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Hadamard property of the in and out states
for Dirac fields on asymptotically static spacetimes

Christian GERARD and Théo STOSKOPF

Université Paris-Saclay, Département de Mathématiques, 91405 Orsay Cedex, France

ABsTrACT. We consider massive Dirac equations on asymptotically static
spacetimes with a Cauchy surface of bounded geometry. We prove that the
associated quantized Dirac field admits in and out states, which are asymp-
totic vacuum states when some time coordinate tends to Foo. We also show
that the in /out states are Hadamard states.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. In/out vacuum states. The construction of a distinguished quantum state
for a quantized field on a curved background has been studied extensively in various
contexts in Quantum Field Theory.

If the background spacetime has no global symmetries but only asymptotic ones,
one can try to specify a distinguished quantum state by its asymptotic behavior,
for example at early or late times.

An often studied situation arises when the background spacetime (M, g) has a
product structure M = Rx ¥ and the metric g becomes asymptotic to static metrics
when t — £00. One can then at least heuristically consider asymptotic vacua, the
so-called in and out states, which look like vacuum states for the asymptotic static
metrics when ¢t — Foo.

Let us mention for example the wave and Klein-Gordon fields on Minkowski
space, in external electromagnetic potentials [Is, [Rul [Se|, or on curved spacetimes
with special asymptotic symmetries, [Wall, (DK, [DK2] [DK3].

Besides the existence of the in and out states, an important question is to ensure
that they satisfy the Hadamard condition [KW]J.

Nowadays regarded as an indispensable ingredient in the perturbative construc-
tion of interacting fields (see e.g. the recent reviews [HW] [F'V]), this property
accounts for the correct short-distance behaviour of two-point functions. It can be
conveniently formulated as a condition on the wave front set of the state’s two-point
functions [Ral.

The above questions were solved in [GW1] for massive Klein-Gordon fields, using
a combination of scattering theory arguments and global pseudodifferential calculus.

In this paper we consider this problem for massive Dirac fields, using similar
methods. Let us now describe in more details the results of this paper.
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1.2. Results.

1.2.1. Asymptotically static spacetimes. We will consider a spacetime of even di-
mension n of the form M = R x X, where X is a d-dimensional manifold, equipped
with a metric

g = —c(z)dt* + (dx" + b (z)dt)hi; (2)(dx) + b7 (2)dt),

where x = (t,x) € M, ¢ € C°(M;R) is a strictly positive function, b € C*°(M;TX)
and h € C®°(M;®2T*Y) is a t-dependent Riemannian metric on ¥. We will assume
that when ¢ — +o0o the metric g converges to static metrics

Yout/in = _Cout/in(X)dt2 + hout/in(X)dXQ-

The convergence of g to gout/in is assumed to be uniform in the space variable x.
More precisely, one assumes that there exists p > 0 such that

OO (M(2) = hous/in(x)) € O((t)7#7F),
(1.1) OFO2b(x) € O((t)y~1—1=F), keN,aecN
8583(0(:6) - Cout/in(X)) € O(<t>7#7k)7

in an appropriate uniform sense in x € ¥, using the notion of Riemannian manifolds
of bounded geometry, see hypotheses (H1), (H2) in B3 for the precise formulation.

Note that the existence of the in/out state is usually deduced from a result of
existence and completeness of Mdéller operators for classical fields which typically
requires a short-range condition p > 1 in (ILI]). As was the case in [GW1], only the
weaker condition u > 0 is needed in our paper.

1.2.2. Dirac operators. We consider a Dirac operator
D=D+m

and assume that m(t,x) converges to Mgys /in(x) When ¢ — £o00 in a similar uniform
way, see hypothesis (H3) in B3 for the precise formulation.

It follows that D converges when ¢t — +00 to asymptotic Dirac operators Dy in,
which are associated to the static metrics gout /in-

The vector field 9; is Killing for the static metrics gout/in, Which implies that
one can define the vacuum states w?ay /in for Dqyt/in, see Subsect. 24, using the
projections

cEvac = lpe (Hout/in),

out/in
where Hoy in are selfadjoint operators on L?(X; S(X)), for the canonical Hilbertian
scalar product on S(X). The operators H,y¢/in are the generators of the unitary
group induced by the spinorial Lie derivative L, on solutions of Dy /in? = 0, see

Subsect. 2.4

To define the vacuum states w
that

(12) KerHout/in = {0}5

vac

out/in m an unamblguous way, one needs to assume

ie the absence of zero modes. If (L2)) is violated, then in physics language one needs
to decide if zero modes are considered as particles or as anti-particles.
In this paper, we strengthen (L2)) by requiring that

0 ¢ U(Hout/in)a

see hypothesis (H4), ie that the asymptotic Dirac operators Dg,/in are massive in
the terminology of 2.4.3]
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1.2.3. FEuistence of the in/out states. Let us now explain the definition of the in/out
states for D. We set 3, = {s} x ¥ and fix the reference time ¢t = 0.

Denoting by U(t, s) : C§°(Zs; S(Es)) = C°(24; S(24)) the Cauchy evolution for
the Dirac operator D one expects that the limits
(1.3) Coutsin = Jim_U(0,)c 3% U(t,0)
+
out/in
the space of Cauchy data at time ¢ = 0, which are selfadjoint for the canonical
Hilbertian scalar product. Therefore one can associate to cfut Jin quasi-free states
for the free Dirac field on M. Concretely one considers pairs of operators

exist in an appropriate sense. The ¢ are supplementary projections acting on

A jin + C6° (M3 S(M)) — C(M; S(M)
defined by
(1.4) Aoiut/in(t, s) =Ul(t, O)iv(n)coiut/inU(O, s),

where we write AT as operator-valued Schwartz kernels in the time variable, ie

out/in
we use the formal identity

Au(t) :/]RA(t, s)u(s)ds,

to define the ’time kernel’ of some operator A acting on M. In ([4) n is the
future directed unit normal to Xy and v are the ’'gamma matrices’ (or Clifford
multiplications) obtained from the spin structure on (M, g).

The operators Afut Jin satisfy:
(1> Ac:ﬁ:ut/in 2 0’
(11) Aj)_ut/in + Ac?ut/in - 1G7
(111) Do Afut/in = Aoiut/in oD = 0’

where G = Gyt — Gady is the causal propagator for D and the positivity in (i) is for-
mulated with respect to the canonical indefinite Hermitian form on C§°(M; S(M))
for which D is formally selfadjoint. It follows that Afut Jin BT€ two-point functions

of the sought after in/out states woyt/in for D.

1.2.4. Hadamard property of the in /out states. As explained above, the Hadamard
condition allows to select among the plethora of states the physically meaningful
ones, which should resemble the Minkowski vacuum, at least in the vicinity of any
point of M.

The microlocal definition of Hadamard states for Dirac fields was first introduced
by Hollands [Ho|, who also proved its equivalence with the older characterization
by the short distance asymptotics of its two-point functions. Hadamard states for
Dirac fields were further studied in [Kol [Kxl SVl [Sa].

To our knowledge the first paper proving existence of Hadamard states for Dirac
fields in the general case is the recent paper by Islam and Strohmaier [IS], although
the construction of Hadamard states by the deformation argument of Fulling, Nar-
cowich and Wald [FNW]| was quite probably known to experts.

Another construction of Hadamard states on spacetimes of bounded geometry
was given in [G-St| using global pseudodifferential calculus on a Cauchy surface.
The methods used in the present paper are to a large extend an adaptation of the
strategy in [G-St] to a scattering situation.

Let us now state the main result of this work, referring the reader to Subsect.
B0 for hypotheses (H).

Theorem 1.1. Assume hypotheses (Hi), 1 <i < 4. Then
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(1) The norm limits (L3) exist and define by (L4)) pure quasi-free states Wout/in
called the in/out vacuum states.
(2) Wout/in is a Hadamard state, ie
WF(AE

out/in

Y CNE x N

where N'* are the two connected components of the characteristic set N' =
{(z,§) € T*M \o: &g (2)€ =0} of D.

1.3. Outline of the proof. Let us now briefly explain the main ingredients in
the proof of Thm. [T which follows the general strategy in [G-St]. The first step
consists in reducing the metric to the simpler form

g = —dt* + h(t,x)dx>,

where the time-dependent Riemannian metric h(t,x)dx? on ¥ converges to Rie-
mannian metrics hqyt /in(X>dX2 when t — £oo. This is done in the usual way, by
combining a conformal transformation and the well-known argument using the flow
of the vector field Vt.

One can use the covariance of Dirac operators and two-point functions under
conformal transformations, see Subsect. and 2.3.7 to reduce ourselves to this
simple situation.

In a second step, one uses parallel transport with respect to the vector field 0,
to identify the spinor bundles at different times, and to reduce the Dirac equation
D1 =0 to a time-dependent Schroedinger equation:

o —iH (t)y = 0,

where H(t) = H(t,x, 0x) is a first order elliptic differential operator on X.

The third step is analogous to [G-St], where Hadamard states for Dirac fields are
constructed using pseudodifferential calculus, with the difference that in our case
we need to control the behavior of various operators when ¢t — Fo0.

We construct time-dependent projections P+ (t) such that

(1) PH(t) — lg= (Hout/in) € O(t™#) when t — o0,
(2) 0U(0,t)PE(t)U(t,0) € Ot~ 1=#)T—°,

where U~ is some ideal of smoothing operators on . (1) implies that to prove
the existence of the limits ([3]), it sufices to consider instead

. +
im U(0,0)PE()U(t,0)

which exists by (2) and the Cook argument. This prove the existence of the in /out
states wout/in for D. Integrating (2) from 0 to 0o, we also obtain that

+

out /in P*(0) are smoothing operators on .

C

It is shown in [G=St] that P*(0) are projections which generate a Hadamard state,
which, since cfut Jin — Pi(O) are smoothing, proves the Hadamard property of
Wout /in-

1.4. Plan of the paper. Let us now discuss the plan of this paper.

In Sect. B we recall the quantization of Dirac fields on curved spacetimes. In
Sect. Bl we describe the geometric framework of asymptotically static spacetimes
and the spin structures and Dirac operators on such spacetimes.

In Sect. Ml we give a brief overview of Shubin’s pseudodifferential calculus on
manifolds of bounded geometry and of its time-dependent version that we will use
in this paper. Finally Sect. [l contains the proof of Thm. [[] and the various
reduction procedures that are used.



1.5. Notation.

1.5.1. Lorentzian manifolds. We use the mostly + signature convention for Lorentzian
metrics. All Lorentzian manifolds considered in this paper will be orientable and
connected.

1.5.2. Bundles. If E =s M is a bundle we denote by C*(M; E) resp. C5°(M; E)
the set of smooth resp. smooth and compactly supported sections of E.

If E 5 M is a vector bundle we denote by D’'(M; E) resp. £'(M; E) the space
of distributional resp. compactly supported distributional sections of F.

1.5.3. Matrices. Since we will often use frames of vector bundles we will denote by
M a matrix in M, (R) or Mx(C) and by M the associated endomorphism.

1.5.4. Frames and frame indices. We use the letters 0 < a < d for frame indices on
TM or T*M, and 1 < a < d for frame indices on T or T*3, if ¥ C M is a space
like hypersurface. If g is a metric on M and (e,)o<a<a is & local frame of TM we
set gap = €q-gep and g% = e g~ 1leb, where (€%)g<,<q is the dual frame.

We use capital letters 1 < A < N for frame indices of the spinor bundle S(M).

If F is for example a local frame of T'M we denote by Ft the frame obtained by
the right action of t € M, (R) on F.

We use capital letters 1 < A < N for frame indices of the spinor bundle S(M).

1.5.5. Vector spaces. if X is a real or complex vector space, we denote by X’ its
dual. If X is a complex vector space we denote by X'* its anti-dual, ie the space
of anti-linear forms on X and by X its conjugate, ie X equipped with the complex
structure —i.

A linear map a € L(X,X’) is a bilinear form on X, whose action on pairs of
vectors is denoted by z1-aze. Similarly a linear map a € L(X, X*) is a sesquilinear
form on X, whose action is denoted by T;-axs. We denote by a/, resp. a* the
transposed resp. adjoint of a. The space of symmetric resp. hermitian forms on X’
is denoted by Ls(X, X’) resp. Ly(X, X™*).

1.5.6. Maps. We write f : A = Bif f: A — B is a bijection. We use the same
notation if A, B are topological spaces resp. smooth manifolds, replacing bijection
by homeomorphism, resp. diffeomorphism.

2. QUANTIZATION OF DIRAC EQUATIONS ON CURVED SPACETIMES

In this section we recall well-known facts, see eg [Dl [LM] [Hol [T] about Dirac
equations and Dirac quantum fields on curved spacetimes.

2.1. Dirac equations on curved spacetimes. Let us denote by SOT(l,d) and
Spin'(1,d) the restricted Lorentz and Spin groups (ie the connected component of
Id in O(1,d) and Pin(1,d)) and Ad : Spin'(1,d) — SO'(1,d) the double sheeted
covering.

We recall that a spacetime is an oriented and time oriented Lorentzian manifold.

2.1.1. Spin structures. Let (M, g) a spacetime of even dimension n = 1+ d and let
PSO"(M, g) the SO (1, d)-principal bundle of oriented and time oriented orthonor-
mal frames of T'M.
We recall that a spin structure on (M, g) is given by a Spin (1, d)-principal bundle
PSpin(M, g) with a bundle morphism x : PSpin(M, g) — PSOT(M, g) such that
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the following diagram commutes:

Spin'(1,d) —— PSpin(M, g)
Ad X M.

SO (1,d) —— PSO' (M, g)

We assume that (M, g) has a spin structure PSpin(M,g). Let us recall that
a Lorentzian manifold admits a spin structure if and only if its second Stiefel-
Whitney class wo(T'M) is trivial, see [Mil, [Na]. It admits a unique spin structure if
in addition its first Stiefel-Whitney class w; (M) is trivial, which is equivalent to
the fact that M is orientable, see e.g. [Na]. In our situation, M is orientable hence
spin structures on (M, g) are unique if they exist. If n = 4 and (M, g) is globally
hyperbolic it admits a (unique) spin structure, see [Gerll, [Ger2].

We denote by ClLiff (M, g), S(M) the associated Clifford and spinor bundles.

The map TM — End(S(M)) obtained from the embedding TM — Cliff (M, g)
and the canonical map Cliff (M, g) — End(S(M)) will be denoted by

(2.2) TM 3 uw~— v(u) € End(S(M)),

and is often called the Clifford multiplication. The spin connection will be denoted
by V*.

It is well known see eg [T, [Gl Sect. 17.6] that there exists a (unique up to mul-
tiplication by strictly positive constants) non degenerate Hermitian form (3 acting
on the fibers of S(M) such that

7 (u)f = —=py(u), weTM,
(2.3) ify(e) > 0,for all e € T'M time-like and future directed,
wp- i = V- By + 9BV, Yu € CF(M;TM), ¢ € C=(M; S(M)).

For later use we summarize the properties of V¥, v and 3 that we will need. We
have:

Var(w)y = v(0)Vuth + ¥ (Vuv)t,
(2.4) u-p-Bp = V- By + - BV,
u,v € C%(M; TM), i € C=(M; S(M)),

where V is the metric connection on (M, g)

2.1.2. Dirac operators. Fixing a smooth sectionm € C°(M; L(S(M))) with m* =
Bm, we consider a Dirac operator

(2.5) D=1D+m,

where ) is locally expressed (on an open set U C M over which S(M) and TM
are trivialized) as

D =g""y(ea) V3,

where (eq)o<qa<a 18 a local frame over U.
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2.1.3. Selfadjointness. For ¢, 1hy € C°°(M;S(M)) one defines the 1-form J (1, 9)
€ C(M;T*M) by
J(’l/)lv’l/)2>u: E1ﬂ’7(u)¢27 uGCOO(M7TM)7
and one deduces from (2.4) that
VAT (1, 2) = —Dipr-Bipa + 1y - fDa, b € CF(M;S(M)).
Using then Stokes formula this implies that the Dirac operator D is formally self-
adjoint on C§°(M; S(M)) with respect to the indefinite Hermitian form

(2.6) (1 la)as = /M By B dVol,.

2.1.4. Characteristic manifold. The principal symbol o, (D) equals

ope(D)(2,€6) = (97 (2)€), (,€) € T*M \o,

whereo = X x {0} is the zero section in T*M.
The characteristic manifold of D is

Char(D) := {(z,&) € T*"M \o: op:(D)(x, &) not invertible},
equal to
Char(D) = {(,€) € T"M \0: €97} (2)€ = 0} = ',

by the Clifford relations. We denote as usual by N'* the two connected components
of N, where

(2.7) NE = {(2,6) € N : £&-v > 0 for v € T, M future directed}.

2.1.5. Retarded/advanced inverses. Let us assume in addition that (M, g) is glob-
ally hyperbolic. Then, (see [D] for Dirac operators in 4 dimensions, or [M] for more
general prenormally hyperbolic operators), D admits unique retarded/advanced in-
verses Guret jadv + C6°(M; S(M)) — Cg5(M; S(M)) such that:

DGret/adv = Gret/advD =1,

supp Gret/aavtt C J+(suppu), u € C§(M;S(M)),
where Jy (K) are the future/past causal shadows of K € M.

Using the fact that D is formally selfadjoint with respect to (:|-)as and the
uniqueness of Get/adv We obtain that
G:et/adv = Gadv/re‘m
where the adjoint is computed with respect to (:|-)ps. One defines then the causal
propagator
G = Gret — Gaav

which satisfies

DG =GD =0,
(2.8) supp Gu C J(suppu), u € Cg°(M;S(M)),
G* = -G,

where J(K) = J_(K)U J4(K) is the causal shadow of K € M.
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2.1.6. The Cauchy problem. Let ¥ C M be a smooth, space-like Cauchy surface
and denote by n its future directed unit normal and by S(X) the restriction of the
spinor bundle S(M) to ¥ and

ox : C*(M;S(M)) 2 ¢ — YIs€ CF(5;5(%))
the restriction to 3. The Cauchy problem

{ Dy =0,
oy = f, feCF(E;S(%)),

is globally well-posed, see eg [M], the solution being denoted by » = Uxnf. We
have, see eg [DGl Thm. 19.63]:

(2.9) Usf(z) = — / G,y (n(y)) () dVols

where h is the Riemannian metric induced by g on .
We equip C§°(3; S(X)) with the indefinite Hermitian form

(2.10) (filfo)s = /E To-Bfa dVol,.

For g € £'(%2;5(%)), we define p%g € D'(M; S(M)) by

/ 059 Bu dVal, ::/g-ﬂggudvolh, ue C™(8;5(%)),
M >

i.e. % is the adjoint of ps; with respect to the scalar products (-|-)ar and (--)x. We
can rewrite (Z9) as

(2.11) Usf =(exG)"v(n)f, feCF(E;5(%)).

2.1.7. Cauchy evolution. Let us assume that M is foliated by a family (3;):cr of
space-like smooth Cauchy surfaces, for example the level sets of a Cauchy time
function, see Subsect. [3.1] for the definition.

Denoting the restriction of S(M) to ¥; by S(X;) and gy, by ¢, one can introduce
the Cauchy evolution

Ul(t,s) : C5°(Zs;8(2s)) = C5°(24; S(Xe)), t,s€R

defined by
U(t,s)f = otUs, [ f € C5° (X5 S(Xs)).

2.2. Conformal transformations. We briefly discuss conformal transformations,
and refer to [G-St], 2.7.2] or |G| Sect. 17.13] for details.

Let ¢ € C*°(M) with ¢(z) > 0 and § = ¢=2¢. Then the spin and spinor bundles
for (M, g) are identical to those for (M, g). One has:

X), B=cp,
I (X)y(Ve) + 3¢ X - de,

O}
s
\
o
L
=

<t
Q®n
Il
<
o)
|
Mol

(2.12)

~ - n+1 1—n -
D:=D+m=cz Dc =z form=cm.

2.3. Quantization of Dirac equation on curved spacetimes. We now recall
the algebraic quantization of Dirac equations, due to Dimock [D].
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2.3.1. CAR x-algebras. Let (Y, v) be a pre-Hilbert space. The CAR x-algebra over
(Y,v), denoted by CAR(),v), is the unital complex x-algebra generated by ele-
ments ¥(y), ¥*(y), y € Y, with the relations

Py + My2) = Y(y1) + A (yo),
V(Y1 + Ay2) = (Y1) + M7 (y2),  yi,y2 € Y, A €C,
(2.13) (1), ¥(y2)l+ = [V (1), " (y2)]+ =0,
[D(y1), " (y2)l+ =71 vyl y1,y2 €D,
P =¢*y), yel,
where [A, B]y = AB + BA is the anti-commutator.
2.3.2. Quasi-free states. As usual a stateon CAR(), v) is a linear map w : CAR(Y,v) —
C which is positive and normalized, ie
w(A*A) >0, w(l) =1, A€ CAR(Y,v).
— a state w is quasi-free if:
w(I Tz ¥ (yi) H;n:1 1/’(9;)) =0, ifn#m,
W(H?:1 ¥ (i) H?:1 7/’(%)) = Zaesn sgn(o) H?:1 w(7/’*(yz‘7/)(ya(i)>),

where S, is the set of permutations of {1,...,n}.
— a quasi-free state is uniquely determined by its covariances \* € Ly(Y, %),
defined by

wW(y)Y" (y2)) = T1- A g2, W@ (y2)Y(y1) =T A"y, y1.y2 € V.
The following two results are well-known, see eg [DG| Sect. 17.2.2].

Proposition 2.1. Let \* € L,(),Y*). Then the following statements are equiva-
lent :
(1) AT are the covariances of a gauge invariant quasi-free state on CAR(Y,v);
(2) AE >0 and AT + A~ =v.

Proposition 2.2. A quasi-free state w on CAR(Y,v) is pure if and only if there
exist projections ¢= € L(Y) such that

M =voct, et 4+ =1

2.3.3. Pre-Hilbert spaces. We now recall several equivalent pre-Hilbert spaces ap-
pearing in the quantization of the Dirac equation.
Let us denote by Sols.(D) the space of smooth, space compact solutions of the
Dirac equation
Dy =0.
For 11,12 € Sols.(D) we set

(2.14) By vy = / (41, o)t dVoly, = (ostbr iy (n)ostha)s,
>

where ¥ is a smooth space-like Cauchy surface.

Using that V*J,(¢1,%2) = 0 the rhs in (ZI4)) is independent on the choice of
Y. Moreover by (Z3)) v is a positive definite scalar product on Sols.(D).

Setting:

(2.15) Trvmfs =i / Fo By (n) fodVol,,
>

we obtain that
os : (Solse(D),v) = (C5°(E; S (X)), vs)
9



is unitary, with inverse Us.
It is also well-known, see eg D], that G : C§°(M; S(M)) — Solsc(D) is surjective
with kernel DCG°(M; S(M)) and that
C°(M; S(M))
DCGe(M; S(M))

is unitary. Summarizing, the maps

G:(

,i(-lG')]M) — (SOISC(D), l/)

Cg°(M;S(M . G 0o
(216)  (p=trrstiny+i(1G)a) 2 (Solu(D), v) 22 (C3°(5 (), vs)
are unitary maps between pre-Hilbert spaces.

2.3.4. CARx-algebra for Dirac fields. We denote by CAR(D) the x-algebra CAR(Y, v)
for (Y, v) one of the equivalent pre-Hilbert spaces in (2.16)).

We use the Hermitian form (-|-) a7 in (2.6]) to pair C§°(M; S(M)) with D' (M; S(M))
and to identify continuous sesquilinear forms on C§°(M; S(M)) with continuous lin-
ear maps from C§°(M;S(M)) to D'(M;S(M)).

We use the Hermitian form (-|-)x in (2.I0)) in the same way on the Cauchy surface
b

It is natural to require a weak continuity of the spacetime covariances A* of a
state w on CAR(D) defined by:

(AT w)ar = w(@ (W)™ (u), (ulA7u) = w@" (W) (u), ue C5°(M; S(M)).
Therefore one considers states on CAR(D) whose spacetime covariances satisfy:
(i) A*:C§(M;S(M)) — D'(M;S(M)) are linear continuous,
(i) A* >0 with respect to (-|-)as,
(iii) AT +A” =iG,
(iv) DoA* =A*oD=0.

(2.17)

Alternatively, one can define w by its Cauchy surface covariances A%, which satisfy
(i) A C5R(2;8(R) — D/(2;S(R)) are linear continuous,
(2.18) (i) A >0 for (),
(iil) A+ Ay =iy(n).
Using (2I0) one can show by the same arguments as for Klein-Gordon fields, see
[GOW] Prop. 7.5] that
AE = (02G)* A5 (0xG),
A5 = (087(n))* A* (0% (n)).
We recall that S(M) & S(M) =5 M x M is the vector bundle whose fiber over
(x,2') is End(S; (M), Sy (M)), with transition maps naturally inherited from those
of S(M).
By the Schwartz kernel theorem, we can identify A* with distributional sections
in D'(M x M;S(M)X S(M)), still denoted by A*.

(2.19)

2.3.5. The role of the Cauchy evolution. Recall from 1.7 that we denoted by
U (t, s) the Cauchy evolution associated to a foliation by the Cauchy surfaces (3¢ );cr.

If w is a quasi-free state on CAR(D), then denoting by A*(#) its Cauchy surface
covariances on Y; one has obviously

(2.20) ME(t) = U(s, )" N\E(s)U (s, 1), t,5 € R,
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2.3.6. Hadamard states. The wavefront set of A € D'(M x M;S(M) KX S(M)) is
defined in the natural way: introducing local trivializations of S(M) one can assume
that A € D'(M x M; Myn(C)) where N = rankS(M) and the wavefront set of a
matrix valued distribution is simply the union of the wavefront sets of its entries.

We will identify T*(M x M) with T*M x T*M. If ' C T*M x T*M then one
sets

= {((=,9), (@",¢)) : ((x,9), (2", =) € T}

For example WF(§(x — 2’)) = A, where A C T*M x T*M is the diagonal.

We recall that '+ are the two connected components of A, see (Z.7).

The following definition of Hadamard states is due to Hollands [Ho].

Definition 2.3. w is ¢ Hadamard state if
WE(AE) c NE x N

The following proposition, see [G-Stl Prop. 3.8] gives a sufficient condition for
the Cauchy surface covariances A% to generate a Hadamard state.

Proposition 2.4. Let

AL =tiy(n)ct
be the Cauchy surface covariances of a quasi-free state w. Assume that ¢t are
continuous from C§°(3;Sx) to C*(X;Sx) and from £'(X;Sx) to D'(X;Sx), and
that for some neighborhood U of ¥ in M we have
(2.21) WF(Us o c¢t) ¢ NEUF) x T*S, over U x %,
where F C T*M is a conic set with FNON = 0. Then w is a Hadamard state.
2.3.7. Action of conformal transformations. Let us now study the action of the

conformal transformations recalled in Subsect. If D is the Dirac operator for
g, its causal propagator is

n—1 _n+41
2

If we set ~ N

Wi =c =9, P e Cge(M;S(M)),
W = c"3 o, b € C§°(M,; S(M)),
Uf=c"7 f,f € OF(%5(2)),

then a routine computation gives the following proposition.

Proposition 2.5. The following diagram is commutative, with all arrows unitary:

0 (M; . G = 0
(S QES (G ) —Z— (Soke(D),v) —Z (CF (%5 8(2)),v)

v I :

C°(M;S . A G S %> 00 -
(e sty (G )i) — = (Sole(D),7) —— (C5°(5: 5(2)), o)

Let us now consider the action of conformal transformations on quasi-free states.
Let A% be the spacetime covariances of a quasi-free state w for D. Then
n+1

(2.22) A =T At

are the spacetime covariances of a quasi-free state @ for D, and

;\jzt = (U*)71A§U71 = chfl)\%clgn ,
if A%, resp. /N\% are the Cauchy surface covariances of w, resp. w.
Clearly w is a Hadamard state iff @ is.
11



2.4. The vacuum state for Dirac fields on static spacetimes. The basic
example of a state for Dirac fields is the vacuum state on static spacetimes. Let us
recall its definition, following [DH].

2.4.1. Vacuum state associated to a Killing field. Let (M, g) a globally hyperbolic
spacetime with a spin structure. The Lie derivative of a spinor field is defined as
(see [K]) :

Lxp =V +5(VaX)y = (Vo X)a)7*2"0,
e C®(M;S(M)), X € C®(M;TM).

If X is a complete Killing vector field, and the mass m in (Z3]) satisfies X-dm = 0,
then [D, Lx] = 0, see eg [GHW Appendix A]. It follows that the flow ¢4 generated
by Lx preserves Sols(D) and one can easily show, using ([2.4) and [223) that it
preserves the Hilbertian scalar product v.

It hence defines a unique strongly continuous unitary group (e'*f),cg on the
completion of (Sols.(D), ), whose generator H is, by Nelson’s invariant domain
theorem, the closure of i71Lx on Sols.(D).

If ¥ is a smooth space-like Cauchy surface, we denote by Hyx the corresponding
generator on the completion of (C§°(%; S(X2)), vs).

The following definition is taken from [DH].

(2.23)

Definition 2.6. Assume that
(2.24) Ker Hy, = {0}.

The vacuum state w“?° associated to the complete Killing field X is the quasi-free

state defined by the Cauchy surface covariances:
AEVAC . — iy (n) llp= (Hy).

Unlike the bosonic case, X does not need to be time-like in order to be able to
define the associated vacuum state.

2.4.2. Vacuum state on static spacetimes. We now discuss the vacuum state on
static spacetimes. We will assume that M = R x X is equipped with the static
metric g = —c?(x)dt? + h(x)dx?, where ¢ € C°(3;R) with ¢(x) > 0 and h is a
Riemannian metric on . We set
§=c2g=—dt* + h(x)dx?,
which is ultra static. The restriction of S(M) to 3; is independent on ¢ and denoted
by S(X), see [G-Stl Subsect. 7.1].
We consider a static Dirac operator
D=1 +m,

where m € C* (%, ;R) is independent on t.
The corresponding Dirac operator on (M, g) is

D= @ +m, m = cm.

If (é;)1<j<a is a local orthonormal frame for h and &, = 0y, we have setting

Yo = (€o): 5 5
D = —7y(0; — iHy)

for
(2.25) Hy = i70(5(8;)VZ, +m) =: Hox + iform.
From (Z23]), we obtain that L5 = @go = 0; and hence the generator of the Lie
derivative w.r.t. the Killing vector field 8, equals Hs; on C5°(%;S(X)). We still

denote by Hs, its closure for the Hilbertian scalar product os,.
12



Let us now consider the original Dirac operator D. Using (Z.12) one checks that
(2.26) D = —c 'y(eg)(0; — iHy),

(2.27) Hy i=c¢ " Hye'7,

where e, = ¢71é,. By Prop. we know that Hyx, with domain ¢ 2" Dom ﬁg is
selfadjoint for the scalar product vs. It equals the generator of the unitary group
associated to L, considered in 2411

Applying the discussion in [Z377] we can define:

Definition 2.7. Assume that Ker Hx, = {0}. Then the vacuum state w"?® for D
is the quasi-free state with Cauchy surface covariances

)\ivac = i’}/(eo)]l]Ri (HE)
2.4.3. Massive Dirac operators.

Definition 2.8. The static Dirac operator D is called massive if
(2.28) 0¢o(Hs).

If is a standard fact that if (2:28) holds, then w'? is a Hadamard state, see eg.
[SV2] Thm. 5.1]. Another proof is given in [G-Stl Subsect. 7.1]. If 0 € o(Hx) but
Ker Hy, = {0}, then one can encounter infrared problems.

Let us give a simple sufficient condition for ([2:28). Using the Clifford relations
and (2.4) we obtain that

H2 = HZ +A(h~'dm) +m?.
Since A = F(h~'dm) is selfadjoint for s, with A% = din-h~drn, we obtain that if
(2.29) i%me — dm-h~tdm > 0

Then 0 & o(H). In terms of ¢, m (Z29) becomes:
(2.30) i%f(02m2 —d(cm)-h~td(em)) > 0,

Note that [230) holds if ¢ = 1 and m(x) = mg # 0.

3. DIRAC OPERATORS ON ASYMPTOTICALLY STATIC SPACETIMES

3.1. Asymptotically static spacetimes. We fix an orientable d—dimensional
manifold ¥ equipped with a reference Riemannian metric k such that (3, k) is of
bounded geometry, and consider M = R; x Xy, setting = (¢,x), n = 1 +d is even.

3.1.1. Bounded geometry. Roughly speaking a Riemannian manifold (X,k) is of
bounded geometry if its radius of injectivity is strictly positive and if the metric
and all its derivatives, expressed in normal coordinates at a point x, satisfy estimates
which are uniform with respect to the point x.

The two basic examples are compact Riemannian manifolds and R¢ with the
flat metric, but many other non compact Riemannian manifolds are of bounded
geometry, like for example asymptotically hyperbolic Riemannian manifolds.

After fixing a background Riemannian metric, one can define in a canonical
way various global spaces, like spaces of bounded tensors, Sobolev spaces, bounded
differential operators.

Roughly speaking an object is bounded, if, when expressed in normal coordinates
at a base point x, the object and all its derivatives satisfy estimates which are
uniform with respect to x.

The main interest for us is that on a Riemannian manifold of bounded geome-
try one can define a global pseudodifferential calculus, the Shubin calculus, which

13



shares several important properties with the pseudodifferential calculus on compact
manifolds or the uniform pseudodifferential calculus on Re.

3.1.2. Lorentzian metric. We equip M with a Lorentzian metric g of the form
(3.1) g = —c(z)dt* + (dx" + b'(z)dt)hi; (z)(dx) + b (z)dt),

where ¢ € C®°(M;R),c(x) > 0, b € C®(M;TY) and h € C®(M;@2T*Y) is a
t-dependent Riemannian metric on .

We recall that £ € C°°(M;R) is called a time function if V¢t is a timelike vector
field. It is called a Cauchy time function if in addition its level sets are Cauchy
hypersurfaces.

By [CClL Thm. 2.1] we know that (M, g) is globally hyperbolic and ¢ is a Cauchy
time function.

3.1.3. Asymptotically static spacetimes. We consider also two static metrics on M:
Yout/in = 7Cc2>ut/in(x>dt2 =+ hout/in(X)dX27

where Nyt /in, T€SP. Cout/in are two Riemannian metrics, resp. smooth functions on
3 such that:

(H1) hout/in € BTS(Z, k), lfl/m € BT3(%,k), Cioo,ciog € BTY(Z, k).

out
Concerning the asymptotic behavior of g when ¢ — +00 we assume that
h(x) = houtjin(x) € STH(RE; BTH(S, k)),
(H2) b(x) € ST 7H(R; BTH(, k),
c(x) — Coutin(x) € S™H(R*; BTg(E, k)),

for some p > 0, where BTg (3, k) is the Fréchet space of bounded ¢, p-tensors, see
eg [Sh] or [G-St, Subsect. 4.1], and the space S°(R;.F) for F a Fréchet space is
defined in Subsect.

In other words the metric g is asymptotic to the static metrics goue/in When
t — do0.

For later use we also fix m € C°°(M;R), representing a variable mass and
Mioo € C®°(X;R) such that

(H3) m(x) — Mmoo (x) € STH(RE; BTY(Z, k).

3.1.4. Orthogonal decomposition. We recall now the well-known orthogonal decom-
position of g associated to the Cauchy time function t. We set

-1
g dt .
= ———— =0, b* Oy
VS Gtgta O

which using (H1), (H2) is a complete vector field on M. Denoting its flow by ¢ we
have:

¢:(0,y) = (t,x(t,0,y)), t R, y € &,
where x(t, s, ) is the flow of the time-dependent vector field b on 3. We also set
(3.2) X:Rx X3 (ty)— (t,x(t0,y) e Rx X.

The following lemma is proved in [GW1], Appendix A.4]. Bounded diffeomorphisms
on a manifold of bounded geometry are defined for example in [GW1], Def. 3.3].
14



Lemma 3.1. Assume (H1), (H2). Then

(3-3) §=X"g = —&(t,y)dt* + h(t,y)dy?,
for ¢ € C®°(R x M), h € C(R; T9(X)). Moreover there exist bounded diffeomor-
phisms Xous/in of (X, k) such that if:
Bout/in = X:;ut/inhout/inv
éout/in = X:ut/incout/ina
then: .
hout/in € BTS(S,k), ho in

€ BT,(, k),

BT§(%, k),

~ A1
Cout/ins Cout /in
and furthermore,

h — houtin € STH(RE, BTY(S, k),
& — Cout/in € STH(R*, BTH(, k)),
XM — Mio € STH(RE, BTH(Z, k)).

After applying the isometry x : (M, §) = (M,g) in Lemma [B.I] removing the
hats to simplify notation and denoting y again by x, we can assume that

g = —c(t,x)dt* + h(t,x)dx?,

with
h — houtjin € STH(RE, BTY(Z, k),
¢ — Cout/in € STH(RE, BTY(
(3.4) m—mie € STH(RE, BTO(
Rout jin € BTO(Z k), h

3,
3,
out/m
Cout /ins Cout in € BT0(Z, k).
3.1.5. Conformal transformation. We set

§i=c2g=—dt* + B(t, x)dX2
and obtain that
h = houtjin € STHR*E, BTY(S, k)), with
hout/in = Cory i Pout/in € BTS(5,k), hel o BTH(E, k).

out/in

(3.5)

3.2. Spin structures. Let us assume that (M, ¢g) admits a spin structure PSpin(M, g).
We denote by Cliff (M, g), S(M) the Clifford and spinor bundles over (M, g).

By well-known results on conformal transformations of spin structures, see eg
[ILM| Lemma 5.27], [Hi||G-Stl, 2.7.2] (M, g) also admits a spin structure and the
spinor bundle for (M, §) is equal to S(M).

Before further discussing the spin structure on (M, g) or (M,g) we prove a
lemma. We set hy = h(t,-).

Lemma 3.2. Let us fix a bounded atlas (Vi, ¥;)ien for (X, ilo).

Let F; = (e ;)1<j<a oriented orthonormal frames for ho over V; such that eij
fori €N, 1<j<d are a bounded family in BT§(Vi, k). Let Fi(t) = (ei;(t))1<j<d
the oriented orthonormal frames for hy over V; obtained by parallel transport with
respect to 0y of F; for the metric §g. Then:

(1) e;,j(F00) = limy—, 400 €5, (t) exist and the family e; j(£oo) fori e N, 1< j <d
is bounded in BTH(Vi, k).
15



(2) RT3t e ;(t) — ei j(£00) form a bounded family in S~ (R, BT{(Vi, k)).
Proof. Let us forget the index i for the moment. Let z%, 1 < a < d be local
coordinates on V obtained from v : V' — By4(0,1) and let 2° = ¢. Denoting by re,
the Christoffel symbols for g in the local coordinates (z/)o<,<q over U = R x V,
we have I'f}, = Th#2d,h,,.

Putting back the index i we see from (B3] that R € ¢+ I'}' (¢) form a bounded
family in S~'=#(R, BT§(V;)). Denoting e; ;(t) simply by u(t) and setting u =
u®0dge over V., we obtain that u(t) solves:

{ Dyu(t) + Lgg(t)ul (t) =0,
u®(0) = ef;.

From the above estimates on I'}', (¢) and standard estimates on solutions of linear

differential equations, we obtain (1). It follows that u(t) also solves

A (t) + Tgs(t)ul (t) = 0,

limy 400 u®(t) = u*(£00).
Again the same estimates (integrating now from ¢ = +oo instead of from ¢ = 0)
prove (2) and complete the proof of the lemma. O

3.2.1. Spin structures. Since M is a cartesian product and from the form of g,
further simplications occur, see eg [BGM] or |G-Stl, Subsect. 2.6].

Let us set R = RU{—o00, 400} and set ﬁin/out = ﬁp)o for coherence of notation.

We can use the local frames F;(t) over V; to obtain local trivialisations of
PSO(Z, hy) for t € R. The associated transition functions are independent on
t. By the arguments in [G-Stl Subsect. 2.6], we obtain unique spin structures on
(2, hy) for t € R.

The transition functions of PSpin(M, ) are independent on ¢ and induce a spin
structure on (X, i) whose transition functions are also independent on ¢. If S;(%)
denotes the restriction of S(M) to X4, then S¢(X) is independent on ¢ and denoted
by S(X).

Conversely the spin structure on (3, izioo) induces a spin structure on (X, §+oo)
for gioe = —dt? 4+ hioo(x)dx® and by conformal invariance a spin structure on
(M, g+o0). The associated spinor bundle is again equal to S(M).

3.3. Dirac operators. We consider the Dirac operator locally given by
(3.6) Di=D+m, I=g"y(ed)V5,
where (e4)o<q<d is some local frame of T'M and V* is the spin connection.
3.3.1. Conformal transformation. By Subsect. we obtain that
(3.7) D =c¢ " Dc"T for D =D+, m=cm,
with

M — Mot /in € STH(RE, BTH(S, k)),
(38) Mout/in = Cout/inMout/ins Mout/ins m;ult/in € BTg(Z, k).
3.3.2. Asymptotic Dirac operators. Let

Dout/in = Poutin + Mout /in

the asymptotic Dirac operators obtained from the spin structures PSpin(M, gout /in)-
We will assume

(H4) Doy /in are massive ie 0 & o(Hoygin),

see 243l A sufficient condition for (H4) is given in (2.30).
16



4. PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL CALCULUS

In this section we will recall Shubin’s global pseudodifferential calculus on man-
ifolds of bounded geometry and its time-dependent versions. We refer the reader
to [Shl [Ko| for the original exposition and to [GOW] for a more recent one. We
are interested in pseudodifferential operators acting on sections of spinor bundles,
which are considered in [G-St].

4.1. Notations. Let (X, k) a Riemannian manifold of bounded geometry see [CGl
Rol or [GOW, Thm. 2.2| for an equivalent definition. We refer the reader to [G-Stl
Subsect. 4.1] for the definitions below.

We denote by BT% (%, k) the space of bounded (g,p) tensors on . Let also

E 5 % a vector bundle of bounded geometry.

We denote by ST} (1% L(E)) the space of L(£)-valued polyhomogenous sym-
bols of order m on X, see eg [G-St}, Sect. 4.1].

The ideal of smoothing operators is denoted by W~°°(X; L(E)), and one sets

W™ (S: L(E)) = Op(SI(T"S: L(E))) + W™(S: L(E)),

for some quantization map Op obtained from a bounded atlas and bounded parti-
tion of unity of (X, k).

4.2. Time-dependent pseudodifferential operators. We will also consider time-
dependent pseudodifferential operators, adapted to the geometric situation consid-
ered in Subsect.

We first introduce some notation.

Let F a Fréchet space whose topology is defined by the seminorms || - ||,, p € N
and § € R. We denote by S?(R;F) the space of smooth functions f : R — F
such that supg (t)*°||0F f(t)||, < oo for all k,p € N. Equipped with the obvious
seminorms, it is itself a Fréchet space.

Note that S?(R; F) = (t)°S°(R; F) so we can always reduce ourselves to § = 0.

Similarly we denote by Cg°(R;F) the space of smooth functions f : R — F
such that supg [|0F f(t)|, < oo for all k,p € N, with the analogous Fréchet space
topology.

We use this notation to define the spaces S°(R; Shn(T"E; L(E))),
S*(R,W~°(%; L(E))) and S (R; U™ (%; L(E))).

For example if (X,k) equals R™ equipped with the flat metric, then
S°(R; S73 (T*R™)) is the space of smooth functions a : R x T*R"™ — C such that
there exist for j € N functions a,,—; : R x T*(R™) — C, homogeneous of degree
m — j in £ with

sup () ORI OF 920  aj(t, ,€)| < o0, k €N, a, 8 € N",
RxT*R™\o

and for any N € N

N
. sTug . (t)y—otk (§)7m+N+1+|m|656§‘65(a—Z am—;(t,2,6))| < 00, k€ N,a, 5 € N™.
XT*R™\o =0

Similarly S°(R, W~°°(R")) is the space of smooth functions a : R — B(L?(R™))
such that

SE{P@V{SHHatka(t)||B(Hfm(Rn),Hm(Rn)) < o0, k,meN,

where H™(R"™) are the usual Sobolev spaces.
For simplicity of notation S°(R; Sy (T*%; L(E))) or 8°(R; ¥™(X; L(E))) will
often simply be denoted by S>™, W™,
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4.2.1. Principal symbol. If A(t) = Op(a(t)) + R_o(t) € S*(R; U™ (Z; L(E))) its
principal symbol is

apr(A)(t) = [a](t) € 8° (R; S (T3 L(E))) /S° (R; Sy~ (T % L(E))).

opr(A)(t) is independent on the decomposition of A(t) as Op(a)(t)+ R—o(t) and on
the choice of the good quantization map Op. As usual we choose a representative
of o (A)(t) which is homogeneous of order m on the fibers of T*X.

4.2.2. Ellipticity. Anoperator A(t) € S (R; U™ (%; L(E))) is elliptic if opr (A)(t, 2, &)
is invertible for all ¢ € R and
sup lope (A) 7 (8, 2, )] < o0
teR,(z,§)eT*X,[E|=1
To define the norm above, one chooses a bounded Hilbert space structure on the
fibers of E, the definition being independent on its choice.

Proposition 4.1. Let A(t) € S¢(R; ™ (%; L(E))), e € R,m > 0 elliptic. Then the
following holds:
(1) A(t) is closeable on C$°(¥; E) with Dom A (t) = H™(X; L(E)).
(2) if there exists § > 0 such that [—6,6] N o (A (t)) =0 for t € R, then A7L(t) €
SR, U—™(%; L(E))) and

Upr(A_l)(t) = (Upr(A))_l (t).

Proof. the same result is proved in [G-St, Prop. 5.8], with S°(R; ¥™) replaced
by Cp°(R; ¥™), where C2°(R; F) is defined at the beginning of Subsect. Note
that a(t) € S°(R;F) iff (t)=°~"0ra(t) € CZ(R;F) for all n € N. Using that
OATH(t) = —A7L(t)0, A(t)A1(t) and similar identities for higher derivatives of
A~1(t) combined with the above remark we obtain the proposition. O

4.3. Functional calculus.

4.3.1. Elliptic selfadjoint operators. Let us fix a bounded Hilbertian structure () g
on the fibers of E and define the scalar product

(uv) = /E(u(xﬂv(x))EdVolg, u,v € C3°(5; E).

Let H(t) € S°(R; U™ (X; L(E))) be elliptic, symmetric on C§°(%; E). Using Prop.
[£T] one easily shows that its closure is selfadjoint with domain H™(X; E). Note
also that its principal symbol oy, (H)(¢, x, ) is selfadjoint for the Hilbertian scalar
product on FE,.

4.3.2. Functional calculus. We now extend some results in [G-St] on functional
calculus for selfadjoint pseudodifferential operators to our situation. We first recall
some definitions from [G-St, Subsect. 5.3] about pseudodifferential operators with
parameters.

One denotes by S™(X; L(E)) the space of symbols b € C®(Ry x T*%; L(E))
such that if b(A) = b(\,-) € C®(T*%; L(E)) and T;b(\) are the pushforwards of
b(\) associated to a covering {U;}ien of X, we have:

0020 bi(A, @, €) € O((&) + (W)™ 177, (A, 2,6) € R x T"B(0,1)

uniformly with respect to ¢ € N. One denotes by §}T(T*E;L(E)) the subspace
of such symbols which are homogeneous w.r.t. (A,§) and by ST} (T*%; L(E)) the
subspace of polyhomogeneous symbols.
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One also defines the ideal )7\//700(2; L(E)) as the set of smooth functions b: R €

A= b(A\) € W*°(3; L(E)) such that
Ha;\yb(/\)”B(H*m(E),H”L(E)) € O(</\>7n)a V7m7n57 € Na
and set _ N
U™(3; L(E)) := Op(Si(T"%; L(E))) + W™ (%; L(E)),
As usual one defines the tlme—dependent versions of the above spaces:
SO (R; SIL(T*S; L(E))), S (RyW™(S; L(E))), S° (R; U™ (; L(E))).

We define the principal symbol of A(t) € S%(R; U™ (3; L(E))) as in ZI] using the
polyhomogeneity.

Proposition 4.2. Let H(t) € S°(R; U (X; L(E))) elliptic and formally selfadjoint.
Let us still denote by H(t) its closure, which is selfadjoint on H*(X; E) by Prop.
[£1 Assume that there exists § > 0 such that [—§,0)No(H(t)) =0 fort e 1.

Then A — (H(t) +iX) " belongs to S*(R; U—1(2; L(E))) with principal symbol
(ope(H (1)) +iN)
Proof. The Cg° version of the proposition is proved in [G-Stl, Prop. 5.9]. We use

the same remark as in the proof of Prop. EIl to extend it to the S° case. Details
are left to the reader. O

Proposition 4.3. Let H(t) € S°(R; U1(3; L(E))) be elliptic, symmetric on C§°(3; E),
and let us denote still by H(t) its selfadjoint closure. Assume that there exists § >0
such that [—6,8] No(H(t)) =0 fort € R.

Assume in addition that there exist Ho, € W1(X; L(E)), elliptic symmetric on
C§°(3; E) with 0 € 0(Hoo) such that

H(t) — Hy € STH(R; UH(Z; L(E))).

Then
(1) the spectral projections g+ (H(t)) belong to S°(R; ¥°(3; L(E))) and

(
opr (s (H () = T (0pr (H(1)))-
Moreover ﬂRi( (t)) — Tg+ (Hy) belongs to STH(R; UO(3; L(E))).
(2) S(t) = (H2(t) +1)2 belongs to SO (R; ¥'(X; L(E))) and
opr(S(t)) = lope (H(1))]-
Moreover S(t) — S belongs to S™H(R; W(X; L(E))) for Seo = (H2, 4 1)3.
Proof. By Prop. we have
(4.1) (ix— H(t))~" = Op(a(t, N)) + R_s(t, N),
where a(t) € SO(R; S~1(T*%; L(E))) and R_o(t) € S*(R; W—>°(%; L(E)) satisfies:
BPNOXOF R—oo (t, M (s (5),5m (5)) € O(AN) ™™, Vp,m,n €N,

uniformly for ¢ € R.
The principal symbol of a(t) is (i\ — ope(H)) ™!, which means that
1

(4.2) Op(a(t, A)) = Op((iA — ope(H)() ™" € 8O (R; ¥%(%; L(E))).
For a # 0 we have

—+00
(4.3) la| ™t = %/0 (a+iN)"Ha —iN)"td),
hence
“+oo
(4.4) |H(t)|™! = %/O (H(t) +iN) "L (H(t) —iN) "t



From Prop. we obtain that [H(¢)|"' € SO(R; ¥~ }(Z; L(E ))) We also de-
duce from (IEI) using the second resolvent formula that |H(¢)|~* |Hoo|_1 €
STH(R; ¥~1(3; L(E))). This implies that sgn(H(t)) € S°(R; V=°(%; L(E))) and
sen(H (1)) — sgn(Hac) € S~(R; W0(S; L(E))).

Moreover since the principal symbol of (H (t) +i\) ™! equals (op (H (£)) +1X) 71,
applying once more (£3)) we obtain that op,(sgn(H(t))) equals sgn(op: (H(1))).

Writing Ig+ (A) = (1 £ sgn(A)) this implies (1). To prove (2) we deduce from
E3) that

1 2 t+oo ) . o z +oo . 1 N
(45) (a+1)~ ;/0 (a+s°+1)"d _7/1 (a+ X))\ 1)72d),
hence
.2 [T )
(4.6)  (H*()+1)72 = ;/ (H(t) + N H(E) — N TAN = 1)72dA.

we obtain that (H2(t) +1)"2 € SO(R; U~'(2; L(E))). We also deduce from (@8)
that (H2(t)4+1)"2 f(HQ +1)72 € STH(R; WL(2; L(E))). We write then (H2(t)+
1)z = (H2 4 1)(H2(t) + 1)~ 2 and obtain (2). O

5. THE IN/OUT VACUUM STATES

In this section we prove Thm. [T

5.1. Reduction of the Dirac operator. In this subsection we consider the Dirac
operator D obtained from D by conformal transformation, see 3.5, B:3.11 In order
not to overburden the notation, we remove the tildes and denote §, D etc simply
by g, D

We recall that the restriction S¢(X) of the spinor bundle S(M) to ¥, is indepen-
dent of ¢, and denoted by S(X).

We recall also that S(M) is equipped by a time positive Hermitian form § see
[23) and we denote by j; its restriction to S(X). Also we denote by ~v; : Ts, M —
L(S:(X)) the restrictions of v to S(3;).

We will denote by (x, k) local coordinates on T*¥ and by (¢,x, 7, k) local coor-
dinates on T M.

The first step consists in reducing the Dirac equation Di) = 0 to a time-
dependent Schroedinger equation

Oy —iH(t)y =0,

where H(t) is some time-dependent selfadjoint operator. To this end it is necessary
to identify the elements of spinor bundles at different times by parallel transport.
We recall that eg = 0; and (ej)1<j<q are the local frames constructed in Lemma
We start by an easy proposition.

Proposition 5.1.
i) e(en) = Yrooleo) € STHR®; C*(V; L(S(X)))),
) (€)= Yoo (ej(F£00)) € STH(RF; C2(V; L(S(X)))),
) Bi— Broo € STHRHCE(VIL(S(R), S()))),
i) VS - Ver™ € STHRE W(; 5(%))),
)

S oo —_
Vesg(t) Veiioo) € STHRE; (X 9(D))).
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Proof. We fix a bounded atlas (V;,%;)ien of (X, ho) and set U; = R x V;. We fix a
bounded family (F;);ey of oriented orthonormal frames for hg over V; and denote
by Fi(t) = (e; j(t))1<j<a the orthonormal frames obtained by parallel transport as
in Lemma Since eg = 0, & = (€i,a)0<a<a are then oriented, time-oriented
orthonormal frames for g over U; = R x V;.

We use the spin frames B;(t) = (E; a(t))1<a<n of S(X) associated to the frames
Ei(t) = (€,a(t))o<a<a over {t} x V;. From the estimates in Lemma B2, we obtain
that B;(d+00) = lims— 4o B;(t) exist and that
(5.1) Eia(+o0) € Cg2(Vi, S(X)),

' E; a(t) — Ei a(£00) € STH(R*; C2°(V;, S(2))) uniformly w.r.t. i € N.

We recall from B.2.T] that from the transition functions 0;;(£o00) : V;; — SO(d) one
obtains the spin structures PSpin(X; hi) introduced above. The frames B;(+00)
are the frames associated to the &;(+o0) for this spin structure.

Let us now forget the index i and denote by (4)1<a<n € CV the components of
¥ in the frame B. The dual frames are as usual denoted by (e*)o<a<d, (EA)lgASN
so for example Y4 = 1. B4,

Denoting by v:(u) the matrix of 4¢(u) in the frame B(t), we have also
(5.2) vi(u) = you®(t), u(t) := u-e(t).
where 7, € My (C) for 0 < a < d are the usual gamma matrices. Using Lemma
and (B.I) we obtain that lims 100 Vi(€q(t)) € L(S(X)) exist and that

(63 wlea(®) — Im_lea(t)) € SHEEC(V: LIS(E)).
If we reintroduce the index ¢ and set V = V;, then the seminorms in (G.3) are
uniform with respect to ¢ € N. Because of ([&.2]), the limits lim;, 4o V:(eq(t)) are

equal t0 Y1oo(eq(£00)). This proves ii). i) is proved similarly.
Let us now denote by B; the matrix of §; in the frame B(t). We have

B:=8
where 8 € Mn(C) is a Hermitian matrix such that
BYa = =78, B0 > 0.
This implies as above that lim;_, 4., B¢ exist and
(5.4) B lim_ B € STHRE O (VEL(S(E), S(9)).
Again because of (2.2) the limits lim;—, 1o B; are equal to 51, which proves ).
Finally, see eg [G-Stl, 2.5.6] we have:
(5.5) Ve = 0™ + oy,
where

1

ngb'}/(%)gbdﬁ’(ed), oy = Ve, ep-€".
Using (3.5]) and the properties of (e;(t))i1<j<q in Lemma [32 we obtain by a routine
computation that

[0, (t) =T6o(t) =0, TU,(¢), Tg,(t) € STIH(R; C2(V)),
I, (t) — I, (£00) € STH(RE;C2(V)) if a, b, ¢ # 0.

aafzea'dfa 0-(1140 :EA'UaE07 Oq =

(5.6)

If we reintroduce the index i and set V' = V;, then the seminorms in (5.6) are
uniform with respect to ¢ € N. Therefore the limits lim; 4 Vesj ) exist and

VS

e; (t

)= dim VE ) € STHRS U S(R))).
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Using (B.5) we obtain also that limy 1 ij(t) = V%= (e;(400)), which proves
v). The proof of iv) is similar. O

5.1.1. Identification by parallel transport. For f € C*°(X4;5(Xs)) we denote by
T (s)f = 4 the solution of

Vi =0nRx¥,
(57) { w|25 = fa

and set
Tt s)f =T(s)fIs.,
T :C®(R;C™®(%,5(%))) = C°(M;S(M))
W() = (T)(E) = [he|=F hol 3T (1, 0)(8),
We denote by vg the Hilbertian scalar product
fwf 111/27'5070(60)f|h0|%d& f e (E,5(%)).

Using (24]) we obtain the following lemma, see |[G-St, Lemma 6.1].

(5.8)

Lemma 5.2. One has

(1) T(s,t)ve(e0)T (t,8) = vs(eo), t,s €1,

(2) T(s,t)e(e; ()T (t,5) = vs(ej(s)), t.s € 1,
(3) T(t,s)BeT(t,s) =Bs, t,s€ 1.

5.1.2. Reduction of the Dirac operator.

Proposition 5.3. Let

D:=7"'DT.
Then
(1) the map
T : (Sols (D), v9) = (Sols(D), vp)
18 unitary.
(2) We have

D = —10(e0)0: + ivol(eo)H(?),
where H(t) € S°(R, U1 (X, S(X))) has the following properties:
(21) opr(H(8) (x, k) = —y0(e0)v0(he (x)~1k).
(2ii) there ewist Hio € W1(X; L(S(X))) elliptic, formally selfadjoint for v
such that
H(t) = Hioo € STHRT WS L(S(X)))).
Hioo is selfadjoint with domain H'(3;S(X)) and 0 ¢ 0(Hioo)-
(2iii) H(t) is formally selfadjoint for vy and selfadjoint with domain H(%; S(%)).
Proof. (1) is obvious since 7(0,0) = 1. We have 7 1y(eo)T = Yo(eo) by Lemma
and
1
(5.9) TOT ™ =V, — S0l hallhe| 7.
If we fix over some open set U = R x V', a local oriented and time oriented or-
thonormal frame (e4)o<a<a as in Lemma [3.2] we have
T-I1DT = —70(60)815 + i’}/o(eo)H(t),
(5.10) H(t) = T H()T + 30:|hi||he| 7", for

H(t) = in(eo) (e () VS () + ive(eo)m,

where in the second line we sum only over 1 < j < d.
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Let us now prove the properties of H(t) stated in (2). By Prop. Bl we obtain
that

(5.11) H(t) — Han € STHRS U (S5 L(S(2)))),
for
(5.12) Hioo = i700(€0) (Voo (€ (:I:oo))Vi (o) T Mtoo)-

Let us now consider the maps 7 (¢, s). We have

1
VaY =0+ {T57ay"d = O,

since Ve e, = 0. It follows that the matrix of 7 (¢,s) in the bases B(s) and B(t)
equals the identity matrix. Using then (G we obtain that the limits 7 (£o00,0) =
limy 400 T(t,0) € C°(2; L(S(X))) exist and that

(5.13) T(t,0) — T(+00,0) € ST*(RE; C2°(X; L(S(X)))).
Combining (511 and (5I3), we obtain that

(5.14) Hasco = T(0, £00) 7o | [ho] =% Hetoo B |3 [hetoo| =5 T (00, 0)
belongs to W1 (3; L(S(X))) and

(5.15) H(t) — Hiso € STHRE; UL(X; L(S(R)))).

The principal symbol of H(#) is clearly equal to —vo(eq)vo(ht(x)~1k), which proves
(21).

Let us now prove the remaining parts of (2ii). From (Z25) we obtain that
H., is the spatial part of the Dirac operator for the static metric g1o. Using
hypothesis (H4) (and remembering that we removed the tildes) we obtain that
0 € 0(Hio). The selfadjointness of Hiy on H(X;S(X)) follows by the usual
ellipticity argument.

Finally we know that if Dy = 0 then

[T Berea)te B

is independent on ¢, hence if ¢ = 714 we obtain using
_ 1 _

ToT 1=V — Zat|ht||ht| 1

that
/1/1 )-Bovoleo)w(t, ) |ho| = dx
is independent on t. Since ) = iH(t) this implies that H(t) = H*(¢) on

C§°(2;5(%)) for vy. The fact that (the closure of) H(t) is then selfadjoint on
H(X;S(X)) follows from the standard argument, using the ellipticity of H(¢). O

5.2. Some preparations. The space C5°(RxX; S(X)) is equipped with the Hilber-
tian scalar product

v = A E5'5070(@0)1/)dt|ho|%de,
while C§°(3; S(X)) is equipped with
(5.16) ?'l/of = / 7'ﬁ070(60)f|h0|%dl‘.
b

Adjoints of operators will always be computed with respect to these scalar products.
Our reference Hilbert space is
H=L*%:5(%)),
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equal to the completion of C§°(3;.5(X)) for vp.
The following lemma is the analog of [G-St| Lemma 6.3].

Lemma 5.4. There exists R_o € C§°(R;W™°(3; S(2))) with R_oo(t) = R_oo(t)*
and 6 > 0 such that

o(H(t) + R_oo(t)) N [=6,0] = 0.

Proof. we follow the proof in [G-St, Lemma 6.3]. By Prop. (2), we know that
there exists § > 0 such that o(H(t)) N [—d,d] = O for |¢t| > 1, so the modification
R_(t) can be taken compactly supported in ¢. O

5.2.1. Unitary group. Let us denote by U(t,s), s,t € I the unitary evolution gen-
erated by H(t), ie the solution of

0:U(t, s) = iH()U(¢, 9),
0sU(t, s) = —iU(t, s)H(s),
Us,s) = 1.

The properties of H(t) imply that U(¢, s) is well-defined by a classical result of Kato,
see eg [SG].

Lemma 5.5. U(t, s) are uniformly bounded in B(H™(%2;S(X))) fort,s e R, m €
R.

Proof. Let us set
S(t) := (H2(t) + 1)2, Sioo = (HZ__ +1)3.
By Prop. we obtain that
S(t) € SOR; U1 (3; S(%))),
10 SEti - si; € s(wR(i;)xI)f)l@;S(z))),
and oy (S(1)) (2, k) = (k-hy ' (x)k)2. This implies that
CLHUS™ ullo < fullm < CllS™ (t)ullo, t € R,

where we denote by || - ||, the norm in H™(X; S(X)).
For u € S™(s)C§°(%; S(X)) we set

f(@) = [[U(s, )™ ()U(E, 5)S™™ (s)ullo,
which is finite since U(¢, s) preserves C5°(%; S(X)). We have
POI< UG0SV $)S ™ (3)ullo
[lU(s, t)0:S™(t)S™™(t)U(t, s)U(s, t)S™(t)U(t, $)S™™(s)ullo
[U(s, £)0,S™ (£)S™™ (HU(E, 8) | o f (1) < CETI7H (),

where we use (B.I7) in the last inequality. By Gronwall’s inequality we obtain that
f(t) < Cf(s) for t,s € R hence

[1S™()U(E, )5 (s)u]
= [U(s,)S™(@®)U(E, 8)S™ ™ (s)ull < Cllull, w e 5™ (s)C5° (%5 5(%2)),

IN

which proves the lemma since S™(s)C5°(2;.5(2)) is dense in L?(%; S(X)). O
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5.2.2. Some preparations. We next introduce some classes of maps between pseu-
dodifferential operators. These classes are similar to the ones considered in [G-St]
Subsect. 6.3], with the behavior for large times taken into account.

We will use the short hand notation introduced in Subsect. and denote
S°(R; W™ (3; L(S(X)))) simply by S¥™. We set S>> = Us.mer Som,

Definition 5.6. Let 6 : R = R and p € R. We denote by F_s5 _, the set of maps
F: 800 5 8§ gych that

FrSml o S h=8. = s,
and:
Ri— Ry € S 9710 = F(Ry) — F(Rp) € S0 =57771 ¥e > 0,5 € N,

An element of F_s5 _,, will be denoted by F_s _,. The following proposition is
the analog of [GW2, Lemma A.1], |[G-St| Prop. 6.6]. It is an abstract formula-
tion of an ubiquitous argument in pseudodifferential calculus, consisting in solving
recursive equations to determine successive terms in the symbolic expansion of a
pseudodifferential operators.

Proposition 5.7. Let A€ S7#*~1 1y > 0 and Fy,—o € Fo,—2. Then there exists
a solution R € S™*~1 unique modulo ST~ of the equation:

R=A+ FO,_Q(R) mod STH T,

Proof. Let us denote Fp,_o simply by F. We set Sop = A, S, = A+ F(Sn-1)
for n > 1. We have S; — Sy = F(A) and S, — S,—1 = F(Sp—1) — F(Sn—2).
Since F' € Fp,_» we obtain by induction that S, — S,—-1 € S—H=(n+1)  We
take R € S~#~1 such that R ~ Sy + Zgo Sn — Sp_1 which solves the equation
modulo S7#1 =, If Ry, Ry are two solutions then Ry — F» = F(Fy) — F(Rs)
modulo S§7#1>7% hence using that ' € Fy _2 we obtain by induction on n that
Ri — Ry € S~ for all n € N which proves uniqueness modulo S™#1=°°, O

We now collect some useful properties of the sets F_5 .
Lemma 5.8. (1) If A€ S™2F and F_5_p € F_5_p, then the maps
AF_ 5 _,: R— AF_ 5 _,(R),
F 5 _,A:R—F_5_,(R)A

belong to F_s_, _pyr for k <p.
(2) If F_s, —p, € F_5,,—p; then the map

Fogy—p Fby—ps : B> Fgy —p, (R)F—52—pz (R)
belongs to F_g, _§,—p,—p,—ps» Where p is the map p— p.
(3) the map R — RP belongs to F_(,_1)u,—p for p € N*.

(4) the map R~ e® belongs to Fo .
(5) one hase® =1+ R+ F_, _2(R), where F_, 5 € F_p 2.

Proof. (1) and (2) are easy. We check that R — R belongs to Fy _1 and use
then (2) to obtain (3). To prove (4) we write e = Y _ L R™ and obtain that
eft € 820 if R € S7#~1. We have

1
eftt _ oft2 :/ e/ (R — Rg)e(keﬂbd@
0
and obtain that ef't —ef2 ¢ ST#=¢~17J if R| — Ry € S#~%~17J which completes

the proof of (4). To prove (5) we write
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1
et = ]1+R+/ (1—0)R%Pdh =: 1+ R+ F(R)
0
and obtain by (2), (3) and (4) that F € F, _». O

5.3. Construction of some projections. We now follow the constructions in
[G-St, Subsect. 6.4], adapting the results to our framework.

Proposition 5.9. There exist time-dependent projections
PE(t) € SO (R; UO(; L(S(X))))
and time-dependent operators
R(t) € STITHR; WS L(S(R))))
such that
(1) PE(t) = PH(1)*, PT(t) + P~ (t) = 1;
(2) P*(t) = g+ (Hioo) € STH(R®, UO(S; L(S(D))));
(3) R(t) = R*(t); i
(4) QeP*(t) + [PH(1), iH(t)] € ST H(R; U (T L(S(X)))) for
H(t) — eiR(t)H(t)efiR(t) + iflateiR(t)efiR(t);

WF(U(-,0)e 1EO) pE(0)el RO « (NF U F) x T*%,
for F={k=0}CT*M.

Proof. we follow the proof of [G-St, Prop.6.8], taking into account the time decay
of the various operators.

Stepl. In Step 1 we replace H(t) by H(t) = H(t) + R_(t) as in Lemma (.4
Let U(¢, s) the unitary group with generator H(¢). From Lemma 5.5 and Duhamel’s
formula we obtain that U(t,s) — U(t,s) € C°(R%W(3; L(S(X)))) so we can
replace H(t) by H(t). Denoting H(t) again by H(t) we can assume without loss of
generality that [—d,0] No(H(t)) =0 for t € R.

By Prop. [£3] the projections

PE(t) = T+ (H(t))

are well defined, selfadjoint with

P(t) € SO (R; WO(35 L(S(X)))),

PE(t) — Tge (Hioo) € STHR®; B35 L(S(X)))),
so properties (1) and (2) are satisfied. We have also
(5.19) pe (PE)(t,%, k) = T (00 (H) (£, %, K)).
Since opr(H(t, %, k) = —y0v(hy ' (x)k), we obtain using the Clifford relations that:

oo (PE)(t,%, k)ope (H) (8, %, k) = +e(t, x, k)op (PE)(t, %, k),
for e(t,z, k) = (k-h; (x)k)z. By symbolic calculus this implies that
(5.20) PE(LH(t) = +e(t, x, Dy)PE(t) + Ry (1),
where RE(t) € SO(R; ¥O(3; S(X))).
Step 2. In Step 2 we find R(t) such that (4) is satisfied. For ease of notation we

denote simply by A a time-dependent pseudodifferential operator A(t). By Lemma
5.8 we obtain easily that for H(¢) defined in (4) we have:

(5.21) H=H+[R,iH + F_, _1(R).
26
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We will look for R of the form
(5.22) R=T(S)= PSPt + P8P, SeS" "
Note that if F_5_, € F_5_, then the map S — F_5 _,(T(S)) belongs also to
F_s5,—p (note that the map S — S* belongs to Fo,_1).
Since P* are projections we have
Oy P* 4 [P*,iH]
= P9, P* 4 [PE,iH])P~ + P~ (9, P* + [P*,iH])P™.
Since the second term in the rhs above is the adjoint of the first, it suffices to find
S such that

(5.23) P (8, Pt + [PF,iH)P~ € S~17m—>,
Using (5.21) we obtain since [P, H] = 0:
Pt (8tP+ + [P+,1F|]) P
— P+ (0Pt + PYHP+S — SP~HP~ + F_, _(S)) P~

We use now (5.20) denoting the scalar operator €(t,x, D,,) + m? for m > 1 simply
by € and obtain:

PtHP*S — SP"HP~ = ¢S + Se+ RS — SRy
= 2e¢S+[S,€]+R{S— SRy.

The maps S — RJS, S — SRy belong to Fo_1 by Lemma 5.8 as the map
S+ [, S], since € is scalar.
Therefore the equation (5.23) can be rewritten as

8tP+ + 2eS + F07_1(S) S S—l—u,—oo’
or equivalently as
(5.24) S+ (26)7rO P + —Fy _o(S) € ST,

where Fy _2: S+ —(2¢) "1 Fy _1(S) belongs to Fy _a. We apply Prop. B to solve
(5:24). We note that —(2¢)~'9,PT € S™'7#~1 and we find S € S~'#~! such
that

NPt +2eS + Fy_1(S) € ST1mm>
and hence
P + [P iH] = R_, € S717H™®,
We have hence proved (4). Finally (5) is proved exactly as in [G-Stl Prop. 6.8]. O

5.4. The in/out vacua for D. In this subsection we denote again by g, D etc the
objects obtained from g, D by conformal transformation. For example the scalar
product in ([&.I6]) is now denoted .

We recall also from 2T that U (¢, s) is the Cauchy evolution for D associated to
the foliation (X;);er. We denote by L?(3;;S(X)) the completion of C§°(2¢; S(X))
for the scalar product

fuf=1[ [-By(n)dVoly,.
P

By the facts recalled in Z33) U(t,s) : L*(Xs;5(2)) — L*(34; S(3)) is unitary.
We denote by U(t, s) the analogous Cauchy evolution for D. By (2I2) we have:

n—1

(5.25) U(t,s) = C%U(t, s)c T .
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From the definition (5.12) of H., we obtain that the asymptotic Dirac operator
D associated to the ultrastatic metric g1, equals
D:too = 7;?:|:oo(é0)(at - 11:1:&00)
Recalling that D4, are the asymptotic Dirac operators associated to gi.o we
have as in Subsect. 2.4
Dio = 70:7I:c1>o'7:|:oo(60)(8t - iI{:I:oo);

and
— n—1

1l-n . n—-1
(5.26) Hiow=c 2 Hicocll .
We first consider the operator D in [5.1.2

Proposition 5.10. Assume hypotheses (Hi), 1 <i < 4. Then:
(1) the norm limits:

Pg:ut/in = tiigloo U(0, t) g+ (Htoo)U(2,0) ewist.
(2) Pfut/in are selfadjoint projections for by with P:ut/in +P i =1
(3)
WEU(,0)P., i) € WFUF) x T°E

for F={k=0}CT*M.
Proof. Let P*(t), R(t) be the operators constructed in Prop. Setting
PE(t) = e RO PE@)RO U1, 5) i= FOY(t, 5)0 7 RO,
we see that U(t, s) is a strongly continuous unitary group with generator
A(t) = i BOH($)e RO 4 719,elRO 1RO,

Since P(t)—llg+ (Hioo) and R(t) are O(t~*) in norm we have P*(t)— g+ (Hioo) €
O(t™*) and hence

(5.27) U(0, )Tgs (Hioo)U(£,0) = U(0, £) PE()U(L, 0) + O(tH).
Next

)
)

U(0,t) PE(t)U(t,0) = e BOIU(0,1)e!F® PE(1)e RO (L, 0)e (O
= e IROY(0,t)PE(t)U(t,0)eRO)
and

B} (U(o,t)Pi(t)O(t,O))
(5.28)

= 0(0,) (8P=(t) + [P*(2),i()]) U(t, 0) = 0(0, ) R (1) (1,0),
where R_.(t) € S~17#~° by Prop. B9l Therefore by (5.27), (528) the limit

Pfut/in = tiigloo U(0,t) g+ (H1oo)U(t, 0) exists
and .
Pt /in = £7(0) i/o U(0,£) R_oo (t)U(£,0)dt = P*(0) + Reoo,

where Ry, € U™ using the uniform estimates in Lemma [5.5]. Pojtut /in 8T€ clearly
selfadjoint projections for 7y with Pt . (0) + P;ut/in(o) =1

out/in

From Prop. (5) and the fact that Poiut/in — P*(0) is a smoothing operator
we obtain that WF(U(-,0)P=

out/in) C WFUF) x T*%. O

Next we consider the Dirac operator D.
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Proposition 5.11. Assume hypotheses (Hi), 1 <1i < 4. Then
(1) the norm limits

P:I:

out/in

lim U(0,t) g+ (Hioo)U(t,0) exist.

t—too

(2) Pfoo are selfadjoint projections for the scalar product Dy with PIOO+PJZ_OO =1
(3)
WEU(-,0)PE,) € WEUF) x T*%.

Proof. We obtain easily from (5.8) that
(5.29) U(t, s) = T(0,8)[hlg 7 [AFU (¢, 9)|RIG |hls T T (s,0).
This implies that
U(0, ) g+ (Hioo)U(2,0)
= U(0,)[Alg [l "T(t,0) g+ (Heoo)T(0,8)| Al *[R|F U (2,0).
By BI3) 7(0,t) — T(0,+00) € O(t™*) in norm and |h|; — |h]|+eo € O(¢™H), hence
U(0, t)Tp+ (Hioo)U(2,0)

= (0, 0)|Al3 |BIZL T (00, 0)las (Hio) T(0, £00)[Alg ¥ [RI 1T (2,0) + Ot~

= U(0,t)lgs (Hioo)U(L,0) + O(t™H).
where in the last line we use (5.14]) and the fact that 7(0, :|:OO)|;L|(:% |iz|i>o is unitary
for the scalar products 74, and 7.

Therefore the norm limit in (1) exist and equal the projections P T in Prop.

BE.I0 This also implies (2). (3) follows from ([5.29]) and the analogous statement in
Prop. 10 O

Finally we prove the main result of this paper.

Theorem 5.12. Assume hypotheses (Hi), 1 <i < 4. Then:
(1) the norm limits

PE_ = Jim U(0,4)lgs (Hioo)U(t,0) exist:

@) i . .
)\out/in = 1,}/(TL)]D:I:OO
/\fut Jin Q7€ the Cauchy surface covariances of a pure Hadamard state for D

Wout /in called the out/in vacuum state.

Proof. Let us denote by ¢; the restriction of the conformal factor ¢ to ¥;. From
[@I2) we obtain that

1 —

U(t,s) :ctg Ult,s)cs = , t,s €R,
and hence

(0 £)lge Him U(t,0)

= ( ,t ct2 ﬂRi(Hioo)Ct U(t 0)

(
)
_ (0, )i Das (Hano)or U(t 0)ca® + Ot
Vg (Hio)U(t,0)cn® + O(tH)
since Hyo = cioo Hioocioo By Prop. 611l we obtain that

1—n n—1
(5.30) P = lim U(0,6)lgs (Heo)U(1,0) = ¢)? Piey®
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By Prop. we obtain that (c(:%l)*ﬂocg%1 = 1. By Prop. G101 Pi, are hence
selfadjoint projections for vy with Pf__ + Pi., = 1. Therefore /\fut Jin are the
Cauchy surface covariances of pure Hadamard states wqyg/in for D.

Finally (5:30) and Prop. B.I11(3) imply that WE(U(,0) Py, 1)) € (WU F) x
T*X. Since F NN = () we obtain by Prop. 2.4] that Wout/in are Hadamard states.
O
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