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Abstract

Let H be a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space H, T’ be a symmetric operator
on ‘H and K(t) (t € IR) be a bounded self-adjoint operator on H. We say that
(T, H, K) obeys the generalized weak Weyl relation (GWWR) if e~ D(T) ¢ D(T)
for all t € R and Te ") = e “H(T + K(t))y, Vb € D(T) ( D(T) denotes the
domain of T'). In the context of quantum mechanics where H is the Hamiltonian of a
quantum system, we call T" a generalized time opeartor of H. We first investigate, in
an abstract framework, mathematical structures and properties of triples (T, H, K)
obeying the GWWR. These include the absolute continuity of the spectrum of H
restricted to a closed subspace of H, an uncertainty relation between H and T (a
“time-energy uncertainty relation”), the decay property of transition probabilities

’<¢, e_itngS>’2 as |t| — oo for all vectors ¢ and ¢ in a subspace of H, where (-, -)
denotes the inner product of H. We describe methods to construct various examples
of triples (7, H, K) obeying the GWWR. In particular we show that there exist
generalized time operators of second quantization operators on Fock spaces (full
Fock spaces, boson Fock spaces, fermion Fock spaces) which may have applications
to quantum field models with interactions.

Keywords: Generalized weak Weyl relation; time operator; canonical commutation rela-
tion; Hamiltonian; quantum dynamics; survival probability; decay in time; time-energy
uncertainty relation; Schrodinger operator; Dirac operator; Fock space; second quantiza-
tion
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1 Introduction

In this paper we develop, in an abstract framework, an operator theory of a commutation
relation, which is a generalization of a variant of the canonical commutation relation
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(CCR) with one degree of freedom, and put a basis for applications of the theory to
quantum mechanics and quantum field theory.

To explain new features of the present work, we first recall some of the basic aspects
on the representation theory of the CCR. As is well-known, a representation of the CCR
with one degree of freedom is defined to be a triple (H, D, (Q, P)) consisting of a complex
Hilbert space H, a dense subspace D of ‘H and a pair (@), P) of symmetric operators on
H such that D C D(QP) N D(PQ) (D(-) denotes operator domain) and

QP — PQ =il (1.1)

on D, where i := v/—1 and I denotes the identity on H'. If both  and P are self-adjoint
and D is a common core of () and P, then we say that the representation (H, D, (Q, P))
is self-adjoint 2.

A typical example of self-adjoint representations of the CCR is the Schrédinger repre-
sentation (L*(R), C5°(IR), (¢, p)) with g being the multiplication operator by the function
r € IR acting in L?*(IR) and p := —iD, the generalized differential operator in the variable
z acting in L*(IR).

There is a stronger form of representation of the CCR: A double (H, (@, P)) consisting
of a complex Hilbert space H and a pair (Q, P) of self-adjoint operators on H is called a
Weyl representation of the CCR with one degree of freedom if

ethezsP — €_ZtS€ZSP€ZtQ, \V/t7 s €R.

This relation is called the Weyl relation (e.g., [19, pp.274-275]). It is easy to see that the
Schrodinger representation (L?(IR), (¢,p)) is a Weyl representation. Von Neumann [16]
proved that every Weyl representation on a separable Hilbert space is unitarily equivalent
to a direct sum of the Schrodinger representation. This theorem—the von Neumann
uniqueness theorem—implies that each Weyl representation of the CCR is a self-adjoint
representation of the CCR ( for details, see, e.g., [6, 18]). But a self-adjoint representation
of the CCR 1is not necessarily a Weyl representation of the CCR , namely there are self-
adjoint representations of the CCR that are not Weyl representations (e.g., [8]). Physically
interesting examples of self-adjoint representations of the CCR’s with two degrees of
freedom which are not necessarily unitarily equivalent to the Schrodinger representation

1One can generalize the concept of the representation of the CCR by taking the commutation relation
(1.1) in the sense of sesquilinear form, i.e., D C D(Q)ND(P) and (Qv, Pp) — (P, Qo) =i (¢, d) , ¥, ¢ €
D, where (-, -) denotes the inner product of H.

2There are representations of the CCR which cannot be self-adjoint. For example, consider the Hilbert
space L?(IR,) with IR, := (0, 00) and define operators ¢y, p+ on L*(IR;) as follows:

Digs) = {feﬁ(]w /}R |rf<r>|2dr<oo}, (a+£)(r) = rf(r), f € Dlas), aer R,

df (r)
dr ’

D(ps) = Cr(Ry), (p+f)(r):=—i f€D(py), aerelRy.
Then ¢, is self-adjoint, p is symmetric and (L?(IR ), C§° (IR ), (¢4, p+)) is a representation of the CCR
with one degree of freedom. It is not so difficult to prove that p; has no self-adjoint extensions (e.g., see

[6, Chapter 2, Example D.1]). Therefore (¢4,p+) cannot be extended to a self-adjoint representation of
the CCR on L?(IR,).



of the CCR’s appear in two-dimensional gauge quantum mechanics with singular gauge
potentials. These representations, which are closely related to the so-called Aharonov-
Bohm effect [1], have been studied extensively by the present author in a series of papers
(see [5] and references therein).

Schmiidgen [21] presented and studied a weaker version of the Weyl relation with
one degree of freedom: Let T" be a symmetric operator and H be a self-adjoint operator
on a Hilbert space H. We say that (7, H) obeys the weak Weyl relation (WWR) if
e ™ D(T) c D(T) for all t € IR and

Te My = e (T 4 1)), Voo € D(T),Vt € IR,

where, for later convenience, we use the symbols (7', H) instead of (@, P). We call
(H, (T, H)) a weak Weyl representation of the CCR with one degree of freedom. It is
easy to see that every Weyl representation of the CCR is a weak Weyl representation
of the CCR. But the converse is not true [21] 3. Tt should be remarked also that the
WWR implies the CCR, but a representation of the CCR is not necessarily a weak Weyl
representation of the CCR . In this sense the WWR is between the CCR and the Weyl
relation.

The WWR was used to study a time operator with application to survival probabilities
in quantum dynamics [11, 12] (in the article [11], the WWR is called the T-weak Weyl
relation), where H is taken to be the Hamiltonian of a quantum system. It was proven in
[11] that, if (7, H) obeys the WWR, then H has no point spectrum and its spectrum is
purely absolutely continuous [11, Corollary 4.3, Theorem 4.4]. This kind class of H, how-
ever, is somewhat restrictive. From this point of view, it would be natural to investigate
a general version of the WWR (if any) such that H is not necessarily purely absolutely
continuous. This is one of the motivations of the present work.

The general version of the WWR we consider in the present paper is defined as follows:

Definition 1.1 Let T" be a symmetric operator on a Hilbert space H , H be a self-
adjoint operator on ‘H and K(t) (¢ € IR) be a bounded self-adjoint operator on H with
D(K(t)) = H, ¥t € IR. We say that (T, H, K) obeys the generalized weak Weyl relation
(GWWR) in H if e"*# D(T) € D(T) for all t € R and

Te ™y = e ™ (T + K(t))y, Vi € D(T), vt € R. (1.2)

We call the operator-valued function K the commutation factor in the GWWR. Also we
sometimes say that (T, H, K) is a representation of the GWWR.

Obviously the case K(t) = t in the GWWR gives the WWR. Hence the GWWR
is certainly a generalization of the WWR. One can show also that the GWWR implies
a generalized version of the CCR (Proposition 4.3 in the present paper). Since the
(G)WWR is a weaker version of the Weyl relation, the strong properties arising from
the Weyl relation (e.g., spectral properties) may be weakend by the (G)WWR. It is very
interesting to investigate this aspect. Thus triples (7, H, K') obeying the GWWR become

3The pair (p4, —q4 ) in the preceding footnote obeys the WWR. But it cannot be a Weyl representation,
since p4 is not self-adjoint (or —g4 is nonpositive).



the main objects of the present paper. As suggested above, in applications to quantum
mechanics and quantum field theory, we have in mind the case where H is the Hamiltonian
of a quantum system. In this realization of H, we call T" a generalized time operator. We
show that the GWWR implies a “time-energy uncertainty relation” between H and T ( for
physical discussions related to this aspect, see [15] and references therein). Mathematically
rigorous studies for time-energy uncertainty relations, which, however, do not use time
operators, are given in [17]. In the present paper we construct generalized time operators
for Hamiltonians in both relativistic and nonrelativistic quantum mechanics including
Dirac type operators as well as in quantum field theory.

The outline of the present paper is as follows. In Section 2 we discuss fundamental
properties of representations (T, H, K') of the GWWR. In Section 3 we derive a decay
property (in time ¢ € R) of transition probability amplitudes <¢, et ¢> for vectors ¥, ¢
in a suitable subspace, where (-, -) denotes the inner product of H. In Section 4, we
introduce a concept of the generalized weak CCR and show that the GWWR implies
the generalized weak CCR. We derive also a time-energy uncertainty relation. Section
5 is concerned with properties of the point spectrum of 7. In Section 6 we develop
functional calculus for the GWWR. In a special case where K (t) = K¢(t) := tC with C
a bounded self-adjoint operator, we prove the absolute continuity of H restricted to the
closure of Ran(C'), the range of C. In Section 7, we prove absence of minimum-uncertainty
states for each representation (T, H, K¢) with T being closed and H being bounded from
below. This is an interesting aspect in the sense that it shows a difference from the Weyl
representation (on a separable Hilbert space) or the Fock representation of the CCR in
which minimum-uncertainty states exist (see Remark 7.1 for more details). In Section 8,
for representations (7', H, K¢) of the GWWR, we derive power laws for decays (in time)
of transition probability amplitudes as well as two-point correlation functions. Heat semi-
groups e PH (3 > 0) generated by H (under the condition that H is bounded from below)
are also considered. In Section 9 we present an abstract version of Wigner’s time-energy
uncertainty relation [23]. In Sectionl0, we show that there exists an structure producing
successively representations of the GWWR. In Section 11, we construct concrete classes
of representations of the GWWR, using partial differential operators acting in L*(IR%)
(d € IN). We also find generalized time operators for an abstract Dirac operator. In the
last section we present a tensor representation of the GWWR and construct generalized
time operators for second quantization operators on Fock spaces (full Fock spaces, boson
Fock spaces, fermion Fock spaces). This puts a basis to investigations of quantum field
models with interactions.

2 Fundamental Properties of the GWWR

Throughout this section, we assume that (7, H, K') obeys the GWWR in a Hilbert space
H (Definition 1. 1 ). We denote the inner product and the norm of H by (-, -) and || - ||
respectively.

2.1 Elementary facts



Proposition 2.1 For allt € R, e ™ D(T) = D(T) and the operator equality
Te ™ = 7 (T 1 K(t)) (2.1)

holds. Moreover
K(0)=0. (2.2)

Proof : Taking —t as the t in Definition 1. 1 , we have e D(T) C D(T) for all t € IR.
Hence D(T) C e ™ D(T) € D(T) for all t € IR, which implies that e=*# D(T) = D(T)
for all t € R. By definition, we have e ™ (T + K(t)) C Te " for all t € R. On the
other hand, the preceding result implies that D(Te ) = D(T) for all t € IR. Thus (2.1)
follows. Letting ¢t = 0 in (2.1), we have K(0) = 0 on D(T'). Since D(T') is dense and K (0)
is bounded, we obtain (2.2). ]

Proposition 2.2 Let T be the closure of T. Then (T, H, K) obeys the GWWR.

Proof : For each ¢p € D(T), there exists a sequence {1,}52, C D(T) such that
lim, o ¥, = ¢ and lim,_. T%, = T%. We have Te~#), = = (T + K(t))1,. The
right hand side (r.h.s.) strongly converges to e (T + K(t))i as n — oco. We have
e, — e ) as n — oco. Hence e ) € D(T) and Te ) = (T + K(t))1).
Thus (T, H, K) obeys the GWWR. ]

For a linear operator A, we denote by o(A) (resp. o,(A)) the spectrum (resp. the
point spectrum) of A.

Corollary 2.3 Forallt € R, o(T + K(t)) = o(T) and o,(T + K(t)) = 0,(T), where
the multiplicity of each X\ € o,(T) is equal to that of X € op,(T + K (t)).

Proof : Operator equality (2.1) means the unitary equivalence of 7'+ K(t) and 7.
Hence, by a general theorem, the desired results follow. 1

Definition 2.4 We say that a linear operator L on H strongly commutes with H if
e"™D(L) C D(L) for all t € R and e *H [ C Le "H.

Remark 2.1 In the same way as in the proof of Proposition 2. 1, one can show that L
strongly commutes with H if and only if operator equality e " L = Le~" holds for all
t e R.

Proposition 2.5 Let S be a symmetric operator on H strongly commuting with H such
that D(S) N D(T) is dense (hence T + S is a symmetric operator with D(T + S) :=
D(T)ND(S)). Then (T + S, H, K) obeys the GWWR.

Proof : A simple calculation. 1

We denote by B(H) the Banach space of all bounded linear operators on H with
domains equal to H.



Proposition 2.6 Forallt € R,
MK (—t) + K(t)e'™ = 0. (2.3)
In particular
o(K(t) = o(=K(=1)), 0p(K({t)) =op(=K(=1)), VieR. (2.4)

Proof : Let t € IR. In general, for all W € B(H) and every densely defined linear
operator A on H, we have (WA)* = A*W* (operator equality). Hence, by taking the
adjoint of (2.1), we have e™T* C (T* + K (t))e™ for all t € IR. Hence, for all v € D(T),

T = (T + K (1) = (T + K(=t)) + K(t)e" v,

where we have used (2.1) to obtain the second equality. This implies that e K (—t)y +
K(t)e'H1 = 0 for all t € R. Since D(T) is dense, we obtain (2.3). Operator equality
(2.3) implies the unitary equivalence of K (t) and —K(—t). Hence (2.4) follows. ]

2.2 Nonself-adjointness of generalized time operators
In this subsection we prove the following theorem:

Theorem 2.7 Assume that K : IR — B(H) is strongly differentiable on IR and let

dK(t)
K'(t) =s—+~2 2.5
(1) =5, (25)
the strong derivative of K in t € IR. Suppose that K'(0) # 0, H is semi-bounded (i.e.,
bounded from below or bounded from above) and
Kt)T C TK(t) (2.6)
for allt € R. Then T is not self-adjoint.

Remark 2.2 In the simple case K(t) = t, the fact stated in Theorem 2.7 has been
pointed out in [11].

We need some preliminary results.

Proposition 2.8 Suppose that T is self-adjoint. Then, for all t € R, T + K(t) is
self-adjoint and
e~ isT =it _ o=itH —is(T+K(0) /g vt € IR, (2.7)

Proof : The self-adjointness of T+ K (t) follows from a simple application of the
Kato-Rellich theorem, since K (t) is bounded and self-adjoint. By (2.1), we have

e ™ =T + K(t) (2.8)
as operator equality. Hence, by the functional calculus, we have for all s,t € IR

ethe—ste—th _ e—zs(T—l-K(t))

)

which is equivalent to (2.7). ]



Definition 2.9 We say that two self-adjoint operators A and B on a Hilbert space
strongly commute if their spectral measures commute : E4(J1)Eg(Ja) = Ep(J2)E4(Jh)
for all Borel sets Ji, Jo in IR, where E4 (resp. Ep) denotes the spectral measure of A
(resp. B).

For characterizations of the strong commutativity of two self-adjoint operators, we
refer the reader to [19, Theorem VIII.13].

Lemma 2.10 Let A and B be self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert space. Suppose that B
is bounded and BA C AB. Then A and B strongly commute.

Proof : The assumption implies that BD(A) C D(A) and BAy = ABvy, Yy € D(A).
This implies that, for all n € IN and ) € D(A), B") € D(A) and B"Ay) = AB". For
N € N and t € R, we set ey := SN (it)"B"/n!. let ¢» € D(A). Then ey Ay = Aenip.
It is easy to see that, for all ¢ € H, ex¢ — €Bp as N — oo. Hence Aeyt) — e*B Ay
as N — oo. Since A is closed, it follows that eBy € D(A) and AeBy) = B A,
In particular, e®®D(A) C D(A) for all ¢ € R and hence, in fact, e®®D(A) = D(A).

Therefore opeartor equality e?? Ae~#B = A follows. By the functional calculus, we have
etBeisAe=itB — ¢isA s ¢ ¢ IR. This implies the strong commutativity of A and B (apply
[19, Theorem VIII.13]). ]

Lemma 2.11 Let A and B be strongly commuting self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert
space. Then A+ B is essentially self-adjoint and, for allt € R,

ezt(A+B) eztAeztB _ €ZtB€ZtA‘ (29)

Proof . The essential self-adjointness of A+ B follows from the two variable functional
calculus (note that A+ B = [r2(A 4+ p)dE4 (A, 1), where E4 p is the two dimensional
spectral measure such that E4 p(J1 X Jo) = Es(J1)Ep(J2) for all Borel sets Jy, Jo in R).
Formula (2.9) follows from the Trotter product formula [19, Theorem VIII.31] and [19,
Theorem VIII.13(c)]. ]

Proof of Theorem 2.7

Suppose that 7" were self-adjoint. Then it follows from (2.6) and Lemma 2. 10 that
K(t) and T strongly commute. Hence, by (2.7) and Lemma 2. 11, we have for all s €
R,t e R\ {0}

e—itH _ L L e—itH _ I e~ 1K () _ 1
(S20) g o (1Y (ST

for all ¢ € H. We can write

with




in the operator norm topology. By the strong differentiability of K with K(0) = 0
(Proposition 2. 1) and the principle of uniform boundedness, we have for each § > 0

Cs == sup || K(t)/t]| < 0o, Dj = sup |K(t)|| < oo,
|t‘<5 |t‘<5

where, for a bounded operator A € B(H), ||A]| denotes the operator norm of A. Hence,
for all ¢ € H and 0 < [¢]| < 9,

Il < s (35 52 o
n=2 :

Using this estimate and the fact that K(0) = 0, we obtain lim; .o M(t)y) = 0. Hecne

e—isK(t) -1
lim ¢ = —isK'(0)¢.

t—0

Let ¢» € D(H). Then, by (2.10),

: et -1 —isT —isT( - —isT [ : /
lim <> e =e " (—iH )Y — e (—is)K'(0)1),

t—0 t
which implies that e=*T¢ € D(H) and
(—iH)e T = T (—iH ) — e~ (—is) K'(0),
ie.,
T He Th) = Hyp — sK'(0)1).
Hence ‘ '
<€728T’¢,H€718T1/1> _ <¢’Hw> — s <¢’ K’(O)w> . (211)

Since K’(0) is a non-zero bounded self-adjoint operator by the present assumption, there
exists a vector n € D(H) such that ||n|| =1 and (n, K’'(0)n) # 0. Equation (2.11) implies
that

—isT —18T . : —isT —isT _
sup <e n, He 7]> = 00, slélé{ <e n, He 77> = —00.

sclR
Hence H is not semi-bounded (note that ||[e=%*Tn|| = 1 for all s € IR). Thus we are led to
a contradiction. ]

2.3 Construction of triples obeying the GWWR in direct sums
of Hilbert spaces

Let H; be a Hilbert space and F := H & H;. Let (11, Hi, K1) be a triple obeying the
GWWR in H;. We define

ﬁ::HeBH1:<€I 13 ) (2.12)
1



Proposition 2. 12 Let A be a bounded linear operator from H to H; with D(A) = H

and
~ T A* . o K(t) eitHA*e—z’tHl _ A*
T.—( na ) () —(H A e

Then (T, H, K) obeys the GWWR in F.

Proof : By the functional calculus, we have e~itH = =it @ e=itH1 for a1 t € R. Then
direct computations yield the desired result. 1

Note that, in Proposition 2.12, T is not diagonal if A # 0. This procedure of
construction of a new triple obeying the GWWR obviously yields an algorithm to obtain
a triple obeying the GWWR in the N direct sum ®2_,H,, of Hilbert spaces H,, (N > 2),
provided that, for each n, a triple (7, H,, K,) obeying the GWWR in H,, is given.

2.4 Perturbations

Let V' be a symmetric operator on ‘H and assume that
HV)=H+V (2.14)

is essentially self-adjoint. It is an interesting problem to investigate if there exist a
symmetric operator T}, and an operator-valued function Ky : IR — B(H) such that
(Ty,H(V), Ky) obeys the GWWR. Here we present only an abstract answer to this
problem.

Proposition 2. 13 Assume that the following conditions (i)-(iii) hold:

(1) The operators T, H and K(t) (t € R) are reduced by a closed subspace M of H.
We denote their reduced part by Th, Hpm and K (t) respectively.

(ii) The operator H(V') is reduced by a closed subspace N of H.

(ii) There exists a unitary operator U : M — N such that UHp U™ = H(V) ..

Let
Ty = (UTpU ) @0, Ky(t):=UKut)U ™) @0 (2.15)

relative to the orthogonal decomposition H = N & N*. Then (Ty,, H(V), Ky) obeys the
GWWR.

Proof : 1t is obvious that Ty is symmetric and Ky (¢) is a bounded self-adjoint operator.
By direct computations, one sees that (7, H(V), Ky) obeys the GWWR. ]

Remark 2.3 A method to find the unitary operator U in Proposition 2. 13 is to use the
method of wave operators with respect to the pair (H, H(V')). In that case, U would be
one of the wave operators Wy := s-lim; 4., e#V) Je=#7 P, (H) (if they exist) ( Pu.(H)
is the orthogonal projection onto the absolutely continuous space of H and J is a linear
operator), M = (ker W.)* and N' = Ran(W.) (e.g., [9, §4.2], [20, p.34, Proposition 4]).
This method was taken in [11, 12] in the case where H is the 1-dimensional Laplacian and
V is a real-valued function on IR (hence H (V) is a one-dimensional Schrodinger operator).

In the present paper we do not develop this aspect.
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3 Transition Probability Amplitudes and the Point
Spectra of Hamiltonians

If a self-adjoint operator H on a Hilbert space represents the Hamiltonian of a quantum
system, then the transition probability amplitude of an initial state ¢» € H with |[¢| =1
to a state ¢ € H with [|¢]| = 1 at time ¢ € R is given by <gz$,e_“H1/z>. The square

, 2
‘<gz5, et ¢>‘ of its modulus is called the transition probability from 1) at time 0 to ¢ at

time t. In particular K@/}, e~ itH ¢>‘2 is referred to as the survival probability, at time ¢, of
the state 1.

Let (T, H, K) be a triple obeying the GWWR in a Hilbert space H. The following
proposition is concerned with upper bounds of the modulus of a transition probabilty
amplitude in time ¢.

Proposition 3.1 Suppose that there is a constant o > 0 such that the strong limit

L, :=s lim K() € B(H) (3.1)

t—oo to

exists. Let S be a symmetric operator strongly commuting with H. Then, for all ¢, ¢ €
D(T)N D(S) and t > 0,

U7+ YA I+ )01y H(L . Kp) ¢H (32)

(1,0 <
Proof : Let L = L, and L(t) :== K(t)/t*. Then
(e La) < (e (L~ L))+ [(v:e7L(0)s)
< I = LI + (v, e ™ L(t)g))| -

By Proposition 2.5, we have e L(t)¢ = t=*[(T + S)e ¢ — e "H(T + S)¢]. Using
this relation, we have

1T+ S)wllligl + [T + S)ell
tOl

(v, e L(t)g)] <

Hence (3.2) follows. ]

Remark 3.1 Proposition 3. 1 is a generalization of [11, Theorem 4.1] where the special
case K (t) =t is considered.

The following corollary is a generalized version of [11, Corollary 4.3]:

Corollary 3.2 Suppose that the assumption of Proposition 3. 1 holds. Then, for all

Y, ¢ €H,
Jim (e ™ Lagp) = 0. (3.3)

11



Proof : The proof is similar to that of [11, Corollary 4.3]. By the polarization identity,
we need only to prove (3.3) with ¢ = 1. Since D(T) is dense, there exists a sequence
¥, € D(T) such that lim,, .« 1, = ¥. Then, in the same way as in the proof of the
preceding proposition, we have

(e L) < =l Zatoll + Il Ll — ]
+ (Y e Latin)|.

By (3.2) with ¢ = ¢ =1, and S = 0, we have lim;_, ‘<wn, e‘“HLawn>’ = 0. Hence

limsup (v, e Lot )| < [ — GullllLatell + [[9nlll Lall 1 — wall

t—oo

Then, taking n — oo, we obtain (3.3) with ¢ = . ]
This corollary implies an interesting structure of the point spectrum of H:

Corollary 3.3 Suppose that the assumption of Proposition 3. 1 holds. Then, for all
E € R, ker(H — E) C ker L,. In particular, if ker L, = {0}, then o,(H) = 0.

Proof : Let ¢ € ker(H — E). Then ey = ¢Popp. Taking ¢ = g in (3.3), we
obtain (g, Lo®) = 0 for all ¢ € H. This implies that L,Yg =0, i.e., g € ker L. |

Remark 3.2 Corollary 3.3 is a generalization of [11, Corollary 4.3] where the case
K(t) =t is considered.

4 Generalized Weak CCR and Time-Energy Uncer-
tainty Relations

Let A, B be symmetric operators on a Hilbert space H and C' € B(H) be a self-adjoint
operator. We say that (A, B, C') obeys the generalized weak CCR (GWCCR) if

(A¢, Bo) — (B, Ag) = (,iCd), V¥, ¢ € D(A) N D(B). (4.1)

The case C' = I (the identity on H) is the usual CCR with one degree of freedom in the
sense of sesquilinear form.

For a symmetric operator A on a Hilbert space, a constant a € IR and a unit vector
1 € D(A), we define

(Ad)y(a) == [[(A = a)y], (4.2)
an uncertainty of A in the state vector 1. The quantity (AA)y(a) with a = (¢, AY) is
the usual uncertainty of A in the state vector 1. We set

(AA)y = (AA)y((¥, AY)). (4.3)
We also introduce

oo == inf , C) | 4.4
c we(kerlcr)i,|w:1|<w V) | (4.4)
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Proposition 4.1 Suppose that (A, B,C') obeys the GWCCR. Then, for all ) € D(A)N
D(B) N (ker C)* with ||¢]] =1 and all a,b € R,

oc
(AA)y(a)(AB)y(b) = - (4.5)
Proof : Tt is easy to see that (A—a, B—b,C) also obeys the GWCCR. Hence, applying
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on a non-negative, sesquilinear form on a space of linear

operators [17, Lemma 1], we have for all ¢ € D(A) N D(B)

~—

(AA)y(a)(AB)y(b) = S| (¢, CY) .

N | —

Thus (4.5) follows. ]
Proposition 4.2 Suppose that (A, B,C) obeys the GWCCR with C' > 0. Then, for all
A€ R, ker(B—X)ND(A) C kerC and ker(A — X)) N D(B) C ker C.

Proof : Let ¢ € ker(B—X)ND(A). Then, taking ¢ = v in (4.1), we have (b, C) = 0.
Since C' is nonnegative, it follows that C'y¥ = 0, i.e., b € ker C'. |

The following proposition gives a connection of the GWWR with the GWCCR:

Proposition 4.3 Let (T, H, K) be a triple obeying the GWWR in H. Assume that K
is strongly differentiable on IR. Then (T, H, K'(0)) obeys the GWCCR:

(T, Ho) — (Hip, T)) = (¢,iK'(0)9) , ¢ € D(T) N D(H). (4.6)
Proof : Let ¢, ¢ € D(T) N D(H). Then we have by (1.2)
(T, e ™) = (", Tg) + (", K()0) (4.7)

It is well known that, for all n € D(H), e®*Hp is strongly differentiable with s-de’*n/ds =
iHeHy = ie'*" Hy. Hence the both sides of (4.7) are differentiable in ¢. Evaluating the
derivatives at t = 0 and using (2.2), we obtain (4.6). ]

Propositions 4. 3 and 4.1 yield the following result:

Corollary 4.4 Suppose that the same assumption as in Proposition 4. 8 holds. Then,
for ally € D(T)N D(H) N (ker K'(0))* with ||¢]| =1 and all t, E € R,

(AT)o (1) (AH)y(B) > *10) (1)

In applications to quantum theory, (4.8) gives a time-energy uncertainty relation if H
is the Hamiltonian of a quantum system.
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5 The Point Spectra of Generalized Time Operators

For a linear operator L on a Hilbert apce H, we introduce a subset of H:
No(L) :=={v € D(L)| (¢, Ly) = 0}. (5.1)
It is obvious that ker L C Ny(L).

Remark 5.1 If L is a non-negative self-adjoint operator, then Ny(L) = ker L.

Proposition 5.1 Assume that (T, H, K) obeys the GWWR and K 1is strongly differen-
tiable on IR. Then, for all E € IR,

ker(T' — E) C No(K'(0)). (5.2)

Proof : Let 1y € ker(T' — FE). Then Tty = Evy. Taking the inner product of vy
with the vector obtained from the operation of (2.1) to 1y, we have <¢0, e*"tHK(t)l/}0> =
0, t € IR. Dividing the both sides by t # 0 and taking the limit ¢ — 0, we obtain
(¥, K'(0)g) = 0, where we have used (2.2). Hence ¢y € No(K'(0)). Thus (5.2) follows.
]

Corollary 5.2 Assume that (T, H, K) obeys the GWWR and K is strongly differentiable
on IR. Then:

(i) If No(K'(0)) = {0}, then op(T) = 0.
(i) If K'(0) > 0 or K'(0) <0, then a,(T|[D(T) N (ker K'(0))*]) = 0.

Remark 5.2 Corollary (5.2 ) is a generalization of [11, Corollary 4.2] where the case
K(t) =t is considered.

Remark 5.3 It may be interesting to note that the behavior of K (t) at t = 0 and t = oo
is respectively related to o,(T") (Corollary 5.2 ) and o,(H) (Corollary 3. 3 ).

6 Commutation Formulas and Absolute Continuity

In this section we prove commutation relations derived from the GWWR. Moreover, in
the special case where the commutation factor K (¢) is of the form ¢tC' with C' a bounded

self-adjoint operator, we show that H is reduced by Ran(C') (Ran(C') denotes the range
of (') and its reduced part is absolutely continuous.
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6.1 General cases

For p > 0, we introduce a class of Borel measurable functions on IR:

p

LYR) := {F :R — C, Borel measurable|/ |F()[(1+ [t]")dt < oo} . (6.1)
R

It is easy to see that L;)(]R) includes the space S(IR) of rapidly decreasing C'*°-functions
on IR.

We say that a Borel measurable function f is in the set M,, if it is the Fourier transform
of an element Fy € L (IR):

1 )
A) = —/ Fr(t)e™dt, A e . 6.2
FO = = [ Frlo)e (62
Note that, for each f € M, F} is uniquely determined. We have
S(R) C M,,. (6.3)

Moreover, every element f of M, is bounded, [p] times continuously differentiable ([p]
denotes the largest integer not exceeding p) and, for j = 1,---,[p|, &’ f/d)N is bounded.

Let H be a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space H and S : IR — B(H) be Borel
measurable such that, for all ¢ € H,

1SV < e+ [tP)e), teR

with constants ¢ > 0 and p > 0 independent of 1. Then, for all ¢y € H and f € M,, the
strong integral

F(H, S)ib = ¢12_7T [ Fre sy (6.4)
exists and f(H,S) € B(H).

Theorem 6.1 Assume that (T, H, K) obeys the GWWR. Suppose that K is strongly
continuous and, for all ¢y € H,

@l < e+ [tP)[[e]], (6.5)

where ¢ > 0 and p > 0 are constants independent of 1. Let f € M,. Then, for all
v € D(T) , we have f(H)y € D(T) and

Tf(H)Y = f(H)TY + f(H,K)Y, (6.6)
where f(H) = [gr f(N)dEg(X).

Proof : Let f € M,, and v € D(T*),¢ € D(T). Then, by the functional calculus of
the self-adjoint operator H, we have

(T (1)0) = == [ F0) (T ) .
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Since e"#¢ € D(T) = D(T**) by Proposition 2.2, it follows that <T*1p,e_“H¢> =
<w, Te_“H¢>. Using the fact that (T, H, K') obeys the GWWR. (Proposition 2. 2 ), we see
that the r.h.s. is equal to <w, e‘itHT¢> + <w, e_“HK(t)qﬁ>. Hence we obtain

(T (1)0) = (. JT6) + = [ Fi0) (1. K (1)) .

Therefore (T*¢, f(H)¢) = (¢, f(H)T¢+ f(H, K)¢). Since v € D(T*) is arbitrary, it

follows that f(H)¢ € D(T**) = D(T') and (6.6) holds. ]

6.2 A special case

In this section we consider a special case of a triple (T, H, K') obeying the GWWR in a
Hilbert space ‘H: We assume that K is of the form

Ko(t) =tC, telR (67)

with C' being a bounded self-adjoint operator on H. In this case a more detailed analysis
is possible as shown below.

We set
CL(R) := {f e C'(R)|f and f’ are bounded}, (6.8)
Cp(R) := {f € C'(R)lfor some a € R, sup,, |f(A)| < oo and
SUpy> |f'(A)] < oo} (6.9)

Theorem 6.2 Let C' be a bounded self-adjoint operator on H and suppose that (T, H,
K¢) obeys the GWWR.

(i) Let f € CL(R). Then f(H)D(T) C D(T) and
Tf(HYG — f(HYTG = if (H)C (6.10)
for allp € D(T).

(ii) Suppose that H is bounded from below. Then, for all f € C’éﬁr(IR), the same
conclusion as that of part (i) holds. In particular, for all z € C with Rz > 0,
e *HD(T) C D(T) and, for all ¢ € D(T)

Te #Hey — e #HT) = —ize *HC. (6.11)

Proof : (i) We first consider the case where f € Mj. Then it is easy to see that
f(H,K¢) =1if'(H)C. By this fact and Theorem 6.1, (6.10) holds.

We next consider the case where f is an arbitrary element in the set C3(R) := {f €
CY(IR)|suppf is compact}, where suppf means the support of f. For a function g on IR,
we set

19]loc := sup [g(A)].
AR
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Using the Friedrichs mollifier, we can find a sequence {f,}7°; C C§°(IR) (the set of
infinitely differentiable functions on IR with compact support) such that sup,,~; || fn|lco <
00, 8UpP,5; || fillee < 00 and, for all A € R, f,(A\) — f(\), f.(A) — f/(\) as n — oo.
Then, by using the functional calculus for H, we see that

fu(H) — f(H), f,(H) = ['(H)

strongly as n — oo. By the fact that C§°(IR) C M; and the preceding result, we have

Tfu(H)p = fo(H)T +if, (H)CY

for all ¢» € D(T). Hence T f,(H)y — f(H)T +if' (H)C1 as n — oc. Since T is closed,
it follows that f(H)vy € D(T) and (6.10) holds.

Finally we consider the case where f € CE(IR). Let x € C5°(IR) such that x(0) = 1
and set f,(\) := x(A\/n)f(N). Then f, € CL(IR) and

= (2) 700 4x (3] 1o

1
n
It is easy to see that, for all A € IR, f,(A\) — f(A), fL(A) — f'(\) as n — oo and

[ < Ixllsollfllses [V < X ool flloo + ool lloo-

Hence, by the functional calculus for H, we obtain that f,(H) — f(H), f.(H) — f'(H)
strongly as n — oo. Then, in the same manner as in the preceding paragraph, we obtain
the desired conclusion.
(ii) Let H > —M with a constant M > 0 and f € C}, , (IR). Let x be as above and
define f,,(A\) := x(A\/n)f(N). Then f, € C3(IR). Hence, by part (i),
TfulH)) = fuH)TY +if,(H)CY (6.12)
for all ¢» € D(T). We have for all ¢ € H

Ifu )0 = P = [ Ol B (6.13)

()

with )
[FV).

We have )
A0 = (e 10 (s, FOV) A€ -0,

Hence, by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, the r.h.s. of (6.13) converges
to 0 as n — oo. Hence f,(H) — f(H) strongly as n — oo. Similarly we can show that
fl(H) — f'(H). Thus, in the same way as in part (i), we obtain (6.10).

If Rz > 0 (2 € C), then the function f, : R — C defined by f.()\) := e ** is in
C%, +(IR). Hence, by applying the preceding result, we obtain (6.11). |
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Remark 6.1 Theorem 6.2 is a slight generalization of [21, 3.1 Proposition 1].

Proposition 6.3 Let C be a bounded self-adjoint operator on H and suppose that (T, H,
K¢) obeys the GWWR. Then H and C' strongly commute.

Proof : We can apply Proposition 2. 6 to obtain that e”*7Ce® = C, ¥Vt € R. This
implies the strong commutativity of H and C. 1

Lemma 6.4 Let A and B be strongly commuting self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert
space H. Then Ran(B) reduces A.

Proof: Since we have the orthogonal decomposition H = ker B@®Ran(B), it is sufficient
to prove that ker B reduces A. Let P be the orthogonal projection onto ker B. Then we
have P = Eg({0}). Hence, by the strong commutativity of A and B, e P = Pe'4 for
all ¢ € IR. This implies that PA C AP. Thus ker B reduces A. |

This lemma and Proposition 6. 3 imply the following fact:

Corollary 6.5 Under the same assumption as in Proposition 6.3, H s reduced by
Ran(C).

As in the case of [21, 3.2 Corollary 2|, we have from Theorem 6. 2 and Corollary 6. 5
the following theorem. For a self-adjoint operator H, we set

En(\) = Eg((—o0, ), A€ R.

Theorem 6.6 Suppose that (T, H, Kc) obeys the GWWR. Then H is reduced by Ran(C)
and the reduced part H|Ran(C) is absolutely continuous. Moreover, for all ¥, ¢ € D(T),
the Radon-Nikodym derivative d (¢, Eg(N\)C) /dX is given by

d{, En(\)Co) _
dN

i ((Tv, En(\o) — (En(N, To)). (6.14)
Proof : The reducibility of H by Ran(C) has already been proved in Corollary 6. 5

. Let f € S(R) and ,¢ € D(T). It is easy to see that S(R) C CL(IR). Hence, by
Theorem 6. 2, we have

(Ty, f(H)$) — (&, F(H)T$) =i (¢, f/(H)Co) . (6.15)
Let p(A) = (¢, Eg(\)C¢) and o(\) := (T, En(N)¢) — (En(\)i, T). Then, by (6.15)

and the spectral theorem, we have

| o) =i [ F()du(v.

Applying to the Lh.s. the integration by parts formula on the Stieltjes integral, we have
/ FOn d)\—z/ F (V). (6.16)
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It is easy to see that the functional ® : S(IR) — C defined by

@(g) =i [ gNdu(N) + [ gNo(Ndx, g€ S(R)

is a tempered distribution on IR. Eq.(6.16) implies that ®(f’) = 0 for all f € S(IR).
Hence ®(f) = a [ f(A)d\ with « being a constant. This implies that the measure p is
absolutely continuous and its Radon-Nikodym derivative dyu/d\ is given by

dp(A)

—oT = iatio(A). (6.17)

By a limiting argument, the absolute continuity of p can be extended to that of (¢, Ey(-)C

x ¢) for all ¢, ¢ € H. Hence, in particular, H|Ran(C) is absolutely continuous. It follows
from (6.17) that, for all A € IR

o] < [u(A+1) —p(N)[+  sup o (N)].
NEMM1]
Noting the fact that limy__ ., u(A) = 0,limy_,_ o(X\) = 0, we obtain o = 0. Hence (6.14)
follows. ]

7 Absence of Minimum-Uncertainty States

Let (A4, B,C) be a triple obeying the GWCCR. A vector ¢y € D(A) N D(B) N (ker C)*
with [[1p]| = 1 which attains the equality (AA)y,(AB)y, = 6c/2 > 0 in the uncertainty
relation (4.5) with a = (1o, Ag) and b = (g, Biy) is called a minimum-unertainty state
for (A, B,C).

Remark 7.1 It is well-known that the Schrodinger representation (g,p) of the CCR
has minimum-uncertainty states. For example, the vector fo € L?(IR) given by fo(x) :=
(2m) Vg~ 1/2e~(@=a)?/(49%) " 3 ¢ IR with a € IR and ¢ > 0 being constants is a minimum-
uncertainty state for (¢, p): (Aq) g (Ap)ys, = 1/2. It follows from this fact that every rep-
resentation (@, P) of the CCR unitarily equivalent to the Schrédinger one has minimum-
uncertainty states. In particular, by the von Neumann uniqueness theorem mentioned
in Introduction of the present paper, every Weyl representation on a separable Hilbert
space has minimum-uncertainty states. Also the Fock representation of the CCR with
one degree of freedom has minimum-uncertainty states (see, e.g., [10, 11.5.1, 11.5.2]).

In this section, in contrast to the facts stated in Remark 7.1, we give a sufficient
condition for a triple (7', H,C') to have no minimum-unertainty states.

Theorem 7.1 (Absence of minimum-uncertainty state) Suppose that (T, H, K¢) obeys
the GWWR with T being closed. Assume that H is bounded from below and that C > 0
with 6c > 0. Then there exist no vectors 1y € D(H) N D(T) N (ker C)* with |J1bg|| = 1
such that

oc

(AT)yy(AH)y, = 5 > 0. (7.1)
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Remark 7.2 An essential condition in this theorem is the boundedness below of H (note
that the operators ¢ and p in the Schrédinegr representation of the CCR are unbounded
both above and below with o(¢q) = o(p) = R).

Remark 7.3 Theorem 7.1 is an extension of [11, Theorem 5.1], where the case C' = [ is
considered. A new point here is that one does not need to assume the analytic continuation
property of the weak Weyl relation (the GWWR with C' = I) as is done in [11, Theorem
5.1].

To prove Theorem 7.1, we need two lemmas.

Lemma 7.2 Assume that (A, B,C) obeys the GWCCR with C' > 0. Suppose that there
exists a unit vector 1 € D(A) N D(B) N (ker C)* such that
(A+aB+b)y =0,

where a and b are complex constants. Then Ra = 0 and Fa > 0.

Proof : In the same way as in the proof of [11, Lemma 5.3], we can show that
i (Y, CY) = 2a(AB)fp. By Proposition 4.2, 1 cannot be an eigenvector of B. Hence
(AB)y # 0. Thus Ra = 0 and (¢, Cy) = 2(Sa)(AB)j,. The Lh.s. on the second equation
is strictly positive, since C' > 0 and 1 € (ker C)*. Hence Sa > 0. 1

For a self-adjoint operator A on a Hilbert space, we define
Ey(A) :=info(A), (7.2)

called the ground state energy of A, provided that A is bounded from below. If Eq(A) is
an eigenvalue of A, then a non-zero vector in ker(A — Fy(A)) is called a ground state of

A.

By the variational principle, one has

Eo(A) = i (i, AY). (7.3)

= in
PpeD(A),[lP|=1

The following lemma is well known (e.g., [4, Theorem 6.16]).

Lemma 7.3 Let A be a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space and bounded from below.
Suppose that there exists a unit vector 1y € D(A) such that (1o, Athg) = Eo(A). Then
Atpg = Eo(A)ho, i.e., g is a ground state.

Proof of Theorem 7.1

It is sufficient to prove Theorem 7.1 in the case where H > 0. Suppose that there
existed a unit vector 1y € D(T) N D(H) N (ker O)* satisfying (7.1). Set T := T —
(o, Tbo) , H :== H — (1o, Hibp). Then, from the derivation of (4.5)[17, Lemma 1], we

have
HT%HHFhﬂo” = ‘ <T¢0, ﬁwo> ’ = \%@%, ﬁ¢o> ’
= ; (Y0, Cho) = ;50- (7.4)
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The first equality is the equality in the Schwarz inequality for | <T1/10, H ¢0> |. By this fact
and the condition dc > 0, there exists a constant ¢ € C, ¢ # 0 such that

T + cHepy = 0. (7.5)

The second equality in (7.4) implies that <Tz/10, H ¢0> = 0. Hence

(Tpo, Hipo) + (Hoo, Ttho) — 2 (tbo, Tbo) (¥, Heo) = 0. (7.6)
The forth equality in (7.4) and Lemma 7.3 imply that
Cho = dcho. (7.7)

By (7.5), (7.6) and Lemma 7.2, we have Rc = 0 and Sc¢ > 0. Hence, let ¢ = ia with
a > 0. Then (7.5) implies that

Tw() + iaH¢0 + b¢0 = 0, (78)

where b is a constant. Hence (¢, o) + ia (b, Hig) + b = 0, which implies that b =
—a (1o, Hig) < 0, since H > 0 and HY?yy # 0 (see (7.5)). Let z € C with %z > 0.
Then, by (6.11), (7.8) and (7.7), we have

Te *Hapy = e (—iaHy — biby) — iz8ce™ 1.
Since R(ib/dc) > 0, we can take z = ib/d¢ so that Te *H1py = —iae™* Hepy. Hence

<e’ZHw0, Te’ZHw0> = —ia <e’ZH1/JO, He’ZHz/J0> )

The Lh.s. isreal and the r.h.s. is pure imaginary. Hence the both sides must vanish. Hence
<e_ZHz/JO, He_ZHz/J0> = 0, which implies that H?y, = 0. But this is a contradiction. &

8 Power Decays of Transition Probability Ampli-
tudes in Quantum Dynamics

In Section 3 we have derived an estimate for transition probability amplitudes in time ¢. In
this section we consider a triple (7', H, K¢) obeying the GWWR (discussed in Section 6.2)
and show that, for state vectors in “smaller” subspaces, transition probability amplitudes
decay in powers of ¢ as [t| — oo. We apply the results to two-point correlation functions
of Heisenberg operators. We also discuss decays of heat semi-groups e ™% on 3 > 0 the
inverse of the absolute temperature.

Let H be a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space ‘H and C' # 0 be a bounded
self-adjoint opeartor on H. We introduce a set of generalized time operators:

T(H,C) := {T|(T, H, K¢) obeys the GWWR}. (8.1)

By Proposition 2.5, if T € T(H,C), then T+ S € T(H, () for all symmetric operators
S on H strongly commuting with H such that D(T) N D(S) is dense in H.
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8.1 A simple case
Theorem 8.1 LetT € T(H,C) and ¢, ¢ € D(T). Then, for allt € R\ {0},

1

(6.7 Cw)] < GrITalwl+ lolITel), (8.2)

Proof : In the present case, we have L, = C' with o = 1. Hence Proposition 3. 1 gives

the desired result. ]

Remark 8.1 For vectors ¢, € 'H, we can define a set of operators

Touw(H,C):={T € T(H,C)|¢, ¢ € D(T)}

and put
= _inf (||T ol Ty,
o=, yint (ool + NITI)
then (8.2) implies that
(p.e7 Oy < c|¢t|¢ (8.3)

Remark 8.2 Let T' € T(H,C). Then, for all v € D(T) with ||¢|| =1, T — (¢, T%) is
in the set T(H,C'). Hence (8.2) implies that

A(AT)?

(e op)|” < (8.4)

Hence Theorem 8. 1 gives a generalization of [11, Theorem 4.1].

8.2 Higher order dcays in smaller subspaces

As demonstrated in a concrete example [11, Proposition 3.2], the modulus of a transition

probability amplitude ‘<gb, e*itH¢>’ may decay faster than [¢t|~! as || — oo for a class of
vectors ¢ and . In this subsection we investigate this aspect in an abstract framework
and show that ’<¢, e~ itH 1/1>‘ decays faster than |¢|~! for all ¢ and v in smaller subspaces.

Lemma 8.2 Let T € T(H,C). Suppose that

CT cCTC. (8.5)

Then, for alln € IN and t € IR,
e D(T™) = D(T™) (8.6)
Tre ™t = e=HH(T 1 1O)". (8.7)
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Proof : By (2.8) we have the operator equality eTme~"" = (T + tC)". Condition
(8.5) implies that D((T + tC)"™) = D(T™). Hence 8.6) follows and (8.7) holds. ]

Theorem 8.3 Let T € T(H,C). Assume (8.5). Let n € IN and 1,9 € D(T™). We
define constants di(p,0),k =1,---,n by the following recursion relation:

di (o,0) = [Tollwll + ollITll, (8.8)
n—1

dy(0,0) = (Tl ¢] + 1oNT" Y] + > nCrdy_, (6, T7¢), n>2,  (8.9)
r=1

where ,C, :=n!/[(n —r)Irl]. Then, for allt € R\ {0},

(6. 9)

i (8.10)

[(#.eMCmy)| <

Proof : We prove (8.10) by induction in n. The case n = 1 holds by Theorem 8. 1.
Suppose that (8.10) holds for n = 1,---,;m — 1 (m > 2). Let ¢, ¢ € D(T™). Condition
(8.5) implies that, for all k,» € IN, C*T™ C T"C*. By this fact and Lemma 8. 2 , we have

Tme—ith/) — e—itH(T + tC)m@D
m—1
— efitHTmlp + Z mCrtmfrefitHcmfrTrzﬁ 4 tmefitHcml/}.

r=1

Hence
tm[(g e Cmd| < Tl ] + ol Ty

+ nil mC«T|t|m—r <¢’ e—itHCm—rTr¢>‘ '
r=1

By the induction hypothesis, we have

|t|m—r <¢’ e—itHcrm—rTrw>’ < dﬁ,T(dﬁ? Tr¢)

Hence (8.10) with n = m follows. ]
Theorem 8. 3 can be generalized. We need a lemma.

Lemma 8.4 Let Ty,---,1, € T(H,C) (n € IN) such that CT; C T;C, j = 1,--- n.
Then, for allt € IR,

e ™M DTy +tC) - (T, +tC)) C D(Ty -+ - T,,) (8.11)
and, for all ¢ € D((Ty +tC)--- (T, + tC)),

Ty - Tpe Hop = e (T 4-tO) - - (T, + tC)1p. (8.12)
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Proof : We prove the assertion by induction in n. The case n = 1 obviously holds.
Suppose that, for an m € IN, (8.11) and (8.12) hold. Let ¢ € D((T1+tC) - - - (Tpn41+1tC)).
Then the vector (T),,+1 + tC)¢ is in D((Ty +tC) - - - (T, + tC)). Hence, by the induction
hypothesis, e (T, + tC)¢ is in D(Ty ---Ty,) and

Ty Te (T +tC) = e ™ (Ty +tC) - - (Tipy1 + tC) .

On the other hand, e~ ¢ is in D(T},11) and Ty, e ¢ = e H (T, .1 + tC)¢. Hence
Tire ¢ isin D(Ty---To,), ie., e p € D(T) -+ Tpuyq), and (8.12) with n = m + 1
holds. Thus the assertion holds for n = m + 1. ]

Theorem 8.5 Let T.T4,---,T, € T(H,C) such that CT C TC,CT; C T;C, j =
1,---,n. Let ¢ € D(T,,---Ty) N D(T™ 1) and 1 € NIZ{ Miciy<cipan DT T, - T5).
Fork=1,---,n, we define a constant

5;{(¢7¢7T177Tn)

1T - Tagll [l + ISl Ty - - - Tutd] (8.13)
n—1

r=11<i1 < <ir<n

Then, for all t € R\ {0},

5g<¢7w7T177Tn)

i (8.15)

(0.0907) <

Proof : By Lemma 8. 4, we have
Ty---The ™My = e HT ... T

n—1
+ Z tn—r Z e—itHcm—rﬂl L ﬂrw + tne—itHcm,l?b‘
r=1

1<i1 < <ipr<n

Hence

1" [ (@ e Cm )| < AT Tl + IOIIT - Tt
Sy (¢ O T T 0)
r=1 1<iy <+<ir<n

Note that ¢, T;, ---Typ € D(T™") for r = 1,---,n — 1. Hence, by Theorem 8. 3, we
have ‘
[t (g e O, - T | < di_ (6T - T).

Thus (8.15) follows. i

Finally we discuss the case where condition (8.5) is not necessarily satisfied. For n > 2
and r=1,---,n — 1, we introduce a set

Jn,r = {] = (jla T 7j7‘+1) S {07 1}T+1‘jl +-+ jr—i—l =n—- T} (816)
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and, for each j € J,,,, we define

KU) .= o720 ... 0T CT+, (8.17)

Let
D,(T.C)
- {¢ e D(T™) 1 (M) ey, DIED)) ‘Kfjw € Ran(C"|D(T")),

jEJm,r:L---,n—l} (n > 2). (8.18)
We set Dy(T,C) := D(T).
Remark 8.3 If (8.5) holds, then D, (T,C) = D(T™).

Theorem 8.6 Let T € T(H,C). Then, for all ¢ € D(T™) and ¢ € D,(T,C) and
t e R\ {0},
LI

[ (g, e M Cmyp) | < (8.19)

where d,(¢,1) > 0 is a constant independent of t.

Proof : We prove (8.19) by induction in n. The case n = 1 is just Theorem 8. 1.
Suppose that (8.19) holds with n =1,---,m —1 (m > 2). For all ¥ € D,,(T,C) we have

m—1
TmefitHw _ efitHme _i_tmefitHcmz/} + Z e Z efitHKT(i)rw.

r=1 jeJm,r

Hence, for all ¢ € D(T™),
[t (g, e M Cmy) < ([T |l ] + 11T
m—1
+ 30 Y (e KD )|
r=1

j€dm,r
Since K4 € Ran(C"|D(T")), there is a vector x; € D(T") such that K@) = C";.
<¢, e*“HKg{}T@’ < Cpy with a
constant ¢, , independet of . Thus (8.19) with n = m follows. 1

By this fact and the induction hypothesis, we have |¢|”

8.3 Correlation functions

In this subsection, we show that the existence of generalized time-operators gives upper
bounds for correlation functions for a class of linear operators. For a linear operator A
on ‘H and a self-adjoint operator H on H, we define

At) = Ae™ tc R 8.20
(t) ,
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the Heisenberg operator of A with respect to H. Let B be a linear operator on H. Let
Y € Mier[D(Ae ") N D(Be™™7)]
with ||| = 1. Then we can define
W(t,s;v) == (A(t)Y, B(s)y), s,te€R. (8.21)
We call it the two-point correlation function of A and B with repect to the vector 1.

Theorem 8.7 Let T € T(H,C). Suppose that ¢ is an eigenvector of H such that
Ay € D(T) and By € Ran(C|D(T)). Then, for all t,s € R with t # s,

W (¢, 554)] < ’CtA_B; (8.22)
where
canri= ol [TAG] ]+ A6 7.
Proof : Let E be the eigenvalue of H with eigenvector ¢. Then we have
W(t,s) = eI (Ay, eI By (8.23)

There exists a vector x € D(T) such that By = C'y. Hence, applying Theorem 8. 1, we
obtain
[T AP[lIx ]+ 1AL X
|t — s '
Thus (8.22) follows. L]

(W (t,s; )| <

Theorem 8. 7 can be strengthened:

Theorem 8.8 Let T € T(H,C) with (8.5). Suppose that 1 is an eigenvector of H such
that ¢ € D(A) and Ay € D(T™) and By € Ran(C"|D(1™)). Then, for all t,s € IR with

t # s,
(n)

W(t,s)| < —ABL (8.24)
jt—s|”
where -
A\ BT = inf dr (A
CA,B,T XGD(T’})I,IBw—C” n (A, X)
Proof : This follow from (8.23) and an application of Theorem 8. 3 . ]
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8.4 Heat semi-groups

In this subsection we assume the following:

Hypothesis (H) The self-adjoint operator H is bounded from below and there exists a
closed symmetric operator 7" such that 7" € T(H,C).

Then (6.11) holds. We set )
H = H — Ey(H). (8.25)

We have for all 5 >0 )
le=?7) = 1.

Hence, in the same way as in Subsections 8.1 and 8.2, we obtain the following results on
the decay (in (3) of the quantity <¢, e*ﬁHC¢>.

Theorem 8.9 Let ¢,1p € D(T). Then, for all >0,

3 1
(g,e7Cyp)| < B(HT¢||H¢H + [l 7)) (8.26)
Theorem 8. 10 Assume (8.5). Then, for all ¢,4 € D(T™) and 5 > 0,
(g, e Cmyp)| < W. (8.27)

Theorem 8.11 For all ¢ € D(T™), ¢ € D,(T,C) and 8 > 0,

(g, e Cmyp)| < (8.28)

Cn
@7

where ¢, is a constant independent of (3.

9 Abstract Version of Wigner’s Time-Energy Un-
certainty Relation

In this section we apply Theorems 8.1 and 8. 6 to establish an abstract version of Wign-
er’s time-energy uncertainty relation [23].

Let H be a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space H. In the context of quantm
mechanics where H is interpreted as the Hamiltonian of a quantum system, the state
vector at time ¢ € IR is given by

Pt) = e "My (9.1)
with ¢ € H being the initial state. Let ¢y € H and suppose that
[ #2160 0(0) [t < oc. (9:2)
Then
No = [ o, w(t) Pt (9.3)
R
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is finite and we can define

()= Inlion ) Pt

_ 2 2 1/2

(9.4)

Physically (t) may be interpreted as the expectation value of the “arrival time”, i.e., the
time ¢ at when the state 1(t) “arrives” at ¢y. In this interpretation, At expresses the
standard deviation of the arrival time of the intial state 1) to the state ¢q.

We define
. _J (b0, HyY(1)) if ¢ € D(H)

We assume that ¢g € D(H) or ¢ € D(H) and

/]R|fH(t; o, ¥)[*dt < oo. (9.7)

Then we can define

Jr (W(t), o) fu(t; o, V)dt

(En) = N, : (9.8)
. 2 1/2
AE, = (fIR !fH(t}\;qﬁo, V)Pt <5H>2> ' 9.9)

Theorem 9.1 Suppose that ¢y € D(H) or ¢p € D(H) and that (9.2) and (9.7) hold.
Then

At-AEy > ; (9.10)

Proof : From the Schrodinger representation (E,ﬂ of the CCR in L*(R), where £ is
the multiplication operator by the coordinate function ¢t € IR and E := ¢D; with D, being
the generalized differential operator in the variable ¢, we have the standard uncertainty

relation A i 1
(&= {usBu) o] | F () o = 5

for all w € D(E) N D(f) with |ju| = 1. We define f: R — C by f( ) := (o, 9(t)). Then,
by (9.2) and (9.7), f is in D() N D(E) with Ef(t) = fu(t;¢o,v). Let f(t) := f(&)/|f]|.
Then it is easy to see that

Aéa = (B (FER) I, at:= |- (£E)) 1]
Hence (9.10) follows. |

Theorem 9.2 Let T € T(H,C). Suppose that v = C*x with x € D(T?) N D(TC)
satisfying TCx € Ran(C|D(T)) and that ¢o € D(T?) N D(TH). Then (9.10) holds.
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Proof : By the present assumption, ¢q is in D(H) with Hpg € D(T) and ¢ = C(Cx)
with C'x € D(T'). Hence we can apply Theorem 8.1 to obtain

[(H o, (8))] < H(HTH%HHCXH +H o[ TCXI)-

Using this estimate, we see that (9.7) holds. We have ¢y € D(T?) and x € Do(T,C),
where D, (T, C) is defined by (8.18). Hence, by Theorem 8. 6, [{¢o, 1 (t))| < ¢/[t|* with
¢ > 0 a constant. This implies that (9.2) holds. Thus, by Theorem 9. 1, we obtain the
desired result. ]

10 Structure producing successively triples obeying
the GWWR

Let (@, P, K¢) be a triple obeying the GWWR in a Hilbert space H, i.e.,
Qe " =7 (Q +1C), VteRR. (10.1)
(See Proposition 2.1 .)

Lemma 10.1

(i) For all ¥ € D(Q) and all z € C with Rz > 0, we have e > € D(Q) and
Qe *P*p = e’ Qup — 2izPe 7 O (10.2)
(ii) For all vy € D(Q) N D(P) and all t € IR, we have e~ *F*y € D(Q) N D(P) and
Qe = e (Q + 2tPC). (10.3)

Proof : (i) Let ®z > 0. Then the function : ¢ — f(t) == e *",t € R is in the
class CL(IR) and f'(t) = —2zte~***. Hence, applying Theorem 6. 2 -(i), we conclude that
e*P*D(Q) € D(Q) and (10.2) holds for all ¢ € D(Q).

(i) Let € > 0. By part (i), we have for all ¢ € D(Q*) = D ((Q)*) and ¢ € D(Q)ND(P)

<Q*¢’e—(a+it)P2,¢> <¢7 E+zt)P2Qw> <¢ 2Z(5—|—2t)P6 (e+it) P C¢>

Applying Proposition 6.3 with H = P and T = (), we see that Ci € D(P). Hence,
taking € — 0, we obtain

(@0, e7 " w) = (6,77 Qu) + (6,2tPe™"Co).
This implies that e~y € D(Q**) = D(Q) and (10.3) holds. |
In the rest of this section, we consider a simple case such that

ker C' = {0}. (10.4)
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Then, by Corollary 3.3 applied to H = P, T = @ and L, = C, we have 0,(P) = (. In
particular, P is injective. Hence we can define

1 _
T(Q.P) =4 [QP + QP (10.5)
provided that D(QP™1) is dense in H.

Theorem 10.2 Assume (10.4) and that D(QP~') is dense in H. Then, for allt € IR,
e~ D(T(Q, P)) C D(T(Q, P)) and

T(Q, P)e "y = e P (T(Q, P) + tC)y, o € D(T(Q, P)). (10.6)

Proof : Let 1 € D(QP~1). Then P~'4 € D(Q) N D(P). Hence, by Lemma 10. 1 -(ii),
e~ P~lyy € D(Q) N D(P) for all t € IR and

QP—1e—itP2¢ _ e—itPQ(QP—l + 2tC)¢,
which implies that, for all ¢ € IR, g~ itP? (QP~' +2tC) C QP e~ Hence
eitPQ(QP—l)* - [(QP_l)* + 2tc«)eitP2}

for all + € IR. This implies that e *F*[(QP~")* + 2tC] C (QP~')*e~™ for all t € IR.
Thus the desired result follows. |

Theorem 10.2 shows that, if D(QP~') N D((QP~1)*) is dense in addition to the
assumption there, then (T(Q, P), P?, K¢) obeys the GWWR. This structure is very in-
teresting, since, apart from domain problems, it produces a series of triples obeying the
GWWR. Indeed, let

T(Q.P) = T(Q,P), (10.7)
T,(Q,P) = T(T,1(Q,P),P* "), n>2 (10.8)

Then (7,,(Q, P), P?", K¢) obeys the GWWR for alln = 1,---, N (N € IN), provided that
eachn=1,--- N, T,,(Q, P) is symmetric.

Example 10.1 A simple example of (@), P) is given by the Schrédinger representation
(¢,p) on L*(IR) of the CCR with one degree of freedom. It is easy to see that (q,p, K;)
obeys the GWWR. The operator T'(¢,p) in this case is called the Aharonov-Bohm time
operator [2, 11, 12]. Theorem 10. 2 clarifies a general mathematical structure behind this
operator. A simple application of Theorem 10. 2 to this special case produces generalized
time operartors to H = (—=A)*""" (n € IN).

We can extend the theory presented above to the case of finitely many degrees of
freedom. Let Q; (j =1,---,n, n € IN) be a symmetric operator on H and P; be a self-
adjoint operator on H such that P; strongly commutes with Q) and Py, (j,k=1,---,n,j #
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k). Suppose that each (@, Pj, K¢) obeys the GWWR with C satisfying (10.4). Then, as
already shown, each P; is injective. Suppose that D(Qij’l) is dense. Then we can define

T = {(QF (@B G=Ln (10.9)

By the strong commutativity of P;’s (j = 1,---,n), the operator

H:=) P’ (10.10)

7=1
is self-adjoint and nonnegative.

Theorem 10. 3 Let the assumption stated above on (Q;, P;) (j =1,---,n) be satisfied.
Then, for allt € R and j =1,---,n, e "M D(T};)) C D(T}) and

Tye g = (T, + 1C)p, o € D(T)). (10.11)

Proof : By the strong commutativity of @; with P, (k # j), we have Qe " =
e‘“HJQjefitPjQ on D(P;), where H; := ¥;; P?. Hence, applying Theorem 10.2 with
Q) = Qj, P = P; we obtain the desired result. 1

In this case too, a remark similar to the one after Theorem 10. 2 is applicable.

11 Generalized Time Operators of Partial Differen-
tial Operators

In this section we construct classes of generalized time operators of partial differential
operators.

11.1 Constructions from the Schrodinger representation of the
CCR with d degrees of freedom

Let q = (g1, -+,qq) and p = (p1,---,pa) be the Schrodinger representation of the CCR
with d degrees of freedom. Namely, ¢; is the multiplication operator by x;, the j-th
coordinate function (z = (v1,---,z4) € R?) acting in L*(IR?) and p; = —iD; on L*(IR%)
(D; is the generalized partial differential operator in x;). The following properties are
well known:

(i) p; and p; are strongly commuting self-adjoint operators.

(ii) For all t € IR, ' ‘
qje—ztpl — e—ltpz(qj + 5jlt)7 j,l — 1’ .. 7d'
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We denote by
R = {k = (ki, -, ko)[k; e R, j =1,---,d} (11.1)

- d
the d-dimensional momentum space and by C"(IR ) the set of r times continuously dif-

ferentiable fUIICtiAOES on IR*
Let F' € C'(IR") be real-valued. Then the operators
Hp := F(p) (11.2)

and
1
FyY = (9;F)(p) (11.3)
are self-adjoint. Let N }(;j) be a closed subset of ]Rd with Lebesgue measure zero and
G e C’l(lﬁd \ N) such that

sup |G(k)0;F (k)| < oc. (11.4)
keRN\NE)

Then we can define a linear operator Tl(w% on L?(IR%) by

Tie == G(p)g; + 4,G(p)", (11.5)
with domain ‘ ¥ |
D(THy) == F'Co(IR"\ N, (11.6)

where F : L*(RY) — LQ(IRd) is the Fourier transform:
1 —ikx
(F)(k) := W/Rde b (a)de, o € L(RY) (11.7)
in the L%-sense. Note that, for all u € C&(Iﬁd \ N9,

Ou(k) 0

— * RY\ NG
ok, Hak;j [G(k)*u(k)], aekelR \ N7. (11.8)

(FTELF 1) (k) = G(k)
It is easy to see that Tl(m% is symmetric [note that D(T }%) is dense in L?(IR%), since
Coo(R\ N¥) is dense in L2(IR")).
Lemma 11.1 For allt € R and ¢ € D(T}%), one has e~ "rqy)) € D(Tg) ).

Proof : We have by the functional calculus Fe #Hr F~1 = ¢=#Mr <where M is the

multiplication operator by the function F. It is easy to see that, for all u € C} (]ﬁd \ N 1(;] )),
) ~d .

e~ ™Mry e CHIR™\ N¥). Thus the assertion follows. |

For the functions F' and G as above, the operator

Cgl = [G(p) + G(p)]F" (11.9)

J

is bounded and self-adjoint.
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Proposition 11.2 Let F and G be as above. Then (Tg)G, Hp K

o) ) obeys the GWWR.
F,G

Proof : By using the Fourier transform, it is easy to see that
gje" Ry = emitHr g 4 te—itHFFJQ)Qb
for all ¢ € D(g;) N D(Fj(l)), which, together with Lemma 11. 1, implies that
G(p)gze " ryp = e7™Mr G (p) gy + te M G(p) FL Vo,
4;G(p) e = e Mr ;G (p) ) + te” M IV G(p)
for all ¢ € D(T}%) Adding these equations, we obtain
Tle ey = e )y + te e O L,

Thus the desired result follows. |

Example 11.1 (The free Hamiltonian of a nonrelativistic quantum particle) Consider
the case where F(k) = k*/(2m) (m > 0 is a constant denoting the mass of a quantum

particle) and G(k) = v(k)/9;F (k) = mv(k)k; " with v € C"! (]Rd) being bounded. Then

A ; , _ .
HF = HNR = —%, T}(;J,)G = T,LSJ) =m (U(p)pj IQj =+ q]'U(p) pj 1) R

CYr = C, = v(p) + v(p)*

with N I(;] V= {k e Rd|kj = 0} (hence its d-dimensional Lebesgue measure is zero), where

d
A=%D (11.10)

J=1

is the d-dimensional generalized Laplacian on L?(IR?). Then (TY), Hxgr, K¢,) obeys the
GWWR. The operator T¥) with d = 1, m = 1/2 and v = 1/2 is just the Aharonov- Bohm
time operator mentioned in Example 10. 1 ).

Example 11.2 (The free Hamiltonian of a relativistic quantum particle) Consider the
case where F'(k) = vk*>+ m? with m > 0 (a constant). Let G(k) = v(k)/0;F(k) =
v(k)Vk? + m?k;'. Then

HF = Hrel = V-A+ m27
TL =T = v(p)V=A+m2p;lq; + qo(p) V=2 + m?p;,

with N¥ = {k € R"|k; = 0}. Then (7Y

rel »

H.e, K¢,) obeys the GWWR.
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Example 11.3 (Powers of the d-dimensional Laplacian) Let o« > 0 be a constant and
consider the case where

F(k) = Fu(k) == k[, ke R"

In this case we have

Let M; := R\ {k € R|k; = 0} and

1

(@) . _ —atl - * s
1 = 5 (o) (=87 g+ gy (p) (—A) gy

with D(T\*)) := F~1C3(M;). Then (1", Hp,, K¢,) obeys the GWWR.

11.2 Abstract Dirac operators

Let IC be a Hilbert space and A; (j = 1,---,d) and B be bounded self-adjoint operators
satisfying the anticommutation relations

{Aj,Al} - Q(Sﬂ, {AJ,B} - O,
BQZ[) j?lzla"'ad7

where {X,Y} = XY +YX. Let M be a strictly positive, continuously differentiable
function on IR such that 9;M is bounded (j = 1,---,d) and the set

~d
N;j:={keR |kj+ M(k)(0;M)(k) =0}
is closed with Lebesuge measure zero. Then the operator
p;i(M) = p; + M(p)(0;M)(p) (11.11)

is injective and F_ICSO(If{d \ N;) C D(p;(M)71).
We define an operator of Dirac type

d
Hp:=> A;®p;+B® M(p) (11.12)

j=1
acting on K ® L*(IR%). This is an abstract Dirac operator.
Example 11.4 The usual free Dirac operator [22, p.7] is given by taking d = 3,K =
Cc4, A; = aj, M = m (a positive constant), B =  with a; and § being 4 x 4-Hermitian
matrices satisfying {a;, i} = 265, {8, ;} =0,6> =1, j, 1 =1,2,3.

By a general theorem [3, Theorem 4.3], Hp is self-adjoint and

H} =1®(-A+ M(p)?).
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In what follows, under the natural identification K ® L*(R?) = L?(IR% K) (the Hilbert
space of K-valued square integrable functions on IRY), we write A; ® p; as Ajp;. Let

v E Cl(]Rd) be bounded and

T := v(p)Hop; (M) q; + ¢ju(p)"Hop; (M)~ (11.13)
with D(T;) := ]C®ffng°(IARd \ N;), where ® denotes algebraic tensor product.
Theorem 11.3 The triple (1}, Hp, K¢,) obeys the GWWR.

Proof : The self-adjoint operator L := (—A 4 M(p)?)'/? is strictly positive. Hence it
has a bounded inverse. Let

U:= —B(Hp + BL)L™Y*(L + M(p)~ "2

N

Then U is unitary and
UHpU* = BL.

(This is an abstract structure of the usual free Dirac operator, see, [22, §1.4].) We also
have

T; == UT;U" = v(p) BLp;(M)~"q; + q;0(p)* BLp; (M) ™"
with D(T}) := UD(T}) (note that UC, = C,U). Using the Fourier analysis, we can show

that (T}, BL, K¢,) obeys the GWWR. This implies that (T}, Hp, K¢, ) obeys the GWWR.
]

Remark 11.1 We can apply general results established in Sections 2-10 to the Hamil-
tonians Hp, Hxg, Hye, Hp, and the Dirac operator Hp. In particular, we can derive decay
estimates (in time ¢) for transition probability amplitudes of states with these Hamilto-
nians. But we do not write down them here.

12 Representations of the GWWR in Fock Spaces

In this section we show that, given a triple obeying the GWWR in a Hilbert space H,
there exist triples obeying the GWWR in Fock spaces (full Fock spaces, boson Fock spaces,
fermion Fock spaces) over H.

12.1 Tensor Representations of the GWWR

Let n € IN and ‘H; (j = 1,---,n,n € IN) be a Hilbert space. Suppose that (7}, H;, K¢;)
obeys the GWWR in H; such that 7Tj is closed symmetric. We consider an operator

L:=Y1® - QI0H;®l®- - @I|&" D(H,), (12.1)
j=1

n
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where @ denotes algebraic tensor product. It is well known that L is self-adjoint [19,

§VIII.10] and

et =Tt @ g et e R, (12.2)
Let

T, = I @ITele o1, (12.3)

C; = I® - RIC;ele 1. (12.4)

n

Proposition 12.1 Forallj=1,---,n, (T;,L, K5 ) obeys the GWWR.

Proof : Let ¥ = ¢y ® --- ® ¢, with ¢; € D(1}),j = 1,---,n. Then, for all ¢t € R,
e MW = @n e” "y € @, D(T;) and
j\:“je_itL\:[J — 6—itH1¢1 ® . e—itHj_1¢j_1 ® Ee—itHj¢j ® e_itHj+177ZJj+1 . ® ®e—itan7Z)n
= M@ T+ )Y @ @ e i,
= e_itL(jv} + téj)q/

Since ®"_, D(Tj) is a core of T}, the last equality extends to all ¥ € D(T}) with e LW €
D(T}). Hence (T}, L, K ) obeys the GWWR. N

12.2 Constructions of triples obeying the GWWR in Fock S-
paces

Let 'H be a Hilbert space. Then the full Fock space over H is defined by
F(H) =@, @"H (12.5)

with @"H := C (see, e.g., [7, §5.2] or [19, §I1.4, §VIIL.10] for Fock space theory). For
a densely defined closed linear operator A on H and n € {0} U IN, we define a linear

operator A(En) on ®@"H as follows:

AY = o, (12.6)
" j-th

AW = (ZI@---@I@ A ®I®---®I> |&"D(A) (12.7)
j:l n

for n > 1. Then the operator
dT(A) = o2, AT, (12.8)

called the second quantization of A, is densely defined and closed. If A is self-adjoint,
then so is dI'(A).

Let H be a self-adjoint operator on H, T" be a closed symmetric operator on H and
C € B(H) be self-adjoint. In what follows we take the following hypothesis:
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Hypothesis (I) The triple (T, H, K¢) obeys the GWWR in H.

We define
n,j 0<n<y
7 . Jth , 12.9
J IR QI T QI®@--- 1 ;n>j ’ (12.9)

n

where a,, ; is an arbitrary real constant. For j € IN, we define a linear operator 7; on

F(H) by

Ty = @ T, (12.10)
Then Tj is a closed symmetric operator. Let
0 0<n<y
om . th , 12.11
J I® - ®I® C /(IQ---®1 ;n>j ( )
and
C; = @ ,C™. (12.12)

Then C} is a bounded self-adjoint operator on F(H).

Proposition 12. 2 Under Hypothesis (I), for all j € IN, (1;,dI'(H), K¢,) obeys the
GWWR.

Proof : It follows from Proposition 12. 1 that, for all n, (Tj(n)7 Hén), chn)) obeys the

GWWR. It is easy to see that this implies the desired result. 1

We next construct a triple obeying the GWWR in F(H) which is reduced by the boson
Fock space over H
-,'tb(H) = EBZOZO ®g H?

where ®I"H denotes the n-fold symmetric tensor product of H, and the fermion Fock
space over H
Fi(H) = &5l @ 0,

where ®]’H denotes the n-fold antisymmetric tensor product of H. The operator
N :=dI(I) (12.13)
on F(H) is called the number operator. The vector
Q:={1,0,0,---} € F(H) (12.14)

is called the Fock vacuum. We denote by F, the orthogonal projection onto the one-
dimensional subspace {2§)|z € C}. We set

Let R )
S = QuN~Y2dI(C)N~12Q, (12.16)
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Lemma 12.3 The operator S is bounded and self-adjoint with ||S|| < ||C]|.
Proof : Tt is easy to see that, for all ¥ € D(S), (S¥)® = 0 and, for n > 1,

b _ (dT(C)1))

n

(SW)

Hence [[(S®)™]| < [|C]||[¥™)]|, which implies that ||[SW|?> < ||C|?||¥]|*>. Hence S is
bounded with ||S|| < ||C]| and D(S) = F(H). It is easy to see that S is symmetric. 1§

Let
Dy = @2 ,@"D(T) (12.17)

and R R
7(T) = (QuN~"2dI(T)N~12Qq) | Dr. (12.18)

Then 7(T) is symmetric.
Theorem 12.4 Assume Hypothesis (I). Then (7(T),dl'(H), Kg) obeys the GWWR.
Proof : For all ¥ € Dy, N*1/2Q0\I/ € Dr, since
(N712Qu0)© =0, (N-12Qu0)™ = p~120™ > 1.

Using this property and the easily proven fact that e=* dF(H)N””Qg = N*1/2Qoe*“ dr(H)
we have by direct computations

dD(T)N72Qee ™I = eI (T N=V2QW + te™ " TN (C)N~12Q, U
Operating Qo N~/ to the both sides, we obtain
T(T)e—itdF(H)\Ij _ e—it dF(H)T(T)\IJ + te_itdF(H)S\Il,

which implies the desired result. 1

Remark 12.1 Applying the results in Section 8, we can derive decay estimates for
| <Q>, e‘itdF(H)\IJ> | (t € R) for vectors ®, ¥ in suitable subspaces. But we do not write
down them here. The same applies to other results implied by the abstract theory.

It is easy to see that dI'(H), 7(T) and S are reduced by Fx(H) (# = b,f). Hence
Theorem 12. 4 holds for the reduced parts of them too.

It is more interesting and important to construct generalized time operators of per-
turbed Hamiltoinians of the form dI'(H) + V' on the boson Fock space Fy,(H) or the
fermion Fock space F;(H) with V' a symmetric operator. For this purpose, the method
given in Section 2.4 can be applied. But in the present paper we leave this problem for
future study.
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