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Bogoliubov Transformations Beyond

Shale–Stinespring: Generic v˚v for bosons

Sascha Lill∗†

October 18, 2022

Abstract

We construct an extension of Fock space and prove that it allows for imple-
menting bosonic Bogoliubov transformations in a certain extended sense. While
an implementation in the regular sense on Fock space is only possible if a certain
operator v˚v is trace class (this is the well–known Shale–Stinespring condition),
the extended implementation works without any restrictions on this operator.
This generalizes a recent result of extended implementability, which required v˚v

to have discrete spectrum.
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1 Introduction

Bogoliubov transformations are a versatile tool for elucidating the physical properties
of many–body and quantum field theory (QFT) models in mathematical physics. Ap-
plications include the simplification of Hamiltonians in interacting bosonic or fermionic
N–body systems [1, 2, 3, 4, 5], QFT toy models [6, 7, 8] and relativistic quantum dy-
namics [9, 10].
In simple words, a Bogoliubov transformation V is a linear replacement of creation–
and annihilation operators a: ÞÑ b:, a ÞÑ b such that b, b: satisfy the same commutation
relations as a, a:. There are cases where V allows for finding a unitary operator on Fock
space UV : F Ñ F such that UVa

:U
´1
V

“ b: and UVaU
´1
V

“ b. In this case, UV is called
an implementer of V and V is called implementable. The case of implementability
is interesting for the following reason: Suppose, we are given a Hamiltonian H , which is
an inconvenient sum of products of a, a:, but there exists a Bogoliubov transformation
V and a constant c P C, such that pH ` cq takes a much more convenient form in the
b, b:–operators. This situation arises frequently for quadratic Hamiltonians, see Remark
5. Then, V´1, which is implemented by U

´1
V

“ U˚
V , replaces b, b

: by a, a:. So, under the
replacement, pH ` cq becomes

rH :“ U
´1
V

pH ` cqUV , (1)

which has a convenient form in the a, a:–operators. This convenient form allows for a
simple description of the dynamics generated by rH, which is by (1) unitarily equivalent
to the dynamics generated by H .

The important question when V is implementable has long been settled by Shale and
Stinespring [11, 12]: This is the case if and only if for some operator v (16), characterizing
V, we have

trpv˚vq ă 8.

This so–called Shale–Stinespring condition is rather restrictive. Therefore, the author
recently [13] proposed the construction of an implementer in an extended sense, UV ,
which also achieves the replacement a7 ÞÑ b7 induced by V, but can be constructed for
a much greater class of Bogoliubov transformations. In [13], two Fock space extensions
xH ,F were constructed, each together with an operator UV : DF Ñ xH or UV : DF Ñ

F , with DF Ă F being a dense subspace, such that (1) holds as a strong operator

identity on DF . Here, xH is an infinite tensor product space of the form introduced by
von Neumann [14] and F is an “extended state space” as recently introduced in [15].
The main result in [13] was that V can be implemented in the extended sense, whenever

v˚v has discrete spectrum.

In this general case, c becomes an “infinite renormalization constant”, which was rigor-
ously interpreted in [13] as an element of some vector space Ren1.
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F Ą DF

EF Ą UVpDF q
UV rH

DF Ă F

UVpDF q Ă EF

U
´1
V

pH ` cq

DF

Fock space F

UVpDF q
DF

U
´1
V

UV

pH ` cq

EF

Figure 1: Left: rH is defined in (1) such that the diagram commutes.
Right: Sketch of an extended implementation using the Fock space extension EF .

The purpose of this article is to propose a new Fock space extension EF , related to F ,
which allows for an extended implementer UV : DF Ñ EF

in the bosonic case for arbitrary v˚v,

as long as v is defined on a suitable domain. We establish the notation in Section 2,
construct EF in Section 3, state our main result, Theorem 4.1, in Section 4 and prove
it in Section 5.
An analogous result can be expected to hold for fermions, as long as 1 is not an eigen-
value of infinite multiplicity of v˚v, i.e., V only performs a particle–hole transformation
on finitely many modes. The main technical complication in the fermionic case comes
from the fact that the operator O (47) is unbounded, whereas it is bounded in the
bosonic case.
An extended implementer UV is particularly useful in cases where H is an algebraic
expression that does not define an operator on a dense subspace of F , while rH “
U

´1
V

pH ` cqUV maps DF into itself and allows for a self–adjoint extension. In that case,
we can mathematically make sense of pH`cq as an operator mapping UVpDF q into itself

(see Figure 1) and use the dynamics generated by rH on F for a physical interpretation.
The construction of EF is significantly shorter than that of F in [13]. We intend a
future use of EF as a bookkeeping tool for more general operator transformations that
go beyond Bogoliubov transformations.

2 Notation

The notation is adapted from [13] in great parts. We consider a system with an indeter-
minate number of particles N , whose one–particle sector is given by the sequence space
ℓ2.1 The configuration of the system is given by a vector of mode numbers pj1, . . . , jNq,

1Note that any separable Hilbert space can be identified with ℓ2 by fixing an orthonormal basis, so
the description with ℓ2 is quite general.
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which is an element of configuration space2

Q :“
ğ

NPN0

QpNq :“
ğ

NPN0

N
N . (2)

Here, QpNq “ NN is also called the N–particle sector of configuration space. The state
of the system is described by a normed vector in the (mode–) Fock space

F :“ L2pQq. (3)

We impose bosonic symmetry using the symmetrization operator S` : F Ñ F with

pS`Ψqpj1, . . . , jNq :“ 1

N !

ÿ

σPSN

Ψpjσp1q, . . . , jσpNqq, (4)

where SN is the permutation group. The bosonic Fock space is then given by

F` :“ S`pF q. (5)

Equivalently, using the symmetric tensor product

φbS φ :“ S`pφ b φq, (6)

we can write
F` “

à
NPN0

pℓ2qbSN . (7)

Denote by pejqjPN the canonical basis of ℓ2 and by a:
j , aj the creation and annihilation

operators corresponding to ej, which are a priori just symbolic expressions. Products
of these expressions or countable sums thereof are not necessarily defined as Fock space
operators. Instead, we interpret them as elements of the ˚–algebra A, defined as follows:
Denote by

Πe :“
 
Pe “ a

71
j1
. . . a

7m
jm

ˇ̌
m P N0, jℓ P N, 7ℓ P t¨, :u

(
(8)

the set of all finite operator products with respect to the basis pejqjPN. Then, A is
defined as the set of all countable sums

A :“
#
H “

ÿ

PePΠe

Hj1,71,...,jm,7mPe

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ Hj1,71,...,jm,7m P C

+
, (9)

with m depending on Pe. Let us denote the space of all complex–valued sequences by

E “ tN Ñ Cu. (10)

2The symbol \ denotes the disjoint union of two sets. This notation is chosen to emphasize that,
e.g., N \ N

2 \ . . . \ N
N is not just NN .
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For φ P E , we then introduce the creation/annihilation operators

a:pφq :“
ÿ

jPN

φja
:
j, apφq :“

ÿ

jPN

φjaj , a:pφq, apφq P A, (11)

where the overline denotes complex conjugation. Alternatively, complex conjugation is
described by the complex conjugation operator

J : E Ñ E , pJφqj “ φj, (12)

with J2 “ 1 and whose adjoint satisfies pJ˚q2 “ 1. We will interchangeably use the
notations φj , pφqj and pφqpjq for elements of a series φ P E . Further, for φ,ψ P ℓ2 we
impose the canonical commutation relations (CCR) on A

rapφq, apψqs “ ra:pφq, a:pψqs “ 0, rapφq, a:pψqs “ xφ,ψy. (13)

In case φ,ψ P ℓ2, we may also densely define a7pφq as Fock space operators

pa:pφqΨqpj1, . . . , jNq “ 1?
N

Nÿ

ℓ“1

φjℓΨpj1, . . . , jℓ´1, jℓ`1, . . . , jNq

papφqΨqpj1, . . . , jNq “
a

pN ` 1q
ÿ

jPN

φjΨpj1, . . . , jN , jq,
(14)

which preserve symmetry and satisfy (13) as a strong operator identity on a dense
domain in Fock space.
Creation and annihilation operators a7pφq are particularly easy to handle, if the sum
over j is finite, or equivalently, if the form factor is an element of the following space:

D :“ tφ P ℓ2 | φj “ 0 for all but finitely many j P Nu. (15)

Note that D Ă ℓ2 Ă E and E “ D1, i.e., E is the dual space of D with respect to a
suitable seminorm–induced topology, see [16, Chap. 1, Example 1.6].
By an algebraic Bogoliubov transformation, we mean a map VA : A Ñ A, that sends

a:pφq ÞÑ b:pφq :“ a:puφq ` apvφq,
apφq ÞÑ bpφq :“ a:pvφq ` apuφq

(16)

for all φ P D, where u, v : D Ñ ℓ2 satisfy the bosonic Bogoliubov relations as a
weak operator identity:

u˚u´ vTv “ 1 u˚v ´ vTu “ 0

uu˚ ´ vv˚ “ 1 uvT ´ vuT “ 0.
(17)

Here, u˚ is the adjoint of u and the conjugate and transposed operators are given by
u “ JuJ and uT “ Ju˚J (and the same for v). Writing u, v as matrices of infinite size,
u “ pujkqj,kPN, v “ pvjkqj,kPN, we equivalently have puT qjk “ puqkj, pu˚qjk “ puqkj and

puqjk “ puqjk. Further, we may keep track of VA by a block matrix V “
`
u v
v u

˘
. In [13,

Lemma 4.1] it was proven that (17) holds, whenever V and V˚ both preserve the CCR,
that is, (13) also holds for a7 replaced by b7.
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3 Construction of the Fock space extension

We will establish implementability on a Fock space extension EF Ą F here, which is
related, but not equal to the extensions F ,F ex in [13] and [15]. Just as in [13], we
define the generalized N–particle space and the generalized Fock space as

E pNq :“
 
ΨpNq : NN Ñ C

(
, EF :“

 
Ψ : Q Ñ C

(
Ą F . (18)

The definition of EF is motivated by formal and possibly divergent sums that appear
when formally applying one or several operators apφq,φ P E as in (14) to functions in
EF . In its most general form, such a formal sum on the pNq–sector reads

ΨpNqpj1, . . . , jN q “
ÿ

jN`1,...,jN`LPN

Ψ
pN`Lq
pLq pj1, . . . , jN`Lq, (19)

where N,L P N0. There are two ways to read (19): First, ΨpNqpj1, . . . , jN q can be viewed
as a generalized function value, which is given by a formal sum at fixed pj1, . . . , jNq. Sec-
ond, (19) can be seen as a definition for a generalized function on NN that is obtained

by taking the “raw functions” Ψ
pN`Lq
pLq and formally “integrating out” the last L variables.

Mathematically, the sector ΨpNq is specified by a pair
`
Ψ

pN`Lq
pLq , L

˘
. In order to allow

for countable linear combinations and products of such expressions, we introduce the
algebra of functions

EF ,0 :“
!
N0 ˆ N0 Ñ EF

ˇ̌
ˇ pN,Lq ÞÑ Ψ

pN`Lq
pLq P E pN`Lq

)
. (20)

Here, EF ,0 is to be understood as a C–vector space with linear combinations defined
argument–wise, i.e.,

pcΨ ` Ψ1qpN`Lq
pLq “ cpΨqpN`Lq

pLq ` pΨ1qpN`Lq
pLq , c P C. (21)

The algebra multiplication is given by

pΨ b Ψ1qpN`Lq
pLq “

ÿ

N1`N2“N
L1`L2“L

pΨqpN1`L1q
pL1q b pΨ1qpN2`L2q

pL2q , (22)

with b denoting the topological tensor product in EF . We now introduce the sum
notation, where we write each function in EF ,0 as a formal countable sum

ΨpNqpj1, . . . , jN q “
ÿ

LPN0

ÿ

jN`1,...,jN`LPN

Ψ
pN`Lq
pLq pj1, . . . , jN`Lq. (23)

This notation is consistent with the notation in (19), and (22) coincides with the formal
multiplication of two sums of the kind (23). However, permuting sum indices or execut-
ing convergent sums in (23) intuitively leaves the sum invariant, but results in a different
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associated element in EF ,0. Therefore, we mod out a (two–sided) ideal3 I Ă EF ,0, which
is generated by requiring that:

(A) Ψ ´ Ψ1 P I, whenever each pΨ1qpN`Lq
pLq can be obtained by permuting the last L

indices of pΨqpN`Lq
pLq . So we may swap indices that are integrated out.

(B) Ψ´Ψ1 P I, whenever we may choose for each pair pN,Lq some integer 0 ď ∆LN,L ď
L, such that

pΨ1qpN`L1q
pL1q pj1, . . . , jN`L1q “

ÿ

L:L1`∆LN,L“L

ÿ

jN`L1`1
,...,jN`L

pΨqpN`Lq
pLq pj1, . . . , jN`Lq (24)

is an absolutely convergent sum for all N,L1 P N0 and all pj1, . . . , jN`L1q P NL1

.
In other words, we may execute absolutely convergent sums, where ∆LN,L is the

number of sums executed in pΨqpN`Lq
pLq .

The extended state space is then defined as the quotient algebra

EF :“ EF ,0{I . (25)

Its elements (which are cosets of I) can thus be treated as if they were formal sums (23)
and we adopt the sum notation also for elements of EF .

Remarks.

1. EF extends F : In sum notation (23), each Ψ P EF Ą F corresponds to exactly
one element of EF ,0, viz. the one sending pN, 0q ÞÑ ΨpNq and pN,Lq ÞÑ 0 for L ě 1.
Further, if Ψ P EF with Ψ ‰ 0, then the associated element in EF ,0 is not in I.
This is because (23) renders a complex number at each fixed pj1, . . . , jNq, which
is nonzero for at least one pj1, . . . , jN q and cannot be changed by executing/un–
executing convergent sums or permuting sum indices. So each Ψ P EF can be
identified with a distinct coset of I, i.e., with an element of EF . So we may embed
EF Ą F into EF and thus, EF is a true Fock space extension.

2. Tensor products on EF : The b–product on EF ,0 (22) induces an b–product on
the quotient algebra EF . With the tensor product b, one can also view EF ,0 as
a “double–graded algebra” with degrees N,L P N0, just as EF together with the

3By an ideal of an algebra, we mean that I shall be closed (in an algebraic sense) under the
(commutative) algebra multiplication b and linearity. So for Ψ1,Ψ2 P I,Ψ P EF ,0 and c P C, we have
pΨ b Ψ1q P I and cΨ1 ` Ψ2 P I. Intuitively, the elements in I are the ones equivalent to 0.
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tensor product b becomes a graded algebra (with degree N). Also, EF is a graded
algebra with degree N , but not “double–graded”, since L is not unique.

3. Comparison with [13] : The construction of EF deviates from the construction of
the Fock space extensions F ,F ex in [13]. In particular, the latter construction
renders some additional vector spaces Ren1,Ren, eRen as a byproduct. Let us
quickly comment on how to find certain elements of these spaces in EF :

Elements r P Ren1 are a rigorous implementation of formal sums

Ψr :“
ÿ

jPN

φj (26)

for some fixed φ P E . Mathematically, r “ rφs Ă E is an equivalence class with

φ1 P rφs ô
ÿ

j

pφj ´ φ1
jq “ 0, (27)

where the sum is required to be absolutely convergent. It is easy to see that (26)
is a sum notation of the coset4 Ψr “ rpN,Lq ÞÑ δN,0δL,1φs P EF , so the pair p0, 1q
is mapped to pΨrqp1q

p1qpjq “ φj and all other pN,Lq are mapped to 0. Further, for

Ψ1
r
:“ ř

jPN φ
1
j P EF , we have Ψ1

r
“ Ψr if and only if (27) holds, since

ÿ

jPN

φj “
ÿ

jPN

φ1
j `

ÿ

jPN

pφj ´ φ1
jq, (28)

by definition of addition in EF ,0.

Elements R P Ren are now linear combinations of products of the form r1 . . . rP .
These products rigorously implement formal sums

ΨR :“
ÿ

j1...jP

pφ1qj1 . . . pφP qjP , (29)

with φp P E being a representative function of rp. It is easy to see that ΨR P EF

in the sum notation.

Finally, elements er P eRen can be seen as a rigorous implementation of

eΨr “
8ÿ

N“0

ΨN
r

N !
“

8ÿ

N“0

ÿ

j1,...,jN

1

N !
φj1 ¨ . . . ¨ φjN . (30)

4Here, rΨs denotes the coset of I in EF , which contains Ψ P EF ,0, and δ is the Kronecker delta.
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Obviously, eΨr P EF . However, generic elements of c P eRen are quotients of the
form c “ a1

a2
with aj being a linear combination of terms er with r P Ren1. Such

a quotient can generally not be written as a sum of the form (19). So we cannot
readily find eRen in EF and thus also not the eRen–vector spaces F and F ex.

4 Main Result

Consider any Bogoliubov transformation V “ p u v
v u q with u, v : D Ñ ℓ2 (recall: D in (15)

is the set of all sequences with finite support), as well as the dense domain

DF :“ span
 
a:pφ1q . . . a:pφN qΩ, N P N0, φℓ P D

(
, (31)

where Ω P F , defined by Ωp0q “ 1 and ΩpNq “ 0 for N ě 1, is the vacuum vector. In
analogy to [13, Def. 5.1], we define extended implementability as follows.

Definition 4.1. A linear injective operator UV : DF Ñ EF implements a Bogoliubov
transformation V in the extended sense if and only if

UVa
:pφqU´1

V
Ψ “ b:pφqΨ, UVapφqU´1

V
Ψ “ bpφqΨ @ φ P D, Ψ P UVpDF q. (32)

In that case, UV is called an extended implementer of V and V is called imple-

mentable in the extended sense.

Our main result is the following.

Theorem 4.1 (Bosonic Extended Implementation Works). Any bosonic Bogoliubov
transformation V “ p u v

v u q with v, u : D Ñ ℓ2 is implementable in the extended sense.

Remarks.

4. Regular implementability : Definition 4.1 generalizes the (regular) notion of imple-
mentability of V on Fock space. In the regular sense, V is implementable if and
only if there exists some unitary UV : F Ñ F satisfying (32). By taking limits in
ℓ2, the case φ P D can then be generalized to φ P ℓ2.
While regular implementability only holds for trpv˚vq “ trpvTvq ă 8 [11, 12],
extended implementability can be achieved for any v˚v, as long as v is defined on
D.

5. Diagonalization: Extended implementers can be used to diagonalize quadratic
Hamiltonians in some extended sense, as described in [13, Sect. 6]: Consider a
diagonalizable quadratic Hamiltonian H P A, that is,

H “ 1

2

ÿ

j,kPN

p2hjka:
jak ¯ kjka

:
ja

:
k ` kjkajakq. (33)

9



In certain cases [17, 18], there is an algebraic Bogoliubov transformation VA and
a normal ordering constant c, such that pH ` cq becomes diagonal in the b, b:–

operators, so rH “ V´1
A

pH ` cq is block–diagonal in the a, a:–operators:

pH ` cq “
ÿ

j,kPN

Ejkb
:
jbk ñ rH “

ÿ

j,kPN

Ejka
:
jak “ dΓpEq (34)

and such that E is self–adjoint on some domain dompEq Ď ℓ2. In that case, dΓpEq
is also self–adjoint. Further, if E maps D Ñ D, then

rH “ U
´1
V

pH ` cqUV (35)

holds as a strong operator identity DF Ñ DF . So H is diagonalized in the ex-
tended sense by UV . Here c is a possibly divergent sum of the form (26), so we
can interpret c P EF , and a multiplication by c maps EF Ñ EF .

5 Proof of the Main Result

5.1 General Construction of the Extended Implementer

We now construct the extended implementer UV : DF Ñ EF for a given Bogoliubov
transformation V. The construction employs creation and annihilation operators a7pφq,
which we first need to extend to EF in such a way that they satisfy the CCR. Consider
an element rΨs P EF characterized by a coset element (“representative”) Ψ P EF ,0,Ψ :

pN,Lq ÞÑ Ψ
pN`Lq
pLq P E pN`Lq. In analogy to (14), we then set

pa:pφqΨqpN`Lq
pLq pq, q1q :“

Nÿ

k“1

1?
N
φjkΨ

pN`L´1q
pLq pqzjk, q1q

papφqΨqpN`L`1q
pL`1q pq, j, q2q :“

?
N ` 1 φjΨ

pN`1`Lq
pLq pq, j, q2q, papφqΨqpNq

p0q :“ 0,

(36)

with q “ pj1, . . . , jN q, q1 “ pjN`1, . . . , jN`Lq, j “ jN`1 and q2 “ pjN`2, . . . , jN`L`1q.

Lemma 5.1 (Operator Extensions). For φ P E , the representative–wise definition (36)
renders well–defined linear operators

a:pφq : EF Ñ EF , apφq : EF Ñ EF . (37)

Proof. Consider the two expressions in (36). It is clear that the functions pN,Lq ÞÑ
pa7pφqΨqpN`Lq

pLq are elements of EF ,0. So it remains to show that for ΨI P I, we also have

10



a7pφqΨI P I.

First, suppose that ΨI “ Ψ´Ψ1 where pΨ1qpN`L´1q
pLq pqzjk, q1q is obtained from Ψ

pN`L´1q
pLq pqzjk, q1q

by a permutation of the last L indices (i.e., those in q1). This situation corresponds to

case (A) above (25). Then the same index permutation in q1 transforms pa:pφqΨqpN`Lq
pLq pq, q1q

into pa:pφqΨ1qpN`Lq
pLq pq, q1q. Thus, a:pφqΨI P I. A similar argument shows that apφqΨI P

I when pΨ1qpN`1`Lq
pLq pq, j, q2q is obtained from Ψ

pN`1`Lq
pLq pq, j, q2q by permuting the last L

indices (i.e., those in q2).
Concerning case (B), suppose there was a choice of 0 ď ∆LN,L ď L for each N,L P N0,
such that (24) was true. Then,

pa:pφqΨ1qpN`L1q
pL1q pq, jN`1, . . . , jN`L1q

(36)“
Nÿ

k“1

1?
N
φjk pΨ1qpN`L1´1q

pL1q pqzjk, jN`1, . . . , jN`L1q

(24)“
Nÿ

k“1

1?
N
φjk

ÿ

L:L1`∆LN,L“L

ÿ

jN`L1`1
,...,jN`L

Ψ
pN`L´1q
pLq pqzjk, jN`1, . . . , jN`Lq

(36)“
ÿ

L:L1`∆LN,L“L

ÿ

jN`L1`1
,...,jN`L

pa:pφqΨqpN`Lq
pLq pj1, . . . , jN`Lq P C,

(38)

so a:pφqΨI P I. A similar calculation with integrating out up to L indices of q2 shows
that apφqΨI P I.
Now, since I is generated by elements of type (A) and (B), we conclude that ΨI P I

always implies a:pφqΨI P I and apφqΨI P I, so the definitions of a:pφq and apφq do not
depend on the choice of the coset representative Ψ.

Lemma 5.2 (Extended CCR). a:pφq, apφq, as defined in Lemma 5.1, satisfy the ex-
tended CCR:

rapφq, apψqs “ ra:pφq, a:pψqs “ 0, rapφq, a:pψqs “ xφ,ψy “
ÿ

j

φjψj P EF (39)

as a strong operator identity on EF for φ,ψ P E .

Proof. This follows by a direct calculation using basis coefficients, as in the case φ,ψ P
ℓ2.

Lemma 5.3 (Bogoliubov Transformations Conserve Extended CCR). Consider a Bo-
goliubov transformation V satisfying the Bogoliubov relations (17). Then the Bogoliubov–
transformed operators b7 in (16) still satisfy the extended CCR

rbpφq, bpψqs “ rb:pφq, b:pψqs “ 0, rbpφq, b:pψqs “ xφ,ψy (40)
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as a strong operator identity on EF for φ,ψ P D.

Proof. Lemma 5.2 ensures that the CCR hold for a7pφq : EF Ñ EF . Lemma 5.1 renders
well–definedness of b7pφq : EF Ñ EF for φ P D. The recovery of the CCR for b7 using
the Bogoliubov relations (17) works as in the case of a7, b7 being Fock space operators.
For instance, we have5

rbpφq, b:pψqs “ rapuφq ` a:pvφq, a:puψq ` apvψqs Lemma 5.2“ xuφ, uψy ´ xvJψ, vJφy

“ xφ, u˚uψy ´ xJJv˚vJψ, Jφy “ xφ, u˚uψy ´ xφ, vTvψy (17)“ xφ,ψy.
(41)

The other two identities in (40) are obtained analogously.

As in the case trpv˚vq ă 8 [19], the definition of our extended implementer is based
on a vector ΩV P EF , called Bogoliubov vacuum. We first give a definition of UV for a
given ΩV and then construct ΩV further below. Recall the definition of DF (31).

Definition 5.1. Given a Bogoliubov–transformed vacuum state ΩV P EF , we define the
linear extended Bogoliubov implementer UV : DF Ñ EF by

UVa
:pφ1q . . . a:pφnqΩ :“ b:pφ1q . . . b:pφnqΩV , (42)

with φℓ P D and b:pφjq “ pa:puφjq ` apvφjqq.

It follows from Lemma 5.1 that the right–hand side of (42) is an element of EF , so
UV is well–defined.

5.2 Construction of the Bogoliubov vacuum

The only remaining step for finishing the construction of UV is to provide a reasonable
Bogoliubov vacuum ΩV P EF , which we do in Definition 5.2. By “reasonable”, we mean
that ΩV is annihilated by all b–operators, which we prove in Lemma 5.5. This property
will play an important role in the proof of our main theorem.

Let us quickly explain the heuristics for the choice of ΩV . In case trpv˚vq ă 8,
the Bogoliubov vacuum is well–known [19, (61)]: Up to normalization, it consists of an

5It is easy to verify that the first two expressions are well–defined operators EF Ñ EF . The other
expressions are elements of EF , which can be interpreted as multiplication operators EF Ñ EF , since
the b–product of two EF–elements is again in EF , see Remark 2.
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exponential over two–particle wave functions of the kind

Kp2q “ ´
ÿ

jPN

νj

2µj

gj b gj , (43)

where j indexes a simultaneous eigenbasis pf jqjPN of both6 vTv and u˚vJ with eigenval-

ues λj (with respect to vTv), and where νj “
a
λj and µj “

a
1 ` λj . The orthonormal

basis pgjqjPN is then given by gj “ λ
´1{2
j vJf j . Using that u˚vJ is a spectral multiplica-

tion by νjµj “
a
λjp1 ` λjq, it is now an easy task to verify that

xuφ, gjy “ xφ, u˚vJλ
´1{2
j f jy “ µjxφ, f jy ñ 2

apuφq?
2
Kp2q “ ´vJφ @φ P D.

(44)
So when comparing with (14), we see that Kp2q is the integral kernel of an operator
which turns 2Juφ into ´vJφ.

When generalizing to the case with arbitrary spectrum σ :“ σpv˚vq “ σpvTvq,
an eigenbasis pgjqjPN of vTv will generally no longer exist. However, we still have a
projection–valued measure (PVM) PvT v with

vTv “
ż

σ

λ dPvT vpλq. (45)

And we are still able to define an operator O, which turns 2Juφ into ´vJφ and has an
integral kernel KO P E p2q: Consider the polar decompositions with respect to PvT v,

vJ “ Av

?
λ, Ju “ Au

?
1 ` λ, (46)

following from vTv “ Jv˚vJ “ u˚u, where functions of λ are to be understood as spectral
multiplications and Av, Au : ℓ2 Ñ ℓ2 are anti–unitary operators. Then, O : ℓ2 Ñ ℓ2 is
defined as

O “ ´Av

d
λ

4p1 ` λqA
˚
u, (47)

which is clearly bounded by 1{2.
Lemma 5.4 (Bosonic Pairs). For any φ P ℓ2, we have

2OJuφ “ ´vJφ and }Oφ} ă 1

2
}φ}. (48)

Further, O allows for an integral kernel KO P E p2q, so

pOφqj “
ÿ

j1

KOpj, j1qφj1. (49)

6We have vT vu˚vJ “ u˚uu˚vJ ´ u˚vJ “ u˚vv˚vJ “ u˚vJvT v, so rvT v, u˚vJs “ 0. Further, for
trpv˚vq ă 8, both operators are Hilbert–Schmidt, which allows for a simultaneous eigenbasis.
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Proof. The equality in (48) is verified by plugging in the polar decompositions (46) and

(47). }Oφ} ă 1
2
}φ} is a direct consequence of

b
λ

4p1`λq
ă 1

2
. Restricting O to D Ă ℓ2,

we get the operator O|D : D Ñ ℓ2 Ă E . By the Schwartz kernel theorem, every operator
D Ñ E has an integral kernel, which implies the existence of KO.

Definition 5.2 (Bosonic Bogoliubov Vacuum). We define ΩV P EF by

pΩVqp2mq
p0q :“

a
p2mq!
m!

pKOqbSm, pΩVqp2m`1q
p0q “ 0 (50)

for m P N0 and pΩVqpN`Lq
pLq “ 0 for L ě 1.

In what follows, only the sector L “ 0 will be relevant, so we will drop the index pLq.
Further, ΩV P EF under the embedding EF Ñ EF described in Remark 1.

Lemma 5.5 (b Annihilates Bosonic ΩV). For φ P D, we have

bpφqΩV “ 0. (51)

Proof. Recall (16) and the definition of the antilinear conjugation operator J , which
imply

bpφqΩV “ apuφqΩV ` a:pvJφqΩV . (52)

The creation term has only contributions of odd sector numbers pNq “ p2m ` 1q that
evaluate to

pa:pvJφqΩVqp2m`1q “
?
2m` 1pvJφq bS pΩp2mq

V
q “

a
p2m ` 1q!
m!

pvJφq bS pKOqbSm.

(53)
The annihilation term also has only contributions of odd pNq, which can be evaluated in
mode–configuration space. In the following, let σ and σ̃ be permutations of t1, . . . , 2m`
2u and t1, . . . , 2m`1u, let j “ jσp2m`2q, and denote by

ř
σ,
ř

σ̃ the sums over all p2m`2q!
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or p2m` 1q! permutations. Then,

papuφqΩVqp2m`1qpj1, . . . , j2m`1q
“

?
2m` 2

ÿ

j

puφqjΩp2m`2q
V

pj1, . . . , j2m`1, jq

“
?
2m ` 2

p2m` 2q!

a
p2m` 2q!

pm ` 1q!
ÿ

σ

ÿ

j

puφqj
m`1ź

k“1

KOpjσp2k´1q, jσp2kqq

“
a

p2m` 1q!
pm ` 1q!

1

p2m` 1q!

˜
pm ` 1q

ÿ

σ̃

ÿ

j

puφqjKOpj, jσ̃p2m`1qq
mź

k“1

KOpjσ̃p2k´1q, jσ̃p2kqq

`pm` 1q
ÿ

σ̃

ÿ

j

puφqjKOpjσ̃p2m`1q, jq
mź

k“1

KOpjσ̃p2k´1q, jσ̃p2kqq
¸

ñ papuφqΩVqp2m`1q “
a

p2m` 1q!
m!

˜ÿ

j

pJuφqjpKOpj, ¨q ` KOp¨, jqq
¸

bS K
bSm
O

.

(54)
In order to evaluate the term in brackets, we use that KO is the integral kernel of O, so

ÿ

j

pJuφqjKOp¨, jq “ OJuφ
(48)“ ´1

2
vJφ. (55)

For evaluating the other term, we use that the integral kernel of O˚ : ℓ2 Ñ ℓ2 is
KO˚pj, j1q “ KOpj1, jq, so

ÿ

j

pJuφqjKOpj, ¨q “
ÿ

j

KO˚p¨, jqpJuφqj “ JO˚JJuφ “ JO˚uφ. (56)

The Bogoliubov relations (17) and polar decompositions (46) now imply

pu˚vq˚ “ Ju˚vJ ô J˚
?
λA˚

vJAu

?
1 ` λ “ J

?
1 ` λA˚

uJ
˚Av

?
λ

ô J˚Au

c
1

1 ` λ
JJ˚

?
λA˚

v “ Av

c
λ

1 ` λ
A˚

uJ “ ´OJ,
(57)

with
b

1
1`λ

being a densely defined spectral multiplication operator. Now, if B is some

densely defined operator on ℓ2 and B˚ is its adjoint, then for Jψ P dompBq and J˚φ P
dompB˚q, we have

xφ, JBJψy “ xJJB˚J˚φ, Jψy “ xψ, JB˚J˚φy “ xJBJ˚ψ, JJφy “ xφ, J˚BJ˚ψy
ñ J˚BJ˚ “ JBJ.

(58)
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So

J˚Au

c
1

1 ` λ
JJ˚

?
λA˚

v “ JAu

c
1

1 ` λ
JJ

?
λA˚

v “ JAu

c
λ

1 ` λ
A˚

v “ ´JO˚

(57)ñ JO˚ “ OJ ñ
ÿ

j

pJuφqjKOpj, ¨q “ ´1

2
vJφ.

(59)

Plugging (55) and (59) into (54), we obtain

papuφqΩVqp2m`1q “ ´
a

p2m` 1q!
m!

pvJφq bS K
bSm
O

, (60)

which exactly cancels (53) and establishes the lemma.

5.3 Conditions for Extended Implementability

Before proceeding to the final proof of Theorem 4.1, we first set up some simple condi-
tions for when UV is an extended implementer. These conditions are analogous to the
ones given in [13, Lemma 5.2].

Lemma 5.6 (Conditions for an Extended Implementer). Let ΩV P EF such that bjΩV “
0 @j P N. Further, let UV as in Definition 5.1 be injective (so U

´1
V

exists). Then, UV

implements V in the extended sense.

Proof. In order to establish the extended implementation (32), it suffices to show

UVa
7
jU

´1
V
Ψ “ b

7
jΨ, (61)

for a7 P ta:, au and

Ψ “ UVa
:
j1
. . . a

:
jN
Ω

(42)“ b
:
j1
. . . b

:
jN
ΩV , (62)

where N P N0 and j, j1, . . . , jN P N are arbitrary. In case a7
j “ a

:
j , we directly compute

UVa
:
jU

´1
V
Ψ “ UVa

:
ja

:
j1
. . . a

:
jN
Ω

(42)“ b
:
jb

:
j1
. . . b

:
jN
ΩV “ b

:
jΨ. (63)

In case a7
j “ aj , we obtain

UVajU
´1
V
Ψ “UVaja

:
j1
. . . a:

jN
Ω

“UV

Nÿ

k“1

a
:
j1
. . . a

:
jk´1

raj, a:
jk

sa:
jk`1

. . . a
:
jN
Ω ` UVa

:
j1
. . . a

:
jN

ajΩloomoon
“0

“
Nÿ

k“1

δjjkUVa
:
j1
. . . a

:
jk´1

a
:
jk`1

. . . a
:
jN
Ω

(42)“
Nÿ

k“1

δjjkb
:
j1
. . . b

:
jk´1

b
:
jk`1

. . . b
:
jN
ΩV .

(64)
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On the other hand, conservation of the CCR implies that rbj , b:
j1s “ δjj1, so

bjΨ
(42)“ bjb

:
j1
. . . b

:
jN
ΩV

“
Nÿ

k“1

b
:
j1
. . . b

:
jk´1

rbj, b:
jk

sb:
jk`1

. . . b
:
jN
ΩV ` b

:
j1
. . . b

:
jN

bjΩVloomoon
“0

“
Nÿ

k“1

δjjkb
:
j1
. . . b

:
jk´1

b
:
jk`1

. . . b
:
jN
ΩV .

(65)

Expressions (64) and (65) agree, which renders the desired equality.

5.4 Proof of Theorem 4.1

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We have to show that V has an implementer UV , i.e., (32) holds.
The operator UV and the vector ΩV are given in Definitions 5.1 and 5.2, respectively.
By Lemma 5.6, UV implements V if bjΩV “ 0 @j P N and UV is injective. The prop-
erty bjΩV “ 0 readily follows from Lemma 5.5. So it remains to establish injectivity of
UV : DF Ñ EF in order to finish the proof.

Since DF is spanned by vectors of the type a:
j1
. . . a

:
jN
Ω, it suffices to show that the

set
B :“

 
b

:
j1
. . . b

:
jN
ΩV

ˇ̌
N P N0, jk P N

(
Ă EF (66)

is linearly independent. To do so, we investigate the set B step by step.
Let us start by evaluating

b
:
jΩV “ pa:puejq ` apvJejqqΩV . (67)

For even sectors, we have pb:
jΩVqp2mq “ 0. For evaluating the odd sectors, we use

that for φ P ℓ2, the same arguments as in (54) through (60) yield papφqΩVqp2m`1q “?
p2m`1q!

m!
p2OJφq bS K

bSm
O

. Thus, together with the definition of ΩV (50), we get

pb:
jΩVqp2m`1q “

a
p2m` 1q!
m!

puej ` 2OJvJejqlooooooooomooooooooon
“:ψj

bSK
bSm
O

“ pa:pψjqΩVqp2m`1q. (68)

Now, vJ “ ´2OJu implies

ψj “ uej ` 2OJvJej “ p1 ´ 4OJOJquej. (69)

By Lemma 5.4, we have }Oφ} ă 1
2
}φ}, so }4OJOJφ} ă }φ}. Thus, the operator

p1 ´ 4OJOJq is injective, as is u (since u˚u ě 1), and linear independence of pejqjPN
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implies linear independence of pψjqjPN.

Now, let us turn to the evaluation of a general b:
j1
. . . b

:
jN
ΩV . For N “ 2,

b
:
j1
b

:
j2
ΩV

(68)“ b
:
j1
a:pψj2

qΩV “ a:pψj2
qb:

j1
ΩV ` ra:puej1q ` apvJej1q, a:pψj2

qsΩV

“ a:pψj1
qa:pψj2

qΩV ` xvJej1,ψj2
yΩV .

(70)

By a similar expansion in terms of commutators, one easily sees that

b
:
j1
. . . b

:
jN
ΩV “ a:pψj1

q . . . a:pψjN
qΩV ` l.o.t., (71)

where l.o.t (“lower–order terms”) is a sum of expressions a:pψj1

1

q . . . a:pψj1

N1
qΩV with

N ă N 1 and tj1
1, . . . , j

1
N 1u Ă tj1, . . . , jNu.

Now, linear independence of B will follow if we can prove linear independence of the
set of “leading–order terms”

A :“
 
a:pψj1

q . . . a:pψjN
qΩV

ˇ̌
N P N0, jk P N

(
Ă EF . (72)

To see this implication of linear independence, suppose, B would be linearly dependent,
so there was a linear combination

B “
Kÿ

k“1

λkb
:
jk,1

. . . b
:
jk,Nk

ΩV “ 0, (73)

with λk ‰ 0. By N “ maxkNk we denote the highest number of consecutively applied
creation operators. Then, B amounts to a finite linear combination of elements of the
kind a:pψj1

q . . . a:pψjN
qΩV P A , where the contribution of terms with N “ N is

ÿ

k:Nk“N

λka
:pψjk,1

q . . . a:pψjk,Nk
qΩV , (74)

with the sum being nonempty. As B “ 0, linear independence of A would now imply
that λk “ 0 whenever Nk “ N , which contradicts our premise λk ‰ 0. So linear inde-
pendence of A implies linear independence of B.

Finally, we establish linear independence of A by a contradiction. Suppose there
was a linear combination

0 “
Kÿ

k“1

λka
:pψjk,1

q . . . a:pψjk,Nk
qΩV , (75)

with λk ‰ 0 and N “ minkNk being the least number of consecutively applied creation
operators. Then,

pa:pψj1
q . . . a:pψjN

qΩVqpnq “ 0 for n ă N, (76)
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i.e., the N lowest sectors are unoccupied. Thus, the pNq–sector of our linear combination
amounts to

0 “
ÿ

k:Nk“N

λkpa:pψjk,1
q . . . a:pψjk,N

qΩVqpNq “
a
N !

ÿ

k:Nk“N

λkψjk,1
bS . . .bS ψjk,N

. (77)

Since tψj | j P Nu is linearly independent in ℓ2, also the set

 
ψjk,1

bS . . .bS ψjk,N

ˇ̌
jk,ℓ P N

(
Ă pℓ2qbN (78)

is linearly independent, which implies λk “ 0 for all k with Nk “ N , establishes the
desired contradiction and finishes the proof.
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