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Abstract

It is known that self-adjoint Hamiltonians with purely discrete eigenvalues can be writ-
ten as (infinite) linear combination of mutually orthogonal projectors with eigenvalues
as coefficients of the expansion. The projectors are defined by the eigenvectors of the
Hamiltonians. In some recent papers, this expansion has been extended to the case in
which these eigenvectors form a Riesz basis or, more recently, a D-quasi basis, [2] [3],
rather than an orthonormal basis. Here we discuss what can be done when these sets
are replaced by Parseval frames. This interest is motivated by physical reasons, and in
particular by the fact that the mathematical Hilbert space where the physical system
is originally defined, contains sometimes also states which cannot really be occupied
by the physical system itself. In particular, we show what changes in the spectrum
of the observables, when going from orthonormal bases to Parseval frames. In this
perspective we propose the notion of E-connection for observables. Several examples

are discussed.
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I Introduction

As it is well known, in quantum mechanics the dynamics of closed systems is quite often
deduced out of a self-adjoint operator, the Hamiltonian H of the system S, which is the main
ingredient to write down the Schrédinger equation for the wave function of S, iW(t) = HW(t).
An important aspect of H, useful for the analysis of S, is the set of its eigenvalues and
eigenvectors. Assuming that A has only discrete spectrum, each eigenvalue F; of H is real,
and the eigenvectors corresponding to different eigenvalues are orthogonal. In particular, if
each E; has multiplicity one, the set of related normalized eigenvectors, F. = {e;}, is an
orthonormal basis (ONB) of the Hilbert space H, which can be thought as the closure of
the linear span of the e;’s. The various linear combinations of e; represent different physical
states of the system S, e.g., different energy configurations. Of course, the same point of view
can be extended to other self-adjoint operators having the same properties required to H, or
even to other operators with not only discrete spectrum. For instance, if p is the momentum
operator defined on £2(IR), its spectrum coincides with R, and each p € R corresponds to a
generalized eigenvectors of p, the plane wave \/% e~ which does not belong to £?(R) but
can still be normalized in a distributional sense, [20] 21].

In the analysis of a concrete physical situation it may happen that not all vectors of ‘H
are relevant in the analysis of S§. This is the case, for instance, when the energy of & cannot
really increase too much, or when § is localized in a bounded region, or still when the value
of the momentum of § cannot be too large. In all these cases, but not only, it is reasonable
to consider a physical vector space, Hpp, as the subset of the mathematical Hilbert space ‘H
on which § is originally defined. This is exactly the point of view in [I6], just to cite one,
where H,;, contains those functions of H = £?(R) which are zero outside a certain compact
subset D of R. Depending on the interpretation of H, this approach can be used to describe
particles localized in D, or particles with a bounded momentum. In [I6] the main idea is to
consider H,y, as a subspace of £?(R) for quantization purposes.

In general, the physical Hilbert space H,;, can be constructed as the projection of H, via
some suitable orthogonal projector operator P i.e., H,, = PH. Then, if H is any (bounded,
for the moment) operator on H, and f, g € H,, its matrix elements (f, Hg) can be rewritten

as follows

where, H,, = PHP is the physical part of H acting in H,y,. Of course, if H = HT, then
Hy, = H, as well.

Let the set F. = {e,, n = 1,2,..., N} of normalized eigenvectors of H be an ONB of
H and let {E,, n = 1,2,..., N} be the corresponding set of real eigenvalues (here N =



dimH < o0). Then the action of the corresponding Hamiltonian H can be presented as

N
Hg =Y Eulen,g)en (1.1)
n=1
and its maximal domain of definition is D(H) = {g € H : 3. Eplen, g)en € HY = {g €
H: SN E?|{en, g))? < oo}. In view of (IT)), the physical part of H has the form

PHPg—ZE (ens Pg) ZE (Pen, Pg) ¢ ZE @ns f) @n,

n=1

where f = Pg and ¢,, = Pe,,. Therefore, the operator H,, = PHP acts in a subspace H,
of H and

thf = ZEH<Q0na f> Pn; f € D(th) - PD(H) (1'2)

In general, the set of vectors F, = {¢p, = Pe,, n = 1,2,..., N} loses the property of
being an ONB of H,, and, instead, it turns out to be a Parseval frameEl of H,p. For this
reason, the operator Hy, in (L.2) can be considered as a Hamiltonian H,(= H,,) generated
by a Parseval frame F,, in analogy with what discussed in [2], [3]. The operators defined
by ([2) are particular case of more general concept of multipliers, which was introduced
and studied in [7, 22]. Furthermore, for finite Parseval frames (N < oc0), the operators H,,
can be regarded as quantum observables that are obtained by using a finite version of the
Klauder-Berezin-Toeplitz-type coherent state quantization [14] of a real-valued function f
defined on a set of data {ay,...,ayn} related to a physical system. The eigenvalues of H,,
form the ‘quantum spectrum’ of a classical observable f whereas its ‘classical spectrum’
coincides with the set of values {E, = f(a,)}"_, [12, [13]. These results can be generalized
to the case of infinite Parseval frames with the use of POVM quantization developed in [15].

The main objective of this paper is the investigation of Hamiltonians generated by Par-
seval frames. As we will see, an interesting aspect is that, when we project from H to H,,
the eigenvalues of the observables are not preserved in general. This could have relevant
consequences in concrete situations, where H is just a formal simple operator, while Hp,
is its really useful physical counterpart. In other words, while each F,, is an eigenvalue for
H, see (1)), E, is not an eigenvalue for Hy, if ||¢,| # 1, despite of the fact that H and
H,, share similar expansions (L.I) and (L2), but in terms of families of vectors which have
different properties. In particular, F, is not an ONB, and therefore (¢;, px) # 6;, in gen-
eral. We construct five explicit examples in Section [I.2] showing, among other features, how

eigenvalues change.

see section [T for definition and elementary properties of frames



In the present paper, we concentrate on the case of bounded operators. Unbounded
Hamiltonians generated by Parseval frames have a lot of delicate properties and they will be
considered in a forthcoming paper.

The paper is structured as follows: after short preliminaries about frames in Section [L]
we begin our analysis of the bounded Hamiltonians H,. General methods of the calculation
of eigenvalues and eigenvectors of I, are presented in Theorem [6land Corollary[7l In Section
[, we introduce and study a physically motivated relation (E-connection) between Parseval
frames and ONBs (Definition §). It should be mentioned that this relation, when it exists, is
not related to the possibility of getting an ONB in a larger space (see the Naimark dilation
theorem 2] [18]) since it works in the same Hilbert space. In fact, it is more connected with

what is stated in [19, Corollary 8.33] or [11l Theorem 5.5.5]. Conclusions are given in Section
1AY!

II Bounded Hamiltonians defined by Parseval frames

II.1 Frames and Parseval frames

Here all necessary information about frame theory are presented in a form convenient for
our exposition. More details on frames can be found in monographs [I1, 19]. The papers
[6], 8, 10, 18] are recommended as complementary reading on the subject.

Let KC be a complex Hilbert space with scalar product (-, -) linear in the second argument.
Let J denote a generic countable (or finite) index set such as Z, N, NU {0}, etc. By |J| we
denote the cardinality of J.

Definition 1 A set of vectors F, = {pj, j € J} is called a frame in K if there are constants
Aand B, 0 < A< B < o0, such that, for all f € IC,

ANFIP <D Wess DI < BII. (2.1)
jEl

The optimal constants in (1) (maximal for A and minimal for B) are called the frame
bounds. A frame F, is called a tight frame if A = B, and is called a Parseval frame (PF in

the following) if A= B = 1.
The potential of a frame F, is defined by FP[F ] = > ;|(wi, ¢;)|*. Following [6],
we recall that the excess e[F,] of F,, is the greatest integer n such that n elements can be
deleted from the frame F, and still leave a complete set, or oo if there is no upper bound to

the number of elements that can be removed.



Formula (21) with A = B = 1 is quite similar to the Parseval equality for ONBs and
in fact it is well known that a PI is indeed an ONB if each vector in F, is normalized:
;]| =1 for all j € J, and vice-versa. On the other hand, some of the vectors in a PF may
be the zero vector, while this is not allowed for ONBs. Similarly to ONBs, PFs have the
maximality property: they cannot be enlarged to a PF by adding non-zero vectors (a unique
way to enlarge is to add zero vectors).

It is well known that, given an ONB F. = {e;, j € J} in a Hilbert space H containing K
as a subspace, and an orthogonal projection P : H — IC, the set F, = {¢; = Pe;, j € I} is a
PF for IC. The inverse of this statement is the so-called Naimark theorem (see, for instance,

[18, Propositions 1.1, 1.4]), which is crucial for our investigations. More precisely:

Theorem 2 Let F, = {y;, j € J} be a PF in a Hilbert space K. Then there exists a Hilbert
space M and a PF F, = {¢;, j € J} in M such that

Fe={ej=¢;@¢; : jel} (2.2)
is an ONBme’H:lC@M.
Remark 3 It follows from [0, Lemma 4.1] and the proof of [18, Proposition 1.1] that the

dimension of spaces IC and M in Theoreml[d coincide, respectively, with the potential FP[F,|
and with the excess e[F,] of F,. Moreover, dimH = |J| = FP[F,] + e[F,].

Each Parseval frame F, determines an analysis operator 6, : K< — {5(J):

0.(f) = {{ws ) }jer,  [EK, (2.3)

which is an isometry 6, : K — ¢5(J). The image set R(6,,) is a closed subspace of {5(J) and,
because of the Theorem [2]
l(J) =R(8,) ® R(0y), (2.4)
where the isometry 6, : M — l5(]) is defined by the PF F, introduced in Theorem [2]
The next statement is well known in the frame theory. For convenience of the reader we

give its simple proof.
Lemma 4 Let {c;}jey € 2(J). Then 3 ;c;ci05 =0 if and only if {c;}jes € R(0y).

Proof: If Y cjp; = 0, then f =Y cje; = > cjp; + > cjo; = > ¢ due to (22). This
means that f € M and ¢; = (e;, f) = (¢, ). Hence, 0,(f) = {¢;}.

Conversely, if {c;} € R(6y), then there exists f € M such that ¢; = (¢, f) = (e;, f).
Hence, f =Y cje; = > cjp; + > c;1; that gives Y ¢jp; = 0, since f € M. 0

2If F, is an ONB, the understanding is that M will be the zero space and each v; will be zero vector.
@ J

bt



Lemma 5 The Gram matriz G, = [(¢i, ¢;))ijey of a PF F, determines a bounded self-
adjoint operator in lo(J) which is the orthogonal projector in ly(J) onto R(6,).

Proof: In view of [19, Theorem 7.5], the Gram matrix G, determines a bounded self-adjoint
operator in f5(J), which acts as follows G, : {¢;}je; = {>2;c5(0i, pj)¢jties. This operator
coincides with the orthogonal projection in f5(J) onto R(f,,) constructed in [I1, Proposition
5.3.6] (here, we should take into account that the frame operator S in the formula (5.12) of
[11] is the identity operator, since F,, is a PF and the scalar product in [II] is linear in the

first argument). O

I1.2 Working with bounded operators

Assume that {E;},c5 is a bounded sequence of real numbers. Hence, there exist E,,;, =
infjey B; and Eryp = supcy B such that —oo < Epin<F; < Fyu4, < 00. The Hamiltonian
generated by a PF F, and a collection of numbers {E}}:

Hyf =Y Eile;. f)e,  fek (2.5)
j€T
is a bounded everywhere defined self-adjoint operator in K. These properties of H, can be

established as follows: due to Theorem Pl there exists an ONB {e;} of H such that Pe; = ¢;,
where P is the orthogonal projection in H on K. Therefore, H, = PH.P, where

Heg = ZEj<6jag> €js g e H (26)

JeJ

is a bounded self-adjoint operator in H with eigenvalues {E;} and the corresponding eigen-

vectors {e;}.

The spectrum of H, coincides with the closure of the set of its eigenvalues: o(H.) = {E;}.
Since (H.f, f) = (H,f, f) for f € K, the spectrum o(H,) is contained in [Eyin, Epeg). In
general, as already noticed, we cannot claim that the quantities {E;} in (2.5]) are also
eigenvalues of H,. This will become evident in the examples below.

Let us assume that Hyf = puf for nonzero f € K. Since F, is a PF, f =3, {(¢;, f) ¢;
and the eigenvalue equation takes the form:

> (B — w) g, £) ;=0 (2.7)
J€l

In view of Lemma M the relation (2.7) is equivalent to the condition {(£; — p)c;} € R(0y),
where {c¢; = (p;, f)} € R(f,). Summing up, this proves:



Theorem 6 The operator H, has an eigenvalue p if and only if there exists a sequence
{¢;} € R(0,) such that {(E; — p)c;} € R(0y), where R(6,) and R(0y) are the orthogonal
subspaces of l5(]), see [2.4). In this case, the corresponding eigenvector is f =3,y c;p;.

Lemma [ allows one to carry out modifications of Theorem [@ which, sometimes, are
more convenient for the calculation of eigenvalues. Simultaneously with the Gram matrices

Gy = (@i, 05)]ijer and Gy = [(¥i,))]i jes, we will use the matrix-valued functions B, (p) =
(04 (11)]ijey and Dy () = [dij(p)]i jer, where

bij(1) = D (Ex — e i) (orr05), dig(p) = (Bi — p){i, ¢5)- (2.8)
kel

Corollary 7 Let H, be a Hamiltonian generated by a PF F,, see [23). The following are
equivalent:
(1) 1€ R is an eigenvalue of H,;
(ii) there exists {c;} € lo(J) such that G {c;} # 0 and By,(u){c;} = 0;
(i) there exist {c;},{¢;} € lo(J) such that G,{c;} # 0 and D,(pn){c;} = G4{¢;}.
Proof: Let F. = {e; = ¢; ®1; : j € J} be an ONB of H determined in Theorem [2 and let

0.(9) = {{¢j,9)}jes,  gcM (2.9)

be the corresponding analysis operator that isometrically maps H onto ¢5(J). In view of
@8), 0.(H.g) = £0.(g), where & is a bounded multiplication operator in ¢(J):

E{c;} = {Ejc;}, D(&) = *(]). (2.10)

Since, for all f € K, 0.(f) = {{e;, f) = (Pe;, f) = (v;, [)} = 0,(f), where P is the
orthogonal projection in H on K and 6, is defined by (2.9]), we arrive at the conclusion that
6. maps IC onto R(6,) (see the decomposition (2.4])). Taking into account that H, = PH.P,
we obtain that H,, is unitary equivalent to the operator &, acting in the subspace R(f,,) of
2(J):

E,=PEP,  D(&,) =7R(0,) =PrQ), (2.11)
where P = 0.P6." is the orthogonal projection operator in 2(J) on R(6,,).

(i) <= (). In view of ZII), i € 0,(H,,) if and only if there exists {c;} € l5(J) such

that P{c;} # 0 and P(£ — pl)P{¢;} = 0. By Lemma [0 the operator P coincides with the

Gram operator G,. Therefore, the first condition takes the form G, {c;} # 0, whereas the
second one: G,(€ — pul)Gy{c;} = B,(n){c;} = 0.

7



To prove the equivalence of (i) and (i) it suffices to repeat the previous arguments and
rewrite the condition P(€ — pl)P{c;} =0 as (€ — ul)P{c;} € R(6y). Taking into account
that Gy, is an orthogonal projection on R(6y) and (€ — pul)P{c;} = Dy(p){c;} we complete
the proof. O

I1.3 Examples

In this section we propose some examples of H and their related H,,, starting with purely
mathematical examples, and then considering applications arising in concrete applications
discussed in the literature. In particular, in Examples 1, 2, and 3, we will show how a
physical Hamiltonian H, = Zjvzl E;(¢;,-) ¢;, given in terms of some particular PF, can be
rewritten in terms of an ONB of its eigenvectors, and how its related eigenvalues are different
from the E; in the expansion above. Of course, in view of what we have discussed in the
Introduction, H, should be understood as the physical part of another, larger, Hamiltonian,
H, which produces H,, after a suitable projection. This means that we have a first ONB,
given by the eigenvectors of H, which, when projected to H,, defines a PF. Hence, to find
the physical containt of H,,, we need to diagonalize H,,, getting a second ONDB, different
from the first one, which can really be considered as the physical eigenvectors of the system.
In Examples 4 and 5 these steps will be particularly emphasized.

Example 1. Mercedes frame.— In the Hilbert space H = C3, we consider the ONB
Fe.={ej,j € I}, where J = {1,2,3} and

1 1 1

2|, 2| 4 2| A

€1 = >y 5 €y = - 5 s €3 = — —5
S S L S

V2 V2 V2

The orthogonal projection of F, = {ey, e, e3} onto the subspace K = C @ C & 0 gives rise
to a PF F, = {¢;,7 € I}, where

_1

2 2

5 Y3 = g 9
0

1

_\/5 0 2
$1 = 3 ) Yo = 3
0

The PF F, is called the Mercedes frame. Its dual PF Fy, = {¢;,j € J} in ([ZI) consists of
vectors of the subspace M =06 0@ C (see formula (2.2))

5 0 0
¢1:¢2:¢3:\/; 0 1=120
1 1

2 V3

S <l
w



The image sets of the analysis operators 0, and 6, are subspaces of {5(J) = C*:

221 T3
R(0,) = —x1+V3xy |, v1,22€C 3, R(0y) = x5 |, 13€C
—x1 + /329 T3

Let Ey, Fs, and F3 be real quantities. Then the HamiltonianH H, = Z;’:l Ei{pj,-) ¢j
generated by the Mercedes frame acts in C? (we identify I with C?) and, due to Theorem
[6 1« € R is an eigenvalue of H,, if and only if the linear system

2(Ey — p)xy = x3
(B — p) (=21 4 V/315) = 23
(B3 — p)(—x1 — V/313) = x5
has a nonzero solution 1, z2,z3. An elementary calculation shows that p € o(H,) if and
only if
(B — p) (B2 — p) + (B2 — p) (B3 — p) + (B — p)(E3 — p) = 0. (2.12)

Another way to obtain (2.12) is, of course, to present H, (acting in C?) in the matrix form

1
ng:g

AE, + Ey + B3 V3(E3 — Ey)

V3(Es — Ey)  3(Ey + Ej) (213)

and, then, to solve the characteristic equation det[H, — pI] = 0. More detailed calculations

show that the eigenvalues are

- 1
Ei:§<E1+E2+E3:l:\/E%+E22+E§—E1E2—E2E3_E1E3)7

with eigenvectors (if Fy # FEj3)

Y —2E, + Ey + B3 ¥2\/E} + E + B2 — E\Ey — ExF3 — E B3
+ = Ny
V3(Ey — E)
Here N, are normalization constants fixed to have ||éy| = 1. This means that, using a

bra-ket notation, the operator H, can be rewritten in term of an ONB of its eigenstates:

3
H, =Y Ejlo)(pil = Eilé;) (@
J=1 i=+

3We are assuming here that H,, arises from a different operator H, acting on a larger Hilbert space C?,
after taking its projection H, = PHP on the physical Hilbert space H,, = C?. Notice that we are not
giving here the explicit form of H, since it is not really relevant. We will do this in Example 4 and Example

5, since in those cases H has a physical meaning.



This equality clarifies once more that, while E; is an eigenvalue of H,, E; is not.
Example 2.— Let {e;,es,...ex}, K > 2 be an ONB of a Hilbert space K. The set
Fo=A{pj,j €I} where ] ={1,2,..., K + 1} and

K K
1 . 1
gpj:e]‘_EZeZH 1 Sj §K7 SOK-FI:\/_KZeD (214>
i=1 i=1

is a PF for IC [0, Lemma 2.5]. Representing each vector f € K as f = Zfil x;e; and using
([239), we define the subspaces R(6,), R(6y) of {5(J) = CK+:

] — % Zle T x
R(0,) = R L2, €Cy, R, =C'or@,)={| " |, zeC
Tk = & Doic1 Ti z
k
ﬁ > i1 Ti 0

Let By < By < ... < Eky bereal quantities. Then the Hamiltonian H, = ZJK:T Eilpi) (el

generated by the frame F, acts in K and, due to Theorem [@] its eigenvalues Ej coincide with

i € R for which the linear system

((Br— )@ — X m) =

(Bx — p)(ar — =50 0) =a
| (Bx— i) (F i @) =0

has a nonzero solution x1, s, ... Tx,x. An elementary analysis shows that the largest eigen-

value Ej of H, coincides with Fx, while the other eigenvalues Ej, jg=1,...K—1 are

the roots of the equation

1 1 1

+ +...+ =0. 2.15
Ey—p  Ey—p Ex —p (2.15)
The corresponding eigenfunctions are
1 & - =1
frx = % ;ei (for Ex = Exyq) and  f; = ; o Mjei,

where p; (7 =1,... K —1) is a solution of (2.15]). After the normalization of f; we obtain
H, = Zle Ej|£;)(f;], which is a different way to write H, = S5t Ej|p;) (4.

7j=1
Example 3.— The finite PF considered above is a key counterpart of an infinite PF
which contains no subset that is a Riesz basis [9]. We investigate spectral properties of

Hamiltonians generated by this curious PF.
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Let K be a separable Hilbert space. Index an ONB for K as {ef}KeN,j:L___,K. Set
Ki = span{ef',ef,...ei}. The vectors pf = ¢; defined by [@ZI4) form a PF Fx =
{gof, j=1,2...K + 1} of the space Kk. Since K = > %_, @K, the collection of vectors
Fo = jou1 ®F,x is a PF for K (and it was constructed in [9]).

Assume that {EJK}KeNJ:L___,KH is a bounded strictly increasing sequence, i.e. El <
E} < E} <E}<E;...<BEf <Ef..<Ef<EE_ . . . The Hamiltonian generated by
Fo,is

oo K+1

Hy, =YY Eflef ) (e

K=1 j=1
It is easy to verify (using the previous example) that the point spectrum of H, involves the

subset { Ef_;}7%_, of the original quantities and the solutions of the equations, cf. (ZI5):

S S
Ef —p  Ef—p 7 Eg—p

=0, K > 2.

Let us now discuss a fourth, physically motivated, example, based on the anti-commutation
relations (CAR) for two fermionic modes.

Example 4.— Let a; and ay be the operators satisfying the CAR {a;, aL} = 6,1, with
{aj,ap} =0, j,k =1,2. Here 1 is the identity operator in the Hilbert space of the system,
which is H = C*. Calling 79 the vacuum of a;, a;jnoo =0, j = 1,2, we can construct three
more vectors acting on it with a}: Mo = 017}0,07 N1 = a;ﬂo,o and 7y, = aia;nao. An explicit
realization of these vectors and operators is the following: 799 = 01, M0 = 02, o1 = I3,
m.1 = 04, where {0,} is the canonical ONB in C* and

01 00 001 0

00 0O 000 —1
ay = ) Gy =

0 0 01 000 O

00 0O 000 O

In [4] these operators have been used to construct a dynamical system describing two popu-
lations moving in a two-dimensional lattice, and interacting adopting a sort of predator-prey
mechanism. The dynamics has been produced by the sum of several copies of a single-cell
term, H, (« labels the lattice cells), plus a global contribution responsible for the migration

of the species. Here we only consider the single-cell term, which we rewrite as follows:
H = wlaial + WQCL;GQ + )\(aiag + agal),

where wy, wy and A are parameters whose values can be fixed in different way, according

to which aspect of the system we want to put in evidence, see [4]. We also refer to [4] for

11



the meaning of this Hamiltonian, for the rationale for its introduction, and for the dynamics
connected to it. The matrix expression for H is

0 0 0 0
H— 0 w1 A 0 ’
A W9 0

0 0 0 w+ws

whose eigenvalues are

E1:0, Egzwl—l—WQ E3: <W1+WQ—\/(W1—WQ)2+4)\2)

N —

and

E4 = (wl + wsy + \/(wl — CUQ)2 + 4)\2)

N~

with (normalized) eigenvectors

1 0
€1 = O ) €2 = O ) and €3 = iv €4 = f4 )
0 0 | fsl] [ fall
0 1
where
0 0
fo— % (u)1—wz—\/(w1—w2)2+4)\2> b= ) (W1—wz+\/(w1—w2)2—l—4>\2>
3= ) 4 —
1 1
0 0

For concreteness, if we take A\ = 2, wy = % and wy = %, then

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1/2 2 0 1 —2 4| 3
H = / ) €3 = —= ) €4 = = 2 )

0 2 7/2 0 N 511

0 0 0 4 0 0

while e; and ey are those previously introduced. Also, 1 =0, Ey =4, E3 = —%, B, =

N[

and we can rewrite H = Z?:l E;le;)(e;].

Due to the physical interpretation of the model, [4], if we consider the orthogonal pro-
jector P =1 — Pig, Piof = (M0, )Mo, P project the system on a space in which it is
impossible to find the system in a state with high density of the first species, and low density

12



of the other species. In other words, this state is forbidden for us. The (biological) reason for
requiring this is that, for instance, we want to avoid a dominance of the first species on the
second one. The computation of H,, is easy: as for the effect of P on the eigenvectors {e;}
of H, we get four vectors p; = Pe; in H = C*. Removing the zero second component from
each one of these VectorsH we recover the following PF F, = {¢;,1 < j <4} in K = C?,

1 0 0 0
pr=101, po=101, p3=-cosP | 1|, pg=sinfg | 1|, (2.16)
0 1 0 0
where
1 2|\l
cos 8 = = )
Il Jlen — o — T = 7 200 + 42

1 2\
WAl Jlen — o+ /= a7 A0 + 42

Be(0,7/2).

sin f =

The operator H,, acting in K = C? coincides with the operator H, = Z?:l E;lo;){(e;]
generated by F,. In view of (2.8) and (2.16), the Gram matrix G, and B, () are:

10 0 0 Ei—pn 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 Es—p 0 0
GQO - 2 . BSO (/’l’) = ? 9
0 0 cos®fB  cosfsinf 0 0 b3z b3y
0 0 cosfsinpf sin? 3 0 0 bz baa

where bsg = (E3—p) cos® B+(E;—pu) cos? Bsin? B, byy = (E3—pu) cos? Bsin? f+(Ey—p) sin 3,
bsy = byz = (B3 — 1) cos® Bsin B + (E; — p) cos Bsin® 5.

These matrices and Corollary [T allow one to describe eigenvalues E;, E,, and Ej of
H,;, = H,. Precisely, E,=F, = 0, Fy = Fy = wy + wy, while E3 coincides with the solution
p of the equation (B3 — ) cos® 8+ (Ey — p)sin? 3 = 0. So we see how the eigenvalues of
H,, are different from those of the original Hamiltonian H. Of course, these differences
have consequences on the dynamics of the system, but this aspect will not be discussed in
this paper. However, we want to stress that differences in the eigenvalues imply, among
other differences, different stationary states. This might have serious, and very interesting
consequences: a system which, in principle, should not evolve in time (since it is in a supposed
stationary state), does indeed evolve. Or vice-versa. In both cases this can be related to the
fact that the real Hamiltonian for the system is not H, but Hp,. This is because of some

constraint on the system.

4This component must be zero due to the action of P on e;.
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l Garbage

l

Nutrients

Figure 1: A schematic view to the single-garbage ecosystem.

The last example we want to discuss here is again built in terms of anti-commutation
relations (CAR) and fermionic modes, and is based on an ecological system considered first
in [5] and then in [I].

Example 5.— The system we want to describe is made by two levels of organisms (L
and Ls), one compartment for the nutrients and another compartment for the garbage, see
Figure [1 for a schematic view. The nutrients feed the organisms of L;, which feed those of
Ly. Moreover, when dying, the organisms of both levels contribute to increase the density of
the garbage which, after some time, turns into nutrients. This is a simple example of closed
ecosystem. More complicated systems (with more levels and with different kind of garbages)
are considered in [5].

The dynamics of our system is described by the following Hamiltonian:

(0 = H, + Hy, with
3
H(] = Z Wy a} Qj,
j=0

2 1
H[ = Z >\j (aj aET,) + agaD + Vj (CLj CL;r-+1 -+ CLj+1CL;r-> s
\ Jj=0 j=0

where {aj,az} = 0,1, and a? =0, for all j,k =0,1,2,3, and where w;,v; and \; are real
constants, whose meaning is explained in [Il, [5]. The zero-th fermionic mode (j = k = 0)
is related to the nutrients, the 3-th mode to the garbage, while the two remaining modes
describe the organisms of the various trophic levels. We again refer to [5] for the biological
meaning of the various terms in H. Here, we just comment that, for instance, the term
)\jagag, describes the fact that the garbage is recycled by decomposers and transformed

into nutrients: this is due to the fact that the density of the garbage decrease (because of
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the presence of the lowering operator a3) , and simultaneously the density of the nutrients
increases (because of the raising operator aT).

The equations of motion can be deduced using the Heisenberg rule X = i[H, X], and the
solution (which is not essential here) can be found in [5]. Here we want to see how the idea
introduced in this paper works for this particular example. For that, let ep 0,0 be the vacuum
of the system: a;ep 900 = 0for j =0, 1,2, 3. This corresponds to an essentially empty system:
very low densities in all the levels (including garbage and nutrients). Analogously, e .10 is a
vector describing a situation where only L is filled, while all the other levels are essentially
empty, and so on. We now fix, for concreteness, wyg = w3 = 2, w; = 3, wy = 4, \g = 1,
A =2, Ay =3, vp=1and v; = 3. The criterium for choosing some particular values of the
parameters of the Hamiltonian is widely discussed in [I]. Here this choice is relevant just
to allow a simple computation of the eigenvalues and the eigenvectors of H, which acts in

H = C' and turns out to be the Hermitian matrix:

o0 0 0 0 0 0 0O O O O O O 0 0 0 0]
o2 -10 0 O O O -1 0 0 O 0 0 0 O
6o-1r 3 0 -3 0 0 O -2 0 0O O 0O 0 0 O
oo o 5 o0 -3 0 O 0 -2 1 0 0 0 0 O
oo -3 0 4 0 O O -3 0 0O O O 0 0 O
oo o0 -3 60 6 -1 0 0 -3 0 0 1 0 0 O
oo o o0 o6 -1 7 0 O 0 -3 0 2 0 0 O

" 0 0 0 0O 0 0 9 0 0o -3 0 2 -1 0
0o -1-2 0 -3 0 0 0 2 o 0 o0 0o 0 O
oo o0 -2 0 -3 0 0 O -1 0 0 0 0 O
oo o 1 0 0O -3 0 0O -1 5 0 =3 0 0 O
oo o o0 o0 o o -3 0 0 0 7 0 =3 0 O
oo o o0 o0 1 2 o0 0O 0 -3 0 6 0 0 O
oo o o0 o0 o o 2 o0 0 0 -3 0 8 -1 0
oo o o0 o0 o o -1 0 0O 0O o0 0 -1 9 0
' oo o o0 o0 o o o o0 o0 o0 o o o0 0 11 ]

16

Using any mathematical software one easily deduces the following list of eigenvalues { £} i1

ordered in decreasing absolute value:
13.6645, 11.4925, 11, 9.17202, 8.82798, 7, 6.66453, 6.50749,
4.49251, 4.33547, 4, —2.66453, 2.17202, 1.82798, —0.492505, 0.

Denote by e; the corresponding normalized eigenvectors for H. Then F, = {e; }6:1 is an

ONB of H and H = Zjl.il Ejle;)(e;j]. H is the analogous of the Hamiltonian H. in (20l

15



What we are interested in here is to see the mathematical consequences if we assume that
the second level, Lo, cannot be filled because of, say, some particular reason: for instance,
the organisms in Ly receive nutrients from Ly, see Figure [I, but the external conditions can
be not sufficiently good to allow these organisms to survive. From a mathematical point of

view, this situation can be described by introducing the following orthogonal projector
PL2 - Z Pi,j,O,k‘a
i,4,k=0,1

where P, ;oxf = (€ijox [)eijox for all vector f in H. The physical Hamiltonian H,, =
Pp,HPy, is an operator acting in the subspace K = span{dy, da, 03, 04, dg, 010, 011, d12} of H,
where {4,} is the canonical ONB of C':

oo o o0 0000 O O O O0O0O0OO0O
o 2 -1 0 000O0-1 0 0 0O0O0OO0O
0o-1 3 0 000O0-2 0 0 000O00O0O0
oo o 5 0000 O0 -2 1 000O00O0O0
oo o o0 0000 TO0O O O O0O0OO0OO0O
oo o o0 0000 O O O O0O0OO0OO0O
oo o o0 0000 O O O O0O0OO0OO0O
Hy, — oo o o0 0000 O0O O O O0O0OO0OO0°O ’
0o -1-2 0 0000 2 0 0 0O0O0O0O0
o 0o o0 200000 4 —-100000O0
oo o 1 00O0OO0TO0O -1 5 00000
oo o o0 0000 O0O O O 70000
oo o o0 000O0TO0O O O O0O0OO0OO0O
oo o o0 0000 O O O O0O0O0OO0O
oo o o0 0000 O O O O0O0OO0OO0O
oo o0 0 o000 0O O 0 O0O0O0OO0OO0]

whose eigenvalues are the following:
7.38849, 7, 457577, 418728, 2.81272, 2.42423, —0.38849, 0.

We see that the eigenvalues of H and H,, are different, and that the spectrum o(Hp,) is
contained in [Epin, Fmas|, as stated before.
Finally, the set F, = {¢; = Pr,e;}}%, is a PF in the Hilbert space K and

16 8
Hpn =Y Ejloi) (el =D Eilg) (&),
P =1
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where Ej are the eigenvalues above and ¢, are the related eigenvectors, whose set is an
ONB in H,;, = C¥®. As in the previous example, the difference between E; and Ej may have

consequences on the dynamics of the system, but this aspect will not be considered in this

paper.

III E-connection between PFs and ONBs

The examples above suggests to introduce the following, physically motivated, relation be-

tween PFs and ONBs in a given Hilbert space K:

Definition 8 Given a PF F, = {p; € K, j € I} and a bounded set of real numbers £ =
{E;, j € I}, we say that the pair (F,, E) is E-connected to an ONB F; = {é, € K,k € I'}
if a set of real numbers exists, E = {Ek, k€ J'}, such that

Ho = Ejlei{eil = Y Exléw) (@l (3.1)
§€J kel

This is exactly what we have seen in the examples considered in Section In other
words, ([B1]) can be used to give two different representations of the same operator H, (the
physical Hamiltonian, in our examples), one in terms of a PF, F,, and one, possibly more
relevant for its physical interpretation, in terms of Fs.

If a pair (F,, E) is E-connected to an ONB F;, then the real numbers Fj, in ([BI) are
eigenvalues of the self-adjoint operator H,, whereas €; are the corresponding normalized
eigenvectors. The eigenvalues Ej, can be defined with the use of Theorem [ and obviously,
they are defined uniquely by the pair (F,, £/). Moreover, due to Remark [3] the cardinality
|J’| coincides with the frame potential FP[F,] and it cannot exceed the cardinality |J| =
FP[F,| + e[F,] of J.

If F, is an ONB in K, then the pair (F,, F) is E-connected to the same ONB F, = F;
and E = E. A slightly more interesting example is the following: if Pok—1 = Pk = %ek,
where F. = {ej, k € N} is an ONB of IC, then the set F, = {¢;, j € N} is a PF in K and the
pair (F,, £) is E-connected to F. = F;. In this case, E = {Ek = %(Egk_l + Eo), k € N}

Proposition 9 If a PF F, = {y;, j = 1,2,..., N} has the finite potential M = FP[F,],
then the pair (F,, E) is E-connected to an ONB Fz = {é, € K, k =1,...M}. If, addi-
tionally, F, has the finite excess e[F,| and E = {E;, j =1,...N} is a sequence of positive
quantities, then the quantities Ey,, k =1,... M in B satisfy the relations:

M ~ N M ~ N N M ~ 1 N :
S Ec=> Ejlleil, D EF =) EiElenen’ Y El> i <Z EjH%Hz)
k=1 7=1 k=1 k=1 7=1

j=1 i=1
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If all o; # 0 and0<E1§E2§...EM, then for all1 <n < M

B> Ejlleill (3.2)
k=1 j=1
Proof: The self-adjoint operator H, = Zjvzl E;|¢;){(p;| acts in a finite dimensional space
K with dim/C = M. Hence its spectrum is discrete and the corresponding normalized
eigenfunctions {é, € K,k =1,... M} form an ONB of K.

If all E; are positive, then the set F; = {¢; = \/Fjgoj, j=1,...N}is aframe in K and
the operator H,, turns out to be a frame operator S = Zjvzl |0;)(¢;] of Fy. In this case, the
first three relations in Proposition [ follow from [10, Section 5] and [§, Corollary 2.3]. The
inequality (B.2)) follows from [I0, Theorem 6.3]. 0

Another simple result is given by the following Lemma, where the validity of the resolution
of the identity is used both for the ONB and for the PF.

Lemma 10 Let F, be a PF and let the real numbers E; be the same for all j € J (i.e.,
E; = X for all j € I). Then the pair (F,, E) is E-connected to every ONB F; of K and
E=FE={\.

Proof: Due to the characteristic properties of PFs and the condition £; = X\ we obtain

Hy =3 iy Ejiloi) (il = A3 ey [0i)(wj| = Al. Hence, formula (B.1]) holds for any arbitrary

choice of ONB F5, since ), . Ey [€x)(€x| = XD ey |€x)(Ex| = AL O
The following result is surely more interesting.

Proposition 11 Let F, be a PF and let the set of real numbers E = {Ej;, j € J} have only
one accumulation point A. Then there exist an ONB F; and a set of numbers Ek such that
the pair (F,, E) is E-connected to F;.

Proof: Rewrite the left-hand side of ([B1) as follows:

Hy =Y Eilo)eil = > (B = Nl (eil + A e il (3.3)

jed jel jel
Due to Lemma [0 A >~ oy [0;){(wj] = > opep Alér)(€xl, where {&}rep is an arbitrary ONB
of K. On the other hand, since lim;_,.(£; — ) = 0, the operator (see (Z10))

(& =AD{e;} ={(E; = Ne;},  D(E) =£*(D).
is compact in ¢%(J]), [I7, problem 132]. Therefore, the operator (see (Z.I1]))
(€ = AD{c;} =P(E = A){es},  D(&) = RI(6,)
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acting in the subspace R(6,) of ¢*(J) is compact. This means that

H, — X =Y (E; — M) (o]
jel
is self-adjoint and compact in K (since H, — Al is unitary equivalent to &, — AI'). Therefore,

there exists an ONB {é }rey of K formed by normalized eigenvectors éy:
(H@ — )\[)ék = /J,kék, kel (34)

and Hy— A = 3.y (Ej—A)|0;) (5] = D ey 1rléx) (€x]. Substituting the obtained formulas
into ([B.3]), we obtain

> Bileaeil =D (Ot mo)le) (e,

jed kel

where the choice of ONB {é} ey is determined by (B.4)). O

Remark 12 The proof of Proposition [L1] cannot be modified for the case of two or more
accumulation points of E = {Ej;, j € I} and the problem of checking E-connection in this

case s still open.

IV Conclusions

This paper is a continuation of a series of contributions on possible definitions of Hamiltonian-
like operators in terms of sets of vectors which are not necessarily ONB, as in [2, B]. In
particular, this is relevant when the physical part of the Hilbert space of the system under
analysis produces, in a quite natural way, a PF in terms of which the physical part of the
Hamiltonian, H,,, can be expanded. With this in mind we have studied some properties
of Hpy,, with particular focus on its eigenvalues. In this perspective we have introduced
the notion of E-connection, and we have analyzed it for bounded operators. Unbounded
Hamiltonians generated by PF’s have a lot of curious properties that require a deeper analysis
and they will be considered in a forthcoming paper.

We have also discussed few examples of our general framework, two of which directly
connected to biological models considered in the literature in recent years. These are both
given in terms of fermionic operators. In this paper we have considered mainly the math-
ematical consequences of our settings. We plan to consider what changes in the dynamics
(and, more in general, in the physics) of the systems in a future paper. In this perspective,
a possible application is the use of the idea of localized systems as described in [16]. This is

particularly relevant for quantization procedures.
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