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Abstract

We introduce a notion of smooth fields of operators following the notion of smooth fields
of Hilbert spaces recently defined by L. Lempert and R. Széoke [16]. Formally, if V is the
connection of a smooth field of Hilbert spaces we show that V = [V,-] defines a connection
on a suitable space of fields of operators. In order to provide examples we prove that, if u
is a suitable constant of motion of h(q,p) = ||¢||* (i.e. {u,h} = 0), then Dp(u) is a smooth
field of operators over the open interval (0,00), where Op denotes the canonical quantization
(Weyl calculus). Moreover, in such case we show that we can compute derivatives using the
formula V x, (Op(u)) = Op(Vx, (1)), where V is a Poisson connection on the Poisson algebra of
constants of motion and Xo = 2)\5%. We also introduce a notion of smooth field of C*-algebras
and we give an example using Hilbert modules theory.

1 Introduction.

Let p: H — A be a field of Hilbert spaces, i.e. p is a surjective map such that H()\) := p~1()) is a
Hilbert space, and denote by (-, ) the corresponding inner product. We denote by I" the set of all
sections of such field. For any pair of sections ¢, € I', we set the function

h(, P)(A) = ((A); P(A))a-

In order to obtain an interesting mathematical object, we should add further assumptions on a
given field of Hilbert spaces. For instance, the notions of measurable and continuous field of Hilbert
spaces were introduced by von Neumann [19] and Godement [I1] respectively (see the appendix
[A] for details), and they were successfully studied and applied since then. In this article, we are
going to introduce a notion of smooth fields of operators following the notion of smooth fields of
Hilbert spaces defined in [I6], and we will provide a large class of examples coming from (Weyl)
canonical quantization (including a formula to compute the derivative of suitable fields of operators).
Following our results, we will also introduce a notion of smooth field of C*-algebras and we will
give an example using Hilbert C*-modules theory.
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Let us provide some motivation for our construction. The notions of measurable and continuous field
of Hilbert spaces are defined in terms of some space of sections I' satisfying certain properties (see
definitions [AT] and [AX4])). However, both notions can be described in terms of bundles or in terms
of Hilbert C*-modules. For instance, if A is a locally compact Hausdorff space and p : H — A
is a continuous field of Hilbert spaces, then there is a unique suitable topology on H such that
p: H — A is a continuous Hilbert bundle and I'° is contained in the space of continuous sections
I'(A) of p: H — A. Moreover, the space of continuous sections vanishing at the infinity T'g(A) is
a Hilbert Cy(A)-module, and conversely, every Hilbert C(A)-module can be obtained in this way.
There are analogous results in the measurable framework. In appendix [Al we explain in more detail
those equivalences in both cases.

A similar situation occurs in the C*-algebraic framework. Indeed, upper semi-continuous fields of
C*-algebras over A are in one to one correspondence with upper semi-continuous C*-bundles over
A and with Cy(A)-algebras, for any locally compact Hausdorff space A (for instance, see theorem
C.26 in [29]).

In the smooth framework, we are aware of two concepts so far: the notion of smooth field of Hilbert
spaces recently defined in [I6] and the notion of Hermitian bundle (endowed with a connection),
but we do not know yet if those notions are equivalent. Let us begin recalling the definition of
smooth field of Hilbert spaces and we will explain why we prefer to work with it in this article.

Definition 1.1. Let A be a finite dimensional smooth manifold and Vect(A) the space of smooth
vector fields on A. A smooth structure on a field of Hilbert spaces H — A is given by specifying a
set of sections I'°, closed under addition and under multiplication by elements of C*°(A), and a

map V : Vect(A) x I'® — I'*° such that, for X,Y € Vect(A), a € C°(A) and p,3p € T>:
i) Vxyy = Vx + Vy, Vox = aVx, Vx(ap) = X(a)p +aVx(yp)

i) h(g, ) € CF(A) and Xh(p,¥) = h(Vxp,¥) + h(p, Vx¥)
iii) HO(N) == {p(A) | ¢ € T} is dense in H(N), for all X € A.

Conditions i) and i) implies that every smooth field of Hilbert spaces is continuous (see definition
[A4). Moreover, the corresponding space of continuous sections T'°(A) is the closure of I'>° with
the Fréchet topology of local uniform convergence. Similarly, we can complete I'*° to obtain the
space of n-times differentiable sections I'"(A) (using the seminorms given by equation (2])), for every
n € NU {oco}.

The simplest example of a smooth field of Hilbert spaces is the trivial case, i.e. we take each fiber
constant H(A) =V, I'*°(A) = C®(A, V) and Vx = X. A more interesting case is when H — A
admits a smooth trivialization.

Definition 1.2. Letp: H — A be a smooth field of Hilbert spaces with connection V. We say that
p: H — A admits a smooth trivialization if there is a Hilbert space V' and a map T : H — V such
that T\ = Ty : H(N) — V is unitary, T(I'*°) € C*(A, V) and for each X € Vect(A) we have
that

TVxp=XTyp

We say that T is full if in addition we have that T(T'°(A)) = C*(A,V).

Since each T} is unitary, 7" is continuous with respect to the locally uniform convergence topology,
hence T'(I"™(A)) C C™(A,V), for every n € NU {oo}. Therefore, T is full if and only if T(I'*°) is
dense in C*°(A, V), and in such case we have that T'(I"(A)) = C™(A, V), for every n € NU {co}.



More generally, we may suppose that the map 7T locally satisfies the identity
TVxp=XTo+a(X)Te, (1)

where « : Vect(A) — End(V) is a suitable map. For instance, if a is a 1-form (in particular,
a(X) € C*°(A)), the couple (T, V) is called a projective trivialization (see definition 2.4.1 in [16]).
It turns out that, every projective trivialization can be transformed into a smooth trivialization by
taking the tensor product of the initial smooth field of Hilbert spaces with a suitable line bundle
(see subsection 2.4 in [16]).

The other concept that we should consider is the notion of Hermitian bundle p : H — A [16] with
an Hermitian connection V (allowing the total space to be a Banach manifold and the fibers to be
infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces, see subsection 2.1 in [I6] for details). Clearly, the corresponding
space of smooth sections I'*°(A, H) defines a smooth field of Hilbert spaces according to definition
[[Il However, we do not know yet if for every smooth field of Hilbert spaces p : H — A with
corresponding section space I'>°, there is an Hermitian bundle structure on p : H — A such that
> C T'°(A, H). Moreover, it seems difficult to construct Hermitian bundles directly. Once a
field of Hilbert spaces is given, the main difficulty is to construct the required local trivializations.
We expect that the study of smooth fields of Hilbert spaces will become a fundamental tool to
overcome that issue (just as in the continuous or measurable framework). For instance, we know
that if p: H — A is a smooth field of Hilbert spaces and through every point in H there passes a
horizontal section then p : H — A is trivializable. Moreover, if p : H — A is flat and analytic then
the latter condition holds locally (see remark 2] or lemma 4.2.1, theorems 2.3.2 and 5.1.2 in [16]).
Our first goal is to show that the notion of smooth field of Hilbert spaces allows us to introduce a
notion of smooth fields of operators and also to define a connection V on a suitable space of fields of
operators satisfying properties analogous to i) and i) in definition[I.Tl Formally, if such connection
is applied on a field of operators A = {A(\)}, where A()\) is an operator on H()) (with suitable
domain), then we would expect that the Leibniz’s identity holds, i.e.

Vx(Ap) = Vx(A)p + AVx(p), Ve eT™.

Hence, the natural definition for such connection is V(A4) = [Vx, A] = Vx A — AV x. The first part
of section 2] is meant to construct suitable spaces of fields of operators A where such expression is
well-defined, and Vx(A) is once again a field of operators. Precisely, we will prove that Vx (A) €
A7~1 for any vector field X and A € 2", where the space of fields of operators 2" is introduced
in definition [Z7] for any n € N (see theorem [2.0)).

Furthermore, every trivialization (7,V) of p : H — A induces a sort of trivialization T for V on
2A". Let us be more precise. Essentially, 7' is defined by TA(\) = A(\) = TAA(N\)T}. Notice that
each A(A) is an operator on V', but their corresponding domains might be different depending on .
In order to overcome that technical difficulty, we will define a common domain V° (see definition
277). It turns out that 7' maps A™ into C™(A, L(V>°,V),_,) and TV x = XT, where L(V>°,V),_,
denotes the space of linear operators from V> to V with the x-strong topology (see theorem [2.8]).
In section B, we will also consider the trivializable case to give an additional motivation for our
construction. Notice that the unitary operators Uy, x, = T3, Ty, : H(A1) = H(A2) play the role of
the parallel transport of the connection V. If A = {A(\)} is a field of operators, we would like to
compare A(A) and Uy 5 A(Ao)Un,»,, for any Ao, A € A (both operators have domains in H(A)). We

will show that those operators coincide if and only if we have that Vx (A) = 0, for any vector field
X (see theorem 22)). In such case we say that A is an horizontal field of operators. We will also



give a weak estimation of the difference between A(A) and U , A(Ao)Ua,», in the general case (see
proposition 2.TT]).

In subsection 1] we will analyze fields of operators belonging to 2™ as single operators acting on
the direct integral H = IXB H(A)dn(A), where dn is a fix volume form on A. Since the fields of
operators that we are considering belong to some 2™, the natural domain in the direct integral is
I'S® = I'*°NH, and we will assume that I'5° is dense in H. We will obtain a sort of reduction theorem
for our setting analogous to the well known result in the measurable framework [19] 5 20]. More
precisely, we will prove that, if A : T'3° — I'°(A) NH is an operator such that A*(I's®) € TO(A)NH,
then A can be decomposed through the direct integral if and only if fA = Af on I'®, for every
f € C(A) (see theorem [ZT3)). We will also introduce a space of fields of operators 25 such that
A2 C A" and Vy, ---Vx, (4) is an operator on H (with domain I's°), for every A € A% and
X1, , X € Vect(A), with 0 < k < n (see definition 2I6). In the trivializable case we will obtain
two further remarkable properties that will become useful later. Let X € Vect(A) and denote by r;
the corresponding flow on A. We will show that the operator —i(Vx + 3div(X)) is selfadjoint on
‘H (see proposition ZI8). If (T,V) is a trivialization, define Ry = T*r;T. Notice that, if A € A",
then the map ¢t — (Rt AR_1p(X\), (M), is differentiable for every A € A, and

CURAR (), 00| = (R (A)R_p(N), ¥,

We will prove that if T'S® is invariant by R; and A belongs 2!, then for suitable ¢, € I's®, the
map t — (RiAR_;p, ) is differentiable, and the previous identity holds not only pointwise but
also weakly (see theorem [Z.T9)).

In section [, we will study an important example, where the smooth field of Hilbert spaces is trivial-
izable by construction, and we will consider fields of operators coming from canonical quantization.
Let Q? be the selfadjoint operator on L?(R™) given by [Q2%¢](q) = ||q||*¢(q). It is well known that
the map T : L*(R") — f(?ioo) L2(S"1)dA given by To(A, z) = 271/2X"" p(v/Az) is a spectral
diagonalization of Q2. Moreover, T' can be regarded as a trivialization of the field of Hilbert spaces
H(N) = LQ(S@_Xl,uA), where p1y = 27/2y/\ny and 7, is the canonical measure on the sphere S’\’/}l.

Furthermore, we can identify ¢ € C°°(R™) with the section given by ¢(A) = ¢|gn-1. Defining
VX

Vx = T7'XT on C>(R"), we obtain a smooth structure on the latter field of Hilbert spaces,
and by construction T is a full smooth trivialization. We will give an explicit expression of Vx
in proposition Bl applying a direct computation, and we will also obtain another expression in
equation (@) using a more geometrical argument.

Recall that canonical reduction theory [5, 20] implies that if A is a self-adjoint operator A strongly
commuting with @2, then there is a field of self-adjoint operators {A()\)} such that TAp(\) =
A(NT@(N). The self-adjoint operators strongly commuting with Q? are sometimes called quantum
constants of motion of Q2. Abusing of the notation, we will also call constants of motion of Q? to
the operators satisfying the condition ensuring decomposability according to our reduction theorem
(see theorem [ZT3)).

In subsection B} we will consider operators of the form Op(u), where u € S’(R?") and Op is the
canonical Weyl quantization [28,[9]. Op is meant to map classical observables (i.e. smooth functions
on R?") into quantum observables (i.e. selfadjoint operators on L?(R™)) in a physically meaningful
way. A classical constant of motion of h(g,p) = ||¢||? is an smooth function u € C*°(R?") such that
{h,u} = 0, where {-, -} is the canonical Poisson bracket on R?". Notice that Op(h) = Q2. In certain
sense, we will prove that Weyl quantization maps classical constant of motion of h(q,p) = ||q||? into



quantum constant of motion of Q2 (see theorem [B.6). The latter result is interesting on its own
right and it does not depend on the smooth structure.

We will show that, if u is a classical constant of motion and Op(u) € A then, in certain sense,
the derivative Vx (Op(u)) is also of the form Op(i) and the function @ is obtained in the following
geometrical way. Let ¢ € C°°(R") given by ¢(q) = |lq||?>. Clearly, the map d¢ : T(R™\ {0}) —
T(0,00) is onto and at any point ¢ € R™ \ {0} its kernel is TqSﬁ(ﬂlé. Therefore, for each X €

Vect (0, 00) there is a unique vector field X on R™\ {0} such that X(q) € T(ILST@% and dp(X) = X.

Also, let X be the Hamiltonian lift of X, i.e. X is the Hamiltonian vector field on R2" corresponding
to the smooth function h¢ given by h;(q,p) = (X(q),p>. One of our main results is the following
derivation formula R R

Vi, (Op(u)) = Op(Xo(u)),
where X is the vector field on (0, 00) given by Xo(A) = A2 (see theoremBR). It is straightforward
to show that Xo(u) is also a classical constant of motion. The main reason why the previous
formula holds at least for X is that the flow of Xy is linear (79(q,p) = (e'q, e 'p)). In fact, the
proof of the previous formula essentially follows from the relation between Weyl quantization and
the metaplectic representation, and theorem (the metaplectic representation is also key in the
proof of theorem B.6). Since Va Xo = aVv x, and Xy is non-degenerate, we can explicitly compute
Vx (9p(u)) for any vector field X. Moreover, the right-hand side of the latter formula contains an
interesting geometrical object. Indeed, the map u — X (u) defines an abelian Poisson connection
on the Poisson algebra of classical constants of motion (see the discussion at the end of subsection
BI). In other words, our formula asserts that Weyl quantization exchanges a classical connection
with a quantum connection at least for X = Xj.
We will obtain analogous results if we replace T" by the spectral diagonalization T o F of the
Laplacian —A, where F is the Fourier transform (see corollary B.12)).
In subsection [3:2] we will use the results in subsection Bl to provide important and explicit exam-
ples of horizontal fields of operators (recall that A € ! is horizontal if Vx (A) = 0, for every X €
Vect(0,00)). Let [; ; be the classical angular momenta coordinates, i.e. I; ;(q,p) = ¢;p; — ¢;jp; with
1<i<j<n. Alsolet J:R> — R*z be the map given by J(q,p) = (l1,2(¢;p)s -+ s ln—1,n(q; D))
We will prove that a o .J is a classical constant constant motion of h(q, p) = ||¢||*> and of hx(q,p) =
(X(q),p) as well, for all X € Vect(0,00). It is not difficult to show directly the latter result, but we
prefer to show it interpreting J as a moment map and applying a more general result (see propo-
sition BI4)). In particular, corollary implies that Op(a o J) is a horizontal field of operators
under suitable conditions (see also corollary BIH)). It is well known that the quantum angular
momenta coordinates L; ; = Qiaiqj — Qja%i and the total angular momentum operator L? = 3 L?y j

are horizontal fields of operators, hence our result is a wide generalization of this fact.

In section Ml we will study locally uniformly bounded fields of operators and we will introduce a no-
tion of smoothness for fields of C*-algebras. We denote by 2 the space of all maps A : > — T (A)
which are continuous with respect to the Fréchet topology of ™ (A). In order to characterize A2, we
recall that TQ(A) is a Hilbert Cp(A)-module and we consider the corresponding space of adjointable
operators 2AY (see proposition .2). In proposition L6 we describe how V relates consecutive spaces
A7 and A7!. That result will lead us to introduce the spaces A7 (definition EET)) in such a way
that V defines a sort of bounded connection on it (see corollary EE9). If (T, V) is a full projective
trivialization, then 20} is isomorphic with CJ} (A, B(V)«—s) (proposition {I0).

Inspired by the results of sections 2l and [ in subsection 1] we define the notion of an smooth field



of C*-algebras (see definition LI3) but, first we shall recall some facts of continuous fields of C*-
algebras. Reinterpreting some known results found in the literature, we will show at proposition
that the space of compact operators K(I'g) on a Hilbert Cp(A)-module Ty, corresponding to
a continuous field of Hilbert spaces p : H — A, defines a continuous structure on the field of
C*-algebras A(\) = K(H(A)), and K(T'y) coincides with the corresponding spaces of continuous
sections. That result will allow us to show that there exists an smooth structure on the field of
compact operators associated to an smooth field of Hilbert spaces (corollary E.14]).

Finally in appendix [A]l we summarize some well-known facts concerning measurable and continuous
fields of Hilbert spaces, emphasizing that both notions have three equivalent ways to be introduced.

2 Smooth Fields of Operators

Throughout this article, we will omit in the notation the map p, and so we will denote by H — A
a field of Hilbert spaces.

Let us recall the definition of the space I'"(A) given in subsection 3.1 in [16], for n € N U {o0}.
The space I'Y(A) is the C'(A)-module of those sections of H that are locally uniform limits of a
sequence in I'*°. The space I''(A) is the C1'(A)-module of those ¢ € T'9(A) for which there is a
sequence ¢; € I'* such that ¢; — ¢ locally uniformly, and for every X € Vec(A), the sequence
V xp; converges locally uniformly. For such ¢, we can define Vx¢ = limVxp; (see lemma 3.1.2
in [16]). The space I'"™(A) is defined inductively: ¢ € T"(A) if p and Vx¢ belongs to I~ (A), for
all X € Vect(A). Finally, I'*°(A) = NI'"™(A). The spaces I'"(A) and T'°°(A) are Fréchet spaces with
the seminorms defined by

lllexr,-x = sup{l[Vx, - Vx, (V]| : A € C}, (2)

where C' C A is compact, X1, -, X, € Vect(A) and m < n (we can take X3, - X,,, € 2, where
Z C Vect(A) is finite and generates the tangent plane at each A € A).

The space I'°(A) is by construction the space of continuous sections of H — A regarded as a
continuous Hilbert bundle (recall that every smooth field of Hilbert spaces is continuous). We
denote by T'J(A) the space of continuous sections vanishing at infinity. As we mentioned in the
introduction, the map h : TQ(A) x T§(A) — Co(A) defines a Hilbert Cp(A)-module structure on
[9(A). The latter fact will become important in section [l

Let (T,V) be a full trivialization of H — A (definition [[2) with A connected. The space V can
be identified as the space of horizontal sections Vg, i.e. the space of sections ¢ € I''(A) such that
Vxp = 0, for every X € Vect(A). Indeed, if f € V is considered as a constant section, then
T*f € Vi. Conversely, if ¢ belongs to Vj, then T'¢ is constant, i.e.

T>\1 90(/\1) = TAD‘P()\O)v (3)
for every Mg, A1 € A.

Remark 2.1. In particular, since each T) is unitary, through every point in H there passes a
horizontal section. Conversely, the proof of theorem 2.3.2 in [I6] shows that if A is connected and
H — A is a smooth field of Hilbert spaces such that through every point in H there passes a
horizontal section, then H — A admits a full trivialization (indeed, we only need to take V = Vj
and T3¢ = ¢())). In fact, theorem 2.3.2 in [16] asserts that any flat and analytic field of Hilbert
spaces H over a connected and simply connected base A admits a trivialization. The proof consists



of showing that flatness and analiticity imply that through every point in H there passes a locally
defined horizontal section, and since A is simply connected, that property holds globally (see lemma
4.1.3 and lemma 4.2.1. in [16]).

Let us recall one of our motivation to consider the trivializable case. The map U, x, = T3, T}, :
H(A1) = H(A2) is unitary and plays the role of the parallel transport of the connection V. Notice
that Ux, xsUnyxe = Unyng. A = {A(N)} is a field of operators, we would like to compare A(\)
and Uy, A(Ao)Ux x,, for any Ao, A € A (both operators have domains in #(A)). The following
simple result characterize when those operators coincide.

Theorem 2.2. Let H — A be a smooth field of Hilbert spaces with connection V : Vect(A) x ' —
' and let T : H =V be a smooth trivialization. Also, let A = {A(N\)} be a field of operators such
that A(T*°(A)) C TY(A). The following statements are equivalent.

a) [Vx, Al =0, for every X € Vect(A).

b) AVp C Vp.

¢) The field of operators A = {A(N)} on V defined by A(\)f = TNAN)T} f is constant.
d) A(N) = U3 5, A(A)Ux xo, for any Ao, A € A.

Proof. a) = b): Let ¢ € V. Then, VxAp = AVxp =0, i.e. Ay is a horizontal section.
b) = ¢): For each f € V, we have that T* f € V;, thus AT*f € Vj. Therefore, equation (8] implies

ThNANTY f = Tx,A(Xo)Tx, f

for every Ao, A € A.
c)=d):

U,’\*),\OA()\Q)U,\,,\0 = TfT,\OA()\O)T,{‘OT,\ =Ty AN) T = TYAN)Ty = A(N).
d) = c): Since A(X) = T3Tx,A(Xo)Tx, T, we have that
AN) = TV AT = Thy AT, = A(No).

¢) = a): By definition, T(Ap) = AT, for every ¢ € T>(A). Since we are assuming that A is a
constant field of operators, we have that

T(AVxp) = ATV xp = AXTp = XATp = XT(Ap) = T(VxAp),
for every ¢ € I*°(A). O

The condition A(I'>°(A)) C T'}(A) in the previous theorem guarantee that Ay is well-defined and
belongs to T'1(A), for every ¢ € Vo, and it also implies that the domain of each A()) is the whole
Hilbert space H()). If we only assume that A(I'>°) C T''(A), then we would find a problem with the
domains involved. We shall address and solve that problem later (see definition 2.7 and remark[2.9]).
Another possibility is to impose a topological condition (without assuming that H — A admits a
smooth trivialization).



Proposition 2.3. Let A = {A(\)} be a field of operators such that A(T°°) C TY(A) and [Vx, Al =0
in T°°, for every X € Vect(A). Assume that A : T — T'Y(A) is continuous with respect to the
locally uniform limit topology (i.e. the topology of T°(A)). Then, for each n € NU {oo},

a) A extends to each T™(A) and A(T™(A)) CT™(A),
b) [Vx,Al =0 inT"(A) and
c¢) A:T"(A) — T™(A) is continuous.

Proof. The continuity of A with respect to the locally uniform topology implies that A extends to
a continuous operator on I'’(A). In particular, Ay is well-defined for every ¢ € I (A). Let us show
the case n = 1. The general case n > 1 follows by induction and the same argument used for n = 1.
Let ¢ € T'!'(A). Hence, there is ¢; € '™ such that ¢; — ¢ and Vx¢; — Vx¢. The continuity
of A implies that Ap; — Ag in I'°(A). Moreover, VxAp; = AVxyp; = AVxy in T?(A). Thus,
Ap € TH(A) and Vx Ap = AV x . The latter identity implies ¢) and the continuity of A : T''(A) —
T'H(A). O

We will show that the commutator Vx(A) = [Vx, A] defines a connection on a suitable space of
fields of operators. The main purpose of this article is to study V. Theorem 2 heuristically asserts
that “the derivative of a field of operators vanishes iff the field of operators is constant”. Let us
introduce the basic sets of fields of operators that we will consider in this article.

Definition 2.4. Let H — A a smooth field of Hilbert spaces with connection V : Vect(A) x ' —
I'*°. We denote by A™ the space formed by the fields of operators A = {A(\)} such that

i) the domain of A(X) and A*(X\) contains H(X) = {@(N) | ¢ € T}
ii) A(T>) CT" and A*(T>°) C T™.
We say that A = {A(N)} is smooth if A € A", for every n € N. We denote by A the space

Jormed by the smooth fields of operators. We say that A € Al is a horizontal field of operators if
Vx(A) =0, for every X € Vect(A).

In particular, if A € A" then each A(A) is closable. Moreover, it is clear that Vx(A)(T>) c 1
but it is not so obvious that Vx(A) is given by a field of operators. The following result will be
useful to show that claim.

Lemma 2.5. Let H — A a smooth field of Hilbert spaces with connection V. The following
identification of quotient spaces holds

a) T/K>®(X\) 2 H>®(N), where K®(\) := {p € T | o(\) = 0}.

b) F”Eﬁ%{[(”(/\) = H™(N), where K™"(A\) = {o € T™(A) | o(A) = 0} and H™(N) = {o(\) | ¢ €
rm .

c) TO(A)/Ko(N) =2 H(N), where Ko(A) := {¢p € T§(A) | p(A) = 0} and TY(A)/Ko(N) is endowed

with the canonical quotient norm.

Let A :T°° — T"(A) be a linear operator. There is a field of operators {A(N)} such that the domain
of A(N) contains H®(N) and Ap(X) = A(N)p(N), for every A € A and ¢ € T, if and only if
A(K® (X)) € K™(\), for every A € A.



Proof. For each \ € A, define px(¢) = ¢(A), for every section ¢ of H — A. The restriction of py
defines an epimorphism from I'*® onto H*>°(A) and its kernel is K°°()), and this implies a). The
same argument shows b). Let ¢ € I§(A) and A € A. Clearly,

)l < inf {sup (o = )l | € Ko(N) .

In order to show that we actually have an equality, it is enough to prove that, for each € > 0, there
is ¢ € Ko(A) such that sup,ep [[(¢ =) ()| < [[p(N)] + €. Let C be the compact set given by

C={peAlllell = eI + €}

If f € Co(A) issuch that 0 < f <1, f(A) =0 and f|c = 1, then ¢ = fo satisfies the required
inequality. In particular, the subspace Ho(\) = {@(\) | ¢ € T(A)} is closed in H()). Since
H> (M) C Ho(N), condition iii) in definition [l implies c¢). The last claim of our lemma is a direct
consequence of a) and b). O

Theorem 2.6. Let H — A a smooth field of Hilbert spaces with connection V. For each n > 1, the
map V : Vect(A) x A" — A"~ given by

@X (A) = [VX7 A]
is well-defined and satisfies the following properties for all X,Y € Vect(A), a € C*°(A).
i) Vxipy(A) = Vx(4) +Vy(4),  Vax(4) =aVx(4)
i) Vx(ad) = X(a)A+ aVx(A),
iii) h(Vx(A)p, ) = hip, Vg (A)9), for every o, € T>.
) Vx(A*)(\) C [Vx(A)N)]*, for each A € A.

Proof. We will show first properties i),4) and 4ii) and later that Vx(A) is given by a field of
operators satisfying condition a) in definition 24l The first equality in i) is clear. Since A is given
by a field of operators, we have that aA = Aa and

Vax(4) = [Vax, A] = [aVx, A] = aVx (A).
A direct computation implies ii). For iii), a repeated application of i) in definition 1.1. gives
Xh(Ap, ¢) = h(Vx Ap,¥) + h(Ap, Vxv)
= Xh(p, A) = W(Vxp, A") + h(p, Vx A™)),
for any two sections ¢, ¥ € I'>°. Therefore,
hAVx @, 9) + h(e, Vx A™)) = h(Vx Ap, ¢) + h(p, A"Vx)

W(Vx (A)p, 1) = h(p, Vx(A")).

The last identity implies that Vx (A)(K>(\)) € K™()), and therefore lemma shows that Vx
is well-defined.
Clearly, identity 1) also implies iv). O



In order to obtain further properties of fields of operators belonging to 2™, we should impose
additional conditions. For instance, in section dl we will consider locally uniformly bounded fields
of operators belonging to ™. In subsection 2.1l we analyze field of operators belonging to 2™ as a
single operator acting on a direct integral.

Let us assume that our smooth field of Hilbert spaces admits a projective trivialization T': H — V.
In such case A(\) = Ty A(A\)T is a field of operators on V. We would like to fix a common domain
for those operators. A first candidate might be the space formed by all the vectors f € V such that
T*f € IT'°°. However, that space may be trivial (for instance see the example in section B]). Instead,
we will consider the space where such condition holds locally.

Definition 2.7. Let T : H — V be a projective trivialization of the smooth field of Hilbert spaces
H — A. Also, let f € V. We say that f € V° if for every N\g € A, there are U C A open and
© € I such that \o € U and T f = @(X), for every A € U.

For instance, in the example of section Bl we have that V = L?(S"~1) and V°° = C>°(S"~1).

By definition, if A € A™ and f € V°°, then A(T*f) is well-defined and belongs I'"(A); therefore
Af € C™(A, V). The same happens with A*. In other words, if A € 2™ then A € C"(A, L(V>®,V),_,),
where L(V>°,V),_s is the space of linear operators from V> to V with the x-strong topology.

Theorem 2.8. Let T': H — V be a projective trivialization of the smooth field of Hilbert spaces
H — A with connection V. The map T : A™ — C™(A, L(V>°,V)._s), given by

TAN) = A\ = VAT,
defines a trivialization of A™ with respect to the connection V, i.e. the following identity holds
T(VxA) = XTA.
Proof. Let A€ A", X € Vect(A) and f € V. Since Af € C™(A,V) and X f = 0, we have that
T(Vx AN f = (TVxAT*)N)f — (TAVXT*)(\)f

= (XTAT* 4+ a(X)TAT*)N)f — (TAT*Y(TVxT*)(\) f

= XTAWNS +a(X)TANS = TAMX ] +a(X)(V)])

= XTANf +a(X)TANf —TAu(X)N) f

= XTAWNf.

O

Remark 2.9. Theorem still holds when A € ', Vj is replaced by T*V> and the domains of
the operators A(A) and A(\) are TV and V> respectively.

Remark 2.10. Notice that if T is trivialization and V*° is dense in V then T is full. Indeed, in
such case every constant section f € V belongs to the closure of T'(I'*°), and the latter implies that
T(T'*°) is dense in C*°(A, V).

Let us return to our initial motivation: comparing A(A) and U5 y A(Ao)Ux o, where Uy 5, = T Th.

Assume that A € 2. Thus, the map A — (A(\)f, g)v belongs to C1(A), for every f,g € V. Let
X € Vect(A) and r; its one parameter flow (integral curve). Therefore, if A = r,(A\g)

([AN) = U3 3y A0 U AJTA S, Trg)a = ([AN) — A(No)If, g)v = /0 (X A(rsho) f, g)v ds.

The following result is a direct consequence of the previous identity.
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Proposition 2.11. Let T : H — V be a trivialization of the smooth field of Hilbert spaces H — A
with connection V. Also, let X € Vect(A) and 1y its one parameter flow. Fixz \g € A and A\ =
ri(Xo), for some t > 0. If A€ A" and v,w € T (V*°), then

[([A(A1) = U3, 2o AM0)Uxi polv, win, | < 8 SU[P ]|<@XA()\)(UA1,AU),UAl,Aw>A|,
Aev[0,t

where v[0,t] = {rs(Xo) : s € [0,t]} is the integral curve between \g and A;.

Our construction may help us to find general trivializations satisfying equation (). Indeed, let us
consider the following more general framework. Assume that H; — A and Hy — A are two smooth
fields of operators with connections V! and V? respectively. We say that a field of operators
A = {A(N)} belongs to A" (Hy, H) if:

a) the domain of A(\) contains H{°(X) and the domain of A*(\) contains H3°(\).
b) A(I°) C T3 and A*(T5°) C I'7.

Clearly, we can adapt the proof of theorem 28 and define V : Vect(A)x 2™ (Hy, Hy) — A"~ (Hy, Hy)
by
Vx(A) = VXA - AV,
Let U = {U(\)} be a smooth field of unitary operators (i.e. U(I'°(A)) CT5°(A)) and Ty : Hy — V
be a smooth trivialization of Hy — A. Therefore, the map 77 = Tb o U : Hy — V satisfies the
identity
T\Vxe = XTip+ a(X)The,

where a(X) = —T U*Vx (U)T}.

Notice that the previous expression generalize the projective case. As we mentioned before, if
H — A admits a projective trivialization, then we can tensorize H with a suitable line bundle L
to obtain smooth field of Hilbert spaces H ® L — A admitting a smooth trivialization. The fibers
H'(N\) of H® L — A as sets coincide with the fibers H(\) of H — V, but the corresponding inner
product is obtained by multiplying (-,-)x by a(\), where a is certain non-negative smooth function
on A. In particular, Uy = /a(\)I, is a smooth field of unitary operators, and we recover the
smooth trivialization of H ® L — A taking 7" =T o U.

2.1 Direct integrals and decomposable operators

Historically, fields of Hilbert spaces and operators emerged during the development of the reduc-
tion theory of von Neumann algebras [I9, [5]. One key element on that theory was the notion of
direct integral of measurable fields of Hilbert spaces. The canonical reduction theorem character-
ize bounded operators on the direct integral defined by bounded measurable fields of operators.
Such result was extended for (unbounded) closed operators in [20]. A similar reduction theory was
developed in [23] in the continuous framework (but certain unnecessary topological condition was
assumed). An interesting approach for the unbounded case was recently described in [I]. We will
show an analogous reduction theorem within our smooth framework, and we will use it to construct
examples of smooth fields of operators in section

In order to construct direct integrals, we need to endow H — A with a measurable structure, or
equivalently, to consider a measurable Hilbert bundle structure on H — A (see definition 2.4.8
in [27] and appendix [A]). For the purposes of this article, we shall assume the following stronger
assumption.
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Definition 2.12. Let H — A be a smooth field of Hilbert spaces. A weakly smooth trivialization
is a couple (V,T'), where V' is a Hilbert space and T : H — V' is a map such that T'|y ) is unitary
for any A € A and T(I'*°) C C>=(A, V).

Let 1 be a Borel measure on A (for instance, we can fix a density on A or a volume form dn). Recall
that the direct integral H = [ XB H(N)dn(A) is the Hilbert space of all measurable sections ¢ such
that [, [lo(N)|[3dn(A) < oo (See appendix [Al for details).

Clearly, L> (A, n) can be represented faithfully in H (acting as constant operators on each fiber) and
every measurable essentially uniformly bounded field of operators A = {A(X)} defines a bounded
operator in H given by Ap(A) := A(N)¢(X). Moreover, such operator belongs to the commutant of
L°°(A,n). Conversely, every bounded operator on H belonging to the commutant of L>(A,n) can
be decomposed as a measurable essentially uniformly bounded field of operators (for instance, see
[5] or [4]). The extensions of the later result given in [20, 23] do not guarantee that the domain
of each A(\) contains H>°(\). We will overcome that issue in our framework. Let us consider the
spaces

rr =1 nn = {per| [ llean0) <o}

) = W) N = {o e T°W) | [ JleMIRan0) < oc}

Through the rest of this article we will assume that I'S° is dense in H (for instance, this holds
true if T is full). Using a suitable bump function, it is straightforward to show that {@()) |
© € T} = H>®(\) and {p()\) | ¢ € TY(A)} = H()\). Therefore I's°/K$°(\) = H*>()\) and
T5(A)/K3(A) = H(A), where K5°(\) = {p € T'$° [ p(A) = 0} and KJ(X) = {p € T5(A) | ¢(A) = 0}.

Theorem 2.13. Let H — A be a smooth field of Hilbert spaces and A : TS® — T'Y(A) be a linear
operator. Assume that the domain of A* contains I's® and A*(T'S®) C T'Y(A). There is a field of
operators { A(N)} such that the domain of A(X) contains H™(X) and Ap(A) = A(N)p(N), for every
p€eT and A € A, if and only if fA= Af on TP, for every f € C°(A). In such case, A belongs
to A% and moreover, A is locally uniformly bounded if and only if fA is bounded in H, for each
felx().

Proof. Obviously if Ap(\) = A(N)p(A), then clearly the required commutation holds. Let us prove
the converse. Notice that

/ Fh(Ap,0)dn = (f Ap, ) = (fio, A*) / Fhlo, A%)

Therefore h(Ap, ) = h(p, A*1) almost everywhere. Since both functions are continuous, the latter
identity holds everywhere. Hence, AK$°(\) C K5(\) and we can repeat the argument of lemma
to show that there is a field of operators { A(A\)} such that the domain of A(\) contains H™())
and Ap(A) = A(N)p(N), for every ¢ € T'S° and A € A. In particular, A is well-defined on I'*°.
Moreover, if ¢ € I'*°, then ¢ locally coincides with sections belonging I'S°, and therefore Ay locally
coincides with sections belonging I'S(A). The latter implies that A(T'>°) C T°(A). The last claim is
straightforward.

O

Remark 2.14. The previous result depends only on the continuous structure of the field of Hilbert
spaces. In other words, the same proof shows an analogous result if H — A is a continuous field
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of Hilbert spaces and I'S® is replaced by any dense domain in A invariant by multiplications of
functions belonging to C.(A).

Reduction theory implies the existence of a diagonalization for every self-adjoint operators. More
precisely, if Hy is a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space H, then there is a measurable field

of Hilbert spaces {H(\)} over the spectrum o(Hy) of Hy and a unitary operator T : H —
ff?Ho) H(N)dn(A) such that T'f(Hp)p(A) = f(A)T@(A) for every measurable function f on o(Hy),
where f(Hg) denotes the operator defined by the functional calculus and 7 is the so called scalar
spectral measure of Hy. Moreover, the self-adjoint operators A strongly commuting with Hy (quan-
tum constants of motion) admit a decomposition through 7. The examples of smooth fields of
Hilbert spaces, direct integral and smooth fields of operators that we will consider in section

comes from the diagonalization of certain self-adjoint operator.

Corollary 2.15. Assume A C R is open and let Hy = fia Mdn(N). If A :T5° — T is essentially
self-adjoint and its closure A strongly commutes with Hy, then A € 3.

Let A = {A()\)} be a field of operators such that the domain of each A(\) contains H>(\), A(T'®) C
I''(A) NH and the same properties hold for A*. Since every section in I'*(A) locally coincides with
sections belonging T (A) N, it follows that A belongs to A'. Therefore Vx (A)(I'>°) C T°(A), for
each X € Vect(A). In order to show that the restriction of Vx (A) to I's® defines an operator on H
(ie. Vx(A)(T5) CTOA)NH), we need to make stronger assumptions.

Definition 2.16. Assume that TS° is invariant by V. We denote by T'5(A) the space formed by
all the sections ¢ € I'"(A) such that Vx, ---Vx, ¢ € H, for every 0 < k < n and Xy,---, Xy, €
Vect(A). We denote by A3 the space formed by all the fields of operators A = {A(N\)} such that

a) the domain of A(X) and A*(N) contains H>®(N) = {e(A) | ¢ € T}
b) A('3?) CT3(A) and A*(T'57) CT5(A).
Remark 2.17. By definition we have the following properties.
i) T5(A) CT™(A), TH(A) CTH 1 (A) and V(T3 (A)) € Ty (A), for all X € Vect(A).

i) A7 €AY AR C A and Vx(AF) € AZL, for all X € Vect(A). Compare the latter
inclusions with corollary [£.9

Let us return to the trivializable case and assume dn is a volume form. Let X be a complete vector
field on A and 7y its flow (i.e. 7+()) is the integral curve of X passing through A at t = 0). Also, let
J¢ be the Jacobian of 7, with respect to dn. Therefore, the map W : L?(A, V) — L?(A, V) given

by
Wif(A) = VTl £ (red), (4)

for f € L?(A,V), is a unitary strongly continuous one parameter group. It is easy to show that the
infinitesimal generator of W; is

1
Hx = =i(X + 3divX)

acting on L?(A, V). The following result is a consequence of the latter fact.
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Proposition 2.18. Let dn be a volume form on A and H — A be a trivializable smooth field
of Hilbert spaces. If X is a complete vector field on A, then the operator —i(Vx + 2div(X)) is
self-adjoint on fA’H()\)dn()\), where the divergence is computed with respect to dn.

Let r; : C*(A, V) — C™(A, V) given by [rf f](A\) = f(r\), for each n € NU {cc}. Define R, =
T*r;T. If A€ A, then (R AR_;p(N), (A )) = (A(r:\)Tp(N), T(N))y. Therefore,

C(RAR_ (). 5)slecs = (BT x (AR (N) B

The following result asserts that under suitable conditions the previous pointwise smoothness implies
weakly smoothness in the direct integral. The latter turn to be the main tool to explicitly compute
Vx(A) in the example of section

Theorem 2.19. Let A € A, X € Vect(A) and r; the one parameter flow of X. Define Ry :
I>°(A) — I'°(A) by Ry = T*rfT, where [rffl(A\) = f(ri(N)). Assume that R,(T'*°) C I'*° and
let @, € T with compact support such that p(\) € TY(V>°), for every A € A. Then the map
t = (RtAR_1p,v) is differentiable and

d .
7 BrABR-10, V) t=s = (B Vx (AR5, 9)

Proof. Tt is enough to show that the map s — (R,Vx (A)R_sp, ) is continuous and

(ReAR—, — A)p, ) — / (R x (A)R_p, )ds

Since A € 2!, the latter identity holds pointwise, i.e.

t
(RAR— = A)p). 60 = [ (R ()R-p(0), w(0)ds.
0
For a fix A, since r; is a diffeomorphism and p(X) € T3 (V>°), the map

s = (RsVx (A)Roso(N), ¥(N) = (Vx (4)(rs(A)e(N), (V)

is continuous. For a fix s, since Vx(A) € 2A°, the section R,V x(A)R_sp belongs to T°(A), thus
the latter map is also continuous with respect to A (so it is continuous and compact supported on
[0,#] x A). In particular, the map s — (RsVx(A)R_sp,¢) = [\ (RsVx(A)R_sp(\), ¥(\)rdn(\)
is also continuous. Moreover, Fubini’s theorem implies that

(ReAR_— A)p, i) = / (ReAR_—A)p(N), b(N))adn(A / / (R (A)R_ap(N), (A dsdn(N)
/ / A)R_ (), b(N)dy(N)ds = / (R x (A)R_p, ) ds
[
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3 An important example and Canonical Quantization

Let us consider the following simple but yet fundamental example: Let Q2 be the multiplication
operator on L?(R™) corresponding to the function ¢(q) = ||q||>. As we previously mentioned, every

self-adjoint operator admits a diagonalization. The map T : L?(R") — f(% 00) L2(S"~1)dA given by

TF(N z) = 2720 f(Vhz) (5)

is a diagonalization of Q2 (for instance, see lemma 3.6 in [25] for the more general case ¢(q) = a(]|q|),
and for an arbitrary submersion ¢ : R® — R¥ see theorem 5.2 in [3]).

Moreover, T can be regarded as an smooth trivialization considering H()\) = L? (S’\’/_Xl, i), where
px = 272/ Any and 7 is the canonical measure on S’\F)\l. In particular, the restriction of T' to

H(\) defines a unitary operator onto L?(S"~!). The latter fact allows to identify f € C°°(R")
with a section of the field of Hilbert spaces {(0,00) > A — L? (S’\’/_Xl, pa)} through the restriction

f(A) = flgn-1. Under that identification, the action of any a € C°°(A) on a section ¢ is given by
VX

ap(q) = a(¢(q))#(q)- .
We will use T to pullback the trivial smooth structure on the trivial field of Hilbert spaces H =

(0,00) x L2(S™™1) into the field of Hilbert spaces {(0,00) 2 A\ — LQ(S’\EI, pa)}, ie. we will consider
Vx = T71XT. Taking derivatives in equation () we obtain the following result.
Proposition 3.1. The map Vx : C°(R"™) — C°(R™) given by

~ n—2

Vx(p)=X(p) +

¢ X ()

defines an smooth structure on the field of Hilbert spaces {(0,00) > X — LQ(S:}_;,;L)\)}, where
X = DU(X) and ¥ : (0,00) x S*"1 — R"™\ {0} is the diffeomorphism given by W(\,z) = V/Az.
Moreover, the map T defined by equation ([B) is a trivialization of the latter smooth field.

Remark 3.2. In the previous proposition one could define the connection over the sections space

C*(R™), but we prefer to take I'™* = C2°(R"™), because the fields of operators that we will consider
later are defined on CS°(R™). Moreover, we also have that I's® = C2°(R"™) and C*°(R™) C I'*°(0, 00).

Remark 3.3. Notice that d(b(f( ) = X, and X is the only vector field normal to each sphere
satisfying that identity. Moreover, if 7; is the flow of X, then ¢(7:q) = 1:¢(q).

Let us consider the operator Ry = T™r;T. A direct computation shows that

Rip(q) = alt, 9)p(7rq),

where 5 5
n— 2-n n—2 n— 2-n ~ n—2
at,q) = ——=0(q) ™ (r106(q) ™ = ——=d(q) T (9 07(q))
Notice that, if W, is the one-parameter unitary group defined by equation (@), then T*W;Tp(q) =
V(|| o @)a(t, q)p o 7+(q). However, there is a unique one-parameter unitary group of that form

and it is given by tho =4/ |jt|<p o 7, where jt is the Jacobian of 7;. Therefore,

a =/ |jtJ_t o ¢|

15



Moreover, since %Rtﬂt:o = Vx¢, we obtain the following (geometrical) expression for our con-
nection:

Vix(g) = K(p) + 3 div(X) - div(X) 0 6)e. (6)

The last expression defines a connection in a much general framework, but we will address that
problem in a forthcoming article (for instance, the latter expression defines a connection if ¢ :
M — N is a submersion and X is the unique vector field normal to each My = ¢~!(\) such that
D¢(X) = X, where M and N are Riemannian manifolds).

Note that the operator —i(Vx + 3div(X) o ¢) considered in proposition ZI8] coincides with H ¢ =
—i(X + %div(f()) and it is the infinitesimal generator of ;.

In the next subsection we will compute Vx (A) for suitable A € 2! and to do that we will need the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let X be the vector field given by Xo(\) = 2A% . Then Xo(q) = qua%j,

n—2
Rip(q) = e "p(e'q) (7)
and R
Wip(q) = e p(e'q).
In particular, ¢ € C°°(R™) is an horizontal section if and only if

(n—2)

o(Ag) = A" 2 ¢(q), YgeR",q#0,YA>0.

Proof. Since d¢(gp) = 1 and dg o DW = I, it follows that D¥(Xo) = Xo := >4y Clearly

rYa()) = a(e?*)), for every a € C°°(0,00). The rest of the proof is a straightforward computation.

O

3.1 Smooth Fields of Operators Coming from Canonical Quantization

In this subsection we will construct fields of operators over the field of Hilbert spaces {(0,00) 3 A —
L%S’\gl, wx)} and look for conditions to guarantee that such fields are smooth, or even horizontal.

Recall that the self-adjoint operators on L?(R"™) admitting a decomposition through T are the
operators that strongly commutes with Q2 (i.e. the quantum constant of motion of Q?). Such
decomposition also holds for bounded (not necessarily self-adjoint) operators strongly commuting
with Q2. Moreover, theorem [Z.13] also provides conditions to guarantee such decomposition within
our smooth framework.

The operators that we shall consider arise from canonical quantization, i.e. they are of the form
Op(u), where u is a “reasonable function” on R?" and Op is the canonical Weyl calculus [28, [].
Formally, we will prove that Weyl Calculus maps classical constant of motion of ¢(q) = ||¢||? (where
¢ is seen as a function on R?" independent of the momentum variable) into quantum constant of
motion of @2, so in that way we will obtain an important set of fields of operators where we might
apply our connection V.

A classical constant of motion of a classical Hamiltonian h € C°°(R?") is an smooth function u €
C°>°(R2") such that {h,u} = 0, where {, -} is the canonical Poisson bracket on R?". It is well-known
that u is a classical constant of motion if and only if u o a; = u, where oy is the Hamiltonian flow of
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h. Tt is straightforward to check that, if h(q,p) = ¢(q), then ar(q,p) = (¢,p+tVé(q)) = (q, p+2tq).
Note that in this case «a; is linear.

Weyl calculus is meant to map real smooth functions on R?" into self-adjoint operators on L?(R™),
but this is not always the case. Indeed, Weyl calculus is a continuous isomorphism Op : S’ (R?") —
B(S(R™), S"(R™)), where S(R™) is the Schwartz space endowed with its canonical locally convex
topology, S’(R™) is the topological dual of S(R™), i.e the space of tempered distributions and
B(S(R™), S"(R™)) is endowed with the strong operator topology.

One of the main properties of Weyl calculus is the following identity: if ¢, ¢ € S(R™), then

(Op(u)p, ) = (@, Op(u)y),

where the complex conjugation of distributions is defined by @(p) = u(%) (Proposition 2.6 in [9]).
The following property of Op is our main tool in this section. Let Sp(2n) be the symplectic group,
i.e. the group of linear symplectomorphism on R?"; there is a map m : Sp(2n) — U(L*(R")) (called
the metaplectic representation) such that for any S € Sp(2n) and every u € S’(R?"), we have that

Op(uo S*) = m(S)Op(u)ym(S)~ . (8)

For a detailed presentation of the metaplectic representation see chapter 4 in [9]. In particular, see
theorem 2.15 for the previous identity.

Note that equation (§) makes sense because the pull back by S* maps S(R?") into itself and it can
be extended to an isomorphism from S’(R?") into itself.

Definition 3.5. Let h € C*(R?*") and assume that its Hamiltonian flow oy is linear and defined
for any t € R. We say that u € S'(R*™) is a tempered constant of motion if aju = u, for all t € R.

Theorem 3.6. Let u be a tempered constant of motion of h(q,p) = ||q||*.
a) [Op(u), @] =0 on S(R™), for all t € R.
b) If Op(u) sends S(R™) into itself, then [Op(u), Q*] =0 on S(R").
c¢) If Op(u) is bounded or essentially self-adjoint on S(R™), then it strongly commutes with Q.
4) Op(u) € A3 if and only if Op(u)(C* (R")) C TR(0, 00) and Op(@)(C22(R™)) C TY(0, 00).
Proof. Equation 4.25 in [9] implies that m(a}) = €2@Q”  Therefore, equation [®) implies that
Op(u) = eitQ2Dp(u)e_itQ2.

and this shows a). When Op(u) sends S(R™) into itself, taking strong derivatives in the previous
equality we obtain b). Clearly, a) implies the bounded case in ¢). If Op(u) is essentially self-adjoint
on S(R™), let ® be the domain of Op(u) (the closure of Op(u)). We will prove that ¢Q°D C D
and ¢ Op(u) = Op(u)e@” on D. Let f € D. Then, there is a sequence f, € S(R™) such that
fo — f and Op(u)fn — Op(u)f. Thus, e'@ f, — €@ f and

Op(u)e’ f, = e Op(u) f, — "2 Dp(u) f.
Since Op(u) is closed and g, := ¢/Q” f, is convergent in the graph topology, we have that e*Q” f € D

and

Op(w)e? f = " Dp(u) f.
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This implies that Op(u) and Q? strongly commute.

Let us show d). According to theorem 213, we only need to prove that a(Q?)Op(u) = Op(u)a(Q?)
on C'°(R™), for every a € C'°(0,00). Let @ be the Fourier transform of a. For each ¢, € C°(R™),
the Fubini’s theorem implies that

|t opure vy = / N ( | a(t)emdt) ([Op()e)(N), BN rdA = (a(Q2)Op(w)p, v,

— 00 — 00

Using a) and repeating the same argument, we obtain that

/Oo a(t) ("% Op(u)p, )t = (a(Q?)p, Op(@v) = (Op(u)a(Q)p, v).

— 00

O

Remark 3.7. It is well-known that if u belongs to a global Hérmander class S;’?J(RQ"), then
Op(u)(S(R™)) € S(R™) (for instance, see theorem 2.21 in [9]). Therefore, if u is a constant of
motion of h(g,p) = |q||* belonging to a Hérmander class Sy s(R?™), then Op(u) € A N A,
Similarly, if u belongs to a local Hérmander class (see deﬁnltlon 1.1 in [26]), it is not difficult
to prove that Op(u)(CZ(R™)) C S(R™), for instance repeating the proof of theorem 2.21 in [9].
Therefore, if u is a tempered constant of motion of h(g,p) = |lq||* belonging to a local Hormander
class, then Op(u) € AJ N A,

The main result of this section is a formula to compute VxOp(u) (see theorem B8 below), but in
order to understand it, we need to recall some well-known construction in symplectic geometry. For
X € Vect(R™), we define hg € C*(R?") by

hg(a,p) = (X(9),p), 9)

where (,-) is the duality between the tangent and the cotangent plane at q. Equivalently, if
X =37 a;(q) 55, then hg(q,p) = X7 a;(a)p;-
We will denote by X the Hamiltonian vector field corresponding to h ¢ 5 le. X(u) = {hs %> u}. Recall

that the flow of X is denoted by 7, (see remark 33). It is easy to show the flow 7, of X is the
canonical lift of 7, i.e. 7:(q,p) = (7+(q),7,(p)).

It is also well-known that Op(hg) = Hg = —i(X + %div(f()). In particular, if X = DW(X), then
Op(hyg) = —i(Vx + 2div(X)).

When Xo()\) = 2X\4%, we have that ho(q,p) := hg, (q.p) = Y. q;p; and #(q,p) = (e'q,e”'p). In
particular, 79 is linear. Moreover, equation 4.24 in [9] implies that

m(f?) = Wto-
The latter identity allow us to compute WtODp(u)Wgt using the metaplectic representation, and

it is the main reason why we are considering the vector field X,. Furthermore, since e!RY = Wto
(lemma B4, we obtain the identity

ROp(u)R?, = Op((7))* u).

Using a Taylor expansion, it is straightforward to show that the limit lim; o (w07 —u) = {ho,u}
holds in S’(R*"). Since Op : S'(R*") — B(S(R"), S’(R")) is continuous, theorem 29 implies the
following remarkable result.
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Theorem 3.8. Ifu is a tempered constant of motion of h(q,p) = ||q||*, X = aXo and Op(u) € A,
then

VxOp(u) = a(Q*)Op(Xo(u)). (10)
In particular, if Op(u) and Op(Xo(u)) belong to A9, then Op(u) € AL.

Remark 3.9. Since {h, ho} = 2h, the Jacobi identity implies that {ho,u} = Xo(u) is a tempered
constant of motion of h.

Corollary 3.10. If u is a tempered constant of motion of h, then Op(u) is horizontal if and only
if u is also a tempered constant of motion of ho and Op(u) € AY.

Proof. Tf Op(u) is horizontal, theorem B8 implies that Op(Xo(u)) = 0. Since Op is faithful, u is a
constant of motion of hg. The converse is a direct consequence of lemma 5.1.1. in [I6]. O

Corollary 3.11. If u is a tempered constant of motion of h(q,p) = |q||* belonging to a local
Hormander class S}’ (R?™), then Op(u) belongs to A°.

Proof. We already note that Op(u) belongs to 23 N A, Since {hg,u} € S;’:‘(;(]R%) with m’ =
m + max(1 — p,d), theorems and implies our result. O

The following result is analogue to theorem B.8 but taking h(g,p) = ||p||>. The corresponding
operator is the Laplacian H = —A, which is fundamental for physical applications, and its diag-
onalization T is obtained after composing T defined by equation (B) with the Fourier transform
F. In order to make T a trivialization, we define the connection by Vx = T*XT. Also notice
that the metaplectic representation m maps the symplectic matrix J into the Fourier transform F.
Moreover, hoJ = h and hg o J = —hg, where iL(q,p) = ||¢||*. Since J is a symplectomorphism, u is
a constant of motion of A if and only if w o J is a constant of motion of h.

Corollary 3.12. Ifu is a tempered constant of motion of h(q,p) = ||p||?, X = aXqy and Op(u) € AL,
then
VxOp(u) = a(=A)Op(Xo(u))-

In particular, if Op(u) and Op(Xo(u)) belong to A3, then Op(u) € AL.

Remark 3.13. Through the rest of this article we will only consider fields of operators coming from
Weyl quantization. However, there are other ways to construct operators admiting a decomposition
through T. For example, if S is the scattering operator corresponding to a suitable Schrodinger
operator, then S is unitary and it strongly commutes with —A, therefore it can be decomposed
through 7' (for instance, see [32]). For the moment, we do not know if our notion of smooth fields
of operators and our results can be applied in scattering theory, and we look forward to study this
problem in the future.

Let us return to the case H = Q%. When X = X, formula ([[0) becomes
Vi, Op(u) = Op(Xo(u)). (11)

We do not know if the latter equation holds true when we replace Xy by and arbitrary vector field
X. Such identity is equivalent to

a(Q*)Op(Xo(u)) = Op((a o §)Xo(u)),
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where ¢(q) = |q||*. It is well-known that Op is not a multiplicative homomorphism. However,
because of the particular type of symbols that we are considering, the latter identity might still hold
true. Notice that for an arbitrary vector field X, the Hamiltonian flow 74 is not necessarily linear,
so we cannot use the metaplectic representation. Nevertheless, in order to estimate the difference
between the right and left hand of equation (1)) for an arbitrary X, we might use semi-classical
theory, introducing Planck’s constant dependence and applying Egorov’s theorem (for instance, see
theorem 11.1 in [31]). We expect to address the latter problem in the future.

The following observation relates our results and the problem discussed in the previous paragraph
with deformation quantization. Let A be the Poisson algebra of constants of motion of h(p,q) =
lg||>. Then, the map V : Vect((0,00)) x A — A, given by Vx(u) = X(u) satisfies the following
properties:

a) Vx({u,v}) = {Vxu,v} + {u, Vxov}.
b) VxVy — VyVx = Vixy].

In other words, V defines a sort of abelian Poisson connection.

We can generalize the previous construction as follows. Let M be a Riemannian manifold and
¢ € C=(M) regular. For each X € Vect(¢(M)), let X be the unique vector field normal to
each My := ¢~ () such that D¢(X) = X, and let X be the Hamiltonian vector field of hg
on T*M. If A is the Poisson algebra of constants of motion of h(q,p) = &(¢), then the map
V : Vect((¢p(M)) x A+ A, given by Vx (u) = X (u) is well-defined and satisfies a) and b) above as
well.

Let oy be the Hamiltonian flow of h(q,p) = ¢(q). For each A\ € ¢(M), let £y = h~1(\) be the
constant energy submanifold (do not confuse it with M, above) and denote by X, the orbit space
PN /o endowed with the symplectic structure obtained after applying Marsden-Weinstein-Meyer
reduction [I7, [I8] (one of the authors showed in [3] that X\ = T*M)). For each u € A, we
can define uy € C(X) by ux([o]) = u(c), where ¢ € ¥y and [0] denotes the orbit o. Then,
every u € A can be regarded as a section of a field of Poisson algebras over ¢(M) with fibers
C*(X)). The relation between symplectic connections and deformation quantization has been
successfully studied, specially since Fedosov’s paper [8]. Fedosov showed that, if ¥ is a symplectic
manifold then the Poisson algebra C'*°(X) admits a star product. In order to do so, Fedosov used
an abelian symplectic connection to glue the canonical Moyal product on each tangent plane. In
our framework, if a star product *2 is given on each C'*°(3,), we would like to adapt Fedosov’s
ideas to use our Poisson connection to glue those star products into a single one defined on A.
If the latter construction works, then we might wonder if there is a relation between such star
product and the canonical Moyal product restricted to .A. An analogous question was formulated
within the framework of canonical quantization and Wigner transforms in [3]. Both questions can
be interpreted as problems analogue to the commutation of reduction and quantization problem in
geometric quantization theory [13] [30]. We shall leave the latter problem open as well.

3.2 Functions of Angular Momenta as Horizontal Constants of Motion.

Let us construct some examples of constants of motion. For future references, we will assume for a
while that ¢ is any smooth function on an smooth manifold M.
Let G be a Lie group acting on M. Such action induces the Lie algebra homomorphism ¢ : g —
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Vect(M) given by .
C(X)(g) = 3 (exp(tX) - g) |e=o,

where g is the Lie algebra corresponding to G and X € g. Also let the J : T*M — g* the induced
moment map given by

Tl p)I(X) = {C(X)(q), p) = h¢x) (¢, p),

where (-, -) implements the duality between T; M and Ty M.
If we endow g* with the coadjoint action of G and the negative of the canonical Lie-Poisson structure,
and we lift the action of G to T*M, then J turn to be an equivariant Poisson map.

Proposition 3.14. Let G be a Lie group acting on M and J be the moment map defined above.

i) If (g - q) = &(q), for each g € M, then ao J is constant of motion of h(q,p) = ¢(q), for any
a € C>(g*).

i) If Y is a vector field on M such that [Y,((X)] = 0 for every X € g, then a0 J is constant of
motion of hy, for any a € C*>(g*).

Proof. Suppose that ¢(g-q) = ¢(q), for each j and each ¢ € M. Thus, ((X) is tangent to each M.
Moreover, for each t € R and (¢,p) € T*M, since V¢ is normal to each M), we have that

[T o ai(q,p)|(X) = [T (g, tde(q) + p)|(X) = (((X)(q), tdo(q) +p) =

(C(X)(9),p) = T (g, p)(X).

In other words J o ay = J and this implies i). For the second part, we shall prove that J o7, = J,
where 7 is the Hamiltonian flow of hy. Notice that [J o 7¢(q, p)|(X) = (h¢(x) © 7¢)(q, p), therefore
J oty = J if and only if each h¢(x) is a constant of motion of hy. Our result follows from the
identity {hy,h¢(x)} = Iy ¢(x) (equation 11 3.11 in [15]). O

Let us return to our example ¢(x) = ||z||?. Also, let G = O(n) be the orthogonal group acting
canonically on R”. Then clearly conditions i) in the previous proposition is satisfied. Since 7#Y(q) =
e'q and rotations commutes with dilations, condition ii) is satisfied for Y = X, for any X €
Vect (0, 00).

Corollary 3.15. Let O(n) act on R™ canonically and J : R*™ — s0(n)* the corresponding moment
map. Then ao J is a classical constant of motion of h(q,p) = ||q||* and of hg, for any X €
Vect(0,00) and a € C*°(s0(n)*). In particular, if aoJ is a tempered distribution belonging to some
local Hérmander class S;%(RQ"), then Op(a o J) is a horizontal field of operators.

Remark 3.16. Let li,j(q;p) = {qiPj — 45Pi and Lij = Dp(l”) = q1% — qﬂaiql Then lij = h’C(Xij)’
where X; is the element of the canonical basis of so(n) corresponding to the infinitesimal generator
of the clockwise rotation on the plane in R™ generated by e; and e;. The functions /; ; and the
operator L;; are called the classic and quantum angular momenta coordinates respectively. Notice
that defining a polynomial of the family of operators L;; is not at all trivial, because the operators
L;; do not commute (they come from a representation of so(n), so they satisfy the same commu-
tation relations than the corresponding vectors X;;). The latter is an angular momenta version of
the canonical ordering problem for the operators position and momentum. Weyl calculus can be
interpreted as a symmetric solution of the canonical ordering problem, and our result suggest that
it is also a convenient solution of the angular momenta ordering problem.
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Remark 3.17. The spectral analysis of the operators L;; and L? = Ei<j L?j (the total angular
momentum operator) are usually presented in any course on quantum mechanics. Using polar
coordinates, one can show that the spectra of those operators coincide with the spectra of their
restrictions to L2(S"~!). Our previous result implies that the same conclusion holds for a much
larger class of operators.

4 Locally uniformly bounded smooth field of operators and
smooth fields of C*-algebras.

In this subsection, we will study how the smoothness of a field of operators A € ™ interacts with
the continuity of A as an operator on I'""(A). The discussion will lead us to introduce a notion of
smoothness for fields of C*-algebras.

It will be useful to consider the Hilbert Co(A)-module T(A). Recall that an operator A : T§(A) —
I§(A) is called adjointable if and only if there is another operator A* : T§(A) — T')(A) such that
h(Ap, ) = h(p, A*9), for any ¢,¢ € T9(A). It is well-known that, in contrast with operators on
Hilbert spaces, the continuity of A does not guarantee that A is adjointable. On the other hand, if
A is adjointable then A is continuous (for instance, see lemma 2.18 in [22]). Moreover, the space of
all adjointable operators form a C*-algebra (proposition 2.21 [22]).

Another important property is that every adjointable operator is given by a field of operators.
Indeed, if A is an adjointable operator, then clearly A(Ky()\)) € Ko(\). Therefore, by lemma
there is an operator A(X) on H(A) such that Ap(\) = A(N)p(N), for all p € TH(A) and A € A.

Let us introduce one of the spaces of fields of operators that we will consider in this subsection.

Definition 4.1. For each n € NU{oo}, we denote by A" the space formed by the field of operators
A €A™ such that A : T — T'™(A) is continuous with respect to the Fréchet topology of T™(A). We
denote by AY the space of adjointable operators on T'(A).

In particular, if A belongs to 217, then A can be extended to I'™(A); we will also denote by A such
extension. Let us apply our previous discussion to characterize Y.

Proposition 4.2. Let A: T — T°(A) be a linear operator. The following statements are equiva-
lent

a) Ae Al
b) AeA° and it is a locally uniformly bounded field of operators.
c) A extends to T°(A) and its extension is adjointable.

Remark 4.3. We are abusing of the notation in part ¢) of the previous statement, because we
have defined adjointability on I'§(A), but the corresponding definition is the same on T'?(A).

Proof. Let us show that a) implies b). Since A is a field of operators, Alpo(cy is a well-defined
and continuous operator on I'°(C'), for every compact set C' C A. Moreover, AKo(\) C Ko(\) and
lemma 2.5 implies that

AN eV = mf{[|Ap — ¢ | P € Ko(A)} <inf{[|[A(p = 9)[| [ ¢ € Ko(A)} < [|A[[lo(N)]x,
for all € T9(C). Since H(A) = {¢()\) | ¢ € T(C)}, the latter inequality implies b).
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Clearly b) implies ¢) and b) implies a). In order to show that ¢) implies @), notice that since A
is adjointable, ¢|C = 0 implies that A¢|c = 0, for every compact C' C A. Therefore the map
Alc : TYC) — T9C) given by A|c(¢lc) = A(p)|c is well-defined and also adjointable. Since
I'%(C) is a Hilbert module, A|¢ is a bounded field of operators and clearly this implies a). O

Remark 4.4. For each C' C A compact, the previous proof also shows that
[Allc = [[Alro(cyll = sup{[[ AN} (12)
AeC

The space 2AY with the family of seminorms || A||¢ forms a C*-locally algebra, i.e. AY corresponds
to a x-algebra equipped with a locally convex topology which is Hausdorff, complete and generated
by a family of C*-seminorms [12].

Remark 4.5. Let A € A° and C' C A compact. Even if A|¢ is not an uniformly bounded field
of operators, it is a densely defined operator on I'°(C). Moreover, it is easy to show that Alc is
closable on T'%(C'). Therefore A|¢ is a semiregular operator on I'?(C) as defined in [2] (i.e. a closable
densely defined operator on a Hilbert C*-Module with an adjoint also densely defined). We would
like to obtain conditions to guarantee that A|¢ is also regular and to study how regularity is related
with selfadjointness of such operators but acting on a direct integral, as explained in subsection 211
However, we will not consider the latter problems in this article.

Let us look for conditions to guarantee that a given field of operators A belongs . Let ¢;,p € I'™®
such that ¢; = ¢ in I'""(A) . Then Ap; — Ay in I'"(A) if and only if

a) Apj; — Ap in T"71(A)

b) VxAp; = AVx; + Vx(A)p; = VxAp in T 1(A), for every X € Vect(A).
Since p; — ¢ in I"7Y(A) and Vxp; — Vxp in I 1(A), for every X € Vect(A), we obtain the
following result.
Proposition 4.6. Let A € ™.

i) Assume that A € A", Then A € A" if and only if Vx(A) : T — I'1(A) is continuous
when T is endowed with the T™(A)-topology.
i) If A e A and Vx(A) € A7, then A € A,
In particular, if Vx, ---Vx, A €A, for every X1,--- Xj, € Vect(A) and 0 < k < n, then A € A",

Notice that, 27 ¢ A7~! and Vx (A7) € A7, for any X € Vect(A). The previous result allow us
to introduce the following subspace of A, where the corresponding inclusions become true.

Definition 4.7. For each n € NU {co}, we denote by A} the space formed by the fields of oper-

ators A € A" such that the field of operators Vx, ---Vx, A is locally uniformly bounded, for any
X1, X € Vect(A) and 0 < k < n.

We could use statements a) or ¢) in proposition 2] to define 2} , instead of b).
We can endow j; with a family of seminorms, just as it was done for I'(A). More precisely, we
define R A

Alle.xy X, = sup{[|Vx, -~ Vx,, AQ)[| : A € C},

where C' C A is compact, X1, -+, X, € Vect(A) and m < n. Clearly, A}; becomes a Fréchet space
with the latter family of seminorms.
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Remark 4.8. We can also put the natural direct limit topology on the space 20}, (or I'"*(A)), but
we will not consider it in this article.

Corollary 4.9. For any n > 1 and X € Vect(A), A C A7~ Vx (@) C A71 and the map
Vi : An — Qlﬁ;l 18 continuous.

Also notice that if A, B € jj, then AB € 2j; and the following identity holds
Vx(AB) = Vx(A)B + AVx(B). (13)

In the full projectively trivializable case, we obtain stronger properties of the map T, defined in
theorem 2.8 if we restrict it to 2j;. For instance, since each operator AN = Th\A(N)TY is bounded
and T*f € T°(A) C T'"™(A), for any A € 2}, and f € V, we no longer need to consider the
common domain V> defined in 2771 Recall that B(V)._s denotes the space of bounded operators
on V endowed with the -strong topology. We also denote by C7J; (A, B(V)._s) the space of n-times
differentiable functions from A to B(V')._s such that any derivative of order lower or equal to n is
continuous and locally bounded.

Proposition 4.10. Let T': H — V be a full projective trivialization of the smooth field of Hilbert
spaces H — A. The map T, defined by TAN) = ThANTY, is a local isometry of A onto
Ch(A, B(V)s—s).

Proof. The same proof of theorem 2.8 and the previous comment show that j“ is a well-defined local
isometry. It is enough to show that if A € CJ}(A, B(V).—s), then A = T*AT € }}. Equivalently,
it is enough to prove that A(C°°(A,V)) C C™(A, V). The case n = 0, follows from the inequality

1A (X) = Ap(o)l < AR = AQo)leQo)ll + AN l(A) = (o)l

Similarly, we can use the canonical proof of Leibniz’s multiplication formula to show that /Lp €
C™(A, V), for n > 0 and every ¢ € C*°(A,V) (or lemma 5.1.1 in [16]). O

4.1 Smooth fields of C"*-algebras

Recall that one of our aims is to propose a definition of a smooth field of C'*-algebras. Let us recall
the definition of a (upper semi-)continuous field of C*-algebras.

Definition 4.11. Let A be a locally compact Hausdorff space and p : A — A be a field of C*-
algebras (i.e p is a surjection such that A(N\) := p~1(N\) is a C*-algebra, for any X € A). A (upper
semi- )continuous structure on p : A — A is given by specifying a x-algebra of sections 2, closed
under multiplication by elements of C'(A), and such that:

i) the map A ||A(N)|| is (upper semi-)continuous, for all A € A, and
ii) {A(N) | A € A} is dense in A(N), for all X € A.

There are at least two other ways to characterize (upper semi-)continuous fields of C*- algebras
and each of them has their own advantages. For instance, the previous definition allows to describe
the continuous structure in terms of a space of sections, and this is the perspective that we are
following in this article (recall the definition [[I] of smooth fields of Hilbert spaces and compare
with the definition LT3 of smooth field of C*-algebras that we will propose latter).
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As we mentioned in the introduction, the previous definition of (upper semi-)continuous field of
C*-algebras is equivalent to the notion of (upper semi-)continuous C*-bundle (see definition C.16
and theorem C.25 in [29]). Note that, to obtain a (upper semi-)continuous C*-bundle from 2L, it is
not necessary to require that 2( is closed under multiplication by elements of C(A). However, under
such condition it is easy to show that 2 is dense in the space of continuous sections 2(A) of the
C*-bundle A — A endowed with the locally uniform convergence topology (see proposition C.24 in
[291).

Another equivalent way to describe (upper semi-)continuous field of C*-algebras is through the
notion of Cy(A)-algebra (see definition C.1 [29]). If A — A is an upper semi-continuous C*-bundle,
then the subspace 2 (A) C A(A), consisting of continuous sections vanishing at infinity, is a Co(A)-
algebra. The converse is more interesting and involved (see the proof in proposition C.10 in [29]).

If A€ 2A), by definition the maps A — [|[A(A\)p(N)|| and A — [[A*(A\)p(N)|| are continuous, for
every p € I'°(A). However, the map A — [JA()\)| is not necessarily (upper semi-)continuous.
Therefore, A does not define an (upper semi-)continuous structure on the field of C*-algebras
A(N) = {A(N) | A € AY}. Notice that AJ is a Cy(A)-algebra, thus A) defines an upper semi-
continuous structure but on the field of C*-algebras A(\) = AJ /UG (and generically this algebra
does not coincide with 20(\)).

There are subalgebras 2 of 2% such that the map A — [|A()\)| is continuous, for any A € 2.
Indeed, we will show that the space of compact operators Ko(A) := K(I'J(A)) on the Hilbert
module I'§(A) satisfies such property. Let us recall the construction of the C*-algebra Ko(A). For
each o, € TJ(A), we define the adjointable operator |p)(¢| by

o) (Wl(8) = (b, P)e

It is straightforward to show that |p)(¢|* = |¥)(p| and |||e){|]] = (M|l (A)]]. The space
of compact operators Ko(A) is the closure span of the set of operators of the form |¢)(¢|, with
p, 1 € TG(A).

The following proposition summarizes the discussion in subsection 10.7.2 [G], but it is expressed
within the framework of Hilbert modules. For completeness of our presentation we give some details
in the proof.

Proposition 4.12. Let H — A an smooth field of Hilbert spaces and letp : I — A be the field of C*-
algebras with fibers K(H(N)), where K(H(X)) is the C*-algebra of compact operators on the Hilbert
space H(N). Identifying A € Ko(A) with the section X — A(N) defines a continuous structure on
p: K = A, and Ko(A) becomes the corresponding space of continuous sections vanishing at infinity.
In particular, the map A — ||[A(N)|| is continuous and vanishing at infinity, for every A € Ko(A).

Proof. To prove this, we have to specify a *-algebra 2l of sections such that satisfies i) and ) in
definition {11l We take 2( to be the set of linear combinations of operators of the form |p) (3],
with ¢, ¥ € T(A).

Let V be a Hilbert space and 1, - - - a2, be variable vectors. Assume that lim{p;, ¢;) = (¥, ¢;),
where 11, -+ , 19, € V. Lemma 3.5.6 in [6] implies that

lm [[l@1) (@2l + - + [wan—1){@anlll = 1) (2] + - - - + [P2n—1) (anl]] -
In particular, if (@;, ;) = (¥, 1;), then

) (pal + - -+ lpan—1){@2nlll = [[[¥1) (ol + - - + [2n—1) (Y2nlll -
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Therefore, the map V2" 3 (Y1, ,12,) = [||[W1)(Wa] + - -+ + [th2n—1)(¥2n ]| is actually a continuous
function on the inner products (1;,1;). Thus, 2 satisfies 4) and clearly it also satisfies 7). Moreover,
since 2 is closed under multiplication by elements of Cy(A), the x-algebra 2( is dense in the set of

continuous sections vanishing at infinity of the corresponding C*-bundle. By definition, the closure
of A is Ko(A), and this finishes the proof.
O

In view of theorem [2XG] proposition [0l and equation (I3)), we define a smooth field of C*-algebras
as follows.

Definition 4.13. Let A be a smooth manifold and p : A — A be a field of C*-algebras. A smooth
structure on A — A is given by specifying a x-algebra of sections A>° closed under multiplication by
elements of C*°(A), and a map V : Vect(A) x A — A such that for XY € Vect(A), A, B € A®
and a € C*™(A)

i) Vxiy(A) = Vx(A) + Vy (A) and V,x(A) = aVx(A),
i) Vx(aA) = X(a)A+ aVx(A) and Vx(AB) = Vx(A)B + AVx(B),
i) (Vx(A))* = Vx(A%),
w) For eachm € N and X1, , X, € Vect(A), the map X\ — ||V, ---Vx, A\)|| is continuous,
v) AP (N) = {A\) | A € A} is dense in A(N), for all X € A.

Let us return to the smooth fields of Hilbert spaces framework. A straightforward computation
shows that, if ¢, € IT"™(A) then |p) (| € A}} and the following natural identity holds

Vx (o) (@]) = IVx @) (] + [¢)(V x|
The latter fact and proposition implies the following result.

Corollary 4.14. Let H — A be a smooth field of Hilbert spaces with connection V and let I — A be
the field of C*algebras with fibers K(H (X)) . The space of sections K> = span{|¢){(i| | ¢, € [}
together with the connection V = [V, -] makes K — A a smooth field of C*-algebras.

Let ¢,1 € Co(A, V), where V is some Hilbert space. An straightforward computations show that

1) @I (A) = le) @l Ao)ll < [le(X) = Qo) Il + [[9(A) = (o)l (Ao)ll-

Therefore, any finite rank operator on I’y belongs to Cy(A,K(V)), where K(V) is endowed with
the norm operator topology. The following result holds within the more general framework of

continuous fields of Hilbert spaces. We use the notion of continuous trivialization of Dixmier and
Douady (definitions 2 and 3 in [7]).

Proposition 4.15. Let H — A be a continuous field of Hilbert spaces and I'g be the corresponding
space of continuous sections vanishing at infinity. Also, letT : H — V' be a conlinuous trivialization.
The map T : K(Ty) — Co(A,K(V)) given by T(A)(N) = THANTY is an isomorphism of C*-
algebras.

Proof. Notice that T(|) (1)) = |T(¢))(T(¢)|. Therefore T(A) € Co(A,K(V)), for any finite rank
operator A on I'g. Since 7' is an isometry, 1" is well-defined. Moreover, since T'(I'g) = Co(A, V)

(fullness is included in the definition of continuous trivialization), T'(K(I'g))(A) = K(V'). Therefore,
proposition C.24 in [29] implies that T'(K(T'o(A))) is dense in Cp(A, K(V')) and so T is surjective. [
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A Measurable and Continuous fields of Hilbert Spaces

In this appendix we recall the definitions of measurable and continuous fields of Hilbert spaces over
a space A. Each of those notions admit at least three different but equivalent ways to introduce
them. Let us discuss some of their main characteristics in order to understand their relation.

The first (historic) definition of a measurable field of Hilbert spaces describes the measurable struc-
ture in terms of a space of sections. In fact, the latter approach is used throughout this article.

Definition A.1. Let A be a measurable space. A measurable structure on a field of Hilbert spaces
p: H — A is given by specifying a linear space of sections I' possessing the following properties:

(i) The function A — ||p(N)||x is measurable, for every ¢ € T.

(11) If 1 is a section such that, for every ¢ € T', the function X — {(@(X), (X)) is measurable,
then ¢ € T.

(111) There exists a sequence (¢;) of elements of I' such that span{¢;(X) | j € N} is dense in H(N),
for every A € A.

The elements of T' are called measurable sections. The sequence (p1,p2,--+) is called a base of
measurability or a measurable field of bases. The set {\ € A | H(\) # 0} is called the support of
the field.

The second possible way to introduce measurability into fields of Hilbert spaces is given by the
notion of a measurable Hilbert bundle (definition below or definition 2.4.8. in [27]). Let us
explain how we meet that notion beginning with a measurable field of Hilbert spaces.

Starting from the sequence (¢;) we can obtain a local field of measurable orthonormal bases. More
precisely, there is a measurable partition A = (JI'—{°A,, and a sequence ¢; : A — H such that,
dim H(A) =n for all A € A, ¢;(A) =0 for all j > dim H(A) and {¢;(N) |1 <j < dim H(N)}is a
orthogonal basis of H(\). Up to certain technicalities, the main idea is just to apply Gram-Schmidt
orthogonalization process. Details can be found in part II chapter 1, lemma 2.1 and proposition 4.1
in [B]. Since choosing a pointwise orthonormal basis on the fiber H(\) is equivalent to fix an unitary
operator from H(\) to [2(N), then the partition induces maps T, : H|x, — Hy, such that H,, is
a Hilbert space and T}, |3y) is unitary for all A € A,,. Moreover, the map 7' : H — | |H,, defined
by T(x) = T,(x), for every x € H with p(z) € A,, can be interpreted as a sort of measurable
trivialization. Indeed, ¢ is measurable if and only if T'(p) is weakly measurable. Therefore H is
equivalent to the bundle | J A,, X H,,, and we have met the following definition of measurable Hilbert
bundle.

Definition A.2. Let A be a measurable space. A (separable) measurable Hilbert bundle (MHB)
over A is a disjoint union H = \J A, X H,, where {A,} is a measurable partition of A and H,, is a
Hilbert space of dimension n, with 0 < n < co.

Conversely, if T is a trivialization T': H — | |H,, as before, we can define the space I' as the set of
all the sections ¢ of H such that Ty is weakly measurable. Clearly, I" satisfies (i), (%) and (iii) of
definition [A 1]

A much richer structure is obtained if a fixed measure 77 on A is considered. Notice that the notion
of measurable Hilbert bundle in [27] requires A to be a o-finite measure space. Moreover, the third
way to describe measurable fields of Hilbert spaces also requires the latter additional assumption
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and it is given within the context of Hilbert modules over L>(A,n). If £ is such Hilbert module,
we can define the dual module £* in a canonical way, i.e. taking the bounded linear maps from the
module to L°°(A,n). When every element f € £* admits a representation of the form f(¢) = (¢, )
for some ¥ € £, the module is called self-dual. If A is a o-finite measure space and H — A is a
measurable Hilbert bundle, it is not difficult to show that the space of weakly measurable essentially
bounded sections of a measurable bundle is a self-dual Hilbert L°°(A)-module (propositions 9.2.3
in [27]). Conversely, every self-dual weakly separable module is obtained in the latter way (theorem
9.2.4 in [27]). In summary, there are two equivalent ways to introduce measurability for fields of
Hilbert spaces over a measurable space A.

1. Measurable fields of Hilbert spaces.
2. Measurable Hilbert bundles.

If in addition we assume (A, 7n) is a o-finite measure space the latter notions are equivalent to the
following.

3. Self-dual weakly separable Hilbert L>°(A,n)-modules.

One of the main reasons to consider measurable fields of Hilbert spaces is that it allow us to
introduce direct integrals (we require them in subsection 21]).

Definition A.3. Let (A,n) be a measure space and H — A be a measurable field of Hilbert spaces.
Up to quotient by the space of measurable sections vanishing almost everywhere, the direct integral

ffB H(N)dn(X) is the space of square integrable measurable vector fields, i.e.

AjeH(A)dn(A) = {cp €S| /A||<p()\)||§\dn()\) < Oo}

It is well-known (for instance, see part II, chapter I, proposition 5 in [5]) that fA@ H(AN)dn(N) is a
Hilbert space with the inner product

(o, = /A (o), BN ().

In the topological framework there are also three equivalent ways to introduce continuity for fields
of Hilbert spaces. Assume that A is a Hausdorff locally compact space. The first historical definition
given by Godement [I1] of a continuous field of Hilbert spaces is the following.

Definition A.4. Let A be a locally compact space and H — A a field of Hilbert spaces. A continuous
structure is given by specifying a linear space of sections I' possesing the following properties

(i) The set {p(N\) | p € T'} is dense in H(N), for every A € A .
(11) The function X — |[@(N)|| is continuous, for every ¢ € T.
Latter Dixmier and Douady in [6] [7] added the following condition.

(i11) If ¢ is a section and for every A\g € A and every e > 0 there exists ¢/ € T such that
le(A) — @' (N)]| < e for every A in some neighborhood (depending on ) of Ao, then ¢ € I
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They proved that if I satisfies conditions () and (ii) then there exists a unique space of sections r
satisfying 1), 2) and 8) such that I' C T" (proposition 3 in [7] or proposition 10.2.3. in [6]). Moreover,
they also show that if I' satisfies 1), 2) and &) then the following properties hold.

w) I'is a C'(A)-module.
v) The set {¢(A\) | ¢ € T'} equals H(N), for every A € A.

Note that if I' satisfies 1), 2) and 4) then T is dense in T’ with respect to the local uniform
convergence topology.

Now we consider the definition of a continuous Hilbert bundle. The first definition of this structure
can be found in [24]. We follow [27] as reference as we did in the measurable case.

Definition A.5. Let A be a compact Hausdorff space. A covering space of A is a topological space
H together with a continuous open surjection p : H — A. A continuous Hilbert bundle over A is
then a covering space H such that H(\) = p~1(\) is equipped with a Hilbert space structure for each
A € A, and satisfying the following conditions:

(i) the map x — ||z|| is continuous from H to R;
(i1) the map (x1,22) = x1 + 22 s continuous from H x H to H;
(i11) the map x — ax is continuous from H to H for every a € C; and

(iv) for any neighborhood O of the origin of H(\) in H there exists a neighborhood O of X\ in A
and an £ > 0 such that

{re H:p(x) €O and ||z|]| < e} C O.

A section of H is a function ¢ : A — H such that o(\) € H(N), for all X\ € A. The set of all
continuous sections of H is denoted I'(H).

Clearly, if H — A is a continuous Hilbert bundle, then TI'(H) satisfies the conditions (i), () and
(ii) of definition [A.4l Conversely, if I satisfies (i) and (7i) of definition [A.4] then there is a (final)
topology on H such that H — A is a continuous Hilbert bundle and I' C T'(H) (in fact I' = T'(H)).

The third way to describe continuous field of Hilbert spaces is through the notion of Hilbert Co(A)-
module. In fact, the space of continuous sections vanishing at infinity I'g(H) of a continuous Hilbert
bundle is clearly a Hilbert Cy(A)-module. Conversely, every Hilbert Cy(A)-module I'y corresponds
to the space of continuous sections vanishing at infinity of a Hilbert bundle. Indeed, for A € A, let
Iy ={f € Cy(A) | f(N) =0}. It is easy to show that the quotient H(\) = F(VI,\I‘O is a Hilbert
space. Therefore, Ty can be regarded as a space of sections by defining p(\) = mx(y¢) for every
p € Ty, where my : T'g — F(VI)\FO is the canonical projection and ¢ € I'y. Moreover, the map
A = |lo(N)|| is clearly continuous, then Ty defines a continuous field of Hilbert spaces (see definition
[A4). The latter equivalence was first noticed in [24]. If we want to pass directly from Hilbert
Co(A)-modules to continuous Hilbert bundles over A, we can apply proposition 9.15 in [27] in the
compact case. In the general case and use a one-point compactification, as explained in [21].
Summarizing, there are three equivalent ways to introduce the notion of continuity for fields of
Hilbert spaces.
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1. Continuous fields of Hilbert spaces.

2. Continuous Hilbert bundles.

3. Hilbert Cy(A)-modules.

The reader should notice the similarities between these three descriptions and the analogous three
descriptions given for the measurable framework.
In subsection M a similar discussion can be found for the case of continuous fields of C*-algebras.
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