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A stationary approach for the Kato-Rosenblum theorem
in von Neumann algebras

Qihui Li and Rui Wang

ABSTRACT. Let M be a countable decomposable properly infinite semifinite von Neumann
algebra acting on a Hilbert space H. An analogue of the Kato-Rosenblum theorem in M has
been proved in [9] by showing the existence of generalized wave operators. It is well-known
that there are two typical approaches to show the existence of wave operators in the scattering
theory. One is called time-dependent approach and another is called stationary approach. The
main purpose of this article is to introduce a stationary approach in M and then to obtain the
Kato-Rosenblum theorem in M by a stationary approach instead of a time-dependent approach
in [9].

1. Introduction

This paper is a sequel to [9] and [10], in which we studied the diagonalizations of self-
adjoint operators modulo norm ideal in semifinite von Neumann algebras. (see [4],[11]-[13]
or [17] for more details about von Neumann algebras.) In particular, we give an analogue of
Kato-Rosenblum theorem in a semifinite von Neumann algebra in [10].

Let H be a complex separable infinite dimensional Hilbert space. Assume H and H; are
densely defined self-adjoint operators on H satisfying that H; — H is in the trace class, then the
Kato-Rosenblum theorem asserts that the wave operator Wi (Hy, H) of H and H; exists and
consequently the absolutely continuous parts of H and H; are unitarily equivalent. Thus, if a
self-adjoint operator H in B(H) has a nonzero absolutely continuous spectrum, then H can not
be a sum of a diagonal operator and a trace class operator. In [10], we introduce the concept of
generalized wave operator W, based on the notion of norm absolutely continuous projections.
An analogue of Kato-Rosenblum theorem in a semifinite von Neumann algebra M is obtained
by showing the existence of the generalized wave operator W.. To be more precise, we proved
that for self-adjoint operators H and H affiliated with M satisfying H; — H € M N L (M, 7),
the generalized wave operator W, (Hy, H) exists and then the norm absolutely continuous part
of H and H; are unitarily equivalent. It implies that a self-adjoint operator H affiliated with
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M can not be a sum of a diagonal operator in M (see Definition 1.0.1 in [9]) and an operator
in MNL"(M,7) if it has a non-zero norm absolutely continuous projection in M

The above statements illustrate that showing the existence of wave operators is the key step
to prove two versions of Kato-Rosenblum theorem. In mathematical scattering theory, wave
operator W, is an elementary concept and the existence of W, is one of the main research
topics in this area. Actually, there are two typical approaches to show the existence of W... One
is called time-dependent approach which has been used in [5] and [15] and another is called
stationary approach (see [2], [3] or [18]). The methods which do not make explicit use of the
time variable ¢ are known as the stationary approaches. An important merit of a stationary
approach is the advanced formula part. We notice that the method in [10] to show the Kato-
Rosenblum theorem in M is a so-called time-dependent approach. So it is natural to ask whether
there is a stationary approach in M. Thus to explore a stationary method in M is our main
purpose in the current article. We will also show the Kato-Rosenblum theorem in M in [10] by
a stationary approach.

The notion of the norm absolutely continuous support P2 (H) of a self-adjoint operator H
affiliated to M plays a very important role in the Kato-Rosenblum theorem in M. So in this
article, we are going to characterize PS? (H) by applying the Kato smoothness given in [6], we
assert that

P> (H)=V{R(G"): G € M is H-smooth} .

Therefore for a self-adjoint H affiliated with M, if there is a H-smooth operator in M, then H
is not a sum of a diagonal operator in M and an operator in M N L' (M, 7).

The construction of this paper is as follows. In section 2, we prepare related notation,
definitions and lemmas. We list the relation between the resolvent Ry (z) = (H — 2)”" and
unitary Ug(t) = exp (—itH) for a self-adjoint operator H on H. We also recall the definitions
of Kato smoothness and generalized wave operators. Some basic properties of generalized wave
operators are discussed in this section too. Section 3 is focused on the main results of this paper.
We first characterize the norm absolutely continuous support P2 (H) of a self-adjoint operator
H affiliated to M by applying the Kato smoothness. After giving the concepts of generalized
weak wave operators W, generalized stationary wave operators Uy in M, we give a stationary
proof of the Kato-Rosenblum theorem in M.

2. Preliminaries and Notation

Let H be a complex Hilbert space and B (#H) be the set of all bounded linear operators on
H. In this article, we assume that M C B(#) is a countable decomposable properly infinite
semifinite von Neumann algebra with a faithful normal tracial weight 7 and A (M) is the set of
densely defined, closed operators affiliated with M.

2.1. The Unitary Group and Resolvent of a Self-adjoint Operator. The resolvent
Ry (2) = (H — 2)~" and unitary Uy (t) = exp (—itH) for a self-adjoint operator H on H will be
frequently used in the current paper, so we recall their properties and relations below.

Let H be any self-adjoint operator with domain D (H) in H and {(Ex (\))},cg be the
spectral resolution of the identity for H. For f, ¢ in H, the unitary group Uy (t) = exp (—itH)
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has the sesquilinear form

(Un(t)£.9) = (exp (~itH) f.9) = [ exp (~ide)d (En (V) f.9). (2.)
Similarly, its resolvent Ry (z) = (H — z)~" has the sesquilinear form
(Fu(2)f.9) = [ (=27 d{Ea ) Lg).

The connection between above two sesquilinear forms is given by the relation
Ry (A tie) = :tz'/ exp (—et £ iAt) exp (itH) dt. (2.2)
0
The proof of equality (2.2]) is based on Fubini’s Theorem and given in Section 1.4 [18]. Set

51 (N E) = — [Ry (A+ i) — Ry (A — i)] = © Rur (A +i€) Ry (A~ i€) 2

271
then
en M ||[Ry (A ie) fII* = (6n (\.e) £, f) (2.3)
and
e [ 1
e fo) = = [ e e B ) L. (2.4

Denote by H,. (H) the set of all these vectors = € H such that the mapping A — (Ey (\) z, z) ,
with A € R, is a locally absolutely continuous function on R (see [8] or [18] for more details).
From the argument in Section 1.4 [18], we conclude that

lim (3 (1<) /. g) = LEHINL9)

d\ ’
for f or g in H,. (H). We also have

d{(Eg (\) Eg (M) £, 9) d{Eu (A) f,9)
d\ d\

where X, (+) is the characteristic function of the Borel set A. The proof of equality (2.6) can be
found in the proof of Theorem X.4.4 in [8] or Section 1.3 in [18].

ae. AeR (2.5)

=X\ (N ,a.e. AER, (2.6)

2.2. Kato Smoothness and generalized wave operators. Kato smoothness play a very
important role in the mathematical scattering theory. It can be equivalently formulated in terms
of the corresponding unitary group. We recall it in this section.

For a self-adjoint operator H, an operator G : H — H is called H-bounded if D (H) C D (G)
and GRpy (z) is bounded for z in the resolvent set p = p (H).

THEOREM 2.2.1. (Theorem 4.3.1 in [18] or Theorem 5.1 in [6]) Let H be a densely defined
self-adjoint operator in ‘H. Assume that G : H — H is H-bounded operator, then the following
conditions are equivalent.

; 2
(1) ’7% — %Supfep(]{),“f”:l fR HGeiltHfH dt <2OO; )
(2) 75 = 5=z U f=1e50 Jp (IGRE(A +ig) fII° + |GRy (A — ig) fII” dX) < oo;

2m)’

(3) 73 = supypz1es0 Ji 1GOn (A, €) fII* dA < oo
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(4) 74 = suPser 50 |GOn (A, €) G7|| < o0;

(5) 72 = supycp P < oo,

All the constants v; =, (G), g =1,---,5, are equal to one another.

DEFINITION 2.2.2. Let H be a self-adjoint operator acting on the Hilbert space H. If G is
H-bounded and one of the inequalities (1)-(5) holds (and then all of them), then operator G is
called Kato smooth relative to the operator H (H-smooth). The common value of the quantities
Y, 55 18 denoted by vy (G) .

REMARK 2.2.3. There are other expressions for the number vy (G) given in the Section 4.3
(A8]). In particular, for each the sign "+

1)’ >0 .
50 = () s [T 16R O P (2.7
2 ) fl=1e>0 S oo
Before giving the definition of generalized wave operators in M, we need to recall the fol-
lowing concepts which appear first in [10].

DEFINITION 2.2.4. ([10])Let H be a self-adjoint element in A (M) and let {Eg (N)},cp be
the spectral resolution of the identity for H in M. We define P22 (H) to be the collection of
those projections P in M such that:

the mapping A — PEy (X\) P from A € R into M s locally absolutely continuous, i.e., for all
a,b e Rwitha <band everye > 0, there ezists a0 > 0 such that ). ||PEy (b;) P — PEy (a;) P|| <
e for every finite collection {(a;,b;)} of disjoint intervals in [a,b] with ), (b; —a;) < 6.

A projection P € P (H) is called a norm absolutely continuous projection with respect to
H. Define

PX(H)=V{P:PecPx(H)}.
Such P2 (H) is called the norm absolutely continuous support of H in M and denote the range
of P (H) by Hoz (H) .

REMARK 2.2.5. Let P,.(H) be the projection from H onto Ha. (H). In [10], it has been
shown that P2 (H) < P,.(H) and P (H) € M N A" where A is the von Neumann subalgebra
generated by {Ex (A\)} g i M and A’ denotes the commutant of A.

Now, we are ready to recall the definition of generalized wave operators.

DEFINITION 2.2.6. ([10])Let H, H, € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and J be an
operator in M. The generalized wave operator for a pair of self-adjoint operators H, Hy and J
in M is the operator

We(H,, H; J) = s.ot- lim et Je=tH poo (1)
—4o0
provided that s.o.t (strong operator topology) limit exists.

We note that the relation containing the signs ”£” is understood as two independent equal-
ities. After slightly modify the proof of Theorem 5.2.5 in [10], we can get the next result.
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THEOREM 2.2.7. Let H, Hy € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and J be an operator
in M. If Wo(Hy, H; J) exists for a pair of self-adjoint operators H, Hy, and J, then for any
Borel function ¢

o (H) Wi (Hy, H; J) = Wa(Hy, H; J)p (H).
In particular, for any Borel set A C R
EH1 (A) W:I:(Hla H, J) == W:I:(Hla H, J)EH (A) .

Different J might give us different W, we will give a condition about J such that W..(H;, H; J)
is an isometry on P22 (H) below. Its proof is similar to Proposition 2.1.3 in [18], so we omit it.

THEOREM 2.2.8. Let H, Hy € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and J be an operator
in M. If Wy (Hy, H; J) exists, then Wy (Hy, H; J) is isometric on Py (H) if the strong operator
limat

s.ot- lim (J*J —I)e ™ P> (H) =0
t—=to0

LEMMA 2.2.9. (Lemma 5.2.3 [10]) Suppose H is a self-adjoint element in A (M). Let
{(Ex (M)} rer be the spectral resolution of the identity for H in M. If S € M satisfies that
the mapping A\ — S*Ey (A\) S from R into M is locally absolutely continuous, then R (S), the
range projection of S in M, is a subprojection of PSS (H) .

Then we can get the following result.

PROPOSITION 2.2.10. Let H, H; € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and J be an
operator in M. If W4 = Wi(H,, H; J) exists and the strong operator limit

s.ot- lim (J*J —I)e " P> (H) =0,

t—+o0
Then W Wi < P2 (Hy)

Proor. If
s.ot- lim (J*J —1I)e ™ P> (H) =0,

t—+oo

then WiW, = P2 (H) by Theorem 2.2.8 From Theorem 2.2.7, for any P € P (H) and any
Borel set A C R,

(WiP)" Eg, (A) (WoP) = PWiEy, (N WP = PWiW,Ey (A) P = PEy (A)P.

It implies that the mapping A — (WL P)" Ey, (A\) (WLP) from R into M is locally absolutely
continuous. Hence the range projection R(WiP) < P2 (H;) by Lemma 2.2.9 Therefore
R(Wy) < P2 (H,) by the fact that WL P° (H) = Wy. Hence Wo.W3i < P2 (H,). O

3. Main Results

3.1. Characterization of norm absolutely continuous projections in M. The cut
off function wy, is given in [10]. We refer the reader to [10] for its definition. Here we only recall
its useful property.
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LeEmMMA 3.1.1. (Lemma 4.2.2 in [10]) Suppose H is a self-adjoint element in A (M). For
each n € N and cut-off function w,, let

wy (H) = /wn (t)dEy ().
R
Then w, (H) € M and
wn (H) — I in strong operator topology, as n — oo.

REMARK 3.1.2. Let H be a self-adjoint element in A (M) and P € P (H). From Lemma
4.2.8 (vi) in [10],
JlPwn et i< - 1| (31)
R 2w
for any f € H andn € N. Then
sup / HPwn (H) e_itHf‘}2dt < By
1fl=1 /R 2m

By Theorem[2.2.1] and Definition [2.2.3, we have G = Pw, (H) is H-smooth for n € N.

Next theorem is the main result in this subsection.

THEOREM 3.1.3. Suppose H is a self-adjoint element in A(M). Then
P> (H)=VA{R(G"): G e M is H-smooth}
where R (G*) is the range projection of G*.
ProoOF. By Remark B.1.2] we have G = Pw, (H) is H-smooth. Hence from Theorem 2.2.1],
e 2i/ | Peon (H) e~ ]|* dt = sup [ Pwn (H) Eg (M) wn (H) Pl <"
lzl=1 27 Jr ACR |Al (27)

Therefore A\ — Pw,, (H) Ey () w, (H) P is locally absolutely continuous. Then by Lemma 2.2.9]
we have R (w, (H) P) < P2 (H) for every n € N and P € P2 (H). Hence

P=V.,R(w,(H)P)=V,{R(G"): G = Puw, (H)}
by Lemma BTl now we conclude that P2 (H) < V{R(G*): G € M is H-smooth} .
On the other hand, if G € M is H-smooth, then by Theorem 2.2T] (5) we have A — GE,\G*
is locally absolutely continuous. Therefore R (G*) < P> (H) by Lemma Hence
V{R(G") : G is H-smooth in M} < P> (H).
This completes the proof. O
Let P,. (H) be the projection from H onto H,. (H) . In [10], it has been shown that P,. (H) =

P2 (H) for a densely defined self-adjoint operator H (therefore H € A (B(H)). Then we can
get the following corollary.

COROLLARY 3.1.4. Let H be a densely defined self-adjoint operator on H. Then
P,.(H)= Py (H)
=VA{R(G"): G e B(H) is H-smooth} .
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COROLLARY 3.1.5. Suppose H s a self-adjoint affiliated with M. Then P2 (H) # 0 if and
only if there is at least one H-smooth operator in M.

Proor. If Py (H) # 0, then there is a projection P € P (H). By the argument in the
proof of Theorem B.1.3] we know that Pw, (H) is H-smooth operator in M. The other direction
is clear by Theorem [3.1.3 O

3.2. A Stationary approach in M. The stationary approach in a Hilbert space H
is based on several variations of wave operators, such as weak wave operators and stationary
wave operators (see [18]). So we will also give the definitions of these variations in M. For the
reader who is familiar with the general scattering theory, the following definitions are natural
extensions of the corresponding definitions in the general scattering theory. For the reader who
is not familiar with this area, we refer the reader to the Appendix of this paper for the details.

DEFINITION 3.2.1. Let H, H; € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and J be an
operator in M. The generalized weak wave operator for a pair of self-adjoint operators H, H,
and J is the operator

Wi (Hy, H;J) = w.oit- lim Ppe (Hy) "™ Je " Py (H)

—+oo

provided that w.o.t (weak operator topology) limit exists.
Furthermore, we also have
We(H, Hy; J*) = Wi(H, H; J) (3:2)
if Wi(Hl, H; J) exists.

DEFINITION 3.2.2. Let J be an operator in M, H, Hy be self-adjoint operators in A (M) .
If for any pair of elements f and f, in H,
lim = (J Ry (A = i) P (H) f, Riry (A& 2) Pys (H3) fi)
e—0 7T
exists for a.e. A € R, then the generalized stationary wave operator is defined as

o

U (L, H: ) o f2) = / lim = (TR (A i) PXS (H) £, Ry (A i) P (H)) f1) dA

Ooa—>07r

From the definition of Uy (Hy, H; J), it is clear that
P (H) U (Hy, H; J) = Us (Hy, H; ) (3.3)

if Uy (Hy, H; J) exists.

Note Uy (Hy, H; J) is given in terms of the resolvents of operators H and H; which obviously
have nothing to do with time variable t apparently. So Uy (Hy, H;J) is a key concept in the
stationary approach in M. Actually, to check the existence of Uy (Hy, H; J) is one of the key
steps to show the existence of W in a stationary method.

COROLLARY 3.2.3. Let H, Hy € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and J be an
operator in M. If Uy (Hy, H; J) exists, then

Uy (H, Hy; J*) =UL (Hy, Hs ).
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Next result give us the relation among Uy (Hy, H; J), W (Hy, H; J) and Wi (Hq, H; J), it
is a natural extension of the similar result in the general scattering theory and the proof are
similar too. If the reader are interested in its proof, you can find it in the Appendix of this

paper.

THEOREM 3.2.4. Let H, Hy € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and .J be an operator
in M. IfUy (Hy, H:J), Us (H, H; J*J), W (Hy, H; J) and Wy (H, H; J*J) exist as well as

Ui (Hy, H; J)Us (Hy, H; J) =Us (H, H; J*J),
then Wy (H,y, H; J) exists and
Uy (Hi,H; J)=Wy(Hy, H; J).
Now based on the definition of Uy (H;, H; J), we can get the following property.

COROLLARY 3.2.5. Let H, Hy € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and J be an
operator in M. If Uy (Hy, H; J) exists, then for any pair of elements f and fi in H and any
Borel sets A, A; C R,

(Us (Hy, H; J)EH (A) f, Emy (M) f1)

_ / lim = (JRpy (A % i) PSS (H) f, Ry, (A % i) PSS (Hy) 1) dA
A1

|F]Ae—>07'(‘
PROOF. Set
ay (f, fi; )_hm (JRyg (N xic) Py, (H) f, Ry, (At ie) Py, (Hy) fu)
Since
Py (H)Ey (A) = Eg (A) Py (H)
and
Py (Hy) By, (M) = Eg, (M) Py (Hy)
by Remark 2.2.5] we get that

s (Bx (A) f, Eny (Ay) fis V)]

2
5 1P lim | Rur (A2 i) B (A) P2 (H) I i || Ry (3£ i) B, (A1) P2 () f
= | I* lim (0 (A, €) By (A) Pz (H) f, f) - lim (O, (A, €) By (A1) P (HL) fu, fu)

d(Ex (N Pz (H) [, f) d <EH1( )P§§(H1)f1,f1>
ar A

by (2.3) and (2.6]) where Xxqy, is the characteristic function of A N A;. Therefore

Xe\ana, o= (B (A) f, B, (A1) fi;0) = 0.
where Ag\ana, is the characteristic function of R\A N A;. It implies that

Xann s (Bg (A) f, By, (A1) fi; M) = ax (En (A) f, Eg, (A1) fi; )

IA

= | JII” Xana,
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Hence

Xann, ax (f, f1;0)

= Xprn, ot (B (A) f, By (A1) f1;A) + Xaon, oz (Bg (R (A)) f, Eg, (A1) fi; M)
+ Xponax (f, Egy (R\ (A1) f15 )

= ax (Ex (A) f, By, (A1) f15 7).

It follows that
(Us (Hy, H; J)Eg (A) f, Eg, (A1) f1)

:/a:t(EH( )f,EHl (Al f17 /XAﬁAla:l: f>.f17 )
R

:/ lim = (J Ry (A % ie) P (H) f, Ryg, (A i) P2 (Hy) f1) dA

1PA e=0 T
The proof is completed. H

REMARK 3.2.6. Let H, H; € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and J be an operator
in M with JD (H) C D (H,). Then

H\J—-JH=(H —z2)J—J(H-=2)
=(Hy—2)(JRy(2) — Ry, (2)J)(H — 2). (3.4)
Hence
JRy (z) — Ry, (2) J = Ry, (2) (HiJ — JH) Ry (2) . (3.5)

From (2.3) and (33), we have
%(JRH (A ie) P (H) f, R, (A £ ic) P2 (Hy) f1)

£ ((RH1 (Atie)J + Ry, (A xie) (HiJ — JH) Ry (A +ie)) P (H) f, Ry, (A i) P2 (H,) f1)
<(J+ (HiJ — JH) R (A £ ie)) Ppe (H) f,0m, (A €) P (Hy) f1) - (3.6)

LEMMA 3.2.7. Let H, Hy € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and J be an operator in
M with JD (H) C D (H,y). Suppose there are H-bounded operator G and Hi-bounded operator
Gy in A(M) satisfying HyJ — JH = GG. If

lin% GRy(ANtie) Pyl (H) f
e—
exist a.e. A € R for every f € H and

lim (G10p, (A €) Pox (H1) f1,9)

exist a.e. A € R for any f1 and g € H, then Uy (Hq, H; J) exists.
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PRrOOF. Since H,J — JH = GG, by (B8.6])
(JRy (A Lie) Pt (H) f, R, (A £ie) P (Hy) fi)

(J+ (HiJ — JH) Ry (A ie)) Ppo (H) f, 6w, (M) Py (Hh) f1)
=((J+ GiGRu (At ic)) Py (H) f,0m, (A, €) Py (Hi) f1)
= (JP (H) f,6m (N e) Poo (Hi) fi) + ((GRy (A xie)) Py (H) f,Gim, (A €) Poy (Hy) fi) -

I o

(3.7)

Then from (2.3)),

}:i_r)r(l) (JPxX (H) f,0m, (N e) P (Hy) f1) exists a.e.X € R.
Since

li_l)I(I)GRH (Atie) P2 (H) f
and
y_{% (G10m, (A e) Prg (Hh) f1,9)

exist a.e. A € R for every f, f1 and g € H, we can easily check that

lim ((GRy (A= 12)) P (H) f, Giom, (A, €) Bog () fir)
exists a.e. A € R. Hence Uy (Hy, H; J) is well-defined. O

LEMMA 3.2.8. Let H, Hy € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and J be an operator in
M with JD (H) C D (H,y). Suppose there are H-bounded operator G and Hi-bounded operator
in A(M) satisfying HyJ — JH = G5G. If

1in(1) GRy(ANtie) Pyl (H) f (3.8)
exist a.e. X\ € R for every f € H and
lim (G10m, (A, ) g (Hh) f1,9) (3.9)

exist a.e. A € R for any f; and g € H, then Uy (H, H; J*J) exists and
Ui (Hy, H; J)Us (Hy, Hy J) =Us (H, H; J*J).
ProoOF. By Lemma B27 Uy (Hy, H; J) exists. For any Borel set A

(B, (A) -Us (Hy, H: ) £, f2) = /A lim (6, (A, <) Us (Hy, HiJ) £ £ A (3.10)

where

lirr(l) (0, (N\e)Uy (Hy, H; J) f, f1) exists

by (2.3) and
Paoco (H1>u:|: (H17H7 J) :u:l: (H17H7 J)
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By Corollary [3.2.5] we also have
(Em, (A) - Uy (Hy, H; J) f, f1)

- / lim = (JRy (A ic) P (H) f, Ry, (\ + i) P (H,) fi) dA. (3.11)
A

e—0 7T

Comparing two integrands of (3.I0) and (B.I1), we have

y_{% (0m, (N, &)Uy (Hy, H3 J) f, f1)
- m% (JRy (A % ie) P2 (H) f, R, (A £ ig) P (Hy) fi) ace. A € R, (3.12)

So this equality holds only when

lim = (JRy (A +ie) P (H) f, R, (\ i) P2 (Hy) fu)

e—0 7T

exists a.e. A € R. By (B.6) and the fact that H,J — JH = GG, we have

£ : :

—{JRy (AL ie) P2 (H) f, Ry (A £ i) Fog (Hn) fu)

= (JP (H) £, 0, (N ) P (Hy) f1) + ((GRy (A £ i) g (H) f, G1du, (A €) P (H) f) -
Then by B8), B9)and (23), we can conclude that

lim = (JRy (A +ie) P (H) f, Ry, (A + ie) P2 (1) fi) (3.13)

e—0 77
exists a.e. A € R.

In (B13), replace fi by Us (Hy, H; J) g, so from ([B.4]), (3.6) and (B.12) we have
lim = (JRy (A= i) PX (H) f, Ry, (A £ i) Us (Hy, H; J) P2 (H) g)

e—=0 77

= lim (7 + (H1J = JH) R (\£19)) Pig (H) f.6m, (A& Us (H, H:.J) Pz (H) g)

= lim = ((J + (H\J — JH) Ry (A £ i€)) P (H) f, Ry, (A F ic) JRy (A + ic) P (H) g)

e—0 7T
= lim ((J+ (HiJ — JH) Ry (A tie)) P> (H) f, 01, (\) Ryt (A% ie) JRy (A £ie) Pye (H) g)
= lim (JRy (A % ic) Py (H) f, JRy (A £ ie) Pye (H) g)

—lim & (Ry (A Fie) J*J Ry (\ +ie) P (H) f, P2 (H) g) ae. A€ R,

e—=0 77

Hence applying the definition of Uy (Hy, H;J), we have
<u:|: (Hh H7 J) fau:t (H17 H7 J) g)

= / T lim S TRy (A i) P (H) f, R, (A i) U (Hy, H: J) P (H) g)

ooa—>07r

- /w lim = (Ry (A F ie) J*J Ry (A + ie) P2 (H) f, P> (H) g)

> e—=0 T

= (U (H,H;J"J) f.9) .
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It implies that
Ui (Hy, H; J)Us (Hy, H; J) = Us (H, H; J*J)
O

According to Theorem B.2.4] for showing the existence of W (H;, H;J) by a stationary

method, we also need to prove the existence of Wi (Hy, H;J) and Wy (H, H; J*J) without
using time variable ¢ explicitly.

3.3. The Kato-Rosenblum theorem in M by a stationary approach. The results
below involve noncommutative L£P-spaces associated to a semifinite von Neumann algebra M,
so we refer the reader to [14] for more details about it.

REMARK 3.3.1. For a separable Hilbert space H, we denote by H3 (H) the class of functions
with values in H, holomorphic on upper (lower) half-plane and such that

e>0

Sup/ (A 2| dA < 400,
R
Then by the result in Section 1 of Chapter V in [16], we know that the radial limit exists almost
everywhere, i.e., lim._ou (A +ig) exists a.e. X\ € R.
LEMMA 3.3.2. Let H € A(M) be a self-adjoint operator and A € L?> (M, 1) N M. Then
s.o.t-lir% ARy (AL ie) Py (H)
e—

and
s.0.t- lirr(l] Adg (N, e) Py (H)

exist in the strong operator topology a.e. X € R.

PRrooOF. By Remark [3.1.2], and Theorem 2.2.1 we get

1 , Pw, (H) Eyg (A H)P
sup _/ HPwn(H)e_“HfHth:sup | Pwy (H) Ey (A) wy, (H) Pl < n .
1f1=1 27 Jr ACR Al (2)
Hence by (2.7]), we have
]_ / _itH 2
sup — Pw, (H)e ™ f||"dt
I1f1=1 27 RH H
1 / . 2 n
= sup Pw, (H) Rg(A ) f]|") d\ < .
(2m)* if1=te>0 Jr (1P (F) R 1) (27)?
From Lemma 2.1.1 in [10], there is a sequence {x,,},, .y of H such that
IAI; =7 (A"A) =Y (A" Az, 20)
and
v{A'z,, : A€ M’ and m € N}
where M’ is the commutant of M. Then for these {,,},,.y , we have
: n n
[ 1P (1) B i) A ) < < A
R (2m) (2m)
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for P € P> (H). We further note that for every A € £L*(M, 1) N M,

/||Pwn (H)RH(A:tia)AHgd)\:/ZHPwn (H) Ry O\ i) Az |2 dN
R R

:Z/ | Pw, (H) Rir(\ + i) Az ||5 dX
m R

n 2 n 2
< — < — .
<o E |Azp||” < 5 A5
Combing it with the equality
1X]7 =7 (X*X) = 7(XX*) = | X*||5 for very X € M,

we get the following inequality

/||ARH()\j:i5)wn(H)Pa:m||2d)\S/||ARH()\i—i5)wn(H)P||§d)\
R R

= / | Pw, (H) Ry (A F i) A2 dX
R
n 2

< — .

< Il

It implies that the vector-valued function ARy (A +i¢)w, (H) Pz, belongs to the Hardy classes
H2 (H) in the upper and lower half planes. By Remark [3.3.1] the radial limit values of functions
in H2 (H) exist a.e. A € R, therefore

li_r)r(l) ARy (A £ie)w, (H) Pz, exists a.e. A € R for every z,,.
Since the linear span of the set {A’z,, : A’ € M’ and m € N} is dense in H, we have
lim ARy (N tic)w, (H)PAx,, = A’ lim ARy (A tie)w, (H) Px,, exists
and then this indicates that
s.0.t- 21_1% ARg (N tig)w, (H) P exists

in strong operator topology. From the fact that w, (H) — I (n — o0) in Lemma B.I.1] we can
conclude that

s.0.t- lirré ARy (X +ig) P exists for A € L2 (M, 7)N M and P € P2 (H).
e—

Since P2 (H) =V{P: P e P2 (H)}, we get
s.0.t- 1iII(1) ARy (N £1ie) P2 (H) exists for A € £* (M, 1) N M.

Note that 65 (A, €) = 5= [Ry (A + i) — Ry (A —i€)], so we can conclude that

lim ASy (A, €) PSS (H) & = - (lim ARy (A +ie) P (H) & — lim ARy (A — i) PX (H) )

) e—0

exists for A € L2 (M, 7) N M. The proof is completed. O

REMARK 3.3.3. By Lemma 2.1.6 in [9], we knows that LP (M, 7) N M s a two-sided ideal
of M for1 < p < oc.
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REMARK 3.34. If G € M, then by (2.1)
lim (G10m, (A, €) Py (Hi) f1,9) = lim (0, (N, ) Poe (Hh) f1, Ghg)
exists a.e. A € R for any f1 and g € H.

THEOREM 3.3.5. Let H, Hy € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and J be an operator
in M with JD(H) C D(H,). Assume H\J — JH € L' (M,7) N M, then Uy (Hy, H; J) and
UL (H, H; J*J) both exist and

Ui (Hy, H; J)Us (Hy, Hy J) =Us (H, H; J*J).
PROOF. Let G = |H,J — JH|"* € £L2(M,7)nM and G =V |H,J — JH|"* € £2 (M, )N
M for some partial isometry V' in M. Then the proof is completed by Remark B.3.4] Lemma
B.3.2] Lemma [3.2.7 and Lemma [3.2.8 O
According Theorem [3.2.4], for showing the existence of Wy (Hy, H; J) by the stationary ap-
proach, we first need to show the existence of W, (H;, H; J) without depending on time variable

t explicitly. For doing this, we need several lemmas.

LEMMA 3.3.6. (Lemma 2.5.1 in [10])Let H, H, € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators,
J be an operator in M with JD (H) C D (H,) and H,J — JH € M. Let Wy (t) = et Je=itH
fort € R. Then, for all f € H and s,w € R, the mapping t — ™ (H,J — JH) e ™ f from
[s,w] into H is Bochner integrable with

Wy (w) =Wy (s)) f=i / ’ M (HyJ — JH) e " fat.

S

LEMMA 3.3.7. Let H € A(M) be a self-adjoint operator and G be an operator in M. Then
there is a linear manifold D in H (H) with D = HX (H) such that

/ HGe‘“HgHth <00, g€D.

PROOF. For any f € H° (H), by (2.5]), we have

. d(GEy (\) f,9)
lim (GS(A,€) f, h) = o

Let Fy (A) € H be the weak limit of GI(\, ¢) f, i.e. lim._,o (GO(\, €) f, h) = (Fy (N\), h) a.e. A€ R
for every h € H. We set

a.e. A € R for any h € H.

Xnalf) = {2 AL <n, [Fy (V)] < N}

and D to be the set of linear combination of all elements of the form ¢ = E(Xy,,) f for
feHX(H)and n, N € N. Since for f € HS (H) and n, N € N,

E(Xyn) [ = E(Xnn) P (H) f = P2 (H)E(Xnn) f
by Remark 22,5, we have D C HZ (H) . Note
lim |[(—n,n) \Xnn.| =0,

N—o00
then f can be approximated by the elements E (Xy,,) f for f € H (H). Hence D = H (H) .
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Let {e;};c; be an orthonormal basis in H. By 2.1, for g = E (Xn,) f
(GeMge) = [ e Md(GEn (V) g.c)
R

— / 6—’i)\td<GEH ()\) g76i> d)\
XN,n(g) d)\

:/ e A{F, (N, ) dA.
XN,n(g)

Then by the Parseval equality, for each i € Z

[ Gty epffar=2m [ (R, (), dx
R XN,n(g)

Hence
/ |G g|[* dt = 2r / IE, VI dA < 4rN*n.
R XN,n(g)

Therefore we have -
/ }}Ge_itHg}}2dt < oo, g€D.

O

THEOREM 3.3.8. Let the operators H, Hy € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and J
be an operator in M with JD (H) C D (Hy). Let W, (t) = 1 Je=  fort e R. If H,J—JH =
GG for Gy and G in M, then the generalized weak wave operator Wy (Hy, H; J) ezists.

PROOF. By Lemma B3 there are linear space D C Hgo (H) and D€ Hp (Hy) with D =
HE (H) and Dy = HX (Hy). Then for f € D and g € D,

W () = Wi (5) L)l = | [ (e (0 = T ) e ) dt'

- /w KGe_itHf’ G1€_itng>‘ d\

<([rorta f1aenita)”

/w G £ dt o, /w |Gre g |* dt — 0

s

and

as s, w — +o0o. Hence

lim (W, () f,9)

= lim
t—+oo t—+oo
exists for f € D and g € D;. Since
D =H(H) and D; = H (H,),

(W, (1) P (H) f, Po (Hy) g)

we have

lim (Pgs (Hy) Wy (t) Py (H) f,g)

t—+oo
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exist for any f,g € H. Therefore W (Hq, H; J) exists. O

COROLLARY 3.3.9. Let the operators H, H; € A (M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and
J be an operator in M with JD(H) C D (H). If HiJ — JH € LY (M, 7) N M, then the
generalized weak wave operator Woe = Wy (H, H; J*J) exists.

PROOF. Since
HJ*J — J*JH = J* (H\J — JH) — (J*H, — HJ*) J € M,
we have W. = W, (H, H; J*J) exists by Theorem 338 O

Next result is the analogue of Kato-Rosenblum Theorem in a semifinite von Neumann algebra
M which is first proved in [10] by a time-dependent approach. One of our main purpose of this
article is to obtain this result by a stationary approach. Now we are ready to show it here.

THEOREM 3.3.10. (Theorem 5.2.5 in [10]) Let H, Hy € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint
operators and J be an operator in M with JD (H) C D (H;). Assume Hi—H € L' (M, 7)NM,
then

Wy = Wi (Hy, H) exists in M.
Moreover, WiWy = Pgs (H), WoW? = P2 (Hy) and WoHWY = H, Pgs (Hy).

PROOF. Let J = I. Combing Theorem [3.3.8, Theorem and Theorem [3.2.4, we know
that Wy (Hy, H) and W (H, Hy) both exist. By Theorem [2.2.8 we also have

WiWy = WL (H,, H)Wy (Hy, H) = P,;7 (H)
and
Wi(H,H) Wy (H, Hy) = Pyl (Hy).
Since H; — H € L' (M, 1) N M, we have W, (Hy, H) and W (H, Hy) both exist and
W =W; (Hy, H) = Wi (H, H) = W (H,H) = Wy (H, H));
Wi (H,Hy) = Wi (H,H)) = Wy (Hi, H) = Wy (Hi, H) = W
by equality (3.2). Thus
WiWe =Py (H), W.W7 = Py (Hy).
Meanwhile, by Theorem 2.2.7]
WL HW; = HW,. W} = P> (H;).
So the proof is completed. O

REMARK 3.3.11. For a self-adjoint H € A (M), if there is a H-smooth operator in M, then
H is not a sum of a diagonal operator in M and an operator in M N L' (M, ) by Theorem
[7.3.10 and Theorem [31.3.
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4. Appendix

4.1. Relation between Wi and W..

LEMMA 4.1.1. Let H, Hy € A(M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and J be an operator
in M. If
W:I:(Hb H7 J)> W:I:(Ha H7 J*J)
exist and the equality
Wi (Hy, Hy JYWe(Hy, H; J) = We(H, H; J*J)
holds, then Wy (Hy, H; J) exists and
We(Hy, H;J) = W(H, H;J).
PROOF. Suppose Wy (Hy, H; J) exists. For f € H,
, , N 2
e Je P () f = W (Hy, H3 ) f |
= (P (H) " T Je ™ B (H) f, f)

— 2Re <e“H1 Je P (HY £, W, (Hi, H; J) f> + HWi (Hyi, H;J) sz . (4.1)
By the fact that W, (Hy,H;J)= P2 (Hy) W, (Hy, H;J), we conclude that
Re <e“Hl Je~tH P (HY £, W, (Hy, H: J) f> o HWi (Hy, H: J) f”2
as t — £o0o. Therefore by the assumption that Wy (H, H; J*J) exists and
Wi (Hy, H; )W (Hy H; J) = We(H, H; ),
we conclude that the right side of the equality (4.1)) is zero, therefore

lim
t—+oo

eitHl‘]e_itHPtfco (H)f _W:I: (HlaHﬂ J)f” = Oa
it implies that
Wi (H:, H; J)f:thfiﬂ ¢ Je= M P (H) f = W (Hy, H; J) f.
— o0

ac

The proof is completed. H

4.2. Relation among U, ﬂi, Wi and W.. The idea of giving the definition of generalized

stationary wave operators in M is same as the idea given in Section 2.2 of [18]. So we summarize
it here briefly.
Suppose that a nonnegative function w (¢), t > 0, is normalized by the condition

/Ooow(t)dtzl.
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We introduce the averaging kernel w. (1) = ew(et), ¢ > 0. Generalized weak abelian wave
operator L. is defined by the equality
S, (Hy, H:J) =w.o.t- lim [ w. (8) P (Hy) W () PR (H) dt
E— 0

where w.o.t. stands for the weak operator topology. So similarly to the argument in [18],
we conclude that Uy (Hy, H;J) = Wy (Hy, H;J) if Wi (Hy, H;J) exists. If we set w. (t) =
2e exp (—2¢t) , then for a pair of elements f and f; in H,

(B 0,0 £ 1) = tima [ 0 (0 222 () 1.3 () ) e

if 0, (Hy, H;J) exists.

REMARK 4.2.1. Let 0 (t) =1 ast > 0 and 0 (t) = 0 fort < 0. We apply Placherel’s Theorem
for Fourier transformation on Hilbert space (see Theorem 1.8.1 in [1]) to the functions

96_£tJUH (:tt) PC?CO (H) f, 96_atJUH1 (ﬂ:t) cho (Hl) fl-
Considering the expression in (2.2) for the resolvents of H and Hy, we get that

% / T e (U (4) P (H) L Un, (20) P2 (HL) ) de
0

= %/w (JRy (\ £ ie) P2 (H) f, Ry, (A +ie) P> (Hy) f1) d.

—00

From the above argument, we can get the following result.

LEMMA 4.2.2. Let H, H € A (M) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and J be an operator
in M. The existence of Uy (Hy, H; J) is equivalent to the existence of the following limit
lim= [ (JRy (A% ie) P2 (H) f, Ry, (A % ie) P (Hy) f1) dA

e—0 77 o

for any f and f, in ‘H. Furthermore,
<i1:|: (H17H7 J) f7 f1>

Cim S [ (TR (AL ie) P (H) £, Ru, (A i) P (Hy) f1) dA.

e—=0 7T oo

The generalized stationary wave operator of H and H; in M is given below.

LEMMA 4.2.3. (Theorem 1.1.3, [18]) Suppose for functions f. € Ly (R) the integrals

/X £ (0 dA

tend to zero uniformly with respect to € as | X| — 0. Suppose also the same for X = (—oo, —N)U
(N,00) as N — oo, and
lim f. (A) = f(\) ae. AER,

e—0
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then f € Ly (R) and

hr% f6 )dA = / f(A
THEOREM 4.2.4. Let H, H, € A (./\/l) be a pair of self-adjoint operators and J be an operator
n M. If
hm (JRH (Atie) Po? (H) f, Ry, (A £ ie) P (Hy) f1)
exists for any pair off and fiinH a.e. 2\ € R, then Uy (Hy, H; J) is well-defined and bounded
with Uy (Hy, H; J)|| < ||J]|. Meanwhile Uy (Hy, H; J) also exists under this condition and
Uy (Hy, H; J) =Sl (Hy, H; J) .
Furthermore,
Us (Hy, H; J) = Wi(Hyi, H; J)
if Wi(Hl,H; J) ezists.
PROOF. Since P.? (H) < P, (H), P2 (Hy) < P,. (Hy) and
lim = (JRH (AL ie) P (H) f, Ry, (AL ie) P2 (Hy) fr)

exists for any pair of f and fiin H a.e. A € R, then by the definition of Uy (Hy, H; J), we get
that

Us (Ho, ) £, 1)
L[ g R ) P2 ) £ B, OV 22) P () £ dA\

™

<. £ . 2 1z <. € . 2 12
< 1 (i (S0 iy 2 ) 1) an) ([t (S i) 2 ) ) )

oo

* d(Ey (V) P () £.f) [ d (B (V) P (H) fu, f) )
<1 ([ e LDy [ = »)

< (IIHIEE CH) FITPGE () full < LTI
by Definition B.2.2] equalities (2.3]) and (Z3]). Hence Uy (Hy, H; J) exists and is bounded with
s (Hy, H; J)| < (1]

For a fixed positive number €3 and any Borel set Y C R, from Fubini’s Theorem and equality

@), we have
[ e s dA‘ (om0 19) dA‘
'/ ([ ) e 9 1.9)

S[J(LWCM)‘“ i (s) f.9) = 0
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uniformly with respect to € > ¢y as |Y| = 0 or Y = (—o0,—N) U (N, +00) with N — oo.
Therefore by equality (2.3])

l/ e(JRy (A tic) Pod (H) f, R, (A tic) Py (Hl)fl)d)\‘
Y

™

00 1/2
£ . 0o € . 00
<1 ([ 20 i) P ) 0 [ 2 (i) P22 1) £ 00

oo

1/2
< 171141 ( [ n oo pz ) dx) =0

uniformly with respect to e > gp as |Y| — 0 or Y = (—oo, —N) U (N, +00) with N — oo.
For P (H) f € Hae (H), we have
d(Eg (N) P (H) [, f)

lim (5 (A, ) P (H) [, f) = d\

by equality (2.5]). Then now from LemmalZ.2.3land the assumption of the existence of Uy (Hy, H; J),
we have

€ L (R)

Liim [ e Ry (A i) P (H) £, R, (A & i) P (Hy) f) dA

me=0J_ o

== [t Ry (i) P () £ B O3 ) P () f)

s 0 e—0
It implies that $(, (H, Hy; J) exists and
U (Hy H: J) £ i) = (S (Hy H: D) £ )

for any pair of f and f; in H. Since the equality T (H,H;J) = Wi(Hl,H; J) holds if

Wy (H,, H; J) exists, we can quickly get
Us (Hy H; J) = We(H,, H; J)
if Wa(H,, H;J) exists. 0
Next result give us the relation among U (Hy, H:J), Wy (Hy, H; J) and Wy (Hy, H; J).

Theorem 3.2.4 Let H, H; € A(M) bﬂe/a pair of self—adjoill/t operators and .J be an operator
in M. If Uy (Hy,H;J),Us (H,H;J*J), Wy (Hy,H;J) and Wy (H, H; J*J) exist and

U: (H, H; JJ)Us (H, H;J) =Us (H, H; J*J),
then W, (Hy, H; J) exists and
U, (Hy, H;J) =W (Hy, H; J).
PrOOF. By Theorem [4.2.4] if
U, (H Hy:J), Uy (H H;J*J), Wy (Hy, H; J) and Wy (H, H; J*J)

exist, then
Z/{:I: (H17H7 J) = W:l: (H17H7 J)7
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UL (Hy, H;J) =W (Hy, H;J)
and N
Uy (H H; J*J) =Wy (H,H; J*J).
So by Lemmar 4.1.1] and equality
Uy (Hy, H; Uy (Hy, Hy J) =Uy (H Hy J*T)
we know Wy (H;, H;J) exists. The proof is completed. O
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