £1, hence I' := {1, —1}.

The initial (=measured) state of the ‘microsystem’ in the example of was given by the
normalized vector |¢) := ¢|| |) + ¢+| 1) corresponding to the density matrix ¢ = |)(p| being
just the one-dimensional projector on the pure state |@) of the measured system. The final state
of the apparatus was in this case (according to [L3H) wy = |c| 2w + |e4]?wy, where |¢(|?, |er]?
are the desired probabilities pr(o, IF%) From the linearity of the tensor products, as well as of
time evolution, we can see that the extension of the previously introduced function pr(p, :F%)
to general density matrices ¢ is an affine function of p. Hence, e.g. for convex combination of

two ‘pure’ density matrices,

0 1= Aifp1) (1] + Aaliwa) (o, with [p;) == c;j [ 1) +cpn 1), J=1,2, (7.3.30)
we obtain
1 1 1 , ,
P?”(Q,—i) = A1PT(|801><<P1|7—§) +)\2P7”(|902><<P2|7—§) = Mi|eny]® + Aalegy |7, (7.3.31)
1 1 1
pr(o, 5) = Apr(len) (el 5) + X2 pr(|2) (w2, 5) = Aifer]” + Aofear]”.

Let us define the operator A := 1| 1)(1 |—21| 1) ({ | on the Hilbert state space of the measured
system. Its spectral projections are P := | 1)(1 | and P, := | |)(J | and the corresponding
mutually distinct eigenvalues are chosen to be :t%. Then, for our density matrix there holds
1 1

pr(gv _5) = TT(Pig)v pr(gv 5) = TT(PTQ) (7332)

Hence, our measuring process corresponds to measurement of operators with PM given by
the one-dimensional orthogonal projectors P; ;. Our choice of the values of elements in the
set I corresponds to the observable describing a component of the %h—spin, which is usually
described in this way. We did not need here a generalized observable determined by a POVM,

which will be, however, the case of the following example.

®We are speaking here about the states on the algebra generated by aj, aj with j > 0 only.
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7.4 Particle detection - a “nonideal” measurement

7.4.1. This model describes a compound system of a spin chain A with a particle B; it is a
completed version of the model presented originally in [3§]. The model of the spin chain is the
half-infinite chain of the form described in the section [7.3] and the particle is a nonrelativistic
scalar particle.

Let us use (essentially) the notation of section [C.3l Hence, the algebra 2( of the observables
of the spin chain is now generated by the elements a,a,, n > 1. Let the Hamiltonian of the
chain be the operator (cf. (.3.8]))

Hy = ahan(ayy + Gni1)ans20; (7.4.1)

n>1

acting in the Hilbert space H,q. of the GNS-representation of 2l with the cyclic vector (),
corresponding to the state

w((afa;) =0, forall j > 1. (7.4.2)

The particle B is moving in the 3-dimensional Euclidean space and is described as in elemen-
tary QM by operators acting in the space Hp := L?(R3 d3z), so that its states are described
by vectors (resp. the corresponding unit rays) ¢» € Hp. The free particle’s Hamiltonian will be
just the kinetic energy (in conveniently chosen units and in the “x-representation”)

3 82
Hg =p*=—) ——. A.
O 749
j=1 7
The interaction Hamiltonian will be V,,, with
Ve i= (a1 + a1)aza; @ |p) (| € L(Huae @ Hp), (7.4.4)
where ¢ = |p) € Hp is a conveniently chosen normalized vector, hence |¢){p| = P, is a

one-dimensional projector in Hp.
The total Hamiltonian H of the compound system {spin chain & particle} will be

H:=Hs+ Hp+~V,, veR (7.4.5)

Some restrictions on the interaction constant v and on the unit vector ¢ will be specified later.

7.4.2. We want to prove, for conveniently chosen parameters v and ¢ of interaction and
for suitable initial states ¢ € Hp of the particle as well as for given initial state of the spin
chain with all spins “pointing down”, that the compound system will evolve for ¢ — oo with
positive probability into a convex combination of two mutually disjoint (hence ‘macroscopically
different’) states, one of which corresponds to the unchanged initial state of the apparatus and
in the other the apparatus has all its spins reversed to the “pointing up” direction. If we denote
by B := L(Hp) the algebra of all bounded operators on Hp, which is the C*-algebra of the
observables of the particle, and by € :=2A ® 8 the C"*-algebra of the compound system,
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then S(¢) will be the state-space €7, (i.e. positive normalized elements of the topological
dual of €) of the compound system.

We will prove that the initial state wi*"= wi®@w] € S(€
for a € B, will evolve to the state w € S(€), w = (w( ) + (
wf € S(WB) is the state without particles, cf. .43} and 0 < w(Y
initial state-vectors 1.

If we ask “which observable is measured by this process”, the relevant answer is — if we
consider only the mathematical expression of the “observable” appearing in the question —
in the expression of the probability w(¢) as a diagonal matrix element of a positive
operator W = W, between the state vectors of the particle’s initial state ¢: w(v¢) = (Y|W|).
The operator W, 0 < W < 1, W # W?2, replaces here the usual appearance of a projector from
the PM of measured selfadjoint operator in the cases of ‘ideal measurements’, cf.also [149].
Our simple specific model represents more general instances of measurements: The ‘nonideal
measurement’ is described by a POVM (=positive operator valued measure). Hence, our
model illustrates the concept of “generalized observables” introduced in [84, Sec.3.1], cf. also
our and [7.377] and its usefulness. The quantity w(y) = (¢|W]v) has to be interpreted
as the measured probability of one of two possible results of a two-valued observable of the
particles prepared at t = 0 in the state ). A verbal expression of the intuitive physical meaning
of “the particle’s observable W” might be here just something like “what can be registered
by this specific measuring apparatus”, with two different pointer values: to be or not to be
registered by this specific apparatus.

), where a — w(a a) == {¢lalv)
1—w(y))w) ®wf, and where

) < 1 for any of the considered

7.4.3 Notation. We shall use the following symbols:

1. The state without particles could be defined in a standard way, e.q. as the vacuum state
in the Fock representation, where the algebra of observables of particles is constructed by
creation-annihilation operators, cf. [38]. To avoid this (here unnecessary) complication,
we shall define the no-particle state as the normal linear functional w® € S(B) on B =
L(Hp), wf b wP(b) (remember that dimHp = o) such that

Wo (b) =1, if b= Ipy; Wo( ) =0, if b= |t1) (o], Y; € Hp.

This will give equivalent results of our considerations to those obtained from the consid-
erations using the formalism of nonrelativistic quantum field theory.

2. Let us introduce also the symbol Ha for the Hilbert (sub-)space of the chain generated
by the vectors {|m) | m = 1,2,...} introduced in (7.3.13). We shall use also: U; :=
exp(—itH) with H from (74.3), and 7,c := e ce " for c € €. The vector Qy = |0) is
defined in (7.5-3) and (7.3-3). We shall also use 2y = Qy @ x, x € Hp.

3. Let ¢ € Hp, |lpll2 = 1, be the vector appearing in the interaction Hamiltonian V,
in (74.4), and let ¢ € ’HB be the (also normalized) initial state-vector of the partzcle
We shall introduce the symbols F°(t), g(t), and F(t) as

FO(t) = F()(1) = (ple™™=[y), g(t) := F(p)(t) = (ple™""|p). (7.4.6a)
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F(t) = F,()(1) = (el @ (0]e™0) @ |¢) = (2 ]e~"), (7.4.6b)
where H := Ha + Hp + 7V, is the total Hamiltonian of the compound system (7.4.5).
The symbols fm(t), f(t) will be also useful abbreviations (cf. (7.3.24)):
Fult) = (m|e”Ha|1) = (=)™ ? Tn(2t), m=1,2,... (7.4.7)
F&) = g0 fit) = (p| @ (1|e ™ )1 @ |p). (7.4.8)
4. To restrict a function t — h(t) defined on the whole real line t € R to the positive (resp.
negative) values of its argument t € Ry (resp. R_), we shall use the (Heaviside) 0(t)-

function equal to zero for t < 0 and equal to one for t > 0. We shall denote these
restrictions as hy(t):

heo(t) == 0(t)h(t), resp. h_(t) == 0(—t)h(t), t€R. (7.4.9)

Such restrictions f v+ fo will be useful here, e.q., for rewriting certain equations in the
convolution form.

5. The convolution f * h(t) of two complex-valued integrable functions is defined by

fxh(t) = /_+°0 drf(t — 7)h(1) = h* f(1). (7.4.10)

[e.9]

For more details on existence conditions of convolutions see e.g. [262, IX.4]. The op-
eration * is not only commutative, but also associative. It can be trivially extended to
functions t — h(t) defined for t € R"™, as well as to some other classes of functions and
of distributions, see e.g. [262, [32])].

6. Let us define and denote, for purposes of the present section, to any integrable function
h € LY(R), its Fourier transformed function F(h) = h:

h(u) = F(h)(u) = \/%7 /_ " et e, ue R (7.4.11a)

In the case of higher dimensional arguments of the C-valued functions h € L'(R™) the
analogous formula applies:

h(u) = F(h)(u) = F(h(t))(u) == (27)"% / e~ R (t) d"t, u € R™. (7.4.11b)

n

The inverse F~' of F defined on the image h = F(h) has the similarly looking form:

ht) = FL(h)(t) = F(h(—u))(t) = (27)"2 / eth(u) d"u, t € R™ (7.4.11c)

n
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Generalizations to various classes of functions h and also to tempered distributions is
very useful in process of solution of various equations. Many important properties of
the Fourier transformation can be found, e.g. in [262, [324]. One of the most useful
properties of F is the possibility to extend it from LY(R™) to a unitary transformation in
the Hilbert space L*(R") - the Plancherel theorem: The scalar product (-|-) is invariant
with respect to the transformation F; for ¢, € L? it means: (p|{) = (aﬁw) Moreover,
the following important property concerning the interconnection between the convolution
and the Fourier transformation is valid:

F(hy % hy) = (21)2 F(hy)F(hy) = (21)2 hyhs, (7.4.12)

with the pointwise multiplication of functions.

For the proof of our main result formulated in Theorem [[.4.8 we shall also need several
following lemmas. The first one together with its proof can be deduced from [I51]:

7.4.4 Lemma. Let H be a lower-bounded selfadjoint operator on a Hilbert space H with its
spectrum sp(H) > a. Then, for any two of nonzero vectors p,1) € H, it is:

(a) either {ple”H|p) =0, Vt € R,
(b) or {p|le” ™ |p) £ 0 for t in an open dense subset of R of total Lebesgue measure.

If the above chosen ¢ is fized, then the set of all ¥ € H satisfying (a) forms a closed linear
subspace of H, hence the open complement in H of this set contains those b € H which satisfy
the point (b).

Proof. Let A — Ey(\) be the projection measure of H. According to the functional calculus
(cf. e.g. [262]) it is

(ple™ o) = / T AN e En (V). (7.4.13)

a

This function of time ¢ € R can be analytically continued to the lower complex half-plain of ¢,
i.e. extended tot —t —ic =:2, ¢ > 0:

(ple™ M |y) = / dAe™ Mo By (V)W) = (ple™™|¢), Im 2 <0, (7.4.14)

which is analytic in the open lower complex half-plain of z and continuous in the closed lower
half-plain, hence also on the real line z = t —ie — ¢t — i0+. Assume that (ple™*#|y)) =0, Vt €
I C R, where [ is an interval of positive length. Then, according to the Schwarz reflection
principle, the analytic function z + (p|e™**|¢) is complex-analytic also on this interval I,
hence it is identically zero also in lower complex half-plain. Due to its continuity on R, the
function t — (ple ™ |p) = 0 (Vt € R).
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In the other cases, there is no interval of nonzero length I C R on which the function t —
(ple”™]1p) identically vanishes. Since it is continuous, it is # 0 on open intervals composing
an open dense subset of R. But union of all these intervals is a set of total Lebesgue measure
on R, as is shown in [I5I]. Hence the function ¢ — (p|e ")) # 0 a.e. with respect to the
Lebesgue measure.

Linearity of the set of the v’s satisfying (a) is clear. That this subspace is closed in H
follows from the norm-continuity of the matrix elements ¥ — (ple " |¢)); the last assertion
follows from the other proved assertions of this Lemma. O

7.4.5 Lemma. The condition ¢ € D(R?) for the choice of the vector ¢ occurring in the
definition of the interaction Hamiltonian in (7.4.4), as well as the condition ¢ € Hp N L'(R3)
for the choice of the particle’s initial vector 1, both imposed in the Theorem [7.4.8, guarantee
the following properties of the functions t — FQ(1)(t) (74.6d) of the time variable t € R:

0 2 1 — 0 2 1
F)(y) e L*(R)NLY(R), g=FJ(p) € L*(R)N L (R). (7.4.15)
The set LY(R3) N L2(R3) D D(R3) is dense in Hp together with D(R3).
Proof. According to the Theorem IX.30 of [262], there is for ¢ € L'(R3) N L*(R?):

ess sup [e P (x)] = [le o0 < [072] [ (7.4.16)

x€R3
The function ¢ has finite support, say ¢(x) # 0 = |[x| < R < co. Let us denote by Br C R? the
ball of radius R containing the support of ¢. Due to the implication y € L?(R3) = |x| € L*(R?),
we have

(ple 5 ) | < / x| p(x)] - e (x)] <

Br

Br |2 2]

But the matrix element of a unitary operator between two normalized vectors in H g is bounded
by unity: [F(¢)(t)] < 1, hence we have

[Pl 1]l

(ple~ ™5 4)| < min { 1; | i
t

——=—1}, forallt e R, (7.4.18)

and the obtained estimate is

EA
ld
The function ¢ — |t2|0(|t| — k), k > 0, belongs to L*(R) N L2(R), hence F)(4) also belongs

there Vi € L'(R3) N L*(R3). Since also our ¢ € D(R?®) C L'(R3) N L?*(R3), the both relations
in (T.4.I5) are proved. The density of D(R?) in L*(R?) is easily seen, cf. e.g. [324, 1.1.7].

E@)® <0 ((ellalivl? = 1) +6 (1t = Uelllvln?) (7.4.19)

O
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7.4.6 Lemma. Let G € L'(R")NLF(R™) and G’ € LP(R*) N L (R™) (1 < p < o0), where LF
is the space of (essentially) uniformly bounded functions converging to zero at infinity. Then
the convolution G« G' € LP N Lg°.

Proof. According to the Theorem 1.3. in [298], |G*G'||, < |G||1 - [|G']],, and also |G * G’ || <
|G||1 - ||G'|| s, hence G« G" € LP N L. It remains to prove the convergence to zero at infinity.

Let us choose § > 0. For any such ¢ there is a T5 > 0 such, that V |r| > T5 = |G'(7)| < 0.
Then for |t| > T it is

|G+ G'(t)] < /||<T d"r |Gt —7)G (1) + 5/ d"r|G(t —T)|

|7|>T5

< NGl 20(T5)  sup  [G(0)] + GG, (7.4.20)

In|=|[t|=T5]

where Q,,(T") is the Euclidean volume of the n-dimensional ball of radius 7. With any fixed J,
the supremum converges to zero with || — oco. Hence, by a convenient choice of 6 > 0 and for
sufficiently large |t|, the right hand side of (Z420) can be made arbitrarily small, hence the
left hand side converges with |¢t| — oo to zero. O

A similar useful Lemma for functions of ¢t € R restricted to R, claims:
7.4.7 Lemma. For h € L'(R) N L(R) and k € L*(R) it is:
hy * ky € LY(R) N LE(R). (7.4.21)

Proof. Again from the known LP-estimate [298] there is hy x k, € L'(R) N L*°(R), and also
|hy * kyllp < ||hallpllks |1 for p = 1, 00. Let us prove the convergence to zero. It is

B

hy x ky(t) = 0(t) /5 dr [h(t — 7)k(T) + h(T)k(t — 7) ], (7.4.22)
and the needed estimate is:
|he * ko (8)] < 0(t) lllk‘lll sup |h(T)| + ||h||oo/£ Car Ik‘(f)ll : (7.4.23)

The first term on the right hand side converges for t — +00 to zero because the function h
converges to zero. The second term converges to zero due to integrability of & € L'(R). This
shows that hy *x k. € Lg°. The assertion is proved. O

We shall give here a proof of the main result of this section:

7.4.8 Theorem. Let the dynamics of the compound system: nonrelativistic point particle B
(as a “detected microsystem”) and the one-dimensional spin chain A, described in Sec. [7.3 (as
a “detector”), be given by the Hamiltonian (7.4.5) defined in the ground-state representation
(corresponding to the state wf of the chain with “all spins pointing down”).
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Let the particle’s initial normalized state-vector be ¥ € Hp N L'(R3) = L*(R3) N L}(R?),
and the initial state of our half-infinite chain be wf from (74.3). The normalized vector ¢ €
L*(R3) occurring in the Hamiltonian H in (7.4.4) will be chosen as a rapidly decreasing C>(R3)
function with compact support: ¢ € D(R®) C Hp N LY (R?). To ensure a nontrivial interaction
of the particle with the chain, let us assume that (cf. Lemma[74.7))

FJ()(t) = (| exp(—itHp)|) #0, teR. (7.4.24)
We require, moreover, a condition on the upper bound of the interaction constant ~y to be fulfilled:

0 <[l <2, (7.4.25)

with g = FJ(p).
If these conditions are satisfied, then there exist, for all a € A, b € L(Hp), the limits

T 5 ) = (W) wt(a) + (- w()wf(@) f0).  (74.26)
with w¥B(ab) := (Y @ Qole™a @ be M |Qy @ 1)),
i.e.
w*—tlim wiB o 7, = w*—tlim WP = (wW)wi + (1 —w®))w]') @ wf. (7.4.26Db)
—00 —00

The probability of the detection w(v) is here positive: w(v) > 0, and, moreover, it depends
on the initial state 1 of the particle as:

b= QI Y) = @IV, 1) = w(y), (7.4.27)

where W = W., € L(Hp) is a positive operator 0 < W, < Iy, independent of 1. Moreover,
for sufficiently small nonzero interaction constants v € [—vo, 0] C R it is Wf # W.,, hence W,
18 not a projector.

Proof. Let us use the notation introduced in [[.4.3] We want to prove the existence of the
limit (7.4.20]) first. Let the state-vectors of the chain |m), m = 0,1,2,...00 be defined as
in (Z312) with |0) := €. The Hilbert subspace K = (Ha @ Hp) ® Hp of the state-
space of the (initial-state representation of the) compound system “the spin half-chain
& the particle” generated by vectors |m) ® |¢) (m = 0,1,...),¢ € Hp, is H-invariant, hence
also invariant with respect to the time evolution U; = exp|—it(Ha + Hp + 7V,,)]. Let Px be
the orthogonal projector onto K. Let us define the partial isometries P,,, in IC by

Pl B) @ [10) = S|n) @ |0, for all ¢ € Hy, nym k= 0,1,2, ... (7.4.28)

Let P, := P,,, Vn. Denote also by Py, ¥ € Hp (||| = 1), the one dimensional projector
1) (¥] in Hp. Clearly PQY = QF = [0) ® |4), and for all k, 1, m,n € Z, it is

P} = Prn, ParPin = 06 Pam, Y P = Px. (7.4.29)

m=0
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We shall write elements 2 =a®b € AR B as x = ab (hence also a = a® Iy, b= Iy ®D),
if a confusion would be improbable. So, we are looking for limits

©(z) := lim w*P(2), 1€ AR B = ¢, (7.4.30)

t—o0

We shall see that the limits (C430) for z € A C € are expressible in terms of W(P,,,).
The very well known Dyson equation (.431]) expressing the unitary evolution group U; =
exp[—it(Ha+ Hp +7V,)] of a system with the interaction vV, in terms of this interaction and
of the free system (without interaction) evolution group Uy (t € R):

t
Uy =UY — iy / drU;_ VU, (7.4.31)
0

with U := exp[—it(Ha + Hg)], will be used repeatedly in our work here. We shall work in the
Hilbert space I (for t < 0o). The restriction of the interaction Hamiltonian V,, to the subspace
K has the form

PV, = (Poy + Pio)P,. (7.4.32)

Due to the commutativity of U with Py, we obtain for m # 0 after the insertion from

(T432) into (T431) :

t
PmUtPO == —’L’)// dr PmUtO_q—PIOPgoPOUTPO- (7433)
0

For m = 0, we obtain similarly:

t
PyU, Py = PyUY — iy / dr U Py P,PU, F. (7.4.34)
0

Substitution of (7.4.33]) with m = 1 to this equation leads, after a linear change of integration
variables, to an integral equation for PyU, Fy:

t t—t'
PyU, Py = PyUY — o2 / dt’ / dr U}, Py P, U P, Py PoUy P (7.4.35)
0 0

Also the commutativity of P, with P, was used here. Since UtA = e "Ha Jeaves the vector
Q) invariant, it is also PyUY = Pyexp(—itHp), and with (TZ.48) we have:

Py P,UP, Py = (ple” ™2 |0y (1 U2 1) P, Py = f(1)P,D. (7.4.36)
The integral equation (T.Z30) can be rewritten now in the form:
) t t—t! ) ,
PyU,Py = Pye™ 5 _ o2 / dt’ / dr e =NHE P £ (1) PyUy Py, (7.4.37)
0 0

With the symbols from (Z.4.6a)) and (T.4.6D)), by taking the matrix elements of both sides
of this equation as in ((.4.6D), we can write the equation for F(t), cf. Notation [[.Z.3}
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,ﬂw:F%w—fzﬁwlhxhﬂpﬁh¢ﬁﬁﬁwd (7.4.38)

If we take the restrictions of these functions to the values of the argument ¢t > 0 according

o ([TAJ), we can rewrite (7A3%a) as a convolution equation, cf. also (ZZI0){

We shall express now the quantities wA&B(Pm) in terms of the subsection [7.4.3] with a help

of (7.4.33)):
WP (P / dt/ A" F(E)F () gt — 1) fonlt =€) it ), m=1,2,.... (7.4.39)

To obtain a similar expression for w/A*?(Py) we shall use completeness of the set of projec-
tions {P,, : m € Z,} in the subspace K, cf. ([.429). We can sum over m in the argument
of wA¥B(.) in (T4.39) because of normality of the state w*f € S(€) for finite t. After the
summation we can perform also lim;_,,. Summation over m in ([Z.4.39) can be performed under
the integral signs due to Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, cf. the definition of f,,.
The completeness of the orthonormal basis { |m)| m =1,2,...} in H4 gives also:

i (t = 1) frmlt —t") = f1(t' —t"). (7.4.40)

m=1

We then obtain:

WAB(P) =1~ / d’f/ A" F({)F () f( —t"). (7.4.41)

To see the asymptotic properties of wA¥B(P,,) (t — +00), we shall need some properties of
the solution F'(t) of (T.Z38)). We shall obtain them by expressing the solution of the Volterra
equation ([7.4.38D)) in the form of (Carl) Neumann series

Fy =) (=2g4 * fox)"FY, (7.4.42)
n=0
converging uniformly on any bounded interval for any ~ and any continuous f, gEI Since the
free particle Hamiltonian Hp := p? has an absolute continuous spectrum, the functions FO(t)
and ¢g(t) from (7.4.6al) are continuous converging to 0 for t — oo. With our assumptions it is
(see also [262], Sec. IX.A4]) [f(®)| < 1=|flli < lglli = 2||g+]]1- This implies

Vg4 fellh < VPllgalh - 1 f+1h < 1, (7.4.43)

SNote that, due to time-reflection symmetry of all the systems considered here, quite analogical equations
and the corresponding results could be obtained also for the function ¢ — F(—t), t > 0.
"To see this, calculate > oo, (hy*)"(t) for h = const.
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which is a sufficient condition for also the L'-norm convergence of the series in (7.4.42). In
this way we obtained (cf. also Footnote [@])

F € L*(R) N Cy(R). (7.4.44)
We conclude from the preceding that

tlim wB(P,) =0, forallm>1. (7.4.45a)
—00

The corresponding limit for m = 0 is obtained from (T4.41)). Written in the form of the
scalar product (e,0) € C in L*(R), it has the form:

lim W B(Py) =1 —~*(Fy, Fy % f). (7.4.45b)
—00

We can prove the assertion (7.4.26]) of the Theorem now. Since the space K of the used
representation of € is time invariant with respect to our dynamics of the interacting systems, we
shall restrict our work to investigation of the limits lim;_,, w/*?(ab) for a = Py, m,n € Z,
resp. a = Iy, ,and b= [¢1)(1s|, ¥; € Hp, resp. b= Iy,,; for possibly more details cf. [3§].

Let [Q) = exp(—itH)|0) ® |[¥) = |%(1)), [Q(x;)) = |0) @ [1;). On the basis of the

following elementary estimates:

B (Prab)| = [P | Panb a2 )| < Bl P (PP (P,) (7.4.46)

we obtain from (7.2.45)
lim wiB(Pab) = 0, for m +n > 0. (7.4.47)
—00

Let us calculate now for arbitrary ¢, 2 € Hp

WP (Polapr) (a]) = (|90 (91)) (0(452)|2). (7.4.48)

We find, according to the notation from [7.43] ([Bl) (used now for arbitrary ¢/, ¥ € Hp), and
according to the equation (7.4.3§), that

(o)) + = (W) PULo| Q1))+ = FL ()1 (8) = VF)(@)s * fox Fi(t).  (7.4.49)

It follows from (7.4.44) that the right hand side of (7.4.49) converges with ¢ — 400 to zero,
hence also the right hand side in (7.4.48)) converges to zero (for all ;). Hence

tli)m WP (Pylaby ) (1ho]) = 0, for all 4y 5 € L*(R?) = Hp. (7.4.50)

Let us note that a different situation appeared in the case b := I3, in which case the equa-
tion (Z.4.45D)) is valid.

It remained to find the limit of the expressions w B (|1h)) (o|) = WP (I3y,,. @ |[101) (Ws]).
Because we are working in the time-invariant subspace K C H,q. ® H g, and the projection onto
itis Pc = Y o°_, P, we shall write this sum instead of Iy, in w/**®. The summation over m in

its argument should be done, however, before performing the limit lim;_,o, wA%B (B, [1b1) (1a]).
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With the help of (7.433]), we can obtain

S Palin) ) = [ A [ FEOREEL ) DR 1) Tt =)=,
(7.4.51)
Let us introduce the functions G(t',t") and g(wy, 1) (t',t") of {t',t"} € R*:

G(t', ") = Fr(t) i (t"); g(r, o) (¢,1") == fu(t" — ) () - (=) Fy(2) - (=)

where e.g. FQ(¢)_(—t) := 0(=t) FQ (1) (—t).
A use of (7.4.40) leads us to:

WP (P — Bo)ln) () = / ar / A" F(#)F(#)FO )t — 1) F () (" — £) it — 1)
= 2G*9(¢1>¢2)(t>t)a (7.4.52)

where * denotes the 2-dimensional convolution. From the given properties of the entering
functions (cf. also our Lemma [[4.6] and the LP-estimates in [262] 298]), and with the use
of (C.450), we obtain the desired result:

lim P (j1) (Wa]) = 0, ¥; € Hp. (7.4.53)

The existence of a limit state @ 1= w*-lim;_, ;o WP according to (T426) is proved; its
form as a product state (7.4.20) in S(2A ® B) can be seen by checking its values on elements
of A® B, cf. also [38] and [90, I.4.5.Proposition 2]. By comparing the definition in of
the no-particle state wf on B with our results, and considering the results (T.4.45), (T.247),

and (T.4.50) (together with (T.453])) we finally obtain:
M = (ww + (1 —w)w) @wy, with w:=>(Fy, F * f). (7.4.54)

W= w"- lim wy
t—o0

Let us show next that the probability w in (7.4.54]) is positive and has the form

w = (Y|W,[¢), where W, € L(Hp), 0<W,#W2, (7.4.55)

where i) € Hp is the initial state-vector of the scattered particle.

Remember that the function f does not depend on the initial state ¥ of the scattered parti-
cle, (TA8) . The function ¢ — F(t) = F,(¢¥)(t), ¢ € Hp is, according to its definition (7.4.GH),
a bounded linear functional of the initial state-vector ¢, and the same is valid for F', (¢). Hence,
the probability w =: w(v) in (L.454) is a quadratic function of ) € Hp. We can rewrite it, by
applying to it the polarization identity, into a sesquilinear form dependent on two vectors
11, 1y € Hp being ”occasionally” chosen in the expression of w()) to be equal: ¥ = 1y = ).
So, let us write w(y) =: W(2), 1), and define:

W(1, 1) = % Z aw(ah + hs) (7.4.56a)

=i, +1



180 CHAPTER 7. SOME MODELS OF “QUANTUM MEASUREMENT”

which is the wanted bounded sesquilinear form on Hp depending on 1/, antilinearly; hence, it
can be written as a matrix element of a bounded linear operator on Hp. Let us denote this
operator as W,:

(D[ W4 [12) == W(¢1,¢2) = % > aW(awy + by, athy +4y), W, € L(Hp),  (7.4.56D)

a==1i,%1

)

and we can write the probability w in the form of a diagonal element of W = W.,:

w=w(®) = PE ), o)y * f) = WIW, 1), v € Ha, (7.4.56¢)

where the first bracket (-, -) denotes the scalar product in L*(R), and the second one: (-|e[-) is
a matrix element in Hp = L*(R3).

If we notice that the function f from (7.4.8)) entering (7.4.56d) is of positive type (because it
is a diagonal matrix element of exp[—it(H4 + Hp)]), cf. [262, Thm. IX.9], and if we reconsider
the (commutative) convolution operation fx in (Z.4.56d) as a linear operator fx € L(L*(R)),
we can immediately see that the operator W, is a positive operator on Hpg, W, > 0. It remains
to check that the matrix element (¢|W,|¢) in (Z456d) is different from zero, if the assumptions
of our Theorem are fulfilled.

To proceed further, let us rewrite the expression (7.4.56d) of w in terms of Fourier transforms.

Let us take Fourier transform of the equation (7.4.38D)) for F(t) = F,(¢)(t). We shall use
the notationf]

Fy(u) = F(F()+(9)(u) = F(O - Fo())(w), (7.4.57a)

and similarly for other functions g, — g4, fy — f+, or also

F(F)) = (FY) = FY = F(FA(W)4(e)) = F(60 - F()). (7.4.5Th)
We obtain then from (7.4.38D]) the transformed equation:

FA+ - FA_lq - 27T ’}/2 g_;,_f\_;’_FA_i_, (7458)
which can be solved immediately:
. FO
Fo(u) = ﬁ(“) . ueR, (7.4.59a)
142792 g4 (u) f+(u)
or in another form
F(F°
F(F) (u) (F)(v) (7.4.50D)

T 1ton V2 F(g4) (u)F(fy)(u)

$This notation should not be confused with F(F) := 6. F(F) = (F),, differing by the place where the sign
“4” occurs.
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This is the Fourier transform of the explicit expression (7.4.42) of the solution of (7.4.38))
obtained with the help of Carl Neumann series.
Let us rewrite the expression (7.4.56d) for the probability w(v) = (¢|W,|¢) with the help

of (CZ59) (remember the notation (T.4.6D])):

|79 (u)|”
11+ 27 92 gy (u) fr(u)]?
Let us investigate properties of the above integrand in some details. Let us express first the
function fy(u) = F(fi-g-0)(u) = V21 fi x g (u) = V2rF(f1 - 0) x g(u). The Fourier image

fi(u) of fi(t) = 1 J1(2t) can be obtained with a help of its integral representation taken from
[129, 3.752-2):

(W) = 2 (Fy. By - ) = 4*V2r / du f(u) (7.4.60)

™

() = % J(2t) = 2 / cos(2tx) VI =2 dr. (7.4.61)

We can rewrite this expression to the forms

1 [
1) = — e —u~du
fi(#) “Vi—u?d
2 ),
1 too
= 5 e O(2 — |ul) V4 — u2 du
™ —0oQ

- | (e Vi) o (7.4.62)

hence, we obtain from (L4.62]) the wanted Fourier image immediately:

f = b — |u — u?
fl(U)=f(f1)(U)—m9(2 ul) V4 — u?. (7.4.63)

The expression (L.A61) of f; leads, in agreement with its definition (Z4.7), to the estimates
4 ! 4 [ 4 (2
|f1(t)] < —/ dz|cos(2tz)|vV1 — 22 < —/ dzvV1—2% = —/ dacos’a =1, (7.4.64)
T Jo T Jo T Jo

where we used the change of the integration variable  := sin ¢, the identity sin o +cos? o = 1,
and the symmetry properties of the goniometric functions. Since both functions fi, g are
continuous, ¢(t) = (p,exp(—itHg)p), ¢ € D(R?) = the Fourier image ¢ € S(R?) is an
entire analytic function of three complex variables [262, Thm. IX.12], the function ¢ — g(t) #
0 (a.e. for t € R) according to Lemma [.4.4] and the continuous function f;(¢) is not constant,
hence the function | f;(¢)] < 1 on certain intervals of R, the estimate for L'-norms gives:

1Al = 1A gl < lgllss (7.4.65)

hence we have here obtained the sharp inequality. From the definition of the Fourier transfor-
mation it is seen that the following trivial inequality is valid for any function h € L'(R):
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1
2

These considerations give an estimate for the denominator in (7.4.60]) by

1Plloe <

1. (7.4.66)

2 2
- A ; g gl
1277° g% o lloo < 2092 (g ool fi oo < A2 Mg lll fill = o lallllf 1l < Z||g||f- (7.4.67)

This proves, also due to the condition ||yg|y < 2 in (7.4.25), that the denominator of the
integrand in (T.4.60) is everywhere different from zero and finite.

Another part of the integrand in (ZZB80) is the function f = F(f; - g) = = fi % g. The
Fourier image of ¢(t) = (p| exp(—itHp)p) is

1 too , 1 oo T ,
o) = o= [ el g ar = o= [ e [T ane ol By (o)
(7.4.68a)
where Ep,(\) := Eg,((—o0,A]) is the projection-measure of the selfadjoint operator Hp.
Because the spectrum of Hp is positive (and absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue
measure on R), and the function g(t) is proportional to the Fourier image of A — (¢|Ew,(N)|¢),
one has

g(u) = 0(~u)F(g)(u) = V21 (| En,(—u)l0). (7.4.68b)

This can be rewritten in the “p-representation”, which allows us to see better the dependence
on the specific functions ¢. We shall write the element of the solid angle ¢ in terms of the
Euler angles 0, ¢ in R? as d¢ := sin#df dip, and the function ¢(p) = 4(p, @) (p := [p]). Tt is

g(t) = (ple o) = /

RS

—-— 02 oo —itp? ~
CEFFe o = [ e [ dolemoll (a5
0 47

which, after the change of variables \ := p?, leads to

g(t) = % /0 " Vet /4 do |p(VX, 9) % (7.4.68d)

this has the form of the Fourier image of

Fo0) =001 /5 VA [ dsletR o (74680
4w
and the Fourier image ¢ has now the form
N A _ m «
g(u) = g(w) 0(—u) = F(g)(—u) = 9(—u)\/;\/ —u / de |o(v—u, ¢)|%. (7.4.68f)
4w
Similar considerations could be applied also to f(t) = (21 ® ¢| exp(—it(Ha + Hp))|1 ® @);

the spectrum of H, from (7.4.1)) acting on the Hilbert space H,q. of the used representation
consists of a single eigenvalue {0}, and of absolutely continuous part consisting of the interval
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,+2] C R, which can be seen from the Section [[.3] and from [36]. So the function f(t)

~

[—2
(Qq] exp(—itH)|) - (¢|exp(—itHp)|@) = fi1(t)g(t) has the Fourier image f( )= (2m)~ 3 1 *
G(u), which with the help of (Z4.63)) and (T.4.681) gives

A 1

flu) = f1 *g(u \/_ / drfi(r)g(u—1) (7.4.69)

-5

= dT\/4—7‘2

2 |,

9(T—U) . d¢|¢(v7—u,¢)|2-

Remember that ¢ € D(R?), hence its Fourier image ¢ € S(R?) is an entire analytic function
of three complex variables, so that the function p — [,_d¢|a(p,¢)> > 0, a.e. for p > 0.

Then (72.69) implies that f(u) = 0 for v > 2, and f(u) > 0 for almost all u < 2.
For checking finally the conditions of the positivity of w(«) from its expression (T.Z60), we

have to check under which conditions it is |F?(u)|0(2 — u) > 0, v € S C R, for some S of
positive Lebesgue measure.

Let us assume that F’E(u) = 0 in some nonzero interval: v € I C R. The function }ior (u) =
\/127 f e~ (p|exp(—itHg)|Y) dt, cf. (T.46al), can be continued to a function analytic in the
lower complex half plane Imu < 0 and continuous on the real axis R. The identical vanishing
of this function on an interval I C R would imply (with the help of the Schwarz Reflection
Principle) its analyticity on I, and consequent vanishing everywhere in the analyticity domain,
hence also on the whole real axis (i.e. vanishing also on the boundary of the analyticity
domain). The identical vanishing ]52 (u) = 0, Yu € R, would imply, however, the identical
vanishing (p|exp(—itHpg)[¢)) = 0, which contradicts (Z.Z24). This proves that, for v* > 0
satisfying ((C4.20), it is (¢|W,|¢) > 0, iff ¢ satisfies (T.4.24). Since the condition (.4.24]) does
not depend on the parameter 7, the subspace of Hp consisting of those vectors 1 for which it
s (Y|W,|¢) = 0 does not depend on +, hence also its orthogonal complement Hy, C Hp
is independent of v, cf. Lemma [[.4.4]

It remains to show that, at least for some values of v € R, it is Wf # W,, i.e. that the
positive operator W, is not a projector. For any nonzero orthogonal projector P € L(H)
there exists a subspace PH = Hp C H such that for any normalized vector ¢ € Hp it is
(| P|y) = 1, and for all vectors 1 from its orthogonal complement: 1 € Hp := H © Hp, it is
(| Ply) = 0. If an operator W., would be a nonzero projector, for all the normalized vectors
¢ € Hw it would be (|W,|¢y) = 1. Such a ¢ would necessarily satisty (7.4.24]), and then
(Y|W,,|1p) > 0 for any v satistying (7.4.25).

For any given normalized ¢ satisfying (.4.24), the numerical function v? — (|W,|)
expressed in (TZ60) is continuous and monotonically increasing in a nonzero interval v* €
[0,73] € R. For an arbitrary normalized ¢ € Hp, it is (|W,=[t)) = 0, and it is 0 <
(Y|W,,|¢) < 1 for all sufficiently small |y| > 0 and all normalized ¢ € Hp. Hence, at least for
sufficiently small nonzero v € R, it is (¢)|W,|¢) # 1 for normalized ¢ € Hy,, so that Wf # W,,
i.e. the positive operator W, is not a projector. The theorem is proved.

]
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7.5 The X-Y chain as a measuring device

7.5.1. The X-Y chain

Let us formulate first what we understand here under the “X-Y chain” (cf. [267], and also
[271], [35], [107]) - a special case of the Heisenberg spin chains:

It is again a model of one-dimensional spin chain with C*-algebra of observables 2 generated
by spin creation-annihilation operators a}, a; (j € Z), as it was introduced in[Z.3.2l The algebra
20 is the C*-inductive limit of the sequence of its local subalgebras 2, (n € N), each generated
by a3, a; (|j| < n). The dynamics in any subalgebra 2, is given by the local Hamiltonian
H,, (without interaction with external magnetic field):

n—1

H, :=— Z (ajaji1 + aj,a ), (7.5.1)

j=—n

where k € R. These local Hamiltonians define the time-evolution (¢;x) ™ (x) of local
elements x € 2A,,:

Tt(n)(l') = €itH”IL’€_itHn, = Q'[na n e N, te R. (752>

The evolution in the whole algebra 2l is obtained by taking first the limit n — co in norm
of A for any fixed ¢ € R and any local x € 2, and afterwards obtaining the result by the
norm-continuity, extending it to all z € 2:

Ti(z) := n- lim Tt(")(x). (7.5.3)

n— oo

Note that the term “X-Y model” comes from the form of the hamiltonian if it is rewritten
in the terms of Pauli o-matrices: o} := aj + aj, 031-’ i=ia; —ia;, 07 = 2aja; — 1, Le.
K
H= 1 Z(Ufafﬂ + oo ,). (7.5.4)
J
We shall write often H instead of H,,, also without specifying the local characters of the entering
algebraic elements x, or A € 2, ..., to simplify the notation and the corresponding comments;
the reader could easily add the necessary specifications on his own.
We shall use the known formula to express the automorphism (Z.5.3):

itH —itH __ = (Zt)m (m)
e Ae _mzzo [, A, (7.5.5)

where [H, A]® := A, and higher elements are recurrently defined with a help of the commutator
[H, AV = [H, Al = HA — AH:

[H, A\ .= [H, [H, A]™). (7.5.6)
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The application of (T.5.5]) to norm-bounded elements A (with also H — H,,) makes no principal
problems, but calculations of time evolved elements in (Z.5.0) of e.g. A < a; is technically
complicated and it is much easier to work, instead with the spin operators a;, with elements
b; € 2 satisfying the Fermi canonical anticommutation relations (CAR). This can be
reached by the Jordan-Wigner transformation ([I71], and also [106, Ch.3, 2]):

j—1
bi=a; [ (1-2a5a), b7 = (b)), (7.5.7)

k=—n—1

for |j| < m. Although these elements become to be nonlocal with n — oo, their bilinear
combinations remain local, and this is sufficient for our calculations. Note also that there is the
inverse transformation expressing a; in terms of b;, which has the same form as (7.5.7) after
the exchange a;j <> bj .

The elements b;, by, j, k € [—n,n] satisfy CAR:

[bj, be]+ = 0, bjby, + bibs =: [bj, b+ = dju. (7.5.8)
The local Hamiltonians H,, from (7.5.0]) can be written now as

n—1

/{: >k *
H, =3 > " (B3bj1 + b5 yb). (7.5.9)

j=—n

We can calculate now the time evolution of the elements b; € 2. We shall need later the
estimates for 7;(aja;), and due to equality aja; = bjb; the explicit expressions for 7;(b;) will
be sufficient for us. We can use (7.5.5) to calculate 7(b;). One easily checks that the multiple
commutators have the form:

[H, b;]™ = Zc“” by, (7.5.10)

where the c-number coefficients cg»m) (p) (m € Zy, j,p € Z) satisty following recurrent relations:

() = —g(c(m)(p—1)+c(m)(p+1)), (7.5.11)

where V(p) = &, c(m’(j—p)50§m)(p)-

It is seen that the coefficients c§m) (p) depend on p — j only: they are expressible as linear

combinations of the Kronecker deltas §;,... Notice also that ¢™ (—p) = ¢™(p), Vp € Z. Note
moreover that for each m > 0 only finite number of the coefficients ¢™(j — p) is nonzero.

From (T5.5) and (Z5I0) we have:

=> Ci(j — k) by, (7.5.12a)
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where

=3 Zt), (7.5.12b)
m=0 m:

The Bessel functions of the first kind J,.(t), » € Z,, t € R, can be expressed by the power

series:
oo 2k—+r
t 1
=) (-1)f (—) —_ (7.5.13)
— 2 El(r 4+ k)!

By calculation of coefficients ¢(™ (r) in (Z.5.12h) with the help of (Z.5.11]) and by comparison
of coefficients at equal powers t™ of the variable ¢ € R in the expressions (Z.5.12Dh)) for Ci(r)
and in (C.5.13) for J,.(t), we can see that for r € Z, it is

Ci(r) = (=) " J.(kt). (7.5.14)

After inserting this into (75.12a)) (keep in mind that Cy(—r) = Cy(r) = (=i)I"lJ,((kt)) we
obtain explicit expression for time evolution of elements b; € 2, hence the time-automorphism
group 7, t € R, of 2 in terms of standard special functions J,., r € Z,..

7.5.2. Interaction with a small system. Let us use the just described X-Y spin chain to
construction of an alternative “model of quantum measurement” now.

Let us represent the algebra 2 in a subspace of the CTPS = ®j€Z(C§ (cf. BI3)) corresponding
to the product-vector ¥y defined as follows: Let the spins on our chain be well ordered and
numbered by j € Z. Let | & j) be the states of the j-th spin being eigenvectors of the Pauli
matrix o7 corresponding to the up-, resp. down-orientations: o%|+ j) = 4| & j). Let then

Vo= Q) |+7) Q)| —k). (7.5.15)

j<—1 k>0
Let the Hamiltonian of this chain be

/{: * * I{' * *
H(] = 5 Z (ajajH + aj+1aj) + 5 Z(akakH + akHak), (7516)
J<—2 k>0
which is the Hamiltonian of the X-Y model without the term (a*,a¢+ aga—;). This chain with
the Hamiltonian H, will play for us the role of the “macroscopic (measuring) system”. The
state described by the vector ¥y is stationary for this Hamiltonian:

HoyWy = 0. (7.5.17)

The “measured microsystem” will be an additional 1/2-spin (i.e. it does not belong to the
chain) with the interaction Hamiltonian

K
—(a* a0 + aja_y), (7.5.18)

V=P
+ @3
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where P, is the projector in the state space C? of the added spin-microsystem projecting onto
the state |+) in which the spin “is pointing up”: o*|+) = H)E If we write (in microsystem’s

state space C?) P_ := [ — P,, the total Hamiltonian H of our compound system “micro &

macro”’ reads: B
H=Hy+V =HP, + HyP_, (7.5.19)

where H is the total Hamiltonian of the X-Y model (T.5.4]). Let the initial state of the compound
system be
(I)() = o ® \IIQ, Yo ‘= C+|+> + C_|—>, (7520)

where g is normalized: |c,|? + [c_|*> = 1, and |£) are also normalized eigenvectors of o° €
L(C?):
Pi|+) = %), P.P_=0. (7.5.21)

Since, in accordance with (T.5.17)),
H(|+) ® W) = |[+) ® H¥y, H(—)® o) =0, (7.5.22)

the time evolution looks like:

O, = ¢ Oy = o |[+) @ e Uy + o |-) @ V. (7.5.23)

We shall show, similarly as in [[.3] that the pure state state vector ®; of the compound
system converges in the limit ¢ — oo to the incoherent linear combination of two vectors,
corresponding to two disjoint states of the compound system (as well as of the macrosystem-
chain); hence this limit is a vector which describes a mixture of two macroscopically distinct
states of the system. It is sufficient to check this assertion by calculation of the quantities

wi(aja;) == (P aja; |®;) for j € Z, (7.5.24)

i.e. of
Gr(aja;) = leq|* (Wol me(ajay) [Po) + |- |* (ol afa; [ Wo); (7.5.25)

here, the automorphisms 7 are expressed in (Z.5.12a)).
It can be proved now that the limit W(A) = limy_,(Vo|7(A)|¥o), A € A, of a state
from (T5.25)) exists, and the states @, wy € S(A):

B(A) = lim wi(A) = lim (Wo|r(4)|Wo), wn(A) i= (Yol AlTo), A€, (7.5.26)

are mutually disjoint and macroscopically distinct. We shall prove now existence of the lim-

its (L5.26) in (CZ525) for A = aja;. It is

. 1 forj < -1,
wo(aja;) = {O for § > 0. (7.5.27)

: . S, -
Since according to (Z5.7) it is aja; = bjb;, we can use (Z.5.12al) to obtain:

9We shall omit usually in the following the tensor-product symbol ®, according our preceding conventions.
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mi(aja;) = 7(b])m(b; th j—1)Ci(j — s)bib, =

7,8

max[r—1,s—1]

= Y GG -G -s)a; [T a-2aa,);a., (7.5.28)

r,s g=min|r,s]
where the products [ B, := 1 if m < n. Hence

max[r—1,s—1]

wo(Te(aja;)) = Z@(J —7)Cy(j — s)wo | ay H (1 —=2aza,) ¢ as |, (7.5.29)

r,s g=min|r,s]

and due to the properties (.5.10) & (T.5.27)) of wy and due to commutation properties of the
aj, aj we see that the terms with r # s are zeros. According to (7.5.14]) we have:

—+00

wi(aja;) = Z |Ci(j — 7)]* wolaray,) Z|Ct]+7“

+oo
= Y T (kt) = Z 2 (t). (7.5.30)
r=1 r=1
According to the known formula [I80] (21.8-26)]:
+oo
1=J3(2) +2) _ J(2), (7.5.31)

and due to the asymptotic behaviour of Bessel functions

Jn(t) <Ot 2), meZ, (7.5.32)
we have finally
1
w(aja;) = tE—ri-noo wi(aza;) = 3 for all j € Z. (7.5.33)

Returning to the formulas (7.5.24) & (7.5.25]) of our main interest, we have obtained:

Woo(ajaj) := tkinoo w(afaz) = lex ] Wlala;) + |e—|? wo(afay). (7.5.34)

The last formula describes an (incoherent) mixture of two mutually macroscopically distinct,

hence disjoint states wy, w on the C*-algebra 2 of the infinite spin chain. This can be checked

in the explicit way by calculating values of a macroscopic observable in the states wy, resp. @,
e.g. of the observable constructed from (7.3.29))
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N
v = w- A}l_r)HOON E_l ara, € 3(A™) C A (7.5.35)
According to (Z.5.33) and (T.5.27), it is:
1
wy) =5 # woly)=0. (7.5.36)

Hence, again here, a microscopic system interacting with the macroscopic X-Y chain changed
the chain’s initial state wy into a new, macroscopically distinct state Wy = |co|?@ + |c_|* wo.
Here the probabilities |c|? of occurrence of the mutually disjoint states wy, @ in the proper
(resp. ‘genuine’; cf. [[T4]) mixture W, are exactly the probabilities of appearing of the states
|£) of the microsystem in its initial state g, cf. (C.5.20). This corresponds again to the “ideal
measurement’, as it was discussed in [[.1.3] and [T.4.2]

7.6 Radiating finite spin chain

7.6.1. We shall present very briefly in this section, without proofs, the dynamics of a model of
a large but finite system interacting with a Fermi field[d The system’s initial state is stationary
but unstable, as it was also the case of the models presented in the preceding sections. After an
initial perturbation, the model evolves quickly into a new stationary state by simultaneous ra-
diation of a Fermi particle, which escapes into infinity. The process is very quick in contrast to
the time evolutions in the case of the models described in the previous sections [7.3] [7.4] and [T.5l
The three preceding models might, however, serve as clear mathematical pictures of “quantum
measurement” in the sense that the time evolution of a large system led with the time growing
to infinity to the state “macroscopically different” from its initial state. The “macroscopic
difference” between states of the system is mathematically expressed there as disjointness of
the states on the C*-algebra of observable quantities of the large system. The disjointness
implies that if those states are represented as vectors in a Hilbert space, their mutual linear
combinations do not lead to any interference (the C*-algebra of observables representing all
possible observations on the model system is fixed!) and such a linear combination is physically
equivalent to a “proper mixture”, or “genuine mixture” (cf. [L1.4), i.e. to a classical statistical
description of an ensemble in which the individual copies of the large system are distributed
between the uniquely determined ‘classical’ states under consideration. This unique decompos-
ability to pure states on the algebra of classical (macroscopic) observables is a consequence of
the fact that the states of a classical system form a simplex. This differs from “mixed” quan-
tum states described by density matrices of standard QM of finite-size systems having multiple
convex decompositions to extremal (pure) states.

Since the model of a “large” system described in this section is finite (corresponding by
physical intuition to that consisting of finite number of some “elementary” or “small” subsys-
tems, each of them described by elementary QM in separable Hilbert space H, with the algebra

0The formulation and main features of the dynamics of this model were presented first time in [33]. The
technical details are described in [39].
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of its observables coinciding with the whole £(#,)), there is no possibility of emergence of any
disjoint states, hence there is no unambiguously defined “macroscopic difference” between some
of its states Of course, the infinite size of the previous models is a mathematical idealiza-
tion, and there should be some empirical possibility of distinction between “microscopic” and
“macroscopic”, resp. between “quantum” and “classical”, also in ‘large but finite systems’, as
it is perceived in our everyday life [

This distinction does not need to be, however, mathematically sharp. Such a possibility
was sketched in [I53]: In a verbal transcription it could be, perhaps, formulated so that it
would be very improbable to construct such an observation device on states of large (however
finite) system, which could “see” simultaneously sufficiently many atoms of the system to be
able to detect some interference phenomenon. This could be considered as a rough ‘definition’
of the notion that some set of states of the (now finite) apparatus consists of elements being
pairwise ‘almost macroscopically different’ (cf. also [I53])LX4 To proceed in these considerations,
one would need to build some (more) general theory of observational devices. E.g., as far as
the present author knows, there were no published works paying attention to the fact that
human observers come into contact with measuring apparatuses by electromagnetic interactions,
and probably only by them. Shortly, according to the point of view proposed here: The
formalized set of “observables” of any physical system should depend on the existing possibilities
of the construction of measuring devices in accordance with physical laws and environmental
conditions.

We have not stressed up to now, however, that the spin chain of our present model is also
coupled to a Fermi particle (resp. to the Fermi field) representing a sort of ‘environment’. The
particle occurs in the initial state of the system in its vacuum state, and afterwards it is radiated
by the chain and subsequently escapes into infinity; the state of the Fermi field containing the
radiated particle is in each finite time orthogonal to its vacuum state. This facilitates, in
the intuitive sense of some sort of a ‘decoherence program’, cf. e.g. [343 347, 124, 279],
the possibility of interpretation of the effective absence of interference between the initial and
final states of the spin chain in our model, as representing the two different ‘macroscopically’
distinguished ‘pointer positions’.

11 An exception consists in possible introduction ‘by hand’ by a theoretician some ‘superselection rules’ repre-
senting a model of ‘macroscopic difference’ and forbidding interference between vectors from specific subspaces
of a Hilbert space H, cf. e.g. [167].

12° Another possibility is some, up to now not clearly specified basic change of QM, as it was most urgently
proposed by Penrose in several his publications, e.g. in [236], 237, [238]; the main motivation for these reformu-
lations of QM was some inclusion of the usually postulated “reduction of wave packet” [226], called by Penrose
the “process R”, into the dynamics of general QM systems.

13Let us illustrate briefly this idea on a long but finite spin-1/2 chain of the length N with the C*-algebra
2 of its observables generated by the spin creation-annihilation operators a;, a; (j =1,2,...N) acting on the
finite dimensional Hilbert space Hy := (C2)V: If we are able to use apparatuses detecting the observables of
this chain occurring in an arbitrary of the C*-subalgebras B C 2( generated by any of the fixed restricted set
of operators a;,,,a; (m =1,2,...K < N, 0 < j,, < N) only, then the states |¥), [®) from Hx for which
it holds (¥|B|®) = 0 VB € B could be considered as ‘almost macroscopically different’, resp. ‘empirically
disjoint’. This happens, e.g., if in the state |¥) all the spins are ‘pointing up’, and in the state |®) all the spins
are ‘pointing down’.
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We shall keep in mind such an idea to be able to believe that also our finite system described
in this section can be considered as a model of “quantum measurement” process.

7.6.2. Let us look at the Quantum Domino from Section [.3l We shall restrict here that
model to finite number of degrees of freedom, hence the spin chain will be of finite length
and its algebra of observables 20 (with unity Iy) is generated by the spin-1/2 creation and
annihilation operators a}, a; (j = 0,1,..., N) satisfying (Z.3.1)). This system will interact with
the (nonrelativistic scalar) Fermi field, the algebra § (with unity I3) of which is generated by
the particle creation-annihilation operators b*(¢), b(y) satisfying the relations

b(p)* =0, b(p)b"(¥) + b"()b(g) = (¢, ¥)I5, (for all g, ¢ € L*(R?, d*x)), (7.6.1)

with the linear dependence 1) — b*(¢)).
The dynamics is given by the Hamiltonian H := Hy + V', where

N—2
H, = <Z (@) )+ g1 ) Qg2 o — eoa}‘VaN) ® Iz + Iy @ dl'(h), (7.6.2a)

n=0

V=0 (ay_jan—1ay @b (0) + ay_jan-1any @ b(0)). (7.6.2b)

We can consider these algebras 2 and § as algebras of operators acting on the Hilbert space
Hs = (C*)M*1 and on the Fermi Fock space Hp respectively, resp. on their tensor product
H = Hs @ Hp. In the above written formulas, the symbol dI'(h) means the “second
quantization” (cf. [54, Sec. 5.2.1] ) of the operator h € L(h) := L(L*(R3,dz)) given by the
function p ~ (p) of one-particle momentum p, hence acting on the vectors of b := L?(R3, d®z)
“in the p-representation” as multiplication by e(p) : (htY)(p) = ¢(p)¥(p). The nonnegative
function e(p), as well as the parameters gy > 0, v € R, o € L*(R3 d3z), will be specified
later. In our expressions of action of elements of 2, resp. §, on vectors of Hg ® Hp, the unity
operators of the other algebra will be usually omitted, e.g. for a € A, |s) ® |p) € Hs @ Hp, we
shall write a ® I5(|s) ® [¢)) = alls) ® [¢)) = als) @ |).

Let QF be the Fermi vacuum in Hr, and 5 € Hg be the state of the spin chain “with
all spins pointing down”: a,Q§ = 0, Vn. Notice also that here |n) := ajaj...a;Q5, n =
0,1,...N. Let the Hilbert subspace H,,;,, C H be generated by the vectors

{Q:=Q320L, B, :=|n)@QL, By(¥) = INY@V* (V) n=0,1,... N—1, ¢ € L*(R? d*z)}.
Then it is valid:

7.6.3 Lemma. The space H,in defined above is H-invariant: HH,in C Homin-

“The “second quantization” dI'(h) of the ‘one-Fermi-particle-operator’ h is the linear operator acting
in the Fermi Fock space Hrp = @5 FP- ®7 b, where P_ is the antisymmetrization operator, such that
dU(R)P- @} _y Y = P_ 30 1 @12 @ @ hy); @ -+ @1y for all n € Zy.
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A proof of this Lemma is presented in [39]. Hence the description of our process can be
restricted to time evolution in the subspace H,.;, C H. We shall choose the parameters of
the model, namely the operator h acting on L*(R?), and the quantities ¢ > 0, v € R, o €
L?(R3,d3z), so that with our Hamiltonian given by (7.6.2al) the relation

lim (Bule™ayaye ™™ |B,) =1, n=0,1,... N — 1, (7.6.3a)
—00

or more specifically:
(Bule™aryaye ™ |B,) =1 —0(t™™), n=0,1,...N — 1, for t = 4+o0, Ym € N, (7.6.3b)

will be satisfied. The meaning of (Z.6.3)) is that the probability of emission of the Fermi particle
and simultaneous transition of the spin chain to the stationary state Sy (i.e. all the spins in the
chain “are pointing up” and the Fermi field is again in its vacuum state) approaches certainty
‘almost exponentially quickly’ if the time is growing to infinity.

The dynamics is investigated by a repeated use of Fourier transform F, e.g. in [39,
Lemma 2]:

7.6.4 Lemma. Let e= be any (unitary) time evolution group. Then the Fourier transform
of its (truncated) matriz elements for given ¢, € H is

]

FlOt){(d, e )] (€) NG

(¢, Ru(€)v), (7.6.4)

foré e C: Im & <O,

The function 6 is here the Heaviside function, and Ry (§) = (H —&I)7! (€€ C, € ¢ sp(H) =
spectrum of H) is the resolvent of the operator H.

Another useful result is that we obtain the resolvent Ry () as a solution of an operator
equation, [39, Lemma 3].

7.6.5 Lemma. Suppose H = Hy+V € L(H) and § ¢ sp(H) U sp(Hy). Then the resolvent
Ry (&) is the solution of the operator equation

Ry (§) = Rio (§)(I = VRu(£)). (7.6.5)

Hence, the Fourier transform of the (truncated) matriz elements of the time evolution operator
for Im & < 0 is given by:

E(Cb, Ry, (&)Y) — NoT:

Important for the following analysis are the matrix elements

Fo) (g, " ))(€) = (¢, R (E)V R (£)9). (7.6.6)

Fon = (Bm, Ru(§), Bn), (7.6.7)
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since e.g.: .
FIO() (B, € B,](€) = V%an(g). (7.6.8)

Now, the proper choice of the parameters of the model is, according to [39]:

e(p) :=alp|?, a >0, (7.6.9a)
F(o)(p) =0 (lp| <b), F(o)(p)>0forall|p|>b>0occSR?, (7.6.9b)
g0 > ab® + 2, (7.6.9¢)

where S(R3) is the set of all rapidly decreasing Schwartz complex valued functions on R?, the
symbol F(o) again means the Fourier transform (i.e. the transition to “p-representation”),
and the constants a, b occurring in ({.6.9d) are the same as the ones occurring in (7.6.9a))
and (7.6.90).

After making this choice it is possible, after a series of considerations and calculations [39],
to show that (cf. [39, (4.33)])

FBm, €™ BN (p) = —\/g lim Im F,,,(p —iv) € S(R). (7.6.10)

v—0+

But the Schwartz set S(R) of rapidly decreasing smooth functions is invariant with respect
to the Fourier transform, hence the function ¢ — (8,,, € 3,) also belongs to S(R), what proves
the ‘almost exponential decay’ in time of this matrix element. This result is crucial for the proof
of Theorem [7.6.6

To formulate the main result as a theorem, let us introduce also the notation:

((—00, M) = / F(o)(p) > p, (7.6.11a)
e(p)<A
pu(N) = W. (7.6.11b)

7.6.6 Theorem. In the above described model of finite spin chain QD interacting with nonrel-
ativistic scalar Fermi field, with the parameters specified in (7.6.9), for either all such ¢ with
possibly one exception, or for all

g0 > 2+ ab? + 202 / N gy,
0= shabd e A —ab?
the time evolution of the probability of all the N + 1 spins being turned up (realizing the wanted
final state of the spin chain), if initially the Fermi field was in the vacuum state and the first
n spins (N —1 > n > 0) were turned up, approaches unity almost exponentially fast, i.e. the
relation:
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(Bole™ayane ™™ |B,) =1 —o(t™™), for all0 <n < N —1, for any m € N, (7.6.12)
is satisfied.
A detailed proof of this theorem can be found in [39].

7.6.7. Let us look at the result (Z.6.12)) from the point of view of the Section [[.7] to make it
more intuitive as a relevant assertion with respect to the “measurement problem”, cf. (T.7.2]).

As the “measured system” in this model can be considered the single spin lying at the
‘beginning’ of the spin chain. Let its C*-algebra of observables be generated by {af; ao}
satisfying (Z3.1), and let ¢, ¢4+ be its normalized state vectors corresponding to the two
opposite orientations of the spin. Let its initial normalized state vector be ¢ := c ¢ + ¢y,
with age, = ¢y, aoer = @y

The initial state of the whole composite system {measured system & rest of the spin chain
& Fermi field} is then Wy := ¢, Qo + ¢100 = (¢, I + ¢1a8)Q © QF. The time evolved states
\Tft = exp(—itH )\Tfo can be written, due to the Lemma as well as the stationarity of (2,
in the form

U, = ¢, Q + cre 3. (7.6.13)

The second term in (Z.6.13) can be written, again due to the H-invariance of H i, cf.
Lemma [7.6.3] in the form

Gy = 37 dult)5n + A1), (7.6.14)

Since anf, = 0, (n = 0,1,...N — 1), and alanfn(¢¥) = (1 — anay)bn(¥) = Bn(¢), the
expression from (Z.6.12) with our n =0 is

(ﬁo|€itHa*NaN€_itH|ﬁo> = ||a1\f€_itHﬂo||2 = ||5N(¢(t))||2> (7.6.15)

and this converges very quickly, according to (C.6.12]), to unity. The vectors on the right hand
side of (.6.I4]) are mutually orthogonal and the whole right hand side has the constant norm
equal to 1. Hence the norm of the sum on the right hand side of (.6.14]) quickly converges to
zero. All the vectors By(1) (¢ € L*(R3,d3x)) describe the states of the composite system:

{the measured system & the rest of the spin chain & the Fermi field}

in which all the N +1 spins “are pointing up”, which has to mimic the macroscopically different
state from the initial state (c Iy + c;af)Q5 @ QF = (c) Iy + craf)Q, as well as from Qp, of
the compound system. For the wave function (Z.6.13)) of the compound system we obtain
asymptotically for large times t — oo:

{Ivft = C¢Q0 + CT€_itH60 = C¢QO + CTﬁN('l/)(t)), (7616)
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which has the form of the formula (7.7.2]) for the (approximate expression of the) “measurement
dynamics” in the conventional QM framework of considering of only finite systems (as measuring
apparatuses). The probabilities of the two different “measurement results” corresponding to
the states ¢, resp. ¢4, occurring in the orthogonal decomposition of the initial state ¢
of the measured system are, as it was expected, the numbers |c||?, resp. |c¢i[?. By ‘tracing
out’ the states of the environment = the Fermi field we obtain the density matrix for the
spin chain, and by tracing out the both {Fermi field & the spins 1,2,...N} we obtain the
density matriz 9 == |c,|*P,, + |c1|*P,,, with P, = afap and P, = aag, in the state space
of the measured system (i.e. of the spin placed in the point 0 of the chain), corresponding
formally to the ‘collapse of its wave packet’ ¢y := cjp, + cr¢p, i.e. of its initial state of
the just described process. Neither of these density matrices can be, however, interpreted as
describing a ‘proper’, or ‘genuine’ probability distribution of quantal states in the sense of
classical statistics. To interpret them in that sense, and distinguish one decomposition of a
density matrix as ‘more relevant’ (i.e. reflecting the classical-type statistics), some another
additional assumption is needed. We have had in our interpretations of the infinite models in
previous Sections the requirement of disjointness of mutually noninterfering states, and this
was ensured by existence of a macroscopic quantity obtaining mutually different values in
these states. For some alternative approaches, we could go back again to the attempts in the
‘decoherence programs’, [343, 347, [124] 279]. More detailed mathematical and interpretational
considerations on decompositions of states of a C*-algebra can be found in our [[.2.3] [[.3.3]
3.4, [L4.3] and citations therein, e.g.[53, Chap.4].

7.6.8. Notes on irreversibility. This model of a radiating multispin system can be also
considered as a caricature reflecting one of the usual mechanisms of irreversible behaviour of
large physical systems: Large systems usually (resp. ‘almost always’) are not isolated from
their environment, and their interaction with (a ‘relative stable’, and a ‘relative stationary’)
environment leads to their motion to more stable stationary, e.g. thermodynamic equilibrium,
states. Some kind of radiation, as it was built in into our model, is a usual form of interactions
of large systems with their environment.

This approach reflects just one ‘aspect’ of irreversible behaviour of physical systems. An-
other often discussed ‘aspect’ of theoretical descriptions of irreversible behaviour of finite many-
particle systems is their complicated mechanical motion even if they are isolated from any
environment. Then we are dealing with such phenomena as various types of “chaos”, and
with “recurrences” in their (deterministic and time-reversible) mechanical motion. We shall
not consider here such mechanical explanations of irreversibility, initiated by J. C. Maxwell
and L. Boltzmann. As concerns some study on these topics in the case of classical systems,
it might be interesting to look to nice conference or journal papers like, e.g. [332], but more
elementary and also more complex information could be found in some books on the “theory
of dynamical systems” listed in our Bibliography, e.g. [Il [7, @] 10, 181, 326, 248]. However
long are durations of the Poincaré cycles corresponding to the above mentioned recurrences in
mechanical motions of isolated systems with several degrees of freedom (they are comparable
with the lifetime of Universe [332]), an evolution during which the system approaches some
stable stationary state cannot be reached in theoretical description of finite isolated mechanical
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systems. This does not exclude, however, effectiveness of the statistical physics, which does
not deal with a unique phase-space trajectory of the considered system; here we have a certain
physical reinterpretation of the mechanics of motions in the system’s phase space. But full ef-
fectiveness of the statistical approach to description of behaviour of multiparticle systems, e.g.
mathematically clear description of thermal equilibria and phase transitions, is again possible
in the ‘thermodynamical limit" of infinitely large systems only, e.g.[271].

It is seen that after making the finite quantum spin chain of our model to become an
“open system” by adding to the Hamiltonian of the restricted QD the term corresponding
to the radiation of a fermion, the speed of the motion to the limiting state was enormously
increased in comparison with the infinite, but isolated, QD-chain, cf. (7.3.24) and (Z.3.261), i.e.
with respect to (C3.27). The finite-sized version of the isolated QD would behave, however,
almost-periodically, cf. (.3.23). The addition of interaction of the finite QD with Fermi field
enabled us to obtain a system’s state converging for ¢ — oo to a new stationary state. But
a clear and unambiguous interpretation of some states of a finite system, e.g. the two states
appearing in the sum on the right hand side of (Z.6.16), as being approximately ‘mutually
macroscopically different’ (hence their quantum interference being ‘almost impossible’), is still
open to discussion. We shall not further investigate here some other connections of these
phenomena and questions.

7.7 On the “measurement problem” in QM

Let us add here several notes to the above mentioned “measurement problem”, considered for
a long time to be a fundamental problem of the conceptual structure of QM, cf. e.g. [63],
[236], 237] and [238, Ch. 29]. These notes should be also supplemented by the notes in [[.6.],
esp. by the footnotes [[2] and I3l

States of the physical systems are described in the mathematical theory of QM by mathe-
matical objects like “wave functions”, “density matrices”, or “linear functionals won algebras
of observable quantities” (which generalize the former two classes of objects). The “observable
quantities” (represented by operators, resp. elements of an algebra) correspond to experimen-
tal, or observational, arrangements of empirical situations, in which the observer is able, after
“installing” a specific state wof the observed system, to perceive and appreciate by his human
senses some well determined, in advance expected feelings (optical, auditory, acquired by touch
or in another way) of some specific perceptions that are clearly distinguishable from others (e.g.
when reading positions of a pointer, or hearing a characteristic sound from a counter,. .. ), so
that they can be formalized into a form suitable for further communication. A single observable
A of a specific physical system appears in such an empirical situation through a specific instance
of a set of such clearly distinguishable phenomena, each of which can be (and, as a rule, is)
denoted by a number «; (€ R) called the result of single measuring act in the state w of
a value of A (not to be confused with “the value of A in w” — different single measuring acts
of the same observable on w could lead to different results!). Many experiments on microscopic
systems performed in the history of microphysics have shown that we are not able to prepare
states of any microsystem in such a way that in a many times repeated measurement of an
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observable on the same (prepared each time anew) state wone obtains the same measured value
for each observable which can be chosen for these repeated measurements. To state it briefly:
For any state of any microsystem there is some observable which does not have any specific
value in that state. This is reflected mathematically in, e.g., Heisenberg uncertainty relations.
On the other hand, to each value a; of the given observable A there exists (for observables
with discrete spectra) at least one state w; such that the repeated measurements of A on it
give with certainty the same value a;. The problem arises because there is (with certainty)
some other observable B such that the repeated measurements of it on the same state w; give
mutually different values Sy # ;- -- € R, i.e. the statistical dispersion of the measured values
of B in that w; is nonzero. Sharp values (obtained consistently in the identical, many times
repeated measurements) [ of B can be obtained in other states wj, for which, however, the
measurements of some other observables A, C, ... would have nonzero dispersions.

The existing very successful mathematical model of QM provides solution of this problem
which consists in describing an arbitrarily chosen (but, by assumption, “pure”) state w; as a

linear superposition of some (again pure) states wy,w; ..., i.e., if we express all the states in
the form of vectors in a Hilbert space 7, in writing the state in question as ¢); = >, ¢k , where
the correspondence with the values of the observables A, B, ... described now as linear operators

on H, is such that the “state-vector” 1);, corresponding to the state w;, is an “eigenvector” of
the operator A (a common practice is to use the same symbol for the operator as for the physical
quantity represented by it): Ay, = a;1);, and similarly the vectors ¢ corresponding to the
states w; are the eigenvectors of the operator B : Byy = Brpk.

All this is, of course, very well known, and we have also briefly described it in our Sec[l.2l
We recall it here to stress the unusual intuition required when dealing with the phenomena
described by the mathematical model of QM, in comparison with the intuition provided by
the ‘everyday life’, whose formal reflection is contained in the mathematical models of classical
physics.

One of the prominent results of the history of observations and measurements mentioned
above is that QM is considered an rreducibly statistical theory; i.e., that the probabilistic results
of the measurements with nonzero dispersions are not necessarily due to the presence of some
statistical ensembles of systems in various states, as they are in the classical statistical physics,
but that it is impossible to find any fully dispersionfree states even when considering individual
(micro)systems. This is now (starting from 1920’s) acceptable and included in a logically
consistent manner into the description of our world. The resulting picture of the world is,
however, not without problems, since its integral part is a class of counterintuitive phenomena
encountered in QM. These are, pictorially expressed, the problems of the type of the well
known “Schrodinger’s cat paradox”, which is just a popular representation of the “measurement
problem” to be discussed further (the cat can be regarded here also as a measuring device).

We are measuring with some macroscopic apparatuses which belong to the same world as
microsystems do, but seem to be correctly described by a theory that is very different from
QM. Is QM a universal theory, or is there some borderline between the two differently behaving
parts of the world? If so, it should be explained in the theory where that borderline
is located. But the apparatuses are composite of many microsystems and (as far as the
present author knows) no new aspect of microsystems was discovered which could effectively
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distinguish between them and macrosystems. Thus, let us regard the apparatuses as some
quantum-mechanical systems. Then any measuring process should look as follows{

If the initial state of the measured microsystem is described by the normalized vector ¢y
corresponding to the value [, of the observable B, and the initial state of the apparatus capable
to measure the quantity B is described by the normalized vector Wy in its Hilbert space, installed
independently of the measured state, then the unitary process U(t) corresponding to the time
evolution of the mutually interacting measured microsystem and apparatus will lead, after the
‘time of the measurement’ £,,, to the state

Here, in the ‘post-measurement state’ \Ifk of the compound system microsystem & apparatus,
the “pointer position” of the apparatus corresponds to the value 8y of B. This is assumed to
be valid for all 3, hence for 8, # /3, the pointer positions (i.e. certain macroscopic parameters)
in the states ¥, and \Ifj are different from each other. The same unitary evolution should lead,
after the measurement by the same apparatus on the state ¢ := >, ¢ @i, due to its linearity,
to the state of the compound system

Ultm) | O cx o) © T

keJ
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The ‘macroscopic part of the world” appears here in the state \TI, expressed as a nontrivial
linear superposition ¥ of the states Wy corresponding to different values of some macroscopic
parameter (different “pointer positions”, distinguished here by the index k). Such superposi-
tions in QM do not mean only a probability distribution with nonzero dispersion of the values
of a macro-parameter corresponding to various [, but they should also allow (according to the
principles of QM) a realization of measurements of some new observable having a sharp value
in the state U (on the statistical ensemble of equally prepared compound systems obtained in
the process of the measurement of this new observable on the microsystem). The states U are
representing in such a way an interference of different values of a macro-parameter ('the
cat is simultaneously dead and alive’). Thus, the apparent conceptual problem of QM does not
consist in its probabilistic nature, it rather consists in the unanswered question of the existence
of the very counterintuitive “macroscopic interference” we have just described, or/and in a
dynamical explanation why they do not occur.

The widely accepted ‘solution’ of this “measurement paradox” (as termed by Penrose [238])
consists in accepting of so called “reduction postulate”, consisting in the claim that there
supposedly exists the phenomenon colloquially termed the “reduction (or also collapse) of the
wave packet”. This can be rephrased, in terms of our preceding considerations, in such a way
that within some final phase of the process of measurement, either during or just after the
measurement (e.g. such as is sketched in (T72])) performed on the system, the system (i.e.
either the measured system alone — this is the traditional point of view, or the apparatus,

15We will work here with pure states (resp. vector states) only. In fact, it is not necessary to use density
matrices in an analysis of the process of measurement in QM, as shown, e.g. by Wigner in [339].
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or — which seems to the present author as the most acceptable possibility — the compound
system microsystem & apparatus) ends after each single run of the measurement in a specific
state corresponding to the obtained value of the measured observable, and after many times
repeated ‘identical’ measurements on such a state we arrive at a statistical mixture (in the
sense of classical statistical physics, i.e. the “proper” or “genuine” mixture, cf. in [[.T.4]) of the
set of (systems occurring in the) states which, in the case of compound system, consists of

{U,: ke J} with probabilities |(¥, U})|> = |c|?, k € J. (7.7.3)

This transition from superpositions to classical mixtures of states with different “pointer
positions” takes place, according to the reduction postulate, instantaneously, or in some “neg-
ligibly short time”.

Many existing theories of quantum measurements which have appeared up to the present
day analyze systematically possible results of various measurements (of corresponding observ-
ables) as well as their mutual relations like their mutual consistency or ‘complementarity’; see
e.g. [84], 163 64, 175]. These theories, called by their authors “operational”, are purely phe-
nomenological, built on the formal structure of quantum kinematics and usually manifested
no interest in the description of specific dynamics of the considered processes. They are often
mathematically highly elaborated, very elegant and probably also useful from the point of view
of applications of QM. We were not concentrating ourselves here on these approaches and on
the questions motivating them. The avoidance of the problems with the dynamics of the in-
teraction of the measured microsystems with the measuring macroscopic apparatuses indicates
that in these phenomenological works one assumes, at least implicitly, the existence of some un-
known mechanism of the “wave packet reduction”, or equivalently “wave packet collapse”. This
is acceptable from the ‘practical point of view’, because in the usual praxis of manipulations
with microsystems (e.g. measurements on them) it is possible to deal with the results (e.g. the
outcomes of the measurements) as if the “wave packet reduction” really happened. We are here,
however, interested in the problem how this process can be included into a noncontradictory
quantum theory. An extensive discussion of these problems by the leading physicists up to
1980’ties contains [331].

The last decades, on the other hand, have seen experiments whose results indicate that
the interference of macroscopically different states is possible in suitable conditions, cf. e.g.
[195, 196]. These ‘suitable conditions’ consist, first of all, in sufficient isolation of the con-
sidered quantum macro-system from any interactions with surrounding environment, then, of
course, in the ability of experimenters to discover some suitable ‘macrointerference detecting’
observable quantity, and finally in the inventiveness of experimenters when constructing the
desired measuring apparatus.

Our models described in the sections [7.3[7.4] and of this chapter, mainly inspired by
the ideas published in [153], show that in the limit ¢,, — oo the classical-like probability dis-
tributions of the measurement results (i.e. probability without mutual interferences of results)
can be reached. In these models, apparatuses are treated as quantum collections of infinitely
many “small” subsystems, and the time necessary for reaching the “reduction of the wave
packet” is infinitely long; also, the convergence to the final states of the apparatuses of “proper
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mixtures”’-type is in these simple models — contrary to the ideal requirements — very slow.

The last of our models described in Sec[7.6l shows, however, that if we construct an “appara-
tus” as a large but finite collection of microsystems, interacting, moreover, with the environment
by radiating a particle, the convergence proceeds fast enough — in the sense ‘almost exponen-
tially’. The problem here is nonvanishing possibility of interference of states with different
pointer positions, although such a possibility would be for ‘sufficiently large’ apparatuses very
improbable. Again, an opened question is the existence and location of a possible borderline
for the validity of QM. A mathematically clear formulation of the dependence of possible inter-
ferences between macroscopic states of a “large system” on its size will be, probably, a subject
of future investigations in theoretical physics. One cannot exclude, however, that there is no
sharp borderline between QM and CM, and instead, there is a continuous transition from QM
to CM dependent on more parameters than just the size of the measuring apparatus. Or, that
there is no borderline at all, QM is a universal theory, but our understanding of its possible
applications requires some completions.
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symplectomorphism, [I7]

Takesaki’s theorem,
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tensor field X,

the dimension of E,
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theorem by Wigner,
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