

http://www.cambridge.org/9780521834506

This page intentionally left blank



CAMBRIDGE TRACTS IN MATHEMATICS

General Editors

B. BOLLOBAS, W. FULTON, A. KATOK, F. KIRWAN,
P. SARNAK, B. SIMON

169 Quantum Stochastic Processes and Noncommutative
Geometry



CAMBRIDGE TRACTS IN MATHEMATICS

GENERAL EDITORS
B. BOLLOBAS, W. FULTON, A. KATOK, F. KIRWAN, P. SARNAK, B. SIMON

A complete list of books in the series can be found at
http://www.cambridge.org/series/sSeries.asp?code=CTM

Recent titles include the following:

140. Derivation and Integration. By W. F. PFEFFER
141. Fixed Point Theory and Applications. By R. P. AGARWAL, M. MEEHAN,
and D. O’'REGAN
142. Harmonic Maps between Riemannian Polyhedra. By J. EELLS and B. FUGLEDE
143. Analysis on Fractals. By J. KIGAMI
144. Torsors and Rational Points. By A. SKOROBOGATOV
145. Isoperimetric Inequalities. By I. CHAVEL
146. Restricted Orbit Equivalence for Actions of Discrete Amenable Groups.
By J. KAMMEYER and D. RUDOLPH
147. Floer Homology Groups in Yang—Mills Theory. By S. K. DONALDSON
148. Graph Directed Markov Systems. By D. MAULDIN and M. URBANSKI
149. Cohomology of Vector Bundles and Syzygies. By J. WEYMAN
150. Harmonic Maps, Conservation Laws and Moving Frames. By F. HELEIN
151. Frobenius Manifolds and Moduli Spaces for Singularities. By C. HERTLING
152. Permutation Group Algorithms. By A. SERESS
153. Abelian Varieties, Theta Functions and the Fourier Transform.
By A. POLISHCHUK
154. Finite Packing and Covering, K. BOROCZKY, JR
155. The Direct Method in Soliton Theory. By R. HIROTA. Edited and translated
by A. NAGAL, J. NIMMO, and C. GILSON
156. Harmonic Mappings in the Plane. By P. DUREN
157. Affine Hecke Algebras and Orthogonal Polynomials. By I. G. MACDONALD
158. Quasi-Frobenius Rings. By W. K. NICHOLSON and M. F. YOUSIF
159. The Geometry of Total Curvature. By K. SHIOHAMA, T. SHIOYA,
and M. TANAKA
160. Approximation by Algebraic Numbers. By Y. BUGEAUD
161. Equivalence and Duality for Module Categories. By R. R. COLBY,
and K. R. FULLER
162. Lévy Processes in Lie Groups. By MING L1AO
163. Linear and Projective Representations of Symmetric Groups. By A. KLESHCHEV
164. The Covering Property Axiom, CPA. K. CIESIELSKI and J. PAWLIKOWSKI
165. Projective Differential Geometry Old and New. By V. OVSIENKO
and S. TABACHNIKOV
166. The Lévy Laplacian. By M. N. FELLER
167. Poincaré Duality Algebras, Macaulay’s Dual Systems, and Steenrod Operations.
By D. M. MEYER and L. SMITH
168. The Cube: A Window to Convex and Discrete Geometry. By CHUANMING ZONG
169. Quantum Stochastic Processes and Noncommutative Geometry.
By KALYAN B. SINHA and DEBASHISH GOSWAMI



QUANTUM STOCHASTIC
PROCESSES

AND NONCOMMUTATIVE
GEOMETRY

Kalyan B. Sinha

Indian Statistical Institute
New Delhi, India

Debashish Goswami

Indian Statistical Institute
Kolkata, India

CAMBRIDGE
&) UNIVERSITY PRESS



CAMBRIDGE UNIVERSITY PRESS
Cambridge, New York, Melbourne, Madrid, Cape Town, Singapore, Sio Paulo

Cambridge University Press
The Edinburgh Building, Cambridge CB2 8RU, UK
Published in the United States of America by Cambridge University Press, New York

www.cambridge.org
Information on this title: www.cambridge.org/9780521834506

© K. Sinha and D. Goswami

This publication is in copyright. Subject to statutory exception and to the provision of
relevant collective licensing agreements, no reproduction of any part may take place
without the written permission of Cambridge University Press.

First published in print format 2007

ISBN-13  978-0-511-26904-2  eBook (EBL)
ISBN-10  0-511-26904-8 eBook (EBL)

ISBN-13  978-0-521-83450-6  hardback
ISBN-10  0-521-83450-3  hardback

Cambridge University Press has no responsibility for the persistence or accuracy of urls
for external or third-party internet websites referred to in this publication, and does not
guarantee that any content on such websites is, or will remain, accurate or appropriate.


http://www.cambridge.org
http://www.cambridge.org/9780521834506

Contents

Preface

Notation

1

2

Introduction

Preliminaries

2.1 C* and von Neumann algebras

2.2 Completely positive maps

2.3 Semigroups of linear maps on locally convex spaces
2.4 Fock spaces and Weyl operators

Quantum dynamical semigroups

3.1 Generators of uniformly continuous quantum dynamical
semigroups: the theorems of Lindblad and Christensen—Evans

3.2 The case of strongly continuous quantum dynamical
semigroups

Hilbert modules

4.1 Hilbert C*-modules

4.2 Hilbert von Neumann modules
4.3 Group actions on Hilbert modules

Quantum stochastic calculus with bounded coefficients
5.1 Basic processes

5.2 Stochastic integrals and quantum It6 formulae

5.3 Hudson—Parthasarathy (H-P) type equations

5.4 Map-valued, E-H-type quantum stochastic calculus

Dilation of quantum dynamical semigroups with
bounded generator

6.1 Hudson—Parthasarathy (H-P) dilation

6.2 Existence of structure maps and E-H dilation of T;
6.3 A duality property

vii

ix

79
79
88
95

103
103
113
127
133

147
149
150
154



vi

6.4
6.5
6.6
6.7

Contents

Appearance of Poisson terms in the dilation
Implementation of E-H flow

Dilation on a C*-algebra

Covariant dilation theory

7 Quantum stochastic calculus with unbounded coefficients

7.1
7.2
7.3

Notation and preliminary results
Q.S.D.E. with unbounded coefficients
Application: quantum damped harmonic oscillator

8 Dilation of quantum dynamical semigroups with unbounded
generator

8.1

8.2

Dilation of a class of covariant quantum dynamical
semigroups

Dilation of quantum dynamical semigroups

on U.H.F. algebra

9 Noncommutative geometry and quantum stochastic processes

9.1 Basics of differential and Riemannian geometry

9.2 Heat semigroup and Brownian motion on classical manifolds

9.3 Noncommutative geometry

9.4 Examples

9.5 Asymptotic analysis of heat semigroups and Laplacians

9.6 Quantum Brownian motion on noncommutative manifolds
References

Index

156
160
161
164

169
169
173
181

185

185

218

231
231
238
248
253
264
273

281

289



Preface

On the one hand, in almost all the scientific areas, from physical to social
sciences, biology to economics, from meteorology to pattern recognition in
remote sensing, the theory of classical probability plays a major role and on
the other much of our knowledge about the physical world at least is based
on the quantum theory [12]. In a way, quantum theory itself is a new kind of
theory of probability (in the language of von Neumann and Birkhoff) (see for
example [106]) which contains the classical model, and therefore it is natural
to extend the other areas of classical probability theory, in particular the theory
of Markov processes and stochastic calculus to this quantum model.

There are more than one possible ways (see for example [127]) to construct
the above-mentioned extension and in this book we have chosen the one clos-
est to the classical model in spirit, namely that which contains the classical
theory as a submodel. This requirement has ruled out any discussion of areas
such as free and monotone-probability models. Once we accept this quantum
probabilistic model, the ‘grand design’ that engages us is the ‘canonical con-
struction of a x-homomorphic flow (satisfying a suitable differential equation)
on a given algebra of observables such that the expectation semigroup is pre-
cisely the given contractive semigroup of completely positive maps on the said
algebra’.

This problem of ‘dilation’ is here solved completely for the case when the
semigroup has a bounded generator, and also for the more general case (of
an unbounded generator) with certain additional conditions such as symmetry
and/or covariance with respect to a Lie group action. However, a certain amount
of space has to be devoted to develop the needed techniques and structures, and
the reader is expected to be well equipped with the basics of functional analysis,
theory of Hilbert spaces and of operators in them and of probability theory in
order to master these.

A beginner with the above-mentioned background may read Chapters 1 to 6
at first and may leave the rest for a second reading. In some places, mathemat-
ical assertions have been made without proof wherever we felt that the proof
is essentially similar to a detailed proof of an earlier statement or when the
verification of the same can be left as an exercise.

vii



viii Preface

Due to lack of space, not all equations have been displayed and long expres-
sions had to be broken at the end of a line, any inconvenience due to this is
regretted. The open square symbol denotes the end of a proof. The reference list
is far from complete, we have often included only a recent or a representative
paper. We apologize for any unintended exclusion of a reference.

Itisapleasure torememberhere people whohave contributed to the preparation
of this book. Professor K. R. Parthasarathy was instrumental in introducing us
to the subject and one of us (K.B.S.) has collaborated with him extensively
over nearly two decades; without the insights and masterly expositions of him
and of Professor P. A. Meyer, the subject may not have reached the stage it
is in now. We thank all our friends, collaborators and members of the Q—P
club who have helped us directly or indirectly in this endeavor. In particular,
we must mention Professors Luigi Accardi, Robin Hudson, V. P. Belavkin,
Martin Lindsay, Franco Fagnola, Stephane Attal, Jean-Luc Sauvageot, Burkhard
Kiimmerer, Hans Maassen, Rajarama Bhat and Dr Arup Pal and Dr Partha
Sarathi Chakraborty. We are grateful to the Indian Statistical Institute (both
Delhi and Kolkata campuses) for providing the necessary facilities, Indo-French
Centre for the Promotion of Advanced Research and DST-DAAD agencies for
making many collaborations possible. One of us (D.G.) would like to thank
the Alexander von Humboldt Foundation for a postdoctoral fellowship during
200001 (and also later visits under its scheme of ‘resumption of fellowship’),
when part of the work covered by this book was done. We must also thank
Dr Lingraj Sahu, who as a graduate student at a critical stage of writing the
monograph, helped with introduction of a part of the material and Mr Joydip
Jana for help with proofreading. One of the authors (D. G.) dedicates this book
to his wife, Gopa and the youngest addition to his family, expected possibly
before this book sees the light of the day; and acknowledges with gratitude
the constant encouragement and support from his parents, mother-in-law and
Amit-da during the writing of the book.

As is often the case in any such enterprise, some important topics (e.g. stop
times) have been left out. The responsibility for the choice of topics as well as
for any omissions and shortcomings of the text is entirely ours. We can only
hope that this monograph will enthuse some researchers and students to solve
some of the problems left unsolved.

K. B. Sinha
Debashish Goswami
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The set of compact adjointable maps on a Hilbert
module E

The commutant of (C* or von Neumann algebra) A

The set of positive elements of C* or von Neumann
algebra A.

The multiplier algebra of A

The set of all states, of all normal linear functional on a
C*- or von Neumann algebra A
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The second quantization of A

The characteristic function of the set A

The function f 0,1

The function f x(z,00)

The structure matrix

Time reversal operator in Fock space

The crossed product of A (C* or von Neumann algebra)
by the action a of a group G

The creation integrator processes associated with
operator R and map J respectively

The annihilation integrator processes associated with
operator R and map J respectively

The number integrator processes associated with operator
T and map o respectively

The time integrator process associated with map £ on A
The set of all f € L2(R4., ko) such that fot lf)HPds <
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1

Introduction

The motivations for writing the present monograph are three-fold: firstly from
a physical point of view and secondly from two related, but different mathe-
matical angles.

At the present time our mathematical understanding of a conservative quan-
tum mechanical system is reasonably complete, both from the direction of
a consistent abstract theory as well as from the one of mathematical theo-
ries of applications in many explicit physical systems like atoms, molecules
etc. (see for example the books [12] and [108]). However, a nonconservative
(open/dissipative) quantum mechanical system does not enjoy a similar status.
Over the last seven decades there have been many attempts to make a the-
ory of open quantum systems beginning with Pauli [104]. Some of the typical
references are: Van Hove [126], Ford et al. [52], along with the mathematical
monograph of Davies [35]. The physicists’ Master equation (or Langevin equa-
tion) was believed to describe the evolution of a nonconservative open quantum
(or classical) mechanical system, a mathematical description of which can be
found in Feller’s book [50].

Physically, one can conceive of an open system as the ‘smaller subsystem’ of
a total ensemble in which the system is in interaction with its ‘larger’ environ-
ment (sometimes called the bath or reservoir). The total ensemble with a very
large number of degrees of freedom undergoes (conservative) evolution, obey-
ing the laws of standard quantum mechanics. However, for various reasons,
practical or otherwise, it is of interest only to observe the system and not the
reservoir, and this ‘reduced dynamics’ in a certain sense obeys the Master equa-
tion (for a more precise description of these, see [35]). Since it is often impos-
sible and impractical to solve the equation of evolution of the total ensemble,
it is often meaningful to replace the reservoir by a ‘suitable stochastic process’
and couple the system with the stochastic process. In the case in which the
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stochastic process is classical, the total evolution can be described by a suit-
able stochastic differential equation (for an introduction to this, the reader is
referred to [75] and [41]). The standard Langevin equation [52] involving the
stochastic process should restore the conservativeness of the total system albeit
for almost all paths. However, in many of the models studied by physicists this
is not so.

The simplest quantum mechanical system is the so-called harmonic oscilla-
tor. However, the (sub-critically) damped harmonic oscillator which has been
studied in classical physics since the time of Newton eludes a consistent treat-
ment in conventional quantum mechanics. In the view of the present authors,
this happens because the damped harmonic oscillator is a nonconservative,
dissipative system and cannot be understood as a flow in a symplectic man-
ifold (classical case) or in a standard Weyl canonical commutation relations
(CCR) algebra (quantum case). One possible way to model this is to repre-
sent the environment or reservoir (responsible for the friction or the damping
term) by an appropriate stochastic process, restore the unitary stochastic evo-
lution of the quantum system and then project back to the ‘system space’ by
‘washing out’ the influence of the stochastic process (taking expectation with
respect to the stochastic part) to get back the required nonconservative dynam-
ics. This has been studied in [119] and has also been described in some detail
in Chapter 7. Thus one can enunciate a philosophy, not too far away from that
of the physicists, that given a nonconservative dynamics of a quantum system,
one aim is to canonically construct the stochastic process which will repre-
sent the environment so that the two together undergo a conservative evolution
and the projection to the system space restores exactly the nonconservative
evolution. There is a further aim of the physicist, viz. to obtain the stochas-
tic process mentioned above in a suitable approximation from the mechanical
descriptions of the particles constituting the reservoir and of their interactions
with the observed system. This aspect is not treated in this monograph and the
reader is referred to [4], [8] and [35].

There is an exact mathematical counterpart to the picture in physicists’ mind
as described above. Given a finite probability space S = {1,2,...,n} with
probability distribution given by the vector p = (p1, p2,..., py) onitand a
stochastic (or Markov) matrix (; j)?j: | such that #;; > 0, Z?:l tij = 1, one
can associate a (discrete) evolution (Tf)(i) = Z'j’: 1t f(j)  with
f:{1,2,...,n} = R. Then one observes that

(1) T maps positive functions f to positive functions and maps identity func-
tion to itself.

(i) The probability distribution vector p is in one-to-one correspondence
with the dual ¢, of the algebra of functions on S by p + ¢, where
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¢p(f) = 2.7, pif(i), and this induces a dual dynamics T* given by
(T*¢p)(xj) = >/, pitij, where y; denotes the characteristic function
of the singleton set {k}.

Gii)) 7T",n=0,1,...,and T**,n = 0, 1, 2. .. provide two discrete (dynami-
cal) semigroups, the second being dual to the first; and clearly 7" for each
n satisfies the property (i).

There is a standard construction of a Markov process (in this case Markov
chain); see e.g. Feller’s book [50]. This procedure extends naturally, begin-
ning with the consideration of the algebra of functions on S as the algebra of
n x n diagonal matrices and {T"},—0,1,2,... as a positive semigroup on that, to
the more general picture considering semigroups (discrete or continuous para-
meter) on the noncommutative algebra of all n x n matrices. What is perhaps
surprising and is contrary to intuition in classical probability is that a very
large class of Markov processes (including Markov chains) can be described
by quantum stochastic differential equations in Fock space, again facilitating
many computations ([99, 100]).

At this point an important generalization of the class of positive maps on
an algebra makes its entrance. From a physical point of view, consider the fol-
lowing scenario. Let H be the Hilbert space of a localized quantum system A
in a box and let there exist another quantum system B with associated Hilbert
space C". The system B is so far removed from A that there is no interac-
tion between A and B and thus the Hilbert space for the joint system A and
B is H ® C". Let T, be the positive linear map which describes an operation
on the joint system that does not affect B, given by 7,,(x ® y) = T(x) ® y
for x € B(H), y € B(C") (here B(H) is the set of all bounded linear oper-
ators on the Hilbert space H defined everywhere) for some positive linear
map T on B(H). It seems reasonable to expect that given a positive linear map
T on B(H), it should be such that for every natural number n, T, given above
should be positive. In such a case, T is said to be completely positive (CP) and
such CP maps or semigroups of such maps play a very important role in the
description of nonconservative dynamics on quantum systems. It is also useful
to note that if the algebra involved is commutative (like the algebra of n x n
diagonal matrices in the first example instead of B(H) or the whole matrix
algebra) positivity and complete positivity are equivalent and that is why com-
plete positivity does not surface in the context of nonconservative evolutions of
classical physical systems. A detailed mathematical study of CP maps and of
semigroups of CP maps on an algebra is done in Chapters 2 and 3, respectively.

As we had mentioned earlier in the context of a physical subsystem interact-
ing with a reservoir in such a way that the reduced dynamics is governed by a
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Master equation, it is natural to assume that the Master equation is just the dif-
ferential form of a contractive semigroup of CP maps on the algebra describing
the subsystem. Now we can turn this into a very interesting (and demanding)
mathematical question: does there exist a ‘suitable’ probabilistic model for (a)
the reservoir and for (b) its interaction with the given subsystem such that the
expectation of the total evolution with respect to the probabilistic variables give
the CP semigroup we started with? This is the general problem of ‘dilation of a
contractive semigroup of CP maps on a given algebra’. This problem is solved
in Chapter 6 in complete generality under the hypotheses that the given semi-
group of CP maps is uniformly continuous so that its generator acting on the
given algebra is bounded.

There are complete descriptions of the structure of the generator of a uni-
formly continuous semigroup of CP maps on an algebra in the third chapter.
Unfortunately the situation is far from settled for a similar question if the semi-
group is only strongly continuous, which is, as is often the case, more inter-
esting from the point of view of applications. However, if we pretend that the
generator of the strongly continuous semigroup of CP maps on the algebra for-
mally looks similar to that for the uniformly continuous case, then under certain
hypotheses a class of strongly continuous semigroups can be constructed such
that its generator coincides with the formal one on suitable domains. This is
described in the second section of the same chapter along with an applications
to a large class of classical Markov processes and also to the irrational rotation
algebra which is a type I1; factor von Neumann algebra. More details on these
constructions and results on the unital nature of the semigroups, so constructed,
can be found in Chebotarev [25]. This chapter ends with an important abstract
theorem on noncommutative Dirichlet forms associated with a strongly con-
tinuous semigroup of CP maps on a von Neumann algebra equipped with a
normal faithful semifinite trace. This result is then used in Chapter 8 to solve
the dilation problem for such semigroups.

In order to carry out the program charted out in an earlier paragraph, it is
necessary to develop some language and machinery. In Chapter4, the basic
theories of Hilbert C*- and von Neumann modules and of group actions on
them are presented. These ideas are then used to develop an elaborate the-
ory of stochastic integration and quantum It6 formulae in symmetric Fock
spaces extending the earlier theory as described in [97]. This language seems
to be sufficiently powerful to allow a large class of unbounded operator-valued
processes in Fock space to be treated. These methodologies were then used to
solve Hudson—Parthasarathy (H-P)-type stochastic quantum differential equa-
tions with bounded coefficients (Chapter 5) and with unbounded coefficients
(Chapter 7) giving unitary or isometric evolutions in a suitable Hilbert space as
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solutions. The Evans—Hudson (E-H)-type equation of observable or of an ele-
ment of an algebra is re-interpreted as an equation on the space of maps on a
suitable Fock Hilbert module and for bounded coefficient case, such equations
are solved in Chapter 5. This language and associated machinery are important
because they allow us to answer in the affirmative the problem of the dilation
of a uniformly continuous semigroup of CP maps on an algebra.

Chapter 6 uses the tools of Chapters 4 and 5 to show that given a uniformly
continuous semigroup of CP maps on a von Neumann algebra, there exists
a quantum probabilistic model in the Fock space such that there is a E-H-type
quantum stochastic differential equation describing the stochastic evolution of
the observable algebra of the quantum subsystem coupled to the quantum sto-
chastic process in Fock space modeling the reservoir, and such that the expec-
tation gives back the original CP semigroup. This construction is canonical and
interestingly gives a quantum stochastic differential equation for the evolution
so that further computations for any other observable effects may be facilitated.

The mathematical problem of stochastic dilation of a semigroup of CP maps
on a C*- or von Neumann algebra, uniformly or strongly continuous, with the
additional requirement that the dilated map on the algebra satisfies a quantum
stochastic differential equation in Fock space and is a s-homomorphism on the
algebra of observables is the central mathematical problem treated in this book.
The property of x-homomorphism of such maps is a basic requirement of any
quantum theory and the fact that these also satisfy a differential equation makes
the family of dilated maps a stochastic flow of x-homomorphisms on the alge-
bras. In fact, Chapters 6 and 8 are devoted to the final steps of the solution of
this problem, the first for the uniformly continuous semigroup and the second
for the strongly continuous one, while the Chapters 2 to 5 and Chapter 7 deal
with preliminary materials and develop the machinery needed. This completes
our discussions on the central mathematical problem treated here along with its
connection to applications, arising from the physics of open quantum systems.

There is a another mathematical direction from which we approach the cen-
tral mathematical problem of stochastic dilation, viz. that of noncommutative
geometry. Chapter9 should not be and cannot be thought of as an exposi-
tion on the rapidly developing subject of noncommutative geometry as created
by Alain Connes [28] (the reader may also look at the books [82] and [56]).
Instead, after some introduction to basic concepts in differential geometry and
elements of noncommutative geometry, three explicit examples are worked out
and in each case an appropriate associated stochastic process (classical or quan-
tum) is constructed. Much more study in these areas remains to be done; for
example one can investigate whether the nontrivial curvature in the Quantum
Heisenberg manifold can be captured in terms of the stochastic processes on it.
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We think the spirit of the book is perhaps well-described in the preface by
Luigi Accardi in Probability Towards 2000 [3] and we quote:

The reason why the interaction of probability with quantum physics is different
from the above mentioned ones is that the problem here is not only to apply
classical techniques or to extend them to situations which, being even more general,
still remain within the same qualitative type of intuition, language and techniques.
Furthermore, the formalism of quantum theory, with its complex wave functions
and Hilbert spaces, operators instead of random variables, creates a distance
between the mathematical model and the physical phenomena which is certainly
greater than that of classical physics. For these reasons, these new languages and
techniques might be perceived as extraneous by some classical probabilists and
researchers in mathematical statistics. However, the developments motivated by
quantum theory provide not only powerful theoretical tools to probability, but also
some conceptual challenges which can enter into the common education of all
mathematicians in the same way as happened for the basic qualitative ideas of
non-Euclidean geometries.



2

Preliminaries

In this chapter we shall introduce all the basic materials and preliminary notions
needed later on in this book.

2.1 C* and von Neumann algebras

For the details on the material of this section, the reader may be referred to
[125], [40] and [76].

2.1.1 C*-algebras

An abstract normed *-algebra A is said to be a pre-C*-algebra if it satisfies
the C*-property : ||x*x|| = ||x||>. If A is furthermore complete under the norm
topology, one says that A is a C*-algebra. The famous structure theorem due to
Gelfand, Naimark and Segal (GNS) asserts that every abstract C*-algebra can
be embedded as a norm-closed *-subalgebra of B(H) (the set of all bounded
linear operators on some Hilbert space H). In view of this, we shall fix a com-
plex Hilbert space H and consider a concrete C*-algebra A inside B(H). The
algebra A is said to be unital or nonunital depending on whether it has an iden-
tity or not. However, even any nonunital C*-algebra always has a net (sequence
in case the algebra is separable in the norm topology) of approximate iden-
tity, that is, an nondecreasing net e, of positive elements such that e,a — a
for all a € A. Note that the set of compact operators on an infinite dimen-
sional Hilbert space H, to be denoted by IC(H), is an example of nonunital
C*-algebra.

We now briefly discuss some of the important aspects of C*-algebra the-
ory. First of all, let us mention the following remarkable characterization of
commutative C*-algebras.
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Theorem 2.1.1 Every commutative C*-algebra A is isometrically isomorphic
to the C*-algebra Co(X) consisting of complex-valued functions on a locally
compact Hausdorff space X vanishing at infinity. In case A is unital, X is
compact.

If A is nonunital, there is a canonical method of adjoining an identity so that
A is embedded as an ideal in a bigger unital C*-algebra A. In view of this,
let us assume A to be unital for the rest of the subsection, unless otherwise
mentioned. For x € A, the spectrum of x, denoted by o (x), is defined as the
complement of the set {z € C : (z1 —x)~' € A}. It is known that for a
self-adjoint element x, o (x) € R, and moreover, a self-adjoint element x is
positive (that is, x is of the form y*y for some y) if and only if o (x) C [0, 00).
There is a rich functional calculus which enables one to form functions of ele-
ments of the C*-algebra. For any complex function which is holomorphic in
some domain containing o (x), one obtains an element f(x) € A by the holo-
morphic functional calculus. Furthermore, for any normal element x (that is,
xx* = x*x), there is a continuous functional calculus sending f € C(o(x))
to f(x) € A where f — f(x) is a x-isometric isomorphism from C (o (x))
onto C*(x), the sub C*-algebra of A generated by x. In particular, for any
positive element x, we can form a positive square root /x € A satisfying
ﬁz = x. For any element x € A, we define its absolute value, denoted by |x]|,
to be the element /x*x. The real and imaginary parts of x, denoted by
Re(x) and Im(x) respectively, are defined by, Re(x) = (x + x*)/2, Im(x) =
(x — x*)/2i, so that we have, x = Re(x) + iIm(x). For a self-adjoint element
x, we define two positive elements x and x ™, called respectively the positive
and negative parts of x, by setting x* = (x + |x])/2, x~ = (]x| — x)/2.
Clearly, x can be decomposed as x = x* — x~ and furthermore x*x~ = 0.
A linear functional ¢ : A — C is said to be positive if ¢(x*x) > 0 for all x.
It is a useful result that an element x € A is positive if and only if ¢(x) > 0
for every positive functional ¢ on .A. It can be shown that the algebraic prop-
erty of positivity implies the boundedness of ¢, in particular ||| = $(1).
Any positive linear functional ¢ with ¢(1) = 1 is called a state on A. The set
of all states is a convex set which is compact in the weak-* topology, hence
it has extreme points, called pure states, and the set of states is obtained as
the closed convex hull of the pure states. A state ¢ is said to be a trace if
P(ab) = ¢(ba) foralla, b € A. Itis said to be faithful if ¢ (x*x) = 0 implies
x = 0. The following result, known as the GNS construction for a state, is
worthy of mention.

Proposition 2.1.2 Given a state ¢ on A, there exists a triple (called the GNS
triple) (Hy, ng, &p), consisting of a Hilbert space Hy, a x-representation my
of A into B(Hg) and a vector & € Hg which is cyclic in the sense that
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(g (x)Eyp : x € A} is total in Hy, satisfying
P (x) = (Cp, mp(X)Cs)-

Moreover, ¢ is pure if and only if my is irreducible.

We shall need to extend the scope of the GNS construction to the case of
densely defined positive functionals, at least for semifinite, faithful, positive
traces, which we discuss now. Let us denote by A, the set of positive ele-
ments of A. Let 7 : AL — [0, oo] be a map satisfying 7(a + b) = 7(a) +
7(b), t(la) = At(a) and 7 (aa*) = t(a*a) fora,b € Ay, 1 € Ry. Assume
furthermore that 7 = {a € A : 7(a*a) < oo} is norm-dense in A and
7(a*a) = 0 implies ¢ = 0. Such a map 7 is called a semifinite, faithful, posi-
tive trace, and it can be uniquely extended to the dense subspace (in fact a both-
sided ideal) Z as a linear functional, also denoted by 7. The GNS construction
can be generalized to such a trace in the following sense.

Proposition 2.1.3 There exists a Hilbert space H, a x-representation : A —
B(H) and a linear map n : T :— H, such that t (a*bc) = (n(a), = (b)n(c)) for
alla,c € T,b € A. Furthermore, the range of n is dense in H. Such a triple
(H, m, n) is unique in the sense that for any other such triple (H', «’, 1), we
can find a unitary U : H — H' such that ©'(b) = T (b)T* and ' (a) = T'n(a)
foraeZ,be A

We shall denote the Hilbert space (unique upto identification) H in the above
proposition by L?(A, 7) or simply L?(z) if A is understood from the context.
It can be shown that = (b)5(a) = n(ba), and thus, if A is unital and 1 € Z,
which is equivalent to the boundedness of 7, we have a cyclic vector #(1).

For a nonunital C*-algebra, we say that a positive functional ¢ on A is a
state if lim ¢ (e,,) = 1 for any approximate identity e, of A. A positive element
a € Ais said to be strictly positive if ¢ (a) is nonzero for every state ¢ on A. It
is known that b € A is strictly positive if and only if b A+ := {ba,a € Ay}
is norm-dense in A .

We shall conclude the discussion on C*-algebras with the definition of mul-
tiplier algebra. For a C*-algebra A (possibly nonunital), its multiplier algebra,
denoted by M (A), is defined as the maximal C*-algebra which contains A as
an essential two-sided ideal, that is, A is an ideal in M (A) and for y € M(A),
ya =0 forall a € Aimplies y = 0. In case A is unital, one has M(A) =
and for A = Co(X ) where X is a noncompact, locally compact Hausdorff
space, M(A) = C (X ), where X denotes the Stone—Cech compactification of
X. The norm of M(A) is given by [x|| := sup,c 4 jq)<1{lxall, llax|[}. Fur-
thermore, there is a canonical locally convex topology, called the strict topol-
ogy on M(A), which is given by the family of seminorms {|.||l,,a € A},
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where x|l := Max(||xall, |lax])), for x € M(A). We say that an embed-
ding A € B(H) for some Hilbert space H is nondegenerate if for u € H,
au = 0 for all ¢ € A implies that u = 0. It is possible to show by simple
arguments that A C B(H) is nondegenerate if and only if {au,a € A, u € H}
is total in H. Given a nondegenerate embedding A C B(H), we have that
M(A) = {x € B(H) : xa,ax € A, foralla € A}.

2.1.2 von Neumann algebras

As a Banach space, B(H) is equipped with the operator-norm topology, but
there are other important and interesting topologies that can be given to it,
making it a locally convex (but not normable in general) topological space.
The most useful ones are weak, strong, ultra-weak and ultra-strong topologies.
However, although B() is complete in each of these topologies, a unital sub
C*-algebra A of B(H) need not be so. It can be shown that A is complete in all
of the above four locally convex topologies if and only if it is complete in any
one of them, and in such a case A is said to be a von Neumann algebra. Fur-
thermore, the strong (respectively, weak) and ultra-strong (respectively, ultra-
weak) topologies coincide on norm-bounded convex subsets of A. It is known
that if H is separable, then any norm-bounded subset of A is metrizable in
each of the ultra-weak and ultra-strong topologies. The natural notion of iso-
morphism between two von Neumann algebras is an algebraic *-isomorphism
which is also a homeomorphism of the respective ultra-weak topologies. How-
ever, there is a stronger notion, called spatial isomorphism. Two von Neumann
algebras A; € B(H;) and Ay € B(Hz) are said to be spatially isomorphic if
there is a unitary operator U from H onto H; such that U* AU = A;.

The following theorem, known as the Double commutant theorem due to von
Neumann is of fundamental importance in the study of von Neumann algebras.
Note that for any subset B of B(H), we denote by B’ the commutant of /3, that
is, B = {x € B(H) : xb = bx forall b € B}.

Theorem 2.1.4 A unital x-subalgebra A € B(H) is a von Neumann algebra
ifand only if A = A" (= (A')).

For the rest of this subsection, let us denote by .4 a unital von Neumann subal-
gebra of B(H). A is said to be o -finite if there does not exist any uncountable
family of mutually orthogonal nonzero projections in .A.

We say that A is a factor if the center is trivial, that is, ANA" = {11, 1 € C}.
The importance of factors stems from the result (see [40]) that an arbitrary von
Neumann algebra can be decomposed in a suitable technical sense as a ‘direct
integral’ of factors. A factor A is called hyperfinite if there is an increasing
sequence of finite dimensional x-subalgebras, say A,,n = 1,2, ..., of A such
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that the ultra-weak closure of the union of A4, is the whole of A. It is a remark-
able result due to Murray and von Neumann that there is a canonical (unique
upto a constant multiple) map d 4 from the set of projections of a hyperfinite
factor A into [0, oo] satisfying certain properties (see [124] for details). This
function is called the dimension function for A, and depending on the nature
of the range of d 4, factors are classified into various category, namely type I,
forn=1,2,..., I, I}, Il and III. Any type I, factor is isomorphic to the
finite dimensional algebra of n x n matrices. Factors of any other type (that is,
I, II1, I, III) are infinite dimensional. There is a unique hyperfinite type
I~ factor, which is isomorphic with () for a separable infinite dimensional
Hilbert space H, and the range of d 4 for this factor is a countable infinite set
(constant multiple of {0, 1, ...} U {oc}). Similarly, there is a unique (up to iso-
morphism) hyperfinite type /] factor, say R, and this is characterized by the
property of having the range of the dimension function equal to an interval of
the form [0, c] for some finite positive number c¢. The hyperfinite /I, factor
(also unique upto isomorphism) has the set [0, oo] as the range of its dimen-
sion function. However, the case of type /Il factors is much more delicate as
the range of dimension function is a trivial set {0, oo} for any such factor. Nev-
ertheless, there is a complete classification of hyperfinite type /I factors due to
the work of Alain Connes. We shall not discuss that here.

A von Neumann algebra A has enough projections and unitaries, in the sense
that A is the strong closure of the *-subalgebra generated by all projections
(respectively unitaries) in 4. Furthermore, any x € .4 can be decomposed into
its real and imaginary parts, each of which is self-adjoint and is in A, and if
E () denotes the family of spectral measures of a self-adjoint element y € A,
then Ey(A) € A for all Borel set A. We remark that this fact is not true for
a general C*-algebra which is not a von Neumann algebra. A state ¢» on A is
said to be normal if ¢(x,) increases to ¢ (x) whenever x, increases to x for
a net {x,} of positive elements from .A. More generally, we call a linear map
® : A — B (where B is a von Neumann algebra) positive if it takes positive
elements of A to positive elements of 5 and @ is called normal if whenever x,,
increases to x for a net {x,} of positive elements from .4, one has that @ (x,)
increases to ®(x) in B. It is known that a positive linear map is normal if
and only if it is continuous with respect to the ultra-weak topology mentioned
earlier. In view of this fact, we shall say that a bounded linear map between
two von Neumann algebras is normal if it is continuous with respect to the
respective two ultra-weak topologies. Normal states, and more generally nor-
mal positive linear maps (in particular, normal *-homomorphisms) play a major
role in the study of von Neumann algebras. The following result describes the
structure of a normal state.
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Proposition 2.1.5 A state ¢ on A is normal if and only if there is a trace-class
operator p on 'H such that ¢ (x) = tr(px) forall x € A.

An abelian von Neumann algebra A is said to be maximal abelian if A’ is
also abelian. The structure of abelian von Neumann algebras is described by
the following proposition, which can be thought of as a von-Neumann algebra
analogue of Gelfand’s theorem about abelian C*-algebras.

Proposition 2.1.6 An abelian von Neumann algebra acting on a separable
Hilbert space is *-isomorphic with L*°(Q, F, u) for some measure space
(Q, F, ). Moreover, if the von Neumann algebra is maximal abelian, the
above isomorphism can be chosen to be a spatial isomorphism.

In view of this result, the theory of von Neumann algebras can be looked upon
as a noncommutative measure or probability theory. Many of the well-known
theorems, such as the Radon—Nikodym theorem, Martingale convergence the-
orem have their appropriate generalizations in the set-up of von Neumann
algebras.

A remarkable property of von Neumann algebras is the beautiful and partic-
ularly simple structure of its normal *x-homomorphisms. This plays a canonical
role in a major portion of the present work. There are three basic and natural
ways in which a normal *-homomorphism 7 of A can arise.

(1) Reduction: m(x) = PxP, where P is a projection. It can be shown that
(see Lemma 4.5.2 for a proof) P necessarily belongs to A’
(ii) Dilation: w(x) = x ® 1; for some Hilbert space k.
(iii) Unitary conjugation: w(x) = I'*xT" where I is a unitary in 5(H).

The following result asserts that every normal x-homomorphisms of A is a
composition of the above three types.

Proposition 2.1.7 Given a normal x-homomorphism = : A(C B(H)) —
B(K) for some Hilbert space K, there exists a pair (I', k) where k is a Hilbert
space and T is a partial isometry from K to H ® k such that w(x) = T'*(x ®
1x)T, and the projection T'T* commutes with x ® 1y for all x € A. Moreover,
if & is unital, T is an isometry. In case H is separable, one can choose k to be
separable as well.

Corollary 2.1.8 Any normal unital x-homomorphism = : B(H) — B(K)
(where K is a Hilbert space) is of the form w(x) = U*(x ® 1;)U, where k
is a Hilbert space (which can be chosen to be separable if H is so) such that IC
can be identified with ' H @ k and U is a unitary in H Q k.

We say that a closed, densely defined linear operator B on H, with the polar
decomposition B = V|B] is affiliated to the von Neumann algebra Aif V € A
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and f(|B]|) € A for any bounded measurable function f : R, — R. We have
the following characterization of the property of being affiliated to A:

Lemma 2.1.9 A possibly unbounded, closed, densely defined operator B act-
ing on a Hilbert space 'H is affiliated to a von Neumann algebra A if and only if
for everya’ € A" and u € D(B), we have that a’'u € D(B) and Ba’'u = a’ Bu.
Moreover, if B and C are two closed, densely defined operators affiliated to A,
such that BC is also a closed, densely defined operator, then BC is affiliated
to A.

We now discuss the concept of the enveloping von Neumann algebra and the
predual of a von Neumann algebra. Given a unital C*-algebra BB, denote the set
of all states by Q. For ¢ € Q, we denote by (Hy, 74, ) the associated GNS
triple. Let H = @geqHy (to be called the universal enveloping GNS space and
m = @peqny. We call 7 to be the universal representation of B and the weak
closure of 7 (B), that is, 7 (B)” in B(H), is known as the universal enveloping
von Neumann algebra of B. We denote it by B. Indeed, it has the following
universal property.

Proposition 2.1.10 Given any x-homomorphism p of B in some Hilbert space
K, there exists a unique normal s-homomorphism j : B — B(K) such that
por = p, where m is the universal representation mentioned before. Moreover,
the image of p(B) is the weak closure of p(B) in B(K).

For a nonunital C*-algebra, we perform the similar construction after adjoining
a unit to it and get similar universal property as described above.

For a von Neumann algebra A C B(H), there is a Banach space A, called
the predual of A, such that the Banach dual of A, coincides with .A with norm
topology, whereas the weak- topology coincides with the ultra-weak topology
of A. In fact, Sakai showed that a von Neumann algebra can be characterized
in the class of C*-algebras by this property of having predual. Let us give an
explicit description of the predual. For a real linear space we shall consider as
its dual the space of all real linear functionals on it. We denote by B (H) and
B> (H) the set of all trace-class operators and of all Hilbert—Schmidt operators
on H respectively. Let B> (H) and B}* (H) stand for the real linear spaces of
all bounded self-adjoint operators and all trace-class self-adjoint operators on
‘H respectively. For a von Neumann algebra .4 contained in B(), we denote
by A, the subset of all self-adjoint elements in A. Let Ay . be the predual of
Ap,. We define an equivalence relation ~ on B (H) by saying p; ~ p» if and
only if tr(pjx) = tr(pax) forall x € A. We denote by A~ the closed subspace
{p € Bi(H) : p ~ 0}. For p € B1(H), we denote by [p] its equivalence class
with respect to ~, and ||[p]|| = inf,~,||#||1, where ||.||; denotes trace-class
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norm. By A;- we shall denote the set of all self-adjoint elements in A+ Clearly,
Afl‘ is a closed subspace of the real Banach space B}* (H) and hence one can
consider the quotient space B} (H)/Aj. For p € B}*(H), let us denote by
[p]n the equivalence class corresponding to p in the above quotient. It is not
difficult to observe that the quotient norm of [p]y, say ||[p]x|l, coincides with
||[p]]] defined earlier. To see this, it is enough to note that whenever # ~ p and
p is self-adjoint, then #* ~ p, and thus (n+#*)/2 € [ply and ||(n+7%*) /2|1 <
[In111. This implies that [[[p]5|| < |l|[p]l| and hence they are equal. We now
describe the structure of A, and A, as follows.

Proposition 2.1.11 (i) We have the isometric isomorphism A, = Bi(H)/
AL = Qy, where Q4 denotes the space of all normal complex linear
bounded functionals on A. The canonical identification between A and
(B1(H)/ ALY * is given by, A3 x +— ¢ € (B1(H)/AL)* where o ([p]) =
tr(px). Moreover, an element [p) of B (H)/ A" is canonically associated
with ¢y, in Q 4 where ¢p,1(x) = tr(px), x € A

(ii) Furthermore, we have A , = B}™ (H)/AIJ; = Q g, where Q 4, denotes
the space of all real linear normal bounded functionals on Ay,. The iden-
tification between [pl;, and its counterpart ¢(p), (say) in Q 4, is given by,
Plp1, = tr(px), x € Ap.

Proof:
Part (i) is the exercise (0.4.6) in page 14 of [124] and the proof is omitted. We
prove (ii) as an application of (i). Let us consider y : A, — (B}*(H)/A;)*
defined by, y (x)([pln) = tr(px), p € B}*(H)/ A, x € Ap; which is clearly
well-defined, linear and one-to-one. To see the surjectivity of v, it is enough
to note that given 9 € (B}*(H)/Ajb)*, we can extend it to D e (Bi(H)/ALH*
by defining ¥ ([p]) = Y ([Re(p)ln) + i¥((Im(p)]y) and by (i), there is an
x € A such that 1A9([p]) = tr(px) forall p. Thus, I([ply) = {9([p]) =
tr(pRe(x)) + i tr(pIm(x)) for p € By*(H); and since ¥ ([p]y) is real, we
must have that 9 ([p],) = tr(pRe(x)) = y(Re(x))([p]n)- Now we observe that
for a positive p € Bi(H), @[, (as defined in the statement of (i) is a posi-
tive linear normal functional on A, and hence ||[p]x]] = lI[p]ll = o]l =
o1p1(1) = tr(p). We have |y (x)([p1n)| < [1x[1[1[p1ll, hence [y (x)]] < [Ix]].
On the other hand, for any self-adjoint x, [|x|| = sup,cp, jjuj=1{u, xu)| =
Supueh,HuH:]Itr(pu)C)I = Supueh,HuH:]|V’(x)([pu]l1)| = Supueh,||u\\:1||f//(x)|| :
Lpulnll = |lw (x)|| (wWhere (-, -} denotes the inner product in /# and p, denotes
the rank-one operator |u > < ul). Thus, ||x|| < ||w(x)|| also, proving that
xll = [y (Il

The assertion that [p], > @[], is an isometric isomorphism is a straight-
forward consequence of (i), after noting that any a € Q 4, can be extended to
o defined by a(x) = a(Re(x)) +ia(Im(x)) for x € A and it is straightforward
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to prove that ||| = [la||. In fact, §1,}, = gy, and [[[plall = [I[p]]], which
completes the proof by invoking (7). O

Let us fix some more notational convention which will be useful later on.
For Hilbert spaces H; and von Neumann algebras A; contained in B(H;)
(i = 1,2), and a linear map 7 : By*(H;) — By* (H,) i, j € (1,2)),
we shall say that 7 induces a map 7 : By (H,; )/Alh — By (H;j)/Ajrr
if T.A,f[ - A,h ; and in such a case we define T by T([p h) [Tpln.
Upto a canonical identification, T will give rise to a map from Q 4,, to Q Aj,
which we shall denote by the same notation as 7. For [p], € B (H) and
x € Ap, [pln — tr([plnx) = tr(px) is a class-map. We say [p];, to be pos-
itive if tr([p]px) > Oforall positive x € Ay. It has already been noted in
the proof of the previous proposition that for positive p, [p], is also positive,
and ||[plnll = tr(p) = ||pll1- Conversely, if [p]y is positive, then the associ-
ated functional ¢, in Q 4 is positive and hence there exists a positive pg such
that tr(px) = ¢(,)(x) = tr(pox) forall x € A; which in particular implies
[p1 = [poli- Thus, |I[p1all = ll[polall = tr(po) = tr(p). This observation will
be useful and let us summarize it in the following manner.

Lemma 2.1.12 [p]y is positive if and only if there exists a positive pg € [pln;
and in such a case, ||[pln]] = tr(p) = tr(po).

We also have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1.13 For two positive elements [pl, and [0], € B?'a'(H)/Afl‘,
Ilpln + [o1nll = llplnll + [Io Inll-

Proof:
It is immediate from the previous lemma since [p + o], = [p]n + [0 ]s, which
is clearly positive; and thus ||[p + o 14|| = tr(p + o). ]

Let us mention without proof a noncommutative analogue of the well-known
Hahn decomposition for signed measures. We refer to [125] (Theorem 4.2 (ii)
of page 140) for the proof.

Proposition 2.1.14 Given p € B} (H), it is possible to find two positive ele-
ments p1, p2 (not necessarily the positive and negative parts of p) in B}* (H)
such that

[pln = [p1ln — p2]n, Ilplnll = Ilp1lell + Ilp21n ]l

Let us conclude our preliminary discussion on von Neumann algebras with a
brief account of densely defined normal traces. We have already introduced the
concept of a semifinite, faithful, positive trace on a C*-algebra. However, for
von Neumann algebras, the natural topology is the ultra-weak topology, and
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thus we take the following definition of a normal, semifinite, faithful, positive
trace on a von Neumann algebra.

Definition 2.1.15 Let A be a von Neumann algebra and A be the set of its
positive elements. A map 7 : Ay — [0, 00] is called a normal, semifinite,
faithful, positive trace on A if:

(1) t(a+b) = t(a) + t(b), t(la) = Ar(a) and t(a*a) = t(aa™) for all
a,be A;, 1 e Ry,
(i) {a € A : t(a*a) < oo} is dense in A with respect to the ultra-weak
topologys;
(iii) 7(a*a) = 0if and only if @ = 0; and
(iv) given any nondecreasing net a,, of positive elements of A, such that a, 1 a,
we have 7(a) = sup, 7(aq).

There exists an analogue of Proposition 2.1.3 for a normal semifinite faith-
ful positive trace 7 on A, with the additional feature of 7 being normal. The
associated Hilbert space is denoted by L>(A, ) or simply L?(7). Taking anal-
ogy from classical measure theory, one denotes A by L>(A, 7) or L*°(z) for
short. In fact, this analogy can be carried much farther, leading to a beautiful
theory of noncommutative L? spaces associated with 7, denoted by L7 (A, 1)
(or simply L” (7)) for 1 < p < oo, which share many of the properties of their
classical counterparts. We, however, do not go into the details of it, and refer
the reader to [96] and [115]. We remark that in particular an exact analogue
of the classical Holder inequality is valid for such noncommutative L? spaces,
which we shall need later on.

2.1.3 Group actions on C* and von Neumann algebras

Let A be a unital C*-algebra, Aut(.A) be the group of automorphisms of .A and
G be alocally compact group such that g — a, is a strongly continuous action,
taking values in Aut(.A) (strong continuity refers to the norm-continuity of the
map G 3 g — a,(x) € A for each fixed x € A). Let u be a fixed left Haar
measure on G, and d(g) be the corresponding modular function. We define the
following multiplication e and involution * on the set C.(G, A) of compactly
supported continuous functions from G to A:

(fi o f)(g) = / Fian( A0 g)u(dh),

(f")(g) = 6(8) ag(f (g™

for f1, f2, f € C:(G, A), g € G. Given a *-representation = of A in B(H),
where H is a Hilbert space, and a strongly continuous unitary representation
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g — U, of G in 'H (where strong continuity means that for each vector { € H,
g > U< is continuous), we say that (7, U) is a covariant representation of A
(with respect to the given action a) if 7 (a4 (x)) = Uy (x)Ug," forallx € A,
g € G. For any covariant representation (z, U), we define a x-homomorphism
7 of C.(G, A) (with the x-algebraic structure defined above) to B(H) as
follows:

#(f) = / 7 (f(@)Uen(dg), f € ColG, A).

Definition 2.1.16 The crossed product A ><1,G (a may be omitted if under-
stood from the context) is defined to be the completion of C.(G, .A) with
respect to the norm given by || || := sup{||z (f)||}, where the supremum is
taken over all possible covariant representation (7, U).

Clearly, the above crossed product is a C*-algebra, with the extension of the
multiplication and involution of C.(G, .A) by continuity. One has the following
proposition.

Proposition 2.1.17 Given any x-representation p of A > <, G in B(K)
for some Hilbert space K, there is a covariant representation (z, U) of A in
the same Hilbert space such that p = 7.

Now, let us fix some faithful imbedding of .4 in B(H) for some Hilbert space
H and let H = L*(G, ) ® H. There is a canonical covariant representation
(z,U) of A in H which is defined on the dense set C.(G, H) C H by the
following:

(@ (@) (81) = a1 (@81, (Ugd)(g1) = E(87 1),

for g, g1 € G,a € A,¢ € C.(G,H). This induces a x-representation 7 of
A ><,G into B(H), and we define the image C*-algebra # (A ><1,G) to be
the reduced crossed product and denote it by A ><l, ,G. This algebra actually
does not depend on which H we choose to embed A, and it is isomorphic
with the crossed product A ><1, G (called sometimes the full crossed product)
whenever G is amenable (that is, there is a left-invariant state, called a left-
invariant mean, on L°(G)). For the details of this topic, including the results
on the duality of crossed product, the reader is referred to [28] and [105] and
the references cited in those books.

We say that the action a of G on a unital C*-algebra A is ergodic if o4 (a) =
a forall g € G implies a is a constant multiple of 1. There is a considerable
amount of literature devoted to the study of ergodic action of compact groups,
and we shall quote one interesting result which will be useful for us.
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Proposition 2.1.18 Ler G be a compact group acting ergodically on a unital
C*-algebra A. Then there is a set of elements {tl-’;- , 5
1,...,mz} of A, where G is the set of irreducible representation of G, ny is
the dimension of the representation space of the irreducible representation w,

my < np is a natural number, such that the followings hold.

reGi=1,...,n.,] =

(i) There is a unique faithful G-invariant state t© on A, which is in fact a
trace.

(ii) The linear span of{tﬁ} is norm-dense in A.

(iii) {ti’;.} is an orthonormal basis of H := L*(A, 7).

(iv) The action ag of G coincides with the irreducible representation w on
the n, -dimensional vector space H;? spanned by {ti’;., i=1,...,n:}for
each fixed j and m.

v) > ny (tl?;)*tﬁc = 0jkny 1, where 6 ji denotes the Kronecker delta sym-

.....

bol. Thus, in particular, ||tl.’;. | < ng forallz,i,j.

The proof can be obtained by combining the results of [9], [67] and [116].

Let us now move on to the von Neumann algebra case. If A C B(H) is a von
Neumann algebra, and g — U, is a strongly continuous unitary representation
in ‘H of a locally compact group G, then we can define an action a; of G on A
by ag(x) = UgxU ;, and we define the crossed product von Neumann algebra
A ><1,G to be the weak closure of the algebraic linear span of the operators
@®1),a e AandU; ® Lg, g € Gin B(H® L%*(G)) (where L, denotes
the left regular representation of G in L?(G)). In fact, this von Neumann alge-
bra is spatially isomorphic with the more conventional definition of the crossed
product, namely the weak closure of the algebraic linear span of the operators
(1®Lg),g € Ganda(a),a € A, where (a(a)é)(g) = ag’l (a)é(g), for
¢ € H® L*(G) = L*(G,H). If the group G is amenable, it can be shown
that given any normal covariant representation (z, V') (a normal covariant rep-
resentation is defined essentially in the same way as in case of C*-algebras,
only with the additional assumption of normality of 7 ) in some Hilbert space
KC, there is a normal representation 7 of the crossed product von Neumann
algebra in KC satisfying 7 (a ® 1) = w(a), 7 (Ugy ® Lg) = V.

It is interesting and important to know when A ><1, G is isomorphic with the
von Neumann subalgebra {a, U, : a € A, g € G}" of B(H). Let us mention
one general result (due to Haga, [64]), in this direction.

Proposition 2.1.19 Let us denote by = : A — A ><,G the representation
n(a) = a® 1, and let n (A) be the commutant of the image of = in B(H ®
L*(G)). Ifwe have (A ><1,G)N(x (A))' C n(A), then A ><1,G is isomorphic
with the weak closure of A and {U,, g € G} in B(H).
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Let now Ag be a unital C*-algebra equipped with an ergodic action of a com-
pact group G, and let H = L?(Ay, ), where 7 is the unique invariant faithful
trace described in Proposition 8.1.18. Denoting by A the weak closure of A
in B(H), we have the following result.

Theorem 2.1.20 Let U, be the unitary in 'H induced by the action of G, that
is, on the dense set Ay € H, U, (a) := ag(a), where a, denotes the G-action
on Ao_. Denoting also by a the extended action g — Ug.U ; on A, we have_z
that A ><1,G is isomorphic with the von Neumann algebra generated by A
and U,, g € G.

Proof:

We shall use the notation of the Proposition 8.1.18, replacing A by Ag. The
crossed product von Neumann algebra C := A ><G is by definition the von
Neumann algebra generated by {(tl.’; ®1),7,i, j; (Us®Lg), g € G}in L’(1)®
L?*(G), where L ¢ 18 the left regular representation of G in L?*(G). Let p be the
normal *-homomorphism from C onto {A, U,, g € G}’ € B(L*(z)) which
satisfies p(t,.’; ®1) = IZ;. and p (U, ® L,) = U,. We have to show that this is an
isomorphism, that is, the kernel of p is trivial. Clearly, the set of elements of the
form chijt,, rij (finitely many terms), with ¢z;; € C; gzij € G is dense
with respect to the strong-operator topology in {A, U,, g € G}'. Similarly,
the set of elements of the form >’ cz;; (tl.’; ® 1)(Ug,,;; ® Lgrij) (finitely many
terms) will be strongly dense in C. Now, let Z = {X € C : p(X) = 0}. We need
to show that 7 = {0}. Let X € Zand let X, = 3" ¢ (17 ® DU ®L goh
be a net (indexed by p) of elements from the above dense algebra such that
X, converges strongly to X. Hence we have, > |c(p) |2 = ||p(X,,)(1)||2 — 0.

wij
This implies that for any ¢ € L2(G), [|X,(1®@¢)|> = |c7(£3|2||L <p)¢||2

I |c§’3|2 — 0, which proves that X (1 ® ¢) = 0 for every X € I. But

since 7 is an ideal in C, this shows that fora € A, X (a ®¢) = X (@ ®1))(1 ®

$) =0, and by the fact that {a ® ¢ : a € A, ¢ € L>(G)}is total in H® L*(G)

we conclude that 7 = {0}. O
From this follows the immediate corollary.

Corollary 2.1.21 Suppose that G is a compact group acting transitively on
a compact Hausdorff topological space X and let yu be a G-invariant Borel
measure on X, and let H = L*(X, u), A = L®(X, ) € B(H). Let Uy, g €
G be the unitary operator on 'H induced by the G-action on X. Then A > <,G
is isomorphic with the von Neumann algebra generated by {A, Uy, g € G}.
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2.2 Completely positive maps

Let us consider two unital x-algebras A and BB and a linear map 7 : A — B.
Recall that T is said to be positive if it takes positive elements of A to positive
elements of B. It is clear that a positive map is ‘real’ in the sense that it takes
a self-adjoint element into a self-adjoint element. Given any such positive map
T, it is natural to consider T, = T ® Id : AQ® M,, - B ® M,, where M,,
denotes the algebra of n x n complex matrices. A natural question which arises
is the following:

is T,, a positive map for each n ?

The answer to this question is negative, as the following simple example illus-
trates.

Example 2.2.1 Let A be My, the algebra of 2 x 2 complex matrices, and
T : A — A be the map given by T(X) = X', where / denotes transpose. That
is, (i, j)th element of T (X) is the (j, i)th element of X. Clearly, T(X*X) =
XX > 0, where the (i, j)th element of X is the complex conjugate of (i, j)th
element of X. Hence T is positive. We claim that T is not 2-positive. Take

X = (ll 8) , X2 = ((1) (1)) Consider the element of My ® M given

X¥X X¥X
by the block matrix of the form X = ( Xixi X%X?
in My ®@ My = Ma. But by a simple computation it can be verified that T (X)
is the 4 x 4 matrix

). Clearly X is positive

2 0 —-i 0

0 0 —i O

i i 1 1]’

0 0 1 1
which is not positive since its determinant = —2 < 0.

We say that T is n-positive if Ty is positive for all k < n, but not necessarily
for k = n + 1. T is said to be completely positive (CP for short) if it is
n-positive for each n. The role of positivity in classical probability is played
by complete positivity in the quantum theory. Let us now formulate the notion
of complete positivity in a slightly different but convenient language, namely
that of positive definite kernels. For this purpose, we first need a few definitions
and facts. For a set X and a Hilbert space H, amap K : X x X — B(H) is
called a kernel. The set of all kernels is a vector space, denoted by K (X; H).

Definition 2.2.2 A kernel K in K (X; H) is said to be positive definite if for
each positive integer n and each choice of vectors u1, . .., u, in H and elements
X1,...,%, € X, one has Z:"/:l(l((x,-,xj)uj, u;) > 0.
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Definition 2.2.3 Kolmogorov decomposition

Let K € K(X;H). Let Hy be a Hilbert space and V : X — B(H, Hy) be
a map such that K(x,y) = V(x)*V(y) forall x,y € X. Then (V,Hy) is
said to be a Kolmogorov decomposition of K. It is said to be minimal if the
set {V(x)u : x € X,u € H} is total in Hy. Two Kolmogorov decompositions
(V,Hy) and (V’, Hy~) are said to be equivalent if there exists a unitary U :
Hy — Hy such that V/(x) = UV (x) forall x € X.

Let us now prove that any positive definite kernel admits a canonical minimal
Kolmogorov decomposition. Let Fp = Fo(X; H) denote the vector space of
‘H-valued functions on X having finite support and let F = F(X; H) denote
the vector space of all H-valued functions on X. We identify F with a subspace
of the algebraic dual Fj of Fy by defining for p € F the functional (p,.) on
Fy given by

(P ) =D (px), f(x))

xeX
for f € Fp; where the summation is actually over a finite set since f has
finite support. Given K € K(X;H) we define an associated operator K :
Fo(X; H) — F(X;H) by

(KHE) =D K@, »)fO).

yeX

Then it is possible to verify that K is positive if and only if (K £, f) > 0 for all
f € Fo(X;H).

Lemma 2.2.4 Let V be a vector space, V' be its algebraic dual, with the pair-
ing V' x V.— Cwrittenas v’,v + (v',v). Let A : V — V' be a linear map
such that (Av,v) > 0 forallv € V. Then there exists a well defined inner
product on the image space AV given by, (Av1, Avy) = (Avy, 02).

Proof:
The sesquilinear form v1, v2 + a(v1,v2) = (Avy, v2) is nonnegative, so that
by Schwarz’s inequality one obtains

[{Av1, 02)] < (Av1, 01) (A0, 2).

It follows that the set V4 = {v € V : (Av,v) = 0} coincides with Ker A
and the natural projection 7 : V — V/Ker A carries the form a(-, -) into
an inner product (., .)4 on V/Ker A given by, (7 (v1), w (v2))a = a(v1, v2).
The vector space isomorphism A’ : V/Ker A — AV given by A'n = A
carries the inner product (., .)4 into an inner product (.,.) on AV given by,
(Avy, Ava) = (A'm (v1), A'm (v2)) = (7 (v1), T (2)) 4 = (Av1, v2). O

We now prove the existence and uniqueness for a minimal Kolmogorov
decomposition in a few steps.
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Theorem 2.2.5 Given a positive definite kernel K € K (X; H), there exists a
unique Hilbert space R(K) of H-valued functions on X such that:

(i) R(K) is the closed linear span of {K (-, x)u; x € X, u € H};
(ii) (f(x),u) =(f, K(,x)u) forall f € R(K),x € X andu € H.

Proof:

Since K is positive definite, the associated operator K satisfies the hypothesis
of Lemma 2.2.4, so that we obtain an inner product (.,.) on K Fy and let us
denote by K Fy the completion of K Fy with respect to the norm inherited from

this inner product, and identify K Fy with a dense subset of K Fy. For each
x € X and u € H, define the function u, in Fy by setting u,(y) = u if
y = x and 0 otherwise. Clearly, (Ku,)(y) = K (y, x)u. Define K, on H by
setting Kyu = Ku, forall x € X, u € H. Then |[Kyul| < ||K(x,x)||%.||u||;
and hence K is a bounded linear map. A straightforward calculation shows

that on K Fy we have K} f = f(x). The mapping from K Fy into the space
of all H-valued functions on X which sends f into the function x +— K f
is linear, injective and compatible with the identification of K Fy with a dense

subset of K F. Thus we regard K Fy as a Hilbert space R(K) consisting of
‘H-valued functions on X. We have already proved that R(K) satisfies (i) and
(ii). Uniqueness of R(K) is proved by standard arguments. a

Definition 2.2.6 R(K) in the above theorem is called the reproducing kernel
Hilbert space for K.

Now we can prove the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2.7 A kernel K is positive definite if and only if it admits a minimal
Kolmogorov decomposition. Moreover, any two minimal Kolmogorov decom-
positions for the same kernel are equivalent.

Proof:
The ‘if part’ of the first statement is trivial; for the ‘only if’ part we take
Hy = R(K) and V(x) = K, : H — R(K) as in the proof of Lemma
2.2.4, noting that (V, Hy) is minimal by (i) of that result. To prove the second
part of the present theorem, let us assume that (V1, Hy,) and (V2, Hy, ) are two
minimal Kolmogorov decompositions for the same kernel K. Define a unitary
U : Hy, — Hy, by setting U(Vi(x)u) = Va(x)u and extend it by linearity
and density to the whole of Hy, . It is clear that U is well defined and unitary.
O
Let us now come back to complete positivity and deduce the fundamental
theorem of Stinespring. Let us fix a Hilbert space H and a unital x-subalgebra
A of B(H).
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Theorem 2.2.8 Let T be a linear map from A into B(H). Define an associated
kernel K7 : Ax A — B(H) given by, Kr(x,y) = T(x*y) forx,y € A. Then
T is completely positive (CP) if and only if Kt is positive definite.

Proof:

Foruy,...,u, € hand x1,...,x, € A, Zi’j(KT(x,-,xj)uj,ui) = (T, (X)
i, i), where X denotes the element in 4 ® M, = M, (A) given by the
A-valued n x n matrix ((x/x;)), T,, denotes the map T ® I 4, and i denotes
the vectoru; @ur ®--- Du, inh @ - - - @ h. Since by our choice X > 0 as an
element of A ® M,, it is clear that positivity of 7}, for each n is equivalent to
the positive definiteness of Kr. O

Theorem 2.2.9 (Stinespring’s theorem)

A linear map T : A — B(H) is CP if and only if there is a triple (IC, m, V)
consisting of a Hilbert space IC, a unital x-homomorphism . : A — B(K) and
V e B(H, K) suchthat T (x) = V*r (x)V forallx € A, and {x (x)Vu : u€h,
x € A} is total in K. Such a triple, to be called the ‘Stinespring triple’ asso-
ciated with T, is unique in the sense that if (K, n’, V') is another such triple,
then there is a unitary operator T : K — K’ such that n’(x) = T'n (x)I'* and
V' = I'V. Furthermore, if A is a von Neumann algebra and T is normal, ©
can be chosen to be normal.

Proof:

Let (4, K) be the minimal Kolmogorov decomposition for the kernel K
defined in the statement of Theorem 2.2.8. For x € A, define a map 7 (x)
on the linear span of vectors A(y)u by setting 7 (x)(A(y)u) = A(xy)u, and by
extending linearly. The complete positivity of T enables us to verify that indeed
7 (x) is well defined and one has

2

2
< llxIl

2

> ixiui

i=1

7 (x) (Z A(x»u,-)

i=1

for any finite collection x1, .. ., x,, of elements of A and u1, . .., u, in H. Thus,
7 (x) extends as a bounded linear map on the whole of C and it is also clear that
7 : A — B(K) is a x-homomorphism. To complete the proof of the existence
part, we choose V = A(1) and note that T'(x) = A(1)*A(x) = V*z(x)V. The
proof of uniqueness is straightforward and omitted.

In case A is a von Neumann algebra and 7T is normal, let us prove the nor-
mality of 7. Let O < x, 1 x where x, is a net of elements in . A and x € A. Note
that normality of 7" implies its ultra-weak continuity, which coincides with the
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weak continuity on norm-bounded convex sets. Thus, for y,z € A, u,v € H,
we have

(T (x)(A(Y)u), A(2)v) = (u, T (y*x42)0)

= (u, T(y*xz)v) = (7 (x)(2(y)u), A(2)v).

Here, we have used the fact that x, is a bounded net and hence so is the net
Y*xqz. Thus, for any vector ¢ which is a finite linear combination of vectors
of the form A(y)u, y € A, u € H, we have that (z (x,)¢, &) converges to
(m(x)¢, &Y. Since the net 7 (x,) is norm-bounded, this holds for all ¢ in K.
Hence 7 is normal. O

Corollary 2.2.10 Given any normal CP map T : B(H) — B(H), with H
separable, there exist elements R,,n = 1,2, ... of B(H) such that T has the
form

T(x) =D RixRy,
n
where the sum converges strongly.

Proof:

The proof is a simple application of the Theorem 2.2.9 combined with the result
about the structure of normal x-homomorphism of B(H), which implies that
the Hilbert space K obtained by the Theorem 2.2.9 is of the form K = H ® k
for some separable k, and 7 in that theorem can be taken to be 7 (x) = U*(x ®
1)U, where U is a unitary. We choose R = UV, where V is as in Theorem
2.2.9, and also choose orthonormal bases { f;}, {e,} of H and k respectively.
By defining R, to be the unique bounded operator satisfying (1, R,0) = ((u ®
ey), Rv), (u,v € H), we have for x € B(H),

(u, T (x)v)
= <Ru9 ()C ® l)Rl)>
= Z(Ru, fi ®en)(fi Ren, (x @ 1)Rv)

= D (Rutt, fi){(fi, XxRyv)

in
= Z(Rnu,anv).
n

Thus, >, RixR, converges weakly. To show strong convergence as claimed,
let us first note that >, R;R, is weakly convergent to the bounded operator
R*R. Clearly, forany n > m > 1, >°}_, RfRi < R*R, hence || >, R} Rl
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< ||[R*R| = ||R||*>. Now, we observe that by Cauchy—Schwarz inequality

HOCDh
< (Z ||Rk”||2)2 (; ||kav||2)2

= (Z(u, R:Rku)) (Z(v, R,’;x*kav))

m m
n 5
< llullIR]| (Z(v, R;:x*kav)) .
m
Taking supremum over u with [lu] = 1, we get

1
n 2
< IIR| (Zw,sz*me) ,

m

n
‘ (Z R;:ka) )
k=m

which goes to 0 as m, n — oo, since D>, Rx*x Ry is weakly convergent.

O
Let us prove here a version of Cauchy—Schwarz inequality for CP maps.

Corollary 2.2.11 Let T : A — B(H) be a CP map as in the Theorem 2.2.9.
Then we have the following operator inequality:

T(@)*T(a) < |T()|IT (a*a) for alla € A.

Proof:
Let (IC, &, V) be the triple obtained by the Theorem 2.2.9. Since T (1) = V*V,
it is clear that |7(1)|| = ||V||?> = ||V V*|.. Now, for a € A, we have

T(a)*T (a)
= V*z(a)* VV*n(a)V
< IVVHIViz(@)*z (a)V
= TV z(a*a)V
= [IT(HIIT (@*a).
O
We now prove a result (see also [45]) which shows that the distinction

between positivity and complete positivity appears only for noncommutative
algebras.
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Theorem 2.2.12 If A is a commutative C*-algebra and BB is any C*-algebra,
then any positive map from A to B is automatically CP. Similar statement holds
for any positive map from B to A.

Proof:
Without loss of generality we assume that .4 and B are unital, and thus A is
of the form C(X) for some compact Hausdorff space X. We also assume that
B € B(H) for some Hilbert space H. Let T be a positive map from A to B.
Since for any fixed u, v € H, the map C(X) € f — u,T(f)v) € Cisa
continuous linear functional, by the well-known Riesz’ representation theorem
there is a regular Borel signed measure s (4,,) on X such that (u, T(f)v) =
[ fdu(u,v). Clearly, the positivity of T implies that 4y, is nonnegative mea-
sure for any u, and furthermore, for any uy, ..., u, € H and any measurable
subset A of X, the n x n matrix ((&(u,,u;)(A)))ij s positive definite, which
in particular implies that |z (; ;) (A)] < u(A) := D0 _1 #(upu)(A). Thus,
each g(y; ;) is absolutely continuous with respect to x, and if g;; denotes
the associated Radon-Nikodym derivative d u u;,u;)/d pt, then the positive def-
initeness of ((£(u;,u;)(A)))ij for each measurable A implies that g;; can be
chosen so that ((g;;(-)))ij is p-a.e. positive definite. Now, let f;; be elements
of C(X) such that ((fi;(x)))ij=1,..,» is positive definite for all x. Since the
Schur product of two positive definite matrices with complex entries is again
positive definite, we have that ((f;;(-)gi;(-))) is u-a.e. positive definite, hence
the positive definiteness of (((u;, T (fij)u;))) = (([ fijgijdu)) follows. This
is enough to prove the complete positivity of 7.

Now, let § : B — C(X) be a positive map. We want to show that S is CP.
For each x € X, the map T, : B — C defined by T, (b) = T (b)(x) is clearly
a positive linear functional. So, by the GNS Theorem there is a Hilbert space
Hy, a vector &, € H, and a x-homomorphism 7, : B — B(H,) such that
T, (b) = (&, mx (b)Ey) for all b € B. From this it follows that T, is CP for each
x. Hence for A = ((a;)) € M,(C) ® B, ((T (a;j)(x))) is positive definite for
each x, which means that ((7 (a;;))) is a positive element of M, (C) ® C(X)
C(X, M,,(C)). This completes the proof.

oo

2.3 Semigroups of linear maps on locally convex spaces

2.3.1 Some general theory

In this brief subsection, we mention a few standard and useful results from
the theory of one-parameter semigroups of continuous linear maps acting on
a locally convex topological vector space. For a more elaborate account and
proofs, the reader may be referred to [130] and other references cited in
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appropriate places. Let X be a locally convex, sequentially complete, linear
topological space and (7;);>0 be a one-parameter family of continuous linear
operators from X to itself satisfying T, Ty = T;45, Top = I, and lim;_,,, T;x =
Ty,x for all x € X and #p > 0. Such a family is called a one-parameter semi-
group of class Cy (or strongly continuous) of operators on X. The family 7; is
called equi-continuous if given any continuous seminorm p on X, there exists
a continuous seminorm ¢ on X such that p(T;x) < ¢(x) for all ¥ > 0 and
x € X.If X is Banach space and ¢ + T; is continuous in map-norm, that is,
lim; ¢, |T; — Ty, | = O, then we say that 7; is uniformly continuous or norm-
continuous. It can be proved that 7; is uniformly continuous if and only if there
exists L € B(X) such that T, = ¢'* for all ¢. Given an equi-continuous semi-
group of class Cp on X, we define a linear operator A on X, called the genera-
tor of Ty, with the domain Dom(A) = {x € X : lim;_, ¢4 (T;x — x)/t exists},
given by Ax = lim;_, ¢4+ (T;x — x)/t for x € Dom(A). It is a remarkable fact
that Dom(A) is dense and A is closed. Furthermore, for any x € Dom(A), T;x
also belongs to Dom(A) for all + > 0 and AT;x = T; Ax. The following theo-
rem due to Hille and Yosida characterizes generators of equi-continuous semi-
groups of class Cj.

Theorem 2.3.1 A closed linear operator A on X with dense domain is the
generator of an equi-continuous semigroup of class Cy if and only if for every
positive integer n, (nl — A)~! exists as a bounded operator and the family of
operators {(I — n_lA)_m}nzl,z’_”; m=0.1,2,... IS equi-continuous.

Specializing to Banach spaces, the above equi-continuity translates into the
existence of a positive constant C satisfying ||(I —n~'A) ™| < C for all n, m;
and furthermore that A is the generator of a contraction semigroup (that is, each
T; is a contraction) if and only if |(/ —n~'A)~!| < 1foralln =1,2,....

We now mention a useful characterization of the domain of the generator of
a contraction semigroup acting on the dual of a Banach space.

Proposition 2.3.2 Let X be a Banach space and (T;);>0 be a Co-semigroup of
contractions on the dual space X* of X, and assume furthermore that each T;
is weak-x continuous. Then the domain of the generator, say L, of (T):>0 (with
respect to the norm-topology of X*) is given by

Dom(L) = {p € X* : liminf, o1~ T,(p) — p)|l < oo}.

Convergence of semigroups is an important problem in the theory of semi-
groups and in this context, we state the following result.

Proposition 2.3.3 Let X be a locally convex, sequentially complete, complex
linear space and for each n = 1,2,... let (T,(")),Zo be an equi-continuous
semigroup of class Co with generator A,. Assume furthermore the following.
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(i) For any continuous seminorm p on X, there exists a continuous seminorm
q on X such that p(Tt(")x) <gx)forallt >0,n=1,2,...and x € X.

(ii) For some Ao with Re(Lo) > 0, there exists an invertible operator J :
X — X such that the range of J is dense in X and J(x) = limy— o0(40 —
A) "N (x) x € X. Then (g — J V) is the generator of an equi-continuous
semigroup (Tt)i>0 of class Co satisfying T;(x) = lim,_ o0 T,(n)(x)x €
X and the above convergence is uniform over compact subintervals of
[0, 00).

In case X is a Banach space and T,(n) , T; are contraction semigroups, it is not
difficult to see that the following are equivalent.

(a) T,(") (x) converges (uniformly on compacts) to T (x).

®) A —A4,)""(x) > (A — A~ (x) forall x as n — oo for some A with
Re(1) > 0, where A, and A denote the generators of T,(n) and Ty, respec-
tively.

(¢) (A —A)""(x) = (A — A)~!(x) forall x as n — oo uniformly in A over
compact subsets of the right half plane {4 : Re(1) > 0}.

We shall note here the following useful results due to Chernoff.

Proposition 2.3.4 Let X be a Banach space, D be a dense subspace of X,
and Cp,n = 1,2, ..., C be generators of Co-contraction semigroups T,("), T;
(respectively) on X such that D is contained in the domain of C,, for each n
and also of C. Furthermore, we assume that the closure of the restriction of C
on D coincides with C, and C,u — Cu for all u € D. Then Tt(”) — Ty in the
strong topology, uniformly on compact subsets of [0, 00).

Proposition 2.3.5 Let X be a Banach space and F : [0,00) — B(X) be
a strongly continuous map such that F(t) is a contraction for every t > 0
and F(0) = I. Suppose also that the closure of the strong derivative F’(0)
generates a Co-contraction semigroup T;. Then F(ﬁ)” — T; in the strong
topology, uniformly on compact subsets of [0, 00) as n — oo.

For the proof of the above propositions we refer the reader to [27].

For a locally convex, sequentially complete, linear topological space X, let
us denote by X* its dual, viewed naturally as a locally convex space. Given an
equi-continuous semigroup 7; of class Cy on X, it is natural to consider the
dual semigroup 7, on X*. T;* will be equi-continuous but not in general of
class Cop. It is of class Co when X* is also sequentially complete.
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2.3.2 Some results on perturbation of semigroups

In this subsection we state without proofs some important and well-known
results from the theory of perturbation of semigroups. We refer the reader for
more details to the book by Kato [77]. We let X be a Banach space throughout
the discussion that follows.

Definition 2.3.6 Given two (possibly unbounded) linear operators 7', A on X,
we say that A is T-bounded (or, relatively bounded with respect to T') if
Dom(7) € Dom(A) and there are nonnegative constants a, b such that || Au|| <
allu|| +b||Tu| for all u € Dom(T). The infimum over all choices of b as above
is defined to be the relative bound of A with respectto T.

Proposition 2.3.7 If H is a Hilbert space, T is a self-adjoint operator on 'H
and A is a symmetric operator which is T-bounded with the relative bound
strictly less than 1, then T + A is also self-adjoint.

Now, let us recall some notations from [77]. For positive constants M, 5, we
shall denote by G(M, f) the set of all linear operators A on X such that A
generates a Co-semigroup T, satisfying [|7;|| < MeP! for all r. For f real
and w > 0, we shall denote by H(w, ) the set of all densely defined closed
linear operators A on X with the property that for every ¢ > 0, there exists
a positive constant M, such that for all complex number & with Re(¢) > 0
and |arg($)] < 5 + o — €, the operator (A — f — ¢) has a bounded inverse
and |(A — B — &)Y < M./|&|. The semigroups generated by elements of
H(w, p) for some w, f are called holomorphic semigroups. With this notation
and terminology, we have the following results.

Proposition 2.3.8 Let A, B € G(1,0) and B is A-bounded with the relative
bound less than % Then A + B € G(1,0). Furthermore, in case X is a Hilbert
space, the same result holds under the weaker condition that the relative bound
is less than 1.

Proposition 2.3.9 Let A, B € G(1, 0) and Dom(A) N Dom(B) be dense in X.
Suppose furthermore that A + B is closable and for sufficiently large real &,
A + B — & has a dense range. Then the closure of A + B is in G(1, 0).

Proposition 2.3.10 Given A € H(w, B) and € > 0, there are positive con-
stants y , 0 such that whenever B is A-bounded and ||Bu|| < a|lull + b|| Au||
for allu € Dom(A), witha < d,b < J, then we have A+ B € H(w — €, 7).
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2.4 Fock spaces and Weyl operators

In this brief section, we recall some well-known facts about Fock spaces. For a
Hilbert space H and positive integer n, let H,, = H®" denote the n-fold tensor
product of H, and Hy denote the one-dimensional Hilbert space C. The free
Fock space '/ (H) is defined as

I/ (H) = @2 o Ha.

The distinguished vector Q = 14 0@ 06 ... is called the vacuum. For two
Hilbert spaces H, K and a contraction T : 'H — K, we denote by T, the
n-fold tensor product of 7' and set Ty = I. Let us define I'/(T) = D2 0Tn -
'Y (H) — T/(K). Then, it is possible to verify the following.

Lemma 2.4.1 T'/ isafunctor on the category whose objects are Hilbert spaces
and morphisms are contractions, that is, U7 (ST) = T/ (S)T'/(T), T/ (I)=1.
Furthermore, T/ (0) is the projection on the Fock vacuum vector and T/ (T*) =
(1 (T))",

The proof of the lemma is straightforward and hence omitted.

Let us now discuss symmetric and antisymmetric Fock spaces. Let H}, and
‘H; denote respectively the symmetric and antisymmetric n-fold tensor prod-
ucts of H for any positive integer n, and Hy = H{ = Ho. Then the symmet-
ric (or Boson) and antisymmetric (or Fermion) Fock spaces over H, denoted
respectively by I'* (H) and I'“(H), are defined as

Y (H) = ®,2oH,,»

I“(H) = &,y Hy,-
We shall be mostly concerned with the symmetric Fock spaces in the present
work, and hence for simplicity of notation, we shall use the notation I"(H) for

the symmetric Fock space. Let us mention the basic factorization property of
I'(H).

Theorem 21.4.2 Consider the map H > u +— e(u) € T'(H) given by e(u) =
69,3::0 ()" 2u®", where u®" is the n-fold tensor product of u for positive n and
u® = 1. Then the map e(.) is the minimal Kolmogorov decomposition for the
positive definite kernel HxH + C given by u, v + exp({u, v)). Furthermore,
{e(u) : u € H} is a linearly independent total set of vectors in T'(H).

Proof:
That e(.) is a Kolmogorov decomposition for the above-mentioned kernel is
verified by the relation (e(u), e(v)) = exp({u, v)). Furthermore, the relation

n

dt"

1 7
e(tu)l—o = (n) " 2u®"
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shows that for every u € H, u®" belongs to the closed linear span of e(u).
Since the vectors of the form u®" where n varies over {0, 1,2, ...} are total
in I'(H), the assertion about minimality follows. To prove the linear indepen-
dence, suppose that uy, us, ..., u, are distinct vectors in ‘H and z1,..., 2,
are complex numbers such that 27:1 zje(u;) = 0. Then we have, for all
t € R, Z;'.:lzj exp(t{uj,v)) = 0 for all v € H. Since uy, us,...,u, are
distinct, there exists v € H such that the scalars (u, v) are distinct and hence
the functions {e’*/>*)} are linearly independent, which implies that z i =0
for all j. o

Corollary 2.4.3 For any dense subset S of H, the set {e(u) : u € S} is total in
I'(H).

The proof is straightforward and we refer the reader to [100] (Corollary 19.5,
page 127).

Corollary 2.4.4 There is a natural identification of T'(H & K) with T(H) ®
I'(K) under which e(u ® v) — e(u) ® e(v).

Proof:
The proof is a straightforward consequence of the minimality of the Kolmo-
gorov decomposition mentioned in the Theorem 2.4.2. O

Let us conclude this section by mentioning the second quantization and Weyl
operators. For a contraction C on H, we define the second quantization I'(C)
on I'(H) by

I'(C)e(u) = e(Cu).

We observe the following.

Lemma 2.4.5 T'(C) admits an extension to I (H) and the extension, denoted
also by T'(C), is a contraction. Moreover, if C is isometry (respectively uni-
tary), then so is T'(C).

Proof:
Fora; € C, vectorsu; e H(i =1, ---,n), we have

r(C) (2 ai e(ul-))

i=1

2

n
= Z a;oj exp((ui, C*Cuj))
ij=l

o0 1 n
> — > diaj (ui, C*Cuj)"
m=0

T, j=1
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m!
m=0 i,j=1
1
= > — im, (C*O)F i),
m=0

where we have denoted the m-fold tensor product of a vector or an operator by
the symbol ®™ (with 0® .= 1e C, (C*C)@’O := I), and by i, the vector
> ai u . Since (C*C )® is a positive contraction for every m, we have

1 m
Z — (U, (C*C)® Upm)

m'
m=0
© o
=< z - (U W)
m.:
m=0
00
= — Zaa](u,,u]
m=0 i,j=1
= Z aioj exp((ui, uj))
i,j=1

2
> aieu)

ij=1

This completes the proof that I'(C) extends to a contraction, since the linear
span of exponential vectors is a dense subset of I'(H). It is straightforward to
see that I'(C) is an isometry (respectively unitary) whenever C is so. |

For u € "H and unitary operator U in H, we define the Weyl operators
W (u, U) by setting

W(u, U)e(v) = exp (—%Hu”2 —(u, UU)) e(u + Uv).

It is known that the von Neumann algebra generated by the family {W (u, I) :
u € S} is the whole of B(I'(H)) whenever S is a dense subspace of H. One
can also verify the following properties of the Weyl operators:

(i) the correspondence (u, U) — W (u, U) is strongly continuous; and
(ii) they satisfy the Weyl commutation rule:
Wy, UNW(uz, Uz) = exp(—i Im{uy, Uruz)) W (u1 + Uruz, Ui U2).

We refer the reader to [100] for a further detailed description of Fock spaces
and related topics with applications to quantum probability.
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Quantum dynamical semigroups

Let us now restrict ourselves to the case when the general locally convex space
X is replaced by a C* or a von Neumann algebra .4, and study the implications
of the complete positivity of a semigroup 7; acting on it.

Definition 3.0.1 A quantum dynamical semigroup (Q.D.S) on a C*-algebra A
is a contractive semigroup 7; of class Cp such that each 7; is a completely
positive map from A to itself. T; is said to be conservative if T;(1) = 1 for all
t>0.

3.1 Generators of uniformly continuous quantum dynamical semigroups:
the theorems of Lindblad and Christensen—-Evans

For a uniformly continuous semigroup on a von Neumann algebra A C B(h),
we have the following result.

Lemma 3.1.1 Let T; = ¢'£ be a uniformly continuous contractive semigroup
acting on A with L as the generator. Then Ty is normal for each t if and only if
L is ultra-strongly (and hence ultra-weakly) continuous on any norm-bounded
subset of A.

Proof:

Let us first note that £ is norm-bounded. If £ is ultra-strongly continuous on
bounded sets, then clearly 'L is ultra-strongly continuous on bounded sets for
each ¢, and hence normal. For the converse, first note that for any # > 0 and
x € A, we have

(T2 (x) — x)l 5/0 ITs (LGN Nds < [LIHx 2.
33
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Hence it is not difficult to see that

H“")_ T,(x) - x

H} /0 L) — T, (L))

IA

1 t
—/ ILINL(x)]sds
tJo

t
LIx]=.
LIS

IA

Now suppose that x,, is a net of elements in A such that x, strongly converges
to x € A and there exists positive constant M such that ||x,| < M forall a.
Fix u € h and € > 0. Choose 7y small enough so that ||L|>M|ullty < €.
Clearly,

1£(xg — x)ull
HTto(x(x —x) — (xg _X)]u

1
< e+
-2 to

which proves that £(x, — x)u — 0 since T; is strongly continuous on bounded

sets. This completes the proof, since on bounded sets ultra-strong and strong

topologies coincide. |
In view of the above result, we shall make the following definition.

Definition 3.1.2 We define a quantum dynamical semigroup (Q.D.S.) on a von
Neumann algebra to be a semigroup 7; of completely positive, contractive
maps on the von Neumann algebra such that 7; is normal for each ¢. In case
when T; is uniformly continuous, its norm-bounded generator is ultra-strongly
(hence ultra-weakly) continuous on bounded sets.

It is to be noted that although each 7; acts on an algebra, the domain of the
generator need not be an algebra, nor it may contain any *-subalgebra which
is sufficiently large in any reasonable sense. This is a fundamental difficulty in
translating the complete positivity of the semigroup into some property of its
generator. However, when 7; is uniformly continuous, its generator is defined
as a bounded map on the whole of A, facilitating the analysis of complete pos-
itivity. Thus, for the sake of convenience, we assume for the rest of the present
subsection that 7; is uniformly continuous. To understand the implication of
complete positivity, let us first note some definitions and results.

Definition 3.1.3 Let A and B be two C*-algebras such that the former is a
subalgebra of the latter, and £ : A — B be a bounded linear map with the
property that £ is real, that is, £L(x*) = L(x)* for all x € A. We call L
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conditionally completely positive (CCP) if

n
> bfL(afaj)b; =0
i,j=1

forallay,...,a,in Aand by, ..., b, in B satisfying Z?,j:l a;b; = 0.

We first give a few characterizations of conditional complete positivity in the
language of positive definite kernels. We state the result without proof, which
can be found in [45] (page 70-71, Lemma 14.5).

Lemma 3.1.4 The following are equivalent.

(i) Foreacha € A, the kernel A x A > (b,c) — Ku(b,c) = L(b*a*ac) +
b*L(a*a)c — L(b*a*a)c — b*L(a*ac) is positive definite.
(ii) The kernel (A x A) x (A x A) > (b1, by), (c1,¢2) —> E(bi‘b;czcl) +
by L(b3ca)cr — L(byb3ca)cr — bTL(b5cacy) is positive definite.
(iii) L is CCP.

Lemma 3.1.5 Let £ be a bounded linear real map from a unital C*-algebra
A to itself such that 'L is a contraction for eacht > 0. Then the following are
equivalent:

(i) e'Lis positive for all positive t.
(ii) (A — L)~V is positive for all sufficiently large positive .
(iii) Fory,a € A with the property that ya = 0, one has a*L(y*y)a > 0.

Proof-

(i) = (iii):

If y, a satisfies the hypothesis of (iii), we have that (a*e'C(y*y)a —a*y*ya)/t
= (a*e'C(y*y)a)/t > 0 for all positive ¢, and hence taking limit as t — 0+,
we obtain a*L(y*y)a > 0.

(iii) = (ii):

Let A be greater than || £|. Then (A — £)~! exists, or equivalently, Ran(1 —
L) = A. Thus there exists an x in A such that (1 — £)(x) > 0. Since L is
real, one has Im((4 — £)(x)) = (A — £)(Im(x)), and positivity of (1 — L£)(x)
implies in particular that Im((4 — £)(x)) = 0. Hence we have (1 — £)(x) =
(4 — £)(Re(x)), and thus we may assume without loss of generality that x is
self-adjoint. We want to show that x is positive. Let x = x™ —x~, with x* and
x~ positive and xTx~ = 0. Then, by (iii), we have x~L(xT)x~ > 0, so that
0<x[x—2A""LW)x™ ==Y =2 LacDHx + 2 x L )x.
Thus 0 < (x7) < A~'x~L(x7)x~, and hence |x~|° < A~ YIL|Ix~ |3,
which implies ||x~|| = 0, since || L] < /.
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@) = (i):

This follows from the identity '~ = lim,,_, o (1 — %,C) -, O
As a simple application of the above lemma, we obtain the following useful

result.

Theorem 3.1.6 A bounded linear adjoint-preserving map L from a unital C*-
algebra A to itself is CCP if and only ife’ﬁ is CP for all positive t.

Proof:

It is enough to observe that £ is CCP ifand only if (L ® I) : A Q® M, —

A ® M, satisfies the hypothesis of (iii) in Lemma 3.1.5 with A replaced by

AR M,. O
We shall now prove a structure theorem for normal CCP maps acting on a

von Neumann algebra. For this, we first quote a result without proof (see [24]

for a proof.).

Proposition 3.1.7 Let A be a von Neumann subalgebra of B(h) for some
Hilbert space h and W : A — B(h) be a derivation, that is, W(ab) =
W (a)b + aW (b). Then there exists an operator T € B(h) such that W (a) =
Ta—aT foralla € A.

As an application of this result, the canonical structure theorem for normal CCP
maps is established.

Theorem 3.1.8 (Christensen—-Evans)

Let (T});=0 be a uniformly continuous quantum dynamical semigroup (Q.D.S.)
on a unital von Neumann algebra A C B(h) with L as its ultra-weakly contin-
uous generator. Then there is a quintuple (p, IKC, a, H, R) where p is a uni-
tal normal x-representation of A in a Hilbert space K and a p-derivation
a : A — B(K) (that is, a(xy) = a(x)y + p(x)a(y) ) such that the set
D={ax)u: x € A,u € h}istotal in K, H is a self-adjoint element of A,
and R € B(h, K) such that a(x) = Rx — p(x)R, and L(x) = R*p(x)R —
%(R*R —L()x — %x(R*R —L())+i[H, x] forall x € A. Furthermore, L
satisfies the following algebraic identity, called the cocycle property (or cocy-
cle relation) with a. as coboundary.

L(x*y) — L™y —x*L(y) + x*L(D)y = a(x)*a(y).

Moreover, R can be chosen from the ultra-weak closure of sp{a(x)y : x, y € A}
and hence in particular R*p (x)R € A.

Proof:
We briefly sketch only the main ideas behind the proof and refer the reader
to [45] and [24] for details.
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Consider the trilinear map D on A x A x A defined by, D(x,y,z) =
L(xyz)+xL(y)z—L(xy)z—xL(yz). It can be verified that the kernel (a1, as),
(b1, b2) — D(aj, a;bs, by) is positive definite. By Theorem 2.2.7, we obtain
a Hilbert space K and 1 : A x A — B(h, K) such that (4, K) is the minimal
Kolmogorov decomposition for the above kernel. As in the proof of Theorem
2.2.9, it is possible to verify that p : A — B(K) defined by p (x)(A(a, b)u) =
Ala, xb)u extends to a normal x-homomorphism of .A. The proof of normality
is similar to that of the representation 7 in Theorem 2.2.9, using the ultra-weak
continuity of £ on norm-bounded sets. Denote by a (x) the operator 1(x, 1) €
B(h, K). Then, it can be verified that 1(x*, y*)*[a (ab) — p(a)a (b)) —a(a)b] =
D(x,y,ab) — D(x, ya,b) — D(x,y,a)b = 0. By minimality of (4, ) we
conclude that a(ab) = p(a)a(b) + a(a)b, that is, a is a p-derivation. Now, to

obtain R, consider the faithful normal representation z: A — B(h & K) given

by, 7 (a) = (g p?a))' Let W : z(A) — B(h & K) given by, W(x (a)) =

(a?a) 8) . Then W(z (a)x (b)) = W(xn(a))x(b) + n(a)W (x (b)). By the

Proposition 3.1.7, there exists T € B(h & K) such that W(z (a)) = Tz (a) —

. P Q
T. Writing T =
7 (a) riting RS

of B(h & K), we obtain a(a) = Ra — p(a)R. Consider the map ¥ (x) =
L(x) — R*p(x)R. A simple algebraic calculation will show that x — ¥ (x) —
%(‘P(l)x 4+ x¥ (1)) is a derivation, and hence by the Proposition 3.1.7 and also
using the fact that ¥ is adjoint-preserving, we obtain a self-adjoint H in B(h)
such that ¥ (x) — %(‘I’(l)x 4+ xW¥ (1)) = i[H, x]. The proof that R can be cho-
sen from the ultra-weak closure of Sp{a(x)y : x, y € A} and H can be chosen
from A is omitted; referring the reader to the original paper by Christensen and
Evans [24].

To complete the proof, we need to verify that R*p(x)R € A. Since R
belongs to the ultra-weak closure of right A-linear span of elements of the
form a(a) (a € A) and A is closed under the ultra-weak topology, it suffices
to show that a(a)*p(b)a(c) € A fora, b, c € A. To this end, we observe that
due to the cocycle property of £, a(x)*a(y) € A whenever x, y € A. Thus,

a(@)*p(b)a(c) = a(a)*(a(bc) — a(b)c)
= a(a)*a(bc) —a(a)*a(b)c € A.

with respect to the canonical decomposition

O
Theorem 3.1.9 The generator L of a uniformly continuous Q.D.S. on the von
Neumann algebra B(h) (where h is separable) can be written as

o0
L(x) = Z R'xR, + Gx + xG*,
n=1
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for x € B(h); where R,(n = 1,2,...) and G are elements of B(h), such that
—Re(G) is a nonnegative operator, and the sum on the right-hand side above
converges strongly.

Proof:

By Theorem 3.1.8 we obtain a Hilbert space C, a normal unital representation
p:B(h) — B(K) and elements V € B(h, K), H € B%*(h) such that L(x) =
V¥p(x)V — %V*Vx — %x V*V +i[H, x]. Furthermore, by the Corollary 2.1.8
it follows that there exists a separable Hilbert space ko and a unitary operator
U € B(h®ko) such that £ = h®kgand p(x) = U*(x®1)U. Wetake R = UV
and G = —%R*R + i H. Fixing any orthonormal basis {e,} of kg, we define
R, as the unique bounded operator on £ satisfying (u, R,v) = (u ® e, (Rv)),
and the rest of the proof will be similar to the proof of the Corollary 2.2.10 of
Chapter 2. O

Remark 3.1.10 The above theorem also applies to the generator of a uni-
Sformly continuous Q.D.S. acting on a C*-algebra A, with the only essential
modification that R*p(x)R and H will belong to the ultra-weak closure of A
instead of A itself.

Remark 3.1.11 From the structure obtained by the above Theorem 3.1.8 it is
clear (since p is normal) that L is normal, that is, ultra-weakly continuous.

Let us complete this section by introducing a few notations which will be useful
later. For a unital C*-algebra A € B(h), a representation (z, H) of A, and
operators R € B(h,’H) and H € B(h) we write dg,z and Lg r g for the
operators given by

Or.z(a) = Ra—rm(@)R, Lggu(a)=R'z@@R-— %{R*R,a} +ila, H],
where {b, c} = bc + cb. Thus or 5 : A — B(h, H) is a w-derivation, that is,
ORr,z(ab) = Or z (@)b + w(a)og,r (b) Ya,b € A,
and L g : A — B(h) satisfies
OLR,z,1(a,b) = O,z (a) dr z (b) —a*R*(1 — m (1)) R, (3.1
where, given 5 : A — B(h), the map o7 : A x A — B(h) is defined by
onla, b) = n(a*b) — a*n(b) — n(a*)b + a*n(1)b.

We quote the following result without proof (which can be found in [24]),
and this we shall use later.
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Lemma 3.1.12 Let (1, p, H, 0) consist of a map n € B(A), a x-representation
(p,H) of A and a p-derivation 6 : A — B(h, H) satisfying on(a,b) =
d(a)*o(b) and 6(1) = 0. Then there is an operator R € B(h, H) which lies in
the ultra-weak closure of sp{d(a)b : a,b € A} and an element H € A" such
that

() = Or,p(-) and n(-) = Lr.p,1 () + 3{n(1),-}.

If n is real in the sense that n(x*) = n(x)*, then H may be chosen so that
H=H*.

3.2 The case of strongly continuous quantum dynamical semigroups

There is no complete characterization of the generator of a general strongly
continuous Q.D.S. In this section, we shall outline some of the structure theo-
rems known in this direction. These partial results are aimed at expressing the
generator of the Q.D.S. (under certain assumptions) formally as R*p(x)R +
Gx + xG* for unbounded operators R and G, with suitable domains. Thus,
first of all it will be useful to discuss the technical details of how to con-
struct a Q.D.S. from a given formal generator expressed in terms of unbounded
operators.

3.2.1 Construction of quantum dynamical semigroups from
form-generators

Suppose that & and K are two Hilbert spaces, A € B(h) is a von Neumann
algebra, 7 : A — B(K) is a normal, unital, x-representation; (P;);>¢ is a Co-
contraction semigroup on /; and R : h — K is a closed, densely defined, lin-
ear (possibly unbounded) map. Formally we introduce a map L by, L(x) =
R*m(x)R + xG + G*x, x € A; where G is the generator of (P);>0. Let us
make the following assumptions on G and R.

(Ai) G is affiliated to A and R*x (x)R is affiliated to A, for all x € A.

(Aii) Dom(G) € Dom(R) and for all u,v € Dom(G), (Ru, Rv)+(u, Gv)+
(Gu, v) = 0, where it may be recalled that Dom(A) denotes the domain
of a linear map A.

Remark 3.2.1 (i) Note that for a uniformly continuous quantum dynamical
semigroup, its generator is given by Christensen—Evans form obtained
in [24]: L(x) = R*t(x)R + xG + G*x, where R € B(h, K) such that
R*r(x)R and G are in A for x € A. Thus the assumption (Ai) is a
natural generalization of the Christensen—Evans form to the case where
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L is unbounded. Note also that (Aii) corresponds to formal statement that
L(1) = 0. It is also clear that when A = B(h), (Ai) is trivially satisfied.
(ii) However, it is to be noted that the assumption (Ai) does not cover the case
of the heat semigroup (see Section 9.2).
(iii) Note that (Aii) is equivalent to the following
Aii): (1 -G 'R*R1 - G) '+ (1 - G"'G(1 - G) '+
1-69"'¢*1-G)y'=o.

We recall the discussion on the predual of a von Neumann algebra in Chapter 2.
Let us now consider 7 (A) as a von Neumann algebra in B(X) and define a map
7, from 7 (Ap)x to Ap i by, (msy)(a) = w(w(a)), a € Ap, and y € Qg (4,
= (7 (Ap))«. Upto canonical identification, 7, can be viewed as a map from
By (K)/(x (At to By (h) /.A,J;; and we shall not notationally distinguish
between these two views. It is clear that 17 ((z[#];)x) = tr([#]p7 (x)) for all
x € Ay, n € By (K).

Lemma 3.2.2 ||z.|| < 1, &4 is positive, and the dual of n, is the restriction of
7 to Ay.

Proof:
For y € Qg 4y, We have [T/l = supye 4, jjaj1<1 (T 0) (@)] =

SUPge A, lall<1 |V (T (@) = SUPpeq(ay),p<1¥ (B)] (since [z ()] = lcl|
for any x-representation z) = ||y||.

The map m, is positive because for any positive functional y € Q;(4,),
(rew)(@*a) = y(z(a)*n(a)) > 0 forall a € A. It can be seen that the dual
of 7, is the restriction of 7 to Aj,. O

We shall adopt the convention of denoting Co-contraction semigroups on
predual of a von Neumann algebra by a suffix *, for example, (Cs,);>0. We
observe that the dual of C,;, to be denoted by C;, is a contractive, ultra-
weakly continuous map on the von Neumann algebra, and in fact (C;);>0 is
a Cp-semigroup on the von Neumann algebra. Now, let us define Sy, : B} (h)
— By (h) by, Sy (p) = PipP (t = 0). It is immediate that (Sx,);>0 is a
positive, Cp-contraction semigroup.

Lemma 3.2.3 For all 2 > 0, (1 — G)~! € A. Moreover, forall x € Ay,
PixPr € Ay forall t > 0and (1 —G*) 7 'R*z(x)R(1 — G)~! € Ap.

Proof:

It follows from (Ai) and Lemma 2.1.9 that for 4 > 0, ¢’ € A’ and u € h, one
has, (A—G)a’ (A—G) 'u = a'(.—G)(A—G)~'u = a’u. Thus, (. — G)a’ () —
G)™' =d/, thatis,d’(A — G)™' = (A — G)~'d/, forall @’ € A’. So we have
(L —G)"' e A” = A, since (1 — G)~! is bounded. This also implies that
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P, = s—lim,_o((1 — %)_1)” € A. Thus, for any x in Ay, PfxP; is a
self-adjoint element in A, that is, belongs to Aj,.

Now, let x € Ay. Let us consider the polar decomposition of R as, R =
U|R|, where | R| is a positive operator affiliated to A (because |R| = (R*R)!/?,
R*R = R*z(1)R is affiliated to A) and U is a partial isometry with the clo-
sure of range of | R| as the initial space and the closure of range of R as the final
space. We note that |R|(1—G) ™! is bounded ( as Ran((1—G)~!) € Dom(R) =
Dom(|R|) ) and by Lemma 2.1.9 (second part), it is affiliated to .4, hence
belongs to .A. Thus, for any bounded continuous function f from [0, co) to R,
f(R|) belongs to A, as |R)| is affiliated to .A. In particular, n(1 +n|R|) "' € A
for any positive integer n. So, n?(1+n|R|) "' R*z (x)R(1 +n|R))~"' = (n(1+
n|R)"YR)U*x (x)U(n|R|(1 + n|R|)"!) € A ( since it is clearly bounded
and is affiliated to .4 by Lemma 2.1.9 ). But n|R|(1 +n|R|)~! — 1 strongly as
n — oo; hence

Uz (x)U = s — limy—oon’>(1 + n|R)) "' R* 7z (x)R(1 + n|R))~" € A.

Thus, (1 - G*)'R*z(x)R(1—-G)~! = (|R|(1 — G)"H*(U*z (x)U)(IR|(1 —
G)™ ") e A as |R|(1—G)~! € A. Furthermore, if x € A, (1 —G*)"'R*z (x)
R(1 — G)~ ! is self-adjoint and hence belongs to Aj,. |

Lemma 3.2.4 Fort > 0, Sy, induces a linear map Sy : Ap« = Ap s and
(S«,1)e>0 is a positive, Co-contraction semigroup on Ay, . (positivity means that
Skt ([pln) is a positive element whenever [p]y, is so in Ap ).

Proof-:
If we take p1, p2 € B} (h) such that p; ~ py, then for any x € A, and ¢t > 0,
tr(Syi(p1)x) = tr(Pip1 Pix) = tr(p1 PXx P;) = tr(pa Px Py)
(by Lemma 3.2.3) = tr (S, t(pz)x) Thus, S :(p1) ~ S«.(p2), which ) proves
that S, ; induces a map S* ¢- Semigroup property and positivity of (S* 1)1>0
are immediate, whereas strong continuity follows from the fact that (S, /);>0
is strongly continuous and [[S,. ([p14) — [pInll < 1S« (p) — pll; forall p €
By (h),t > 0. O
Let us denote the generator of (S, );>0 by Z. Since each S, ; induces an
operator on Ay ., Z will do so. It is not difficult to see that the generator of
(E:,),Zo will be a closed extension of the map induced by Z. We, by slight
abuse of notation, denote by Z the generator of (:S’;;),Zo. Let us define ¢:
By (h) — By*(h) by p(p) = (1 — G)"'p(1 — G*)~L. Since (1 — G)~! and
(1 — G*)~! belong to A, ¢ will induce a map ¢ from Ay, to Ay _«, which can
be proven in a way similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2.4. Let us denote by D
and D the ranges of ¢ and ¢ respectively.
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Lemma 3.2.5 D and D are dense in By (h) and Ay « respectively. Moreover,
they are cores for Z and Z respectively.

Proof:

Since Dom(G) is dense in &, the real linear span of rank-one operators of the
form [u > < u|, u € Dom(G) is dense in B}* (h). But for u € Dom(G) =
Ran((1 — G)™Y), |u > < ul is clearly in D, which proves the density of D in
Bi#(h). The core property of D follows because each S, ; leaves D invariant
(by Theorem 1.9 in [37]). The assertions about D follow similarly, only thing
to note is that [|[p], — [61xl| < |lp — o |l1 forall p,o € B}*(h). O

Lemma 3.2.6 Given [p];, € Dand e > 0, we can get positive elements [p1 ]y
and [p2]p in D such that [plp = [p1ln — [p2ln and ||[p1lnll + lllp2]nll <
Hlplnll + €.

Proof:

Let us consider a general [p], € D such that p = ¢(0), 0 € By*(h). Given
€ > 0, we can choose sufficiently large n such that ||[,];, — [p]n]|] < €, where
on=01-G/n)(1-G)'e((1-G/n)(1—G)™)* =1 —-G/n)p)(1 —
G*/n) = (1-G/n)p(1—G*/n). By the noncommutative Hahn decomposition
(Proposition 2.1.14 of Chapter 2), we can find two positive elements o,F, o,
such that [[[o, 1]l = II[o;} 1all + lllo; 14l and [ou1s = [0, 1s — [0, 1. Take
pi=010=G/n) o (1=G*/n)™!, pp = (1-G/n)"lo, (1-G*/n)~"; and
observe that

lp1]nll + NLp2]nll

=1 =G/mof (1 =G*/m) i + 110 = G/n) "o, (1= G*/m) "'y
(as p1, pp are positive)

< o 1 +llo, 1h

= lllo," 1nll + lllo; all

= llonlnll = lllplnll + €.

Now, [piln = [p2ln = [(1 = G/n) (o, —0,)(1 = G*/n) 1], =
[(1 - G/n) o, (1 — G*/n)~"1, = [plh, because (5,7 — 6,7) ~ o, implies
(1-G/n)y Yo —o,)1-G*/n) ' ~ (1 - G/n)"lo,(1 — G*/n)~ L.

O

Let us now define J : D — Aj, . by

T(@(p) = m(R(A = G)"'p(1 = G*)T'R*]y), p € By (h); where (1 —
G*)~'R* is to be interpreted as the bounded operator (R(1 — G)~!)*. Next
two lemmas give some useful properties of the map J induced by J.
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Lemma 3.2.7 The map J : D — Ay, given by, J(§([o11)) = J(¢(0)) for
o € By (h) is well-defined and linear.

Proof:
It is enough to prove that whenever ¢(c) ~ 0, we must have J(g) = [0].
Given ¢ (o) ~ 0, we first show that ¢ ~ 0. Forn = 1,2, ..., let us denote by
G, the operator (1 — G/n)~'. Clearly, each G, is in A, and G,, — 1 strongly.
So, (1 — GG,)(1 — G)~! — 1 strongly. This implies that (1 — GG,)(1 —
G) lo(1 — G*™'(1 — GG,)*x converges to ox in trace-norm as n tends to
00, for any x € Ay, and hence tr(o x)
= limy—ootr((1 — GG (1 — G) o (1 — G* 711 — GG)*x)
= lim,_, cotr(p(c).(1 - GG,)*x(1 — GG,)) = 0 forall x € Ay; where in the
last step we have noted that (1 — GG,,) € A, which implies (1 — GG,)*x(1 —
GG,) € Aj. Hence, g ~ 0.

Now, forall x € Ay, we have

tr(J (o x))

= tw(R(1 —G)lo(1 = G 'R*z(x))

=tr(c(1 — G*) 'R*'z(x) R0 - G)™H

0, since (1 — G*) 'R*z(x)R(1 — G)~! € A,.

This completes the proof. a
Lemma 3.2.8 J is positive, and tt(J ([p1s) + Z([pln)) = 0 forall [p], € D.

Proof:

The positivity of J follows from the positivity of z.. It also follows that for
p €D, Z(p) = Gp + pG*; hence for [pl, € D, tr(Z([pln)) = r(Z(p)) =
tr(Gp 4+ pG*). Now for o € B* (h), we have by (Aii’) that

w(J @([o11)))
= tr(J(p(0)))
=tr(R(1 —G)lo(1 — G 'R* (1))
=tr(c(1— G 'R*RQ1 - G)™H
= —tr(1-GH"'61-6)""+s(1-G6H"'G*1 -6)H
= —t(Gp(o) + ¢(0)G")
= —uw(Z@(o 1)),
which completes the proof. O
For 4 > 0, (1 — Z)’1 can be expressed as fgoe””S*,,dt, hence (1 — Z)’]

leaves D invariant and is positive. Similar statements are valid about (1 — Z )L
Let us define B(1) : D — Ap. by, B(A) = J(A — Z)~.
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Lemma 3.2.9 B (1) extends to a positive linear contractive map from Ay  to
A, which we denote by the same notation.

Proof:

For positive [p];, € D, with p € D, we have that || B(1)([p1n)|| = tr(B(1)([p11))
= 1 =7 (ply) = —r(ZG = 27N Ipl) = tr(p) = & tr((4 -
Z)” Y(pIn)) < tr(p) = |l[plxll. For an arbitrary [p], in D and any positive
number €, we choose two positive elements [p1]; and [p»], satisfying the
conclusions of Lemma 3.2.6. Therefore, ||E(/1)([p]h)|| < ||§(/1)([p1]h)|| +

||B(/1)( p2dll =< llpilall + Ulp2lnll < Illplall + €. This proves that
IBA)( I = llplll forall [plx € D, and we complete the proof by the
density of D in Ap . O

Lemma 3.2.10 J extends to J' on Dom(Z) such that tr(Z([p]h) + j’([p]h)) =
0 for all [p];, € Dom(Z).

Proof:
It is enough to take J~/([p]h) = E(l)(l — Z)([p]h), for [p], € Dom(Z), and
to note that D is a core for Z. O

By an abuse of notation, we shall continue to denote J' by J.

Theorem 3.2.11 For 0 < r < 1, define G, = Z + rJ. Then G, gener-
ates a positive, C contraction semigroup, say (T* , ),>0, on Ap s, and (A —
G) ' =0 —2Z)' 3% "B for 1 > 0.

Proof:

Fix 2 > 0,r € [0,1). We have, (1 = G,) = (1 = rJ(A = 2) (A - Z) =
(1 —rB(l))(/l Z) Since ||rB(/1)|| < 1, we can use the Neumann series to get
(1 —rB(/l)) ! Z‘X’ ”B(/l) which shows in particular that (1 — G,) =
1 - Z) 12 ”B(l) exists as a bounded operator. Now, for any positive
[pln € .Ah . let us denote by [a]h the element (1 — G, )~ ((pln). Clearly,
(4 — G, )~ ! is positive since (1 — Z) ! and B(/l) are so; and hence [o]y, is
positive. Thus,

Ilplnll = tr(lpln)
= Jtr([o]n) + (1 — (T ([a]1n)) (as (T + Z)([o1n)) = 0)
> 2 tr([oly) = 2 lllolall.

So, ||(4 — a)_l([p]h)|| < |l[plxll/4 for all positive [p]; in Aj_ . and hence
for all [p]y, in Ap «, since by Proposition 2.1.14 we can decompose any [p]p
as [plh = [p1lh — [p2ln with [I[p1al] = 111 Tall + 1[p2Tall, where [p11; and
[p21n are positive. We complete the proof of the theorem by appealing to the
Hille-Yosida theorem, and also noting that positivity of (1 — 6}7)_1 implies
positivity of i:;(r). O
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Theorem 3.2.12 Asr 4 1 (that is, asr increases to 1), Ty, ,( ) 4 T where
—— (min)

(T

convergence is strong and uniform for t in compact subsets of [0, 00).

)t>0 is a positive, Cq contraction semigroup on Ap_ x; and the above

Proof:

We see that for positive element [ply € Ap «, T s )([p]h) > Ty, t ([p ) =0
for r,s such that 1 > r > s > 0. This follows from the series expansion
of (A — G, )1 as in the precedlng theorem and from the fact that T, ,( D=
s — limy— oo (n/1)"(n/t — G,)™". Moreover, tr(T* t ([p]h)) < |Ilplxll, since
||T:; ) || <1.So (tr(i; r)([p]h)))re(o,l) is an increasing bounded net of pos-
itive numbers and hence it converges to some finite positive limit as » 1 1. For
r > s we have

1T U1 T Up I 1= e Ty O Up1n) ~Tod  (Lp1n)) — Oas 7, s — 1,

and hence i;(r)([p]ll) converges in the norm of Ap.x to say i;(min)([p]h)
asr 1 1. We extend T;(mln) to the whole of A, . by linearity using Proposi-
tion 2.1.14, and observe that this extension will be a contractive, positive linear
map from A, , to 1tself smce each T, ,( has the same properties. The semi-
group property of (T* z )tzo follows since it is the strong limit of a net of
contractive semigroups.

We now show that the convergence is unlform over compacts in ¢, which
will also prove strong continuity of (T* t ))tzo- Suppose that this is not
true. Then, there exist positive [p];, € Ay, positive number €, and sequences
(rn)n=1,2,...» (tn)n=1,2,... such that

0<r 11, 0<t,—> 1
for some #y > 0; and

WTer " @In) = Tog, ™™ (oI = €0

—— (min)

for all positive integer n. Since Ter i ")([p]h) and (=T, (r”)([p]h) + Ty,
([p]n)) are positive, we have by Lemma 2.1.13 that

1T, ™™ (oI = 1 Ton, ™ CIN + T, ™™ Cp10) = Tog, ™ oI,

which implies,

T, ™™ CpI = T, " (oI = €o.

Thus forall m <n,

T, ™ @I < 1T, ™ @I < 1T, ™™ ([p 1)1 — €0
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Keeping m fixed and letting n tend to co, we obtain that

o™ Ao < 11T ™™ (o101 — €o:

and then by letting m tend to oo,

1720 ™™ oIl < 11T, ™ A1 — €o,
which is clearly a contradiction. O

Theorem 3.2.13 The generator of (i;(mm))fzo, say A, is an extension of Z+
J: and we have the following minimality property.

Whenever (T* ¢ )t>0 is a posztlve Co contraction semlgroup on A whose
generator (say Al ) extends 7 + J we must have T* ot > T, ,( min) for all r>0.

Proof:

The first part of the theorem follows from the fact that ’G\;([p]h) - (Z+
f)([p]h) asr 1 1, forall [p]; € Dom(Z) For minimality, it is required to
observe that for 2 > 0, (A — A)™' = (A= G)™' = 2 — A) (A" - G))
4 - G, ) '> 0, since the restriction of A’ to the range of (/1 G, Dl ieto
Dom(G ), is the same as Z+7 > G,, and (A=A y L (- G, )~ Lare posmve
We complete the proof by notlng that T* L =5 —limy_oo(n /O ()t — Ay
> s — limpo o (/1) (n/t — Gp) " = Ty, forall r,t. O

Lemma 3.2.14 For . > 0 and nonnegative integer n, define R, 1) =0U-
Z)~! ZZZO(B(}L))]‘. Then R,(1) — R(A) = (4 — A)~! strongly as n — oo.

Proof:
For0 <7 < 1,let Ry (2) := (2 — 2)' Tp_o r*(B()Y. Clearly, R (2) 1
11— Z) lzk Ork(B(/l))k (/1 G, )~ ! asn — oo. Furthermore, it follows
from Theorem 3.2.12 that (1 — G,)™! 1 (A — A)~™! = R(A) as r 1 1, and
hence

R < (A=G)™' < R(). (3.2)

Letting r 1 1, R,(4) < R(A). This, combined with the fact that R, (1) is
nondecreasing in 7, allows us to conclude that there is an operator, say R’(1),
such that R, (1) * R'(4) asn — oo. Clearly, R'(1) < R(/). On the other hand,
R(2) < R'(A) forall ,n, and (1 — Gr)~! = limyoo RV (1) < R'(2) for
all r. Now, taking limit » 1 1, we get R(1) < R’(1), which completes the proof
of the lemma. O

We shall now write down a number of equivalent criteria for the conservativ-
ity of the minimal semigroup we have constructed. For 4 > 0 denote the dual
of the map axl/) by Q. The following lemma gives a computable expression
for Q;.
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Lemma 3.2.15 We have the following:

(u, 0, (x)) = /oo e M (RPu, (x)RP)dt, (3.3)
0

foru,v € Dom(G) and x € A. Furthermore, ||Q,(x)|| < ||x]|| forall x € A.

Proof:
Take x € A and [p] € D, where p = (1 — G)"1y(1 — G*)~! for some
n € By(h). We have

(.—2)""pD

=/ e P(1—G) (1 —G*) ' Prde
0

=[(1-6)"y(1-6H""

where y = f —H PinPjdt, and we have used the fact that P, and G com-

mute with each other. It now follows from the definition of B(/l) =J(A—2)"!
that

B)([p]) = 7.(IR(1 — G)~'y(R(1 — G)~H)*]).
Thus,

tr(Q;(x)p)
= tr(x (x)R(1 — G)"'y(1 = G*)"'RY)

o0
=tr (/ e Mr(x)R(1 —G) ' PP (1 — G*)_IR*dt)
0

o0
=tr (/ e Mr(x)RP,(1—G) 'yl — G*)_lPt*R*dt)
0

o0
=tr (/ e_’“n(x)RP,th*R*dt) .
0

Taking p = |v >< ul, with u, v € Dom(G), we get the formula (3.3). The
second conclusion follows by using (Aii), observing that for u € Dom(G),
|RPu|? = —%||P,u||2, and by Schwartz’ inequality and an integration by
parts. O

Theorem 3.2.16 The following are equivalent.

(i) The dual semigroup (fl)t>0 defined by T, = (T, ,(mm)) AR — Ay, s
conservative; that is, T,(l) = 1forallt > 0.
(ii) tr(T* t(mm ([p1n)) = tr(p) for all p € By (h) and for all t > 0.
(iii) B(/I)” — 0 strongly as n — oo, for any A > 0.
(iv) (4 =T — Z)((/)(Ah «)) is dense in Ay, 4, for any . > 0.
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(v) {x € A: (Ru, 7 (x)Rv) + (Gu, xv) + (u, xGv) = L{u, xv) for allu,v €
Dom(G)} = 0 for some 4 > 0.
(vi) Forany ). > 0, Q' (1) — 0 strongly as n — oo, where Q; : A — Alis
the dual of B(4).
(vii) Forany 4 > 0, Q"/(1) — 0 weakly as n — oo.

Proof:
The statements (i) and (ii) are equivalent by duality. To show the equivalence
of (ii) and (iii), we first note that for positive p € B}* (h),

IR = (R ([p1n)) = /0 e (To, ) (o))

© At o (min)
_ /0 T, ™™ ([p1y)

which is a consequence of the fact that R(1)([p]5), ﬁ;(min)([p] ) > 0. Fur-
thermore, it is possible to derive the following identity from the definitions of
the maps involved:

Pl = (4 — Z — D) (Ry()([p1n)) + B ([p1h). (3.4)

Since tr ((Z — J)(R.(2)([p1x))) = 0 by Lemma 3.2.10, and R, (1), B(%) > 0,
we have

IEp1all = 2 IR, (A API) N + 1B ([p1n)

for all p > 0. This implies that lim,,_, o ||E(/1)” ([p1n) |l exists and is equal to

Iplnll = 2 Tim |Ra(A)(Lp1n)]
= llLpIall =+ IR ApIn)]

=i [ e (1obd = 1T b1 )
0

Thus, it is obvious that (if) implies lim,_ E(/l)”( 1n) = 0 for all p >0,
hence for all p € (k). On the other hand, if (iii) holds, we conclude by using
the continuity of ¢ ||T*, (min) ([pI)l and the nonnegat1v1ty of [[plnll —
1Tee ™ oIl for all p = 0 that [l = T, ™ (Lpw)ll. which
proves (ii).

Next, we show (iii) < (iv). To this end note that by the identity (3.4), (iii)
is equivalent to (iii) : limy—oo(A — Z — J)(Ra (D) ([pln)) = [ply forall
[p1n > 0. So, we need to prove (iii)’ < (iv). Since D= Ran(p) is a core
for Z (see Lemma 3.2.5), given [p], € Dom(Z), we can choose a sequence
[pnln € D such that [py]n — [pln and Z([pnln) — Z([pln) as n — oo.
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However, by definition J = B(l)(l — Z) and B(l) is contractive, so it follows
that J([pn n) — J([p]h) also, that is,

Jim (4= Z = D(Ipaln) = (4= Z = D(Ipln).

This shows that D is a core for A — Z — J, and in particular, (iv) holds if
and only if (iv) : Ran(A—Z — J) = .Ah,*. It is obvious that (iif)’ implies
@), hence also (iv). To see the converse, consider the sequence of maps
C,(1) := n+1 Z E(/l)k Clearly, |C,,(1)]| <1 for all n. Moreover, C, (1)
(I-B(1)) = 1(1 B(4)"*1), which shows that C,, (/1)(1 B(/I))([p]h) -0
asn — 0o, for [p]h € Ap «. We claim that Ran(I - B(/l)) is dense in Ay .
Indeed, as (I — B(/I)) is bounded and Ran(4 — Z) is dense, we have, by using

@),
Ran(I — B(A))
= Ran(I — BA)(A — Z))
= Ran(l — Z — J)
= Aps.

Since we have already shown that C,(1)([6]y) — 0 asn — oo for [o])
belonging to Ran(/ — B(1)), and ||C,(4)| < 1 foralln, it follows that
lim,—, 00 C,(A)([pln) = O for all [plp € Ap . On the other hand, as E(/l)
is a contractive positive map, we have ||§(/1)’” | < ||§(/1)" || whenever m > n.
This, together with the obvious positivity of C,, (1), imply that for positive [p]s,

- 1 < -
1B ([pln)ll < P Z IBOY (IpIn)l = 1€, () [pI)Il — O,
k=0

which proves (iii).
Now, we come to the proof of (iv) < (v). Suppose first that (iv) holds, and
let x be an element of A4 such that

(Ru, w (x)Rv) + (Gu, xv) + (u, xGov) = A{u, xv) for all u, v € Dom(G).
(3.5)
As Dom(G) = Ran((1 — G)™), (3.5) is equivalent to

(RU-—G)'u,z(x)R1 - G) o) + (G — G)lu, x(1 — G)"'v)
+((1—-G)~ u,xG(l - G) v) = Mu, xv) forallu,v € h,

which can also be written as

tr (J + Z2)(p(Jo >< ul))x) = Atr(x|o >< u|) forallu,v € h,
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or,
tr ((f—i— (@ >< ullp))x) = A tr(x[jo > < ullp) forallu,v € h.

Thus tr (x(2 = Z = J)@([c1x))) = 0 forall ¢ € Bi*(h), and as Ran(Z —
— J) is dense by (iv), we conclude x = 0 by the Hahn—Banach theorem. The
converse is also straightforward to see.

Let us now prove the equivalence of (iii) and (vii), by noting that E(i) is a
positive map, so for all nonnegative elements p € A, we have || B(1)" ([p])|l
= tr(B(A)"([p])) = tr(Q" (1)p). Thus, (iii) implies that lim,,_, o tr(Q’ (1)p)
= 0 for any nonnegative p, and hence for all p € A,, since a general ele-
ment of A, can be expressed as a linear combination of four nonnegative
elements of A,. In particular, this implies that for u,v € h, (u, Q7 (1)v) =
tr(Q7(1)[o > < ul) converges to 0. Conversely, if Q0 (1) — 0 weakly, it fol-
lows that || E(/I)” ([pDIli — 0 for all nonnegative p, and hence for any p € A,.
Note that here we have used the well-known result that whenever A, — 0
weakly as n — oo and B is a trace-class operator, we must have tr(A, B) — 0.

Finally, let us argue that (vi) and (vii) are equivalent. It is trivial that (vi)
implies (vii), so let us prove the other direction. Assume that Q’/(1) — 0
weakly. It can be seen that Q, is a contractive positive map on A, so B, :=
0%(1) is a sequence of positive contractions on k. Thus, for any u € #h,
| Byul> = (u, B>u) < ||Bynl(u, Byu) < (u, Byu) — 0 asn — oo. This

completes the proof. O

Remark 3.2.17 We can replace Dom(G) in (v) of the statement of the above
theorem by any subspace Do which is a core for G. That is, T; is conservative
if and only if for some A > 0,

{x e A: (Ru,w(x)Rv) + (Gu, xv) + (u, xGv) = A{u, xv) forallu,v € Dy} = {0}.

This follows from the boundedness of R(1—G) ™. Indeed, foru, v € Dom(G),

we can choose sequences {u,}, {v,} of vectors from Dy, such that u,, v,, Guy,
Gv, converge to u,v, Gu, Go respectively as n — o0o. Clearly we have that
lim,_, 0o Ry, = lim, 00 R(1 — G) "' (uy, — Guy) = R(1 — G) " '(u — Gu) =
Ru, and similarly lim,_, o, Rv, = Rv. Thus (Ru,x(x)Rv) + (Gu, xv) +
(u, xGv) = A{u, xv) holds for all u,v € Dq if and only if it holds for all
u,v € Dom(G), which proves the claim made in this remark.

For a linear map V from Ay, , to Ah «, we consider its canonical extension V as
a map from A, to A, defined by, V([p ) = V([Re(p) n)+i. V([Im(p)]h) We
shall say that V is completely positive if the dual of v, say V*, is completely
positive as a map from A to A, that is, for any x1, x2, ..., Xu3 Y1, Y2, ..., Yp i
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AT =1 X V* (y7yj)x; is positive. This is again equivalent to the following:

n
> tr(xf V(7 yj)x;jp) = 0 for all positive p € By (h),
i,j=1
which can be re-written as
n
Z tr(y.,-’\;([x.,-pr])yf) > 0 for all positive p € BY* (h).
i,j=1
It may be noted that complete positivity is preserved under taking finite sum,
composition and strong limit of operators. Now we prove in the following the-
orem that the minimal semigroup constructed in the present section is not only
positive but also completely positive.

(min)

Theorem 3.2.18 The semigroup T; is completely positive for all t > 0.

Proof:
It is enough to prove that for any r € [0,1) and t > 0, T, ,(r) is completely
positive. For this, it suffices to verify that (1 — ,) ! is completely positive,

because T t( 7 is strong limit of (n/t)"(n/t — G, )" as n — oo. But, (/1 -
A;) l=0- Z) lz Or/ B(/l) and so it is enough to check that (1 — Z) !
and B(1) are completely positive.

Now, for x1, ..., X5 Y1, ..., yn € Aand positive p € B}*(h), we have

> ;= 27 (G D)

i,j=1

/ A Z tr(yj Prxjpx; Pry})dt

i,j=1

o0 n
= / e*ittr(;y,n;“)dt (where 5, = Ziily,- P,xipl/z) > 0.
o =

We are left to show that Z’-l i1 tr(ij(/l)( [xjpx'1)y}) = 0. By the density
of Dom(G) in h, we choose sequences p( ) € Ba(h),i = 1,2,...,n such
that (1 — G)~ 1p(k) — X pl/2 in Hilbert—-Schmidt norm as k — oo, for eachi.
Recalling the definition of B(/l) and proceeding as in the previous paragraph,
we get

n — N

> w(y B -6 pPp R (1= 6y

i,j=1
n — «
= > aBOA1 - 6) " p s (1 =Gy

i,j=1
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00 n
3
= / e 2 uRA =6 PP p PR = G G v
i,j=1

[eS) n «
= / L 2 uEORA =G R p B (RO = G) ) () s
i,j=1
- @) ()" ® ._ N )
= /0 e’“tr(g & )dt (where i 1= Zn’(yi)R(l — G)_IP,pl. ),

i=1

which is clearly positive, and which also converges to z?,j:l tr(y; B())
[(x; pxl?“ )1yi). Therefore, by the discussion preceding this theorem, the result
follows. O

Let us give a few examples of the construction discussed in this subsection.

Example 1

Let us consider a o -finite measure space (Q2, B, ) and denote by L?(x) and
L?(u) g the space of all measurable complex-valued (real-valued, respectively)
functions on Q with finite L?-norm, for p > 1. We denote by & the Hilbert
space L%(u) and by A the abelian von Neumann algebra L>(x), to be iden-
tified as multiplication operators on k. It is well-known that A , = L'(0)R.
Our aim is to construct the minimal semigroup when the generator is given by

(L(9) f)(w) == {/a(w, () — ¢(w))#(dZ)] f(w),

whenever the right-hand side exists (p € A and f € h). Its formal predual is
given by, (Ay)(x) = [qa(y, )y (V) u(dy) — ([ qa(x, y) u(dy))y (x), when-
ever the right-hand side makes sense for y € L!(u). We assume that a : QxQ
— [0, 00) is measurable and [ a(x, y)u(dy) is finite for almost all x. This is
the obvious generalization of classical semigroups studied by Feller [50] and
Kato [78] where u was chosen to be the counting measure on the set of positive
integers.

Let us consider the Hilbert space & ® k, where h = L>(u(dw)), k =
L*(u(dz)) and K = h @ k = L*(u(dw) @ u(dz)), where u ® u denotes
the measure-theoretic product of two copies of u. Let (-, -);, and (-, -)xc denote
the inner products in 4 and /C respectively, whereas || ||, and || || are the
respective norms. Define = : A — B(K) by

7 (@)F)(,2) = 9p()F(w,2); z,w e Q, F e k.

It is straightforward to verify that z is a normal, x-representation. Note here
that the representation chosen is not (7 (¢)F)(w,z) = ¢(w)F(w,z). This
change in the choice of representation has deeper implication at the level of
stochastic dilation as was observed in [99], (see also [93]) where it was shown
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that this necessitates introduction of a unitary operator-valued number process.
Now, define R : h — I as follows.

Let Dom(R) be the setof all f in/ such that [ [ a(w, 2)| f (@)|> u(dw)pu(dz)
is finite; and (Rf)(w, z) = Va(w, z) f (w) for f € Dom(R).
Theorem 3.2.19 The operator R is densely defined and closed; and Dom(R*)
contains the set D of all G € K such that [ \/a(-,z)G(-, z)u(dz) is in L2(u).
For G € D, (R*G)(w) = [+a(w,2)G(w,2)u(dz); and the set D=
{f € Dom(R) : Rf € D} is a core for R*w(¢)R for any positive ¢ € A.
Moreover, if we put an additional restriction, namely, sup,,c [ ra(w, 2)uldz)
< 00 for all measurable set A having finite u-measure, then Dom(R*) and
D coincide.

Proof:
Let us denote by g(w) the function [ a(w, z)u(dz). Clearly, as u{w : g(w) =
oo} = 0, the linear span of elements of the form f y{4:¢(w)<n}» Where n is any
positive number and f € L?(u) is dense in L?(u), where yp denotes indicator
of B. But f ¥{w:g(w)<n) € Dom(R) for f € L?(u),n > 1; which proves that R is
densely defined. To see that R is closed, suppose that a sequence f;, in Dom(R)
converges (in || || ) to f € L?>(x) and Rf, converges in || ||x to w € K. Then,
we can choose a subsequence (nx)i=1,2,.. such that f,, — f a.e. (x) and
Rfy, — wae. (u® w). But, forall z € Q, (Rfy,)(w,2) = Va(w, 2) fu, (w)
— Ja(w, z) f (w) for almost all w; and hence y (v, ) = /a(w, 2) f (©) a.e.
(u ® p). Since w € L?>(u ® u), itis clear that f € Dom(R), which proves that
R is closed.

We now want to show first that D € Dom(R*). Suppose G € D. It is a
simple observation that, if [ v/a(w, 2)G(w, z)u(dz) is denoted by y (w), then
y € L*(u) by hypothesis and for all f € Dom(R),

oy = / / Fl)al@, 96 @, u(d)udo)
_ / / Flo)al, )G, )u(dw)u(dz)

= (Rfa G)]C,

where the interchange of the order of integration is justified because
[ Va(@,2)| f(@)G (o, 2)|p(dz)u(do) < [IRflIklIGllx < oo, by Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality. This proves G € Dom(R*) and (R*G)(w) = [Va(w, z)
G(w, 2)u(dz).

To show that D is a core for R*r (p)R for positive ¢ € A, we consider the
semigroup (L;);>0 where L, = e "R'T@)R Tt is enough to show that for each 7,
L ,ﬁ C D, which can be verified by straightforward arguments.

Now, assume also that sup,c, [pa(w,2)u(dz) < oo for all A with
finite y-measure. Let G € Dom(R*). Then, there exists ¢ € h such that



54 Quantum dynamical semigroups

(Rf, G)ic = (f, p)u forall f € Dom(R).But (Rf, G = [ f(@)p(@)u(dw),
as we have already computed (where p(w) = [a(w, z)G(w, z) (dz)). Thus,
for all f € Dom(R), we have [ f(0)(p(w) — ¢p(®)u(dw) = 0.

Partitioning € into disjoint sets of finite x-measure, say {€2,}x=1,2,...
choosing f to be yo,n{w:¢(w)—p(w)=e} Tor € > 0, we can deduce from the above
identity that u ({w : ¢(w) — p(w) > €; ® € Q,}) = 0. Note that this argument
requires yq,n{e: ¢(w)—p(w)=¢} to belong to Dom(R), which is a consequence of
the assumption that sup,c [ ya(®, 2)u(dz) < oo for all A with u(A) < oo.
Similarly, one obtains that u ({w : ¢(w) — p(w) < —¢; @ € Q,}) = 0 for all
n and positive €. Thus, ¢ = p a.e. (1), and hence p € L?(u), proving G € D.
This completes the proof. O

In order to incorporate the present example into the framework of the general
theory developed here, one only has to identify the generator G with —%R*R,
which is a multiplication operator by the measurable function —% Ja(-,2)u(dz)
and hence is affiliated to .A. Similarly, R*z (¢)R can be seen to be a multipli-
cation operator by the measurable function [ a(-, z)¢(z)u(dz) and hence is
affiliated to .A. Thus, for positive ¢ € L°°(u) and f € D, it is not difficult to
verify that

(R*z(9)R — $R*Rp — 59 R*R) f)(®)
= (R*z ()R — pR*R) f) ()

= ([ a(®,2)(p(2) — p(®)) u(d2)) f ()
= (L(p) f)(@).

If we make the assumption that sup,,c [ ya(w, z)u(dz) < oo forall A with
finite x-measure, then the above identity holds for all f in the domain of R*R,
which is the same as the domain of R*z (p)R — ¢ R*R for any ¢ € A in this
case.

Example 2

Consider another example where the above theory works on a von Neumann
algebra which is a type II; factor. Note that such a von Neumann algebra is
neither commutative nor of the form B(H).

We fix some irrational number 6 and consider # = L?(R) and the C*-
algebra Ay generated by the unitaries U and V where (Uf)(s) = f(s + 1),
(VF)(s) = e¥59 £(s). In this case U and V obey the commutation relation
UV = 29y U, It is known ( [28]) that the double commutant A/é is a type
11, factor in B(h). We refer the reader to Chapter 9 for some more details
about the C*-algebra Ay (called the irrational rotation algebra or the noncom-
mutative torus). Let us consider a canonical derivation J with the domain D
consisting of all polynomials in U and V, and given by, 6(U) = U, §(V) = 0.
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We observe that 6(X) = [§, X], for X € D, where (Sf)(s) = —sf(s) for all
f € L*(R) such that sf(s) is also in L>(R). We note that S is affiliated to
Ay since for each integer n, Ay contains multiplication by e2risnd — yn and
since @ is irrational, multiplication by ¢!* belongs to Ay for any a € R. Thus,
S*z(x)S = S*x§ is affiliated to Ay for x € Ay. We now take the formal
expression £L(X) =[S, [S, X]] = S*XS— %S*SX — %XS*S, for X € D, since
§* = §. It is now easy to see that L(U" V") = —m2U™ V",

3.2.2 Structure theorem for a class of strongly continuous quantum
dynamical semigroups on B(h)

In this subsection, we shall discuss some of the results obtained by E. B. Davies
in [36]. Under certain assumptions, the Lindblad-form was derived there for the
generator (to be understood in a suitable sense, taking into account the domain-
questions) of a strongly continuous Q.D.S. acting on B(h). We shall denote by
KC(h) the C*-algebra of compact operators on 4. We need a few lemmas before
we present the structure theorem of Davies.

Lemma 3.2.20 Let (Ty;)i>0 be a Co-contraction semigroup on Bi(h) with
the generator denoted by W, such that its dual semigroup (T;);>0 is a strongly
continuous (with respect to the ultra-weak topology) Q.D.S. on B(h), where
h is a separable Hilbert space. Assume that (Ty) has a stationary pure state;
that is, there is a unit vector Q of h such that (Q, T;(X)Q) = (Q, XQ) for all
t > 0, X € B(h). Then there exists a Co-semigroup (C,);>0 of contractions on
h satisfying C,(XQ) = T;(X)Q fort > 0, X € B(h).

Proof:
We define C; as follows. Clearly, the closed subspace spanned by [Cp = {XQ :
X € B(h)} is the whole of . Define C; on Ky by

Ci(XQ) = (T:(X)Q.

Clearly, C; keeps Ko invariant. It can be seen that C; is well-defined and
is contractive on Ky, so extends to /& as a contraction. Indeed, T; is a con-
tractive and completely positive map, hence T3 (X)*T;(X) < T;(X*X). Thus,
IT,(XOQI* = (Q, H(X)*T;(X)Q) < (Q,T,(X*X)Q) = (Q,X*XQ) =
| X2, which shows that C; is well-defined and contractive on Co. This
defines C; as a contraction on the whole of 4. Furthermore, C;4,(XQ) =
(Ct o C5)(XQ) follows clearly from the definition of C; and the semigroup
property of (7;). The weak-continuity (which is equivalent to strong continuity
for semigroups) of (C;) is a consequence of that of (7;). This completes the
proof of the lemma. O
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Let Y denote the generator of the Cp semigroup (C;), so that Y* is the gen-
erator of (C;"). Define the following Cp-semigroup on B (h) :

Sii(p) == CpCi,
fort > 0.

Lemma 3.2.21 The vector Q belongs to the domain of the operators Y and Y*
with YQ = Y*Q = 0.

Proof:

Fort > 0, (Q, C,Q) = (Q, T;(1)Q) = (Q, Q) = 1. As C; is a contraction, it

follows that C;Q = Q for all t > 0. So, %CIQ exists and is equal to 0, that is,

Q belongs to the domain of ¥ with YQ = 0. A similar argument (replacing C;

by C;) proves that Q belongs to the domain of ¥* with Y*Q = 0. O
We need to investigate the special case of uniformly continuous semigroup

at this point.

Lemma 3.2.22 If (T, )s>0 in Lemma 3.2.20 is uniformly continuous Q.D.S.
then the operators Y and Y* are bounded. Furthermore,

17,0 (@(p)) — Sii (@ (p))| = 4tlipll

forall p € By(h), where ¢ (p) = (Y*—1)"1p(Y —1)~1. Moreover, for positive
p € Bi(h), we have Ty ;(p) = S« (p) = 0.

Proof:

It is obvious that the uniform continuity of T ; implies the same of the dual
semigroup 7;. Denote the bounded generator of T; by L. Clearly, for &, n € h,
we have (&, L(X)n) = tr(XW (| > < £]|)). Since the operator Y is closed, it is
sufficient, in order to prove the boundedness of Y (and hence of Y*), to show
that the domain of Y is the whole of /. For any ¢ € h, we write itas £ = XQ,
where X = |¢ > < Q]. Thus C;(¢) = T;(X)Q. Since the domain of L is the
whole of B(k) by our assumption, it follows that lim;_,o4+(C; (&) — &)/t =
lim;— 0+ ((T3(X) — X)/1)Q exists and is equal to £(X)Q. Thus, Y(XQ) =
L(X)Q,that is, Y(&) = L(¢ >< Q)Q, so that Y is defined everywhere
Therefore Y is bounded.

We now claim that £ can be written as

o0
LX)=> RiXR,+YX+XY*

n=1

for some countable collection of operators R, € B(h) such that R, Q=0 for
all n and the infinite sum in the above expression converges strongly. Define a
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map Q : B(h) — B(h) by Q(X) =YX + XY*. We shall prove that £ — Q is
completely positive. To this end, recall the trilinear map D given by

D(x,y,2) = L(xyz) + xL(y)z — L(xy)z — xL(yz)

for x, y, z € B(h), introduced in the proof of Theorem 3.1.8, and note that D
has been shown to be positive definite in a suitable sense. From this, it follows
that for Xo, X; € B(h),

LIXEXFX1X0) + XEL(XIX1) X0 > LIXEXTX1) X0 + XGL(XE X1 Xo).
Since (Q, L(X)Q) = dt|0<Q T,(X)Q) = 4 410(Q, XQ) = 0, we have that

(X0Q, LIXTX1)X0Q)

> (Q, L‘(XéXTXl)X()Q> + (X0Q, E(XTXIX())Q)
= (Y(XTX1XOQ), X0Q) + (X0Q, Y(XTX]X()Q))
= (X0Q, (Q(X]X1))X0Q).

As the set {X0Q; Xo € B(h)} is dense in &, we get the operator inequality
L(X7X1) > Q(X]X1), which proves that £ — Q is a positive map. By similar
arguments, replacing 4 by 1 ® CV (N positive integer), and £ and Q by their
lifting to B(h®@C"), we can establish the complete positivity of the map £L— Q.
The normality of £ — Q is an immediate consequence of the fact that both £
and Q are clearly so.

So, by the Corollary 2.2.10, there are R,,n = 1,2, ... such that £(X) —
Q(X) =2, RiXR,.Notethat (Q, £(1)Q) =0and (Q, 0(1)Q) =(YQ, Q)+
(Q, YQ) = 0. Thus, Zn (Q, R¥R,Q) = 0, implying R,Q = 0 for all n. This
completes the proof of the claim.

From the relation (&, L(X)n) = tc(XW(|n > < &])) for &, n € h, it can be
seen that W has the following form:

W(p) =D RupRy +pY +Y*p.
n

Now, since 7;(1) is contractive positive operator for each ¢, T;(1) — 1 < 0,
hence £(1) < 0 as operator. This implies the operator inequality

0< D RiR, < —(Y +Y%),
n
and hence the norm inequality

—1n7! (ZR* )(Y*—l)—1

<Y =)' Y +rHr-n7l.
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Moreover, we have
o0
||(Y—1)*1||5/ le™ Cylldt < 1, and [(Y =)'V <1+ -1)"'Y| <2.
0

It follows that ||(Y — 1)1 (Y + Y*)(Y* — 1)~!|| < 4. Consider the linear map
Ji = J o ¢ on By(h) where J is given by J(p) = >, R,pR}, and note
that J; is positive in the sense that J1(p) > 0 for p > 0. Furthermore, its
dual J{* : B(h) — B(h) is nothing but the completely positive map X >
Y -1 (3, RIXR,) (Y* — 1)~ So,

-1 (Z R;;Rn)(y* —-n!

Note that S; and ¢ commute for each ¢, since C;* commutes with its generator

Il = 1171 = 17 (I = <4

Y* and C; with Y. Now, using the perturbation expansion

t
Ttlp) = $es(p) + [ Tusmod 0 Su(o)is,
0
we see that T, ,(p) > S, ;(p) for positive p, and furthermore,

1Tt @ (0)) — Ser @D
T*t—SOJOS*S d
5/0 IT.. SB)ids

t
= / I Tsi—s 0 J1 0 Sus(p))rds < 4tllplh,
0

where we have used the facts that the maps ¢ and S; commute, T s, Sy s are
contractive and || J{| < 4. O

Before we state and prove the main theorem, we need one more lemma,
which can be viewed as a ‘predual’ version of the Corollary 2.2.10.

Lemma 3.2.23 Let V¥ : Bi(h) — B (h) be a linear map which is positive in
the sense that ¥ (p) > 0 whenever p > 0. Then the dual of Y, say ¥*, which
is a linear map from B(h) to B(h), is positive and normal. If ¥ is completely
positive in the sense that (Y Q1) : Bi(h)@ M, = B1(h® C") - Bi(hC")
is positive for alln = 1,2, ..., ¥* is completely positive and normal; and
we can find C1, Ca, . .. in B(h) such that ¥ (p) = >, CopCy, where the sum
converges weakly.

Proof:

For a positive X € B(h), £ € h, we have (&, P*(X)¢) = w(P*(X)|E ><
&) = (XY (E >< &) = 0, since P(IE > < £]) is a positive operator by
the assumption of positivity of W. This proves that ¥* is positive. Similarly
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the complete positivity of ¥* can be shown in case ¥ is completely positive.
To show the normality of ¥*, we take a net X,, of positive operators such that
X4 1 X for some X. To show that ¥*(X,) — ¥*(X) weakly, it is enough to
note that for &, 5 € h, (&, VY*(X,)n) = (X, V(€ > < 1])) > r(XV(|¢E ><
n0)), as Y(|¢ > < n|) € Bi(h) and X, — X weakly.

Applying the Corollary 2.2.10 to the normal completely positive map ¥*,
we can find C,,n = 1,2,..., such that ¥*(X) = >, CiXC,, X € B(h),
from which it follows that ¥ (p) = >, C,pC;i for p € Bi(h). O

We are now in a position to prove the main theorem.

Theorem 3.2.24 Let (T, ;);>0 be a Co-contraction semigroup on Bi(h), such
that its dual semigroup (T}):>0 is a strongly continuous (with respect to the
ultra-weak topology) Q.D.S. on B(h), where h is a separable Hilbert space.
Assume that (Ty) satisfies the following conditions.
(i) There is a unit vector Q of h such that (Q, T;(X)Q) = (Q, XQ) for all
t > 0, X € B(h); and (ii) T, (JC(h)) € K(h) forall t > 0, where K(h) denotes
the set of compact operators on h.
Then there is a dense subspace D containing Q, linear (densely defined, clos-
able) operators By, Y, with D C Dom(B,), Dom(Y), forn = 1,2, ..., satis-
fying

YQ=Y"Q=B,Q=0,

(YE, &)+ (& YE) + D B> <0 forall & € Dom(Y),

n

and the generator of (Ty. 1), say W, is of the form

W(p)=Y*p+pY+> BupBj,
n
for all p in a suitable dense domain u, and where the sum in the above formula
converges weakly.

Proof:
We retain the notation of the Lemma 3.2.20 and the discussion following it.
Thus, Y is taken to be the generator of the semigroup (C;) as before.

By (ii), it is possible to view the semigroup 7 ; on the Banach space Bj (k) =
(KC(h))* as the dual of the restriction of T; to K(h). Furthermore, each T ; is
continuous in the weak-* topology of (IC(%))*, as the duality between Bj (h)
and /C(h) is given by the restriction of the duality between Bj(h) and B(h),
and T; = T}/, is weak™ continuous as a map on B(h). Thus, by the Proposition
2.3.2, the domain of the generator of (T ), say W, is given by

1.1 (p) — plIn ]
—_— < X7 .

Dom(W) = 1 p € By (h) : liminf; ¢4 ;
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Define a family of semigroups (7,) with bounded generators W, indexed
by € > 0 where W, = (T — I)/e. Note that We(p) — Wp as e — 0+,
for all p in the domain of W, so in particular (W, — W)(I — W)~!(p) — 0
as € — 04 for all p € By (h). Furthermore, since T  is contractive operator,
we have |lexp(tWe)|| < e e ||exp(£T*’6)|| < e~ e(=ITel) < 1. Thus, for each
€ > 0, (Tg,)i=0 is a Cp semigroup of contractions on By (h). Moreover, for
any p € Bi(h) and 1 > 1,

1= W)~ (p) = G = W)~ ()

= (A= W)™ (We = W)L — W)~ ()]l
< S0 = W)= W) @

— 0 ase > 0+.

This shows, by Proposition 2.3.3 and the related discussion in Chapter 2, that
T¢p —> Typ inthe norm of By (h) forall 7 > 0 and p € By (h),as € — 0+.
It is clear that the dual of Tf’ ;» say T, is nothing but the uniformly contin-
uous Q.D.S. with the generator L, := (T, — I')/€. From the series expansion
T = e1e”! Zn>0(n!)_1(£)"Tm it follows that (Q, T (X)Q) = (Q, XQ)
for all + > 0 and X € B(h). Thus, Cf defined by C;(XQ) = T£(X)Q
is a Cp semigroup of contractions, and in fact, C; = exp(—é(l — C¢)) Set
St.1(p) = (CF)*pCs. it can be shown, by very similar arguments as in the case
of Ty ,, that ¢ ;(p) — Si.((p) as€ — 0+, forall7 > O and p € Bi(h).

Since by the Lemma 3.2.22 T, (p) > S5 ,(p) for p > 0; and || T, (p) —
Sc.:(Plh < 4llplli forall p € Bi(h) and forall € > 0, it follows that T ;(p) >
St (p) for p > 0; and || Tx (p) — s (p)llh < 4lipl1 forall p € By (h).

For p in the domain of the generator of S,;, say Ws, we have
liminf; _, 04 (|| S«,: (p) — pll1)/t < oo, hence liminf; o4 (|| T, (p) — pll1)/t
is finite also. Thus, the domain of Wy is contained in the domain of W. Now,
it is clear that the range of ¢, that is, {(Y* — )" !p(Y — 1)7' : p € Bi(h)} is
contained in the domain of the generator Wy of S, ; (hence it is in Dom(W) as
well), and Wg(¢(p)) = Y*(Y*— D) p(¥ = D) '+ * =)~ py -1y
We take D to be the dense subspace Ran(Y* — 1)~! = Dom(Y*), and x to
be Ran(¢). Clearly, given any rank one operator | > < 7|, we can choose
Ensfnon = 1,2,---in D such that &, — &, n, — nasn — 00; so that
pn = |& >< ny| converges to | >< #| in the norm of B (h). Writing
&= =171y, = (Y* —1)"1y, for some &, i), in I, it is not difficult
to see that p, = ¢(|&, > < #),|) € C. This proves that y is dense in B (h).

We now define a linear map ¥ : Byi(h) — Bi(h) by Y(p) := W(¢(p)) —
Ws(p(p)). We claim that ¥ is completely positive in the sense of the
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Lemma 3.2.23. Let us prove the positivity only, as the complete positivity
can be deduced by very similar arguments, replacing & by & @ C". Note that
¢ (p) = 0 for p > 0, and furthermore we have

¥ (p)

— i @) =9 L $ai(@0) — ()
t—0+ t =504 P
t—0+ t

2 Oa

since for each ¢, T, ; — Si ; is a positive map as noted before.

By Lemma 3.2.23, we can find D,,,n = 1,2, ... in B(h) such that ¥ (p) =
>, DupD;, where the sum converges weakly. We take B, := D,(Y* — 1) (so
that the domain of B, is same as that of Y*), and observe that for p € M, say
of the form p = (Y* — 1)"'»(Y — 1)~! for some 5 € By (h),

W(p)
= (W = Ws)(¢(n) + Ws(¢(n))
= > DunD; +Y*$(n) + $()Y

= > B,y =D 'y —D)7'Bi + Y p 4 pY
n

= > BupB; +Y*p+pY.
n

3.2.3 Structure of generator of symmetric quantum
dynamical semigroups

In this subsection we shall study Q.D.S. on a von Neumann algebra which are
symmetric with respect to a normal faithful semifinite trace on the von Neu-
mann algebra and introduce the concept of noncommutative Dirichlet forms.
But before we do that a brief survey of the classical Dirichlet form will be use-
ful. Let Q be an open region in R"” with connected components Qi, .... The
Dirichlet Laplacian A p is the unique self-adjoint operator in L2(Q, dx) asso-
ciated with the classical Dirichlet form £, which is the closure of the quadratic
form

- N [ () agx)
Eo(f,g)—AVf(x)Vg(x)dx—]Z:;/g ox; o

for f,g € Cy°(Q). From the definition, it is evident that the Dom(€) =
Hj (), the completion of C5°(€) in the Sobolev norm of H' (). Also, —Ap




62 Quantum dynamical semigroups

is precisely the Friedrichs extension and —Ap = A*A, where A is the closure
of the gradient operator on C§°(€2). If we define the maps J and P : L*(Q) —
L%(Q) by setting (Jf)(x) = f(x) and (Pf)(x) = Min(l, Max(0, f(x))),
and if we set £(f) = E(f, f) for f € Dom(£), then Jf, Pf € Dom(E),
E(If) = E(f), and E(PF) < E(f).

The Dirichlet Laplacian has many more interesting properties. If 2 has ‘nice’
boundary, —A p has a core containing of functions, which are C* upto the
boundary, and vanish on the boundary, and it is this property that associates this
Laplacian with classical Dirichlet boundary value problems of potential theory
(see for example [110] for details on this). Furthermore, the properties of the
maps J and P with respect to the associated closed Dirichlet form has far-
reaching implications in the theory of probability, namely, (a) such a form can
be extended to the cases where the Lebesgue measure in L2(Q) is replaced by a
larger class of measures u and then one gets an associated self-adjoint operator
H,in L*(Q, ); (b) with every closed Dirichlet from £ on L?(Q, y) satisfying
the properties of the maps J and P described earlier, the associated self-adjoint
operator Hg generates a Markov semigroup in L2(Q, u) : {e "H€},5¢ is a
contractive Co-semigroup such that for f € L>(Q, u) with0 < f <1, 0 <
e tHe f < 1forall t+ > 0. For details on these aspects, the reader is referred
to [54] and it is property (b) that is used in the rest of this subsection for the
definition of a noncommutative Dirichlet form.

Let us now introduce the concept of noncommutative Dirichlet forms and
discuss elements of the theory of such forms. Let A be a C*-algebra and 7 be
a densely defined, faithful, lower semicontinuous and semifinite trace on A.
Let A be the von Neumann algebra 7, (A)” in B(L?(A, 7)), where 7, denotes
the GNS representation for r. Clearly, 7 extends as a normal faithful semifi-
nite trace on A. Let A, be the dense subset of .4 (which can be shown to be
a dense *-ideal by using Cauchy—Schwarz inequality) consisting of elements
a such that 7(a*a) < oo. Consider the antilinear isometry J on the Hilbert
space L = L?(A, ) which is given by J(a) = a* for a € A,. We denote the
subspace of elements a in L?(A, 7) satisfying J (a) = a by Li. Such elements
will be called hermitian or real elements. Furthermore, let P be the projec-
tion from L?(A, 7) onto the subspace obtained by taking the L2-closure of
{a € A:0 < a < 1}. Now, we are ready to define a Dirichlet form.

Definition 3.2.25 A Dirichlet form on L*(A, 1) is a closed, densely defined,
positive quadratic form (£, Dom(€)) where Dom(€) denotes the domain of the
form, and the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) J(a) € Dom(€) for all a € Dom(€) with £(J(a)) = £(a),; and
(ii) Pa € Dom(€) with £(Pa) < E(a) foralla € Dom(£) N L3,
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For every positive integer n, the quadratic form (&,, Dom(&,)) is defined as
follows:

Dom(&,) := M,(Dom(€)) = Dom(&) ®ag M, (C) S L*(AQ M,, T Q1r,),

where tr,, is the normalized trace on the matrix algebra M,, = M, (C)), and

E:(((aip)) =D Eaiy) for (@), € My(Dom(€)).
ij=1

Definition 3.2.26 A Dirichlet form (£, Dom(f)) is said to be completely
Dirichlet if for every n > 1, (§,, Dom(&,)) is a Dirichlet form. A completely
Dirichlet form is called a C*-Dirichlet form if A N Dom(€) is dense (in the
C*-norm) in A and is also a form-core for (£, Dom(¢)).

The following result, which we quote without proof, is due to Davies and Lind-
say [38].

Proposition 3.2.27 If (£, Dom(&)) is a completely Dirichlet form on L*(A, 1)
then A 0 Dom(€) is a *-subalgebra of A. Furthermore, if (€, Dom(£)) is a
C*-Dirichlet form, then ANDom(&) is a norm-dense *-subalgebra of A, to be
called the ‘Dirichlet algebra’ associated with the form E.

Let ¥ be a contractive CP map on A, which is also symmetric, that is,
t(P(a)b) = t(@¥ (b)) for all a,b > 0 in A. Let us denote LP(A, 7) by
simply L?, and the L”-norm of an element a by ||a|,. We also denote by L
the universal enveloping von Neumann algebra of A and denote by || - || the
norm on this von Neumann algebra, which extends the C*-norm on A. It fol-
lows from Theorem 2.2.9 and Proposition 2.1.10 that ¥ can be extended as a
normal, contractive, CP map on L>. For ¢ € AN L?, we have by using the
symmetry of ¥ and Corollary 2.2.11 that

1(P(a)"¥(a) < 1(¥(a*a))
= r(@*a¥(1)) = t(@¥)a") < t(aa®) = r(a*a).

Thus, ¥ maps AN L? (which is dense in L? in the L2-norm) into itself and is a
contraction in the norm of L2, hence extends to L? as a contraction. We denote
this L>-extension also by V.

Lemma 3.2.28 Let (T;);>0 be a Q.D.S. on A, such that each T; is symmetric
with respect to t. Then the L*-extensions of T, as discussed above, form a
Co-semigroup of positive contractions on the Hilbert space L*.
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Proof:

It is clear that the L>-extensions form a semigroup, so it suffices to prove that
T; is a positive map on L? and ||(T; — Iu|» — O ast — 0+ foru € L. Now,
fora € AN L%, we have

*(Ti(@)"a)
"(Ty (@)’ T, @)

>0,

where we have used the fact that T% is symmetric. This shows the positivity of
Ty, since A N L? is dense in L2.

To complete the proof of the lemma, we need to show lim,_ oy ||[(T} —
DNal, = 0fora € ANL', as T; is L?>-contractive and A N L! is dense in
L% Fixa € AN L' Itis straightforward to see that |7 (7} (a)*a) — 7 (a*a)| <
ITi(a) — allllalli — Oast — 04 . Thus, we have

I(Tia — a)l3
= 1(T;(a"Ti(@)) + t(a*a) — 27 (T;(a*)a)
= 1(Ty(a%)a) + t(a*a) — 2t(T;(a*)a)
— Qast —> 0+.

O
The following well-known result (see [10] and [32] for details) describes
how a canonical Dirichlet form is obtained from a symmetric Q.D.S.

Proposition 3.2.29 Let (T;);>0 be a Q.D.S. on A with the generator L. Assume
furthermore that Ty is symmetric (with respect to t) in the sense discussed
before. Let us view T; as a Co-semigroup of positive contractions on L*(A, 1)
as in the Lemma 3.2.28, and let L, be the negative operator which generates
this semigroup of contractions. Consider the following quadratic form £ on

L%(A, 7):
Dom(€) = Dom((—£2)?), £(a) = [(—£2)% (@[3, a € Dom(&).

Then (£,Dom(€)) is a C*-Dirichlet form. Conversely, any C*-Dirichlet
form on A can be obtained in this way from some symmetric Q.D.S.

We call £ constructed from the Q.D.S. (7;) as in the above proposition
the Dirichlet form associated with (7;). The following result, most of which
is contained in [32], provides all the necessary ingredients for obtaining a
Christensen—Evans type structure for the generator of (7).
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Theorem 3.2.30 Let (£, Dom(E)) be the C*-Dirichlet form associated with a
symmetric Q.D.S. (Ty) on A. Let B = AN Dom(E) be the associated Dirich-
let algebra. Assume furthermore that there exists a norm-dense x-subalgebra
Ao € Dom(L£) N Dom(Ly) of A which is a core for the norm-generator L
of (Ty) on one hand, and a form-core for £ on the other. Suppose also that
L(Ag) C Ag. Then the following conditions hold.

(i) There is a canonical Hilbert space K equipped with an A-A bimodule

structure, in which the right action is denoted by (a, &) +— fa, & € K, a €
A and the left action by (a, &) — w(a)é, e K,a € A

(ii) There is a densely defined closable linear map oy from A into K such
that B = Dom(dy), and oy is a bimodule derivation, that is, do(ab) =
do(@)b + m(a)op(b) forall a, b € B.

(iii) For a € Ao, b € B, ||op(@)bllic < C,llbll2, where ||.||xc denotes the
Hilbert space norm of KC, and C, is a constant depending only on a. Thus,
for any fixed a € Ao, the map B 3 b — ~/20y(a)b € K extends to a
unique bounded linear map between the Hilbert spaces L*>(A, t) and K,
and this bounded map will be denoted by 6(a).

(iv) The triple (L, &, 0) satisfy the following cocycle relation:

0L(a, b, c) = d(a)*n(b)d(c) = L(a*bc)—L(a*b)c—a™L(bc)+a* L(b)c,

fora,b,c € Ay.
(v) K is the closed linear span of {6(a)b : a, b € Ap}.
(vi) m extends to a normal x-homomorphism on A.

Proof-:

The proof of (i), (i) and (iii) can be found in [32]. We give a brief account of it
here. We begin with the observation that for any CP map ¥ from a C*-algebra
C € B(Hyp) to itself, the map f := ¥ — I is CCP. This can be proved by
writing the CP map ¥ in the form ¥ (x) = V*z(x)V by the Theorem 2.2.9,
where 7 is a x-representation of C in B(H) for some Hilbert space H and
V € B(Hyp, H). It follows by a straightforward calculation that for a, b, ¢ € C,
the kernel K, (b, ¢) := B(b*a*ac)+b*f(a*a)c — p(b*a*a)c —b*B(a*ac) can
be written as

Ki(b,c) = (Vb —a(b)V)'n(a*a)(Vc —n(c)V),

from which it is immediate that K, is a positive definite kernel, hence f is CCP.

Now, for € > 0, consider the operator (I —eL£)™! = fooo e 'T.;dt. This can
be viewed as a contractive operator on each of the spaces A, A (= 7, (A)") as
well as LZ(A, 7). In fact, it is clearly a CP map on A D A Thus,
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=1 (I — L)™' — 1) = —L£(I — €eL£)™" is a bounded CCP map, hence
./_4 x A — A defined below is positive definite:

Kc(a,b) = ¥ (a*b) + a*¥Pc(1)a — Pe(@a*)b — a* ¥ (D).

Since 0 < T;(1) < 1, itis obvious that ¥ (1) < 0, hence the kernel K/ (a, b) :=
Kc(a, b)—a™¥.(1)b is also positive definite. Note that for a, b € B Dom(L3),
1(a*¥e (b))
= (a, (=L2)(1 —eL2)"'b)
1 1
= ((=£2)2(a), (—£2)2 (1 = €L2) ' (b))

which converges to

(=L£2)? (@), (—L2)2 (b)) = ((—L2)?(a), (—L2)2 (b)), as e — O+ .

This allows us to define the following positive definite sesquilinear form # on
B ®alg B:

1
na@a®b,c®d)= lim -~t(b*K.(a, c)d).
e—~0+ 2

We construct a Hilbert space XC from B ®a1¢ B by taking quotient by the sub-
space {b : n(x,x) = 0} and then completing the quotient. Let us denote the
inner product and norm on K by (-, -)xc and | - || xc respectively. Let ICy denote
the C-linear span of elements of the form [b ® c], b,c € B, where [b ® c]
denotes the equivalence class of (b ® ¢) in K after taking quotient and com-
pletion mentioned before. It is obvious that Ky is dense in /C. To define the left
and right .A-module structure on /C, we proceed as follows. For a, b, c € B,
define
[b®cla=[b®cal,

alb®c]l=lab®c]—[a & bc],

and then extend on Ky by linearity. By a simple calculation (see pages 8—11
of [32] for details), we can derive the following inequalities fora € B, ¢ € Ko:

2 2 22 2
lacli < llalZ k. Ialk < lalZIélk-

By the density of 55 in .4, we can define left and right actions by an arbitrary
element of A. This proves ().
For a € B, we define dy(a) € K as the unique element satisfying

(00(a), [b ® )i = % (é(a, be) + Eb*, ca*) — E(b*a, c)) ,

where b,c € B and E(x,y) = ((—=L£2)2(x), (=L2)2(y)) forallx,y €
Dom(&). We refer to [32] for the estimates needed for proving the existence
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and uniqueness of the vector dy(a) defined above, and also the bimodule deriva-
tion property.
To prove (iii), let us first note that by Proposition 4.4 (ii) of [32] (page 13),
we have
do(a)b = [a ® b],

where a, b € B. Now, fora, b € B,
la ® b1I%
1
= lim —t(*K/ b
i, 576"Ke(@ b)

IA

1
limsup = | K/ (a, @)llo7 (b*b)
e—>0+ 2

limsup%nK;(a, a)lloo1613.
e—>0+

Choose a € Ay € Dom(L). Since Ay is a x-algebra, we have a*, a*a € Ay,
and it is clear that K/(a,a) — —L(a*a) + L(a*)a + a*L(a) as € — 0+,
hence ¢, := %lim_>o+ K. (a, a)lloo exists and is finite. This proves (iii).

We verify (iv) by straightforward calculations, which we omit. To prove (v),
we first recall from [32] that T can be taken to be the closed linear span
of the vectors of the form dy(a)b,a, b € B. Now, by Lemma 3.3 of [32],
[60(a)bllz- < [Ibl|2.E(a). Since Aj is on the one hand norm-dense in A and
also forms the core for £ on the other, (v) follows.

Let us now prove (vi). It is enough to prove that whenever we have a Cauchy
net a, € Ap in the weak topology, then (£, 7 (a,)¢) is also Cauchy for any
fixed ¢ belonging to the dense subspace of K spanned by the vectors of the
form d(b)c, b, ¢ € Ap. But it is clear that for this, it suffices to show that
a > (0(b)b', m(a)d(b)b')xc is weakly continuous. Now, by the symmetry of £
and the trace property of 7, we have that for a € Ay,

(O, (@)oY ) = (b, abLB'D™)) — (b, al(bb'D™))
—(L(bb'D'™), ab) + (L(bY' (bb')*), a).
The first three terms in the right-hand side are clearly weakly continuous in a,

so we have to concentrate only on the last term, which is of the form
7(L(xx*)a) for x € Ay. Now, we have

t(L(xx™)a) = t(L(x)x*a) + 1 (xL(xH)a) + 1 (6(x¥)*d(x™)a),

and since L£(Ag) < Ap, the first two terms in the right hand side of the
above expression are weakly continuous in a, so we are left with the term
7(0(x™)*0(x™)a). Let us choose an approximate identity e, of the C*-algebra
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A such that each e, belongs to A, (this is clearly possible, since A, is a

norm-dense *-ideal, and for z € A;, one has that |z] € A;). By normality

of 7, TG(X)*O(x*)) = sup, T (e d(x*)*3(x")en) = 2sup, do(x*)en |3 <

2sup,, llenll2.E(x*) < oo, since |leyflc < 1 and x* € Ay € Dom(E). Thus,

S(x*)*d(x*) = y? for some y € A, hence 7(5(x*)*d(x*)a) = z(yay), which

proves the required weak continuity. O
Now we obtain a Christensen—Evans type structure of the generator L.

Theorem 3.2.31 In the notation of Theorem 3.2.30, let R : L?> — K be defined
as follows:
Dom(R) = Ay, Rx = «/Eéo(x).

Then R has a densely defined adjoint R*, whose domain contains the linear
span of the vectors 6(x)y, x,y € Ay and

R*(0(x)y) = xL(y) — L(x)y — L(xy).

We denote the closure of R by the same notation R. For x,y € Ay,

(R*m (x)R — %R*Rx — %xR*R)(y) = L(x)y.

Furthermore,
d(x)y = (Rx —w(x)R)(y), x, y € Ao,
1
Ly =—=R*R.
T2
Proof:
For x, y, z € Ap, we observe by using the symmetry of £ that

(6(x)y, Rz)

= 2{do(x)y, do(z)

= 1(y"L(x"7) = y* L&)z — y*x"L(2))

T(LOM)x"z = (L(x)y)*z = L{xy)*2)

((xL(y) = L)y = L(xy)}, 2).

This suffices for the proof of the statements regarding R*. It can be verified
by a straightforward computation that (R*z (x)R — %R*Rx — %xR*R)(y) =
L(x)y holds for x, y € Ap. The remaining statements are also verified in a
straightforward manner. O

3.2.4 A class of quantum dynamical semigroups on uniformly hyperfinite
(U.H.F.) C*-algebra

In this subsection we shall describe a physically interesting class of conserva-
tive Q.D.S. constructed by T. Matsui in [88] on the U.H.F. C*-algebras of class
N®°. The reader is also referred to [63] for some of the details.
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Let A be the uniformly hyperfinite (U.H.F.) C*-algebra generated as the
C*-completion of infinite tensor product X) jezd MN (©), where N and d are
two fixed positive integers. This is a particular type of approximately finite
dimensional (AF) C*-algebras discussed in, for example, [33]. Let us give a
concrete description of this C*-algebra here. Choose and fix a unit vector & in
CN and consider the Hilbert space / obtained as the countable infinite tensor
product of copies of CV, with & as the stabilizing vector, as discussed below.
Let J denote the set of all sequences (v;) indexed by j € 74, with v j € cN
for all j, and v; = & for all but finitely many values of j. Let o be the space
of formal C-linear combinations of elements in J, equipped with the semiinner
product (-, -) defined on the elements of J by setting

(), W) =] Jwu),
J
and extending on /¢ by linearity. Note that the above infinite product is finite
because for all but finitely many j, u; = v; = &, thus (v;, u;) = 1 for all but
finitely many j’s. We denote by /& the Hilbert space obtained by taking quotient
by the subspace {x € hg | (x,x) = 0} and then completing the quotient. For
x € My(C) and fixed j € Z, let x/) be the unique bounded operator given
by its action on the dense subspace & as follows:

D (vg) = (vp),

where vk = v for k # j, v, = xv;. Consider the %-subalgebra Aj,c of B(h)
generated by the operators {x(/ ), x € My(C), j € Z%}, and let A be its norm-
completion with respect to the norm of B(#). It is well-known (see [33]) that
there is a unique normalized trace on .4, which we shall denote by tr.

It is clear that for any finite subset A = {1, ..., ji} of 74, the tensor prod-
uct @ jeA My (C) can be embedded as a x-subalgebra A of Aj,c in a canoni-
cal way, by identifying an element of the form ) ; jeaXj (Where xj € My ©)

witha = x](] .. ](]") in Ajo.. We shall also use the notation xj(] V.. ®x(]k)
to denote the above element a. Such elements will be called simple tensor ele-
ments of 4 and the jth component of a, denoted by a;), is defined to be x;, if
J = ji for some [, and 1,7, otherwise. Thus, for x € My(C) and j € 72, we
have x((f)) = x and x((,f)) = 1fork # j. The support of a, denoted by supp(a), is
defined to be the set {j € Z% : a(j) # 1}. For a general element a € A such that
a= anl cpay, With a, being simple tensor elements in .4 and ¢, being com-
plex coefficients, we define supp(a) := U,>1supp(a,) and we set |a| = car-
dinality of supp(a). Thus, Ay is the x-subalgebra generated by elements of A
with support contained in A, and Ajo consists of elements with finite support.

When A = {k}, we write Ay instead of A,. Fork e 74, the translation 7 on
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A is an automorphism determined by z; (x()) := xU+h forall x € My (C)
and j € Z?. Thus, we get an action 7 of the infinite discrete group Z< on A.
For x € A we denote 74 (x) by x.

We also need another dense subset of A, which is in a sense like the first
Sobolev space in .A. For this, we need to note that My (C) is spanned by a pair
of noncommutative representatives {U, V} of Zy = {0,1,..., N — 1} such
that UN = VN = 1 and UV = wVU, where w € C is the primitive Nth
root of unity. These U, V can be chosen to be the N x N circulant matrices. In
particular for N = 2, a possible choice is given by U = o, and V = o, where
ox and o, denote the Pauli-spin matrices. Let G be the cyclic group Zy X Zy.
For g = (a, ) € G, its inverse is —g = (—a, —f). Now for j € Z? and
g=(a,p)eG,wesetW; , = uWn* V(j)ﬂ € Ajoc and an automorphism 7 ; o
of Aloc, given by 7 ¢ (x) = Wj¢ x W7 . Now we define

0jg(¥) =7 (x) —x, forallx € A, and [[x|1 = D lloj ¢ (x)].
J-8
Let C'(A) = {x € A: |lx|l; < oo}. It is not difficult to see that |x*||; =
lzj(x)lli = llxlli and since C'(A) contains the dense x-subalgebra Ajoc,
C'(A) is a dense 7 invariant %-subalgebra of A.

Let G := [] jezd G be the infinite direct product of the finite group G at
each lattice site. Thus each g € G has jth component g(;y = («;, 8;) € G.
For g € G we define its support by supp(g) = {j € Z¢ : gy # (0,0)} and
|g| = cardinality of supp(g). Let us consider the projective unitary representa-
tion of G, givenby G 5 g—>Ug = [[;cz¢ W, () € A.

For a given completely positive map 7 on A, we formally define the Lind-

bladian
L= L
keZd
where
Ly (x) = 13 Lo(t_rx), forall x € A,
with

Lolx) = —%{T(l),x}#—T(x), (3.6)

and {A, B} := AB + BA.
In particular we consider the Lindbladian £ for the completely positive map
o
T(x) = Za([)*xa([), forall x € A,
1=0
associated with a sequence of elements {a()} in A, witha(l) = >, c1,¢U,
such that 377%0 > |er.q| 18I* < 0.
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Before we prove that the above formal generator can indeed be given a rig-
orous meaning, we need a technical lemma.

Lemma 3.2.32 Let . > 0, and x be a self-adjoint element in C'(A). Then
there exists a bounded operator T on 1'(Z¢ x G) such that

(2= Dllo.G, &) = lloj,g (4 — L)x)].

In fact U is an infinite positive matrix which can be expressed as a sum of two
matrices:
r=ro_4 1"(1),

where

TOfG.e)=2D"lel D > D G —k+1g"

geg kesupp(g) l:l+kesupp(g) g"e€G

and

F(l)f(j,g/):=22| > |cg|]Z|cv| > D flU+k g

keZd | G>g:j—kesupp(g) veg lesupp(v) g"€G
for f € 1'(Z¢ x G).

Proof:
For simplicity, we shall only consider the case when there is just one a(l),
say r. That is, we assume that 7 is of the form, T'(x) = r*xr for some r € A,
given by, r = > cgUq, D |cg| |g|? < oo. The general case can be treated in a
very similar way.

For a fixed 4 > 0, and a self-adjoint element x in C'(A), let us write y :=
(4 — L)x.For (j, &) € Z¢ x G, we have,

1
0 () = 740,00 () + LGN,

Now it follows from the definition that

7). (L(x))
1 * * * *
= 5 24w (s x1r) = U Xl + 79 (e, i) = e, el
keZd
1 * *
=3 Z {Ak(0),g (X)) +[0),g(ry), X1mj o (r) 7w j ot (r) X, 0, ¢ ()]
keZd

+[r]2k7-x]o-j,g/(rk)+Uj,g’(r]2k)[xa rk]}a (37)
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where
Ar(x) = [m g (rf), X170 j g (1) + mj o () [, g (1)1

It is clear that for each k, A is a bounded CCP map and A (1) = 0. Thus Ay is
the generator of a contractive CP semigroup, say (Tt(k))tzo. As x is self-adjoint,
sois o o/(x), so we can find a state y on A such that

Iy (o),g (X)) = lloje ()]l

First let us assume,
y(0),g(x)) = lloj g (). (3.8)

Since Tt(k) is contractive and positive, we have

v (T (0} ¢ (x))
(T 00 N < 1T (0.0 ()]
l6},5 @) = w(T (0.4 ().

IA

IA

So,
w(Ak(oj,¢(x)) < 0. (3.9)

Now evaluating the state y on o ,/(x) we have by (3.8),
1
loj.g ) = (@) () + v (o). (LN}

By (3.7) and (3.9), this gives

1 1
loj.5 (Il < 4w (@0 ) + 5 24w (0.9 (), ¥l g (r0))
kezd

+V/(7Tj,g’(r]>:)[xy Jj,g’(rk)]) + t//([r,f, x]Uj,g/(rk)) + V/(Uj,g’(r]j)[xs ri])}

1 1
= Jllojg W+ D Alrl ltey.g ), X1+ lirl e, (), 11l

kezd
+1rs X1 o, Gl + +llaj, g GO ks X111 (3.10)
If w(ojq(x)) = —lloj,¢(x)l, replacing x by —x, same argument as above

gives the inequality (3.10).
Now in order to estimate the second term of (3.10), first let us consider, for

g€G:jesupp(g)
o0 W), a1l = IV VO U vO Py~ _y,

= |[(w*Pi=P=Pei=a) _ U, x]|| < 2|[[U,, x]
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So we have

o j,e (), x]ll

= > > lelllojg(mUy), x1

keZd g:j—kesupp(g)

<2> D> lelllinUg, x|
kezZd g:j—kesupp(g)

<2 D> e DL logen®)
keZd g:j—kesupp(g) l:l—kesupp(g)

<2 D> el DL D Moy
kezd g:j—kesupp(g) l:l—kesupp(g) g"€G

<2> D> el DL D eyl
keZd g:j+kesupp(g) lil+kesupp(g) g'eG

<2 el D] > D oyl
geg kesupp(g)—j l:l+kesupp(g) g"€G

<2 el > D Dok @I

g€g kesupp(g) l:l+kesupp(g) g”€G
Thus,

1
5 2 AP T G XU + D) e G, 1) < TOlo. NG 8.

kezd

A similar estimate gives

loj, g ()l ||[rk,x]|s'2 > |cg|]Z|cu| D D ok g I

g:j—kesupp(g) veg lesupp(v) g"’eG

So, we have

1 .
5 22 o5 GO e X+ 10 110 oy ol < T le ()1 G €.
keZd

A simple estimate enables us to conclude that

TN < N2 3D el 1glP b {4lrl+ D legl 117 ¢ 1F 1y

g€y g€y
O

Remark 3.2.33 This lemma implies that for A > ||T||j1za ), T — 4 is invert-
ible and

o Il < (T = 27 o.((L — D), &) (3.11)
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We are now in a position to state and prove the following theorem contained
in [88].

Theorem 3.2.34 (i) The map L formally defined above is well defined on C' (A).
(it) The closure L of L1 is the generator of a conservative Q.D.S. (T;)1>0
on A.

Proof:
For simplicity let us consider the Lindbladian £ associated with an element
r= deg cgUg € Asuchthat |r|y = deg |cg| |g|*> < oo. Here £ takes the
form

L) =D Li(x)

. keZd
with

1
Li(x) = { i, xrk 4 rilx, rid), forall k € 24,
Denoting these two bounded derivations [r}, .] and [., 7¢] on A by 5,1 and J

respectively, L(x) = % D kezd 5Z (X)rk + 1 op (x).
In order to prove (i), for x € C'(A), let us estimate the norm of £(x):

A

1
1L < 5 D2 160+ 7o)l

keZd

< LS 1oj @ + oo

keZd

[
5 2 2 leglilmUs, x1l + llzeUy, 111

keZd geG

Since we have

U X1 =1L ]] Wigw-xl < D MW -6l = D loj i@,
jezd Jj€supp(g) Jj€supp(g)

it follows that

|r||
1L <= D" D el D Mo v+ lloj -0 @)l
keZd geg Jjesupp(g)+k
<D Dl D Dl lloj @

keZd geG jesupp(g)+k g'eG

<D legllgl D7 D lloj.g @)l

g€g keZd g'eG
< Irl D legl 1l HIxn
g€g

2
= [rl2"[lx|[1.
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2 k|<n Lk It is clear that L™ is a bounded CCP map on A. So L™ is the
generator of contractive Q.D.S. (Tt(")) on A and for 2 > 0, (L™ — 1) (x)| >
Allx|l, forallx € Aand |(L™ — 1)~ || < % for A > 0.

For A > |T'||;1, in order to show that Ran(L — A) is dense in (A, | - |,
we consider the following. Let y be a self-adjoint element in C'(A). Since
(L™ — 1) is invertible for every n, we can choose self-adjoint x,, € A so that
(L™ — 1)(x,) = y. A careful look at the arguments for proving (3.11) reveals
that it holds also for £ and thus we have,

Now let us come to the proof of (if). For each n > 1, we set LM =

low Cen)ll < D (G =) o alloa )] (3.12)
a
Summing over o/, it follows that

1)l < G =)yl < o0

and hence x,, € C!(A). Now setting y, = (£ — 1)(x,), we have

lyn =yl = 1L = L)xu | = D Lalxa).

lk|>n
The above quantity is clearly dominated by

DS Dl D D o @l

lk[>n  geG g1€G  jesupp(g)+k
<l D) DlletY, D G=D oI, g (by (3.12)),
lk|>n geG §1€G  jesupp(g)+k
which goes to 0 as n tends to oo since

DDl D> > G=D e MG, g1)

k|>1 geG 81€G jesupp(g)+k

< Dlegllegl D0 > G =D eI, g1)

g€g jezd g1€G
< D el 18l I =)~ Iyl < oo.
geg

This shows that y, converges to y. For an arbitrary element y € C!(A), we
apply the above line of reasoning to the real and imaginary parts of y and
conclude that Ran(/j — ) as well as (£ — 2)(C'(A)) are dense in C' (A) and
therefore they are also dense in A.
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Now for y = (£ — 1)(x) in the dense %-subalgebra (£ — 1)(C'(A)), let us
consider

L™ =)~ o) — (£ =27 o)l
L™ — )~HEL = LDYE - D)~ )l

< €™ =7 D L)
|k|>n
1
= 7 |k|z>nﬁk(X)

which tends to 0 as n tends to oo. Thus
A 1
-2 W =< Illyll

and by the Hille—Yosida Theorem L generate a contractive semigroup, say (7).
By Proposition 2.3.3, it follows that the contractive CP semigroup 7; ") con-
verges to 7; strongly as n tends to oo, which proves that 7; is contractive and
CP.

Finally, the semigroup 7; satisfies
t
T;(x) =x —+—/ T;(L(x))ds, forall x € Dom(L).
0

Since 1 € C!(A) and £(1) = £(1) = 0, it follows that T;(1) = 1, forall 7 > 0.
O

We conclude this subsection with a brief discussion on ergodicity of the
semigroups constructed here following [88]. We say that T; is ergodic if there
exists an invariant state y satisfying

1Ty (x) — w(x)1|| > Oast — oo, forallx € A. (3.13)

In [88], T. Matsui has discussed some criteria for ergodicity of the Q.D.S. T;.
Some examples of such semigroups associated with partial states on the U.H.F.
algebra and their perturbation are given.

For a state ¢ on My(C) and k € Z¢, the partial state ¢ on A is a CP
map determined by ¢y (x) = @ (x(k))x(k)e, for x = x()xqx)e, where x) € Ay
and xgje € Ape. We can find a natural number N’ < N? and elements
(L™ :m =1,2,..., N’} in My (C) such that

N’ N’
$(x) =D LMW XL forallx € My(C)and D LML =1,

m=1 m=1
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E()m) € Ao with the zero-th
n

component being L") . Now for k € Z¢, writing L X ) = Tk (L(()m)), the partial
state ¢y, is given by

Form = 1,...,N’, let us consider the element L

N/
dr(x) = Z L,((m)*xL,((m), for all x € A.
m=1

Here the Linbladian £? corresponding to the partial state ¢ is formally given
by
L'y = > L),

kezZd

where

N/
1 . )
L) = gp(x) —x = 5 STL L + L, 1),

m=1

It follows from Theorem 3.2.34 that £? is defined on C'(A). Moreover, the
closure £? of £ /c1(4) generates a conservative Q.D.S. TfS on A given by

T,‘;S (H x(k)) = H {Ppxw) + e (xay — P}

keA keA

Here we note that the map @ defined by
— T ¢ —
@ (H xao) = lim 7, (H X(k>) =[] ¢@w
keA keA keA

extends as a state on .4 which is an invariant state for the ergodic Q.D.S. T,¢.
For any real number c, let us consider the perturbation

L) = L£2(x) + cL(x), forall x € C'(A).
It is clear that £() is the Linbladian associated with the CP map
N’ . 00
T(x) = z L]((m) xL,((m) + CZal*xal, forallx € A
m=1 1=0

and by Theorem 3.2.34 it follows that the closure £ of £©) /C'(A) generate
aQ.D.S. T,(C). Moreover, the following can be shown.
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Proposition 3.2.35 There exists a constant co such that for 0 < ¢ < cq the
above Q.D.S. T,(c) is ergodic with the invariant state ®©) and we have

. (l—<
1T @)l < 2¢ 70" 1))y, (3.14)

0= x|, forall x € C'(A).

. 4
17590 = 00011 < e
We omit the proof of this result and refer the reader to [88].

Remark 3.2.36 The invariant state ®©) corresponding to the ergodic Q.D.S.
T,(C) is given by

DO (x) = d(x) + ¢ / ” O(L(T ) (x)))dt, forall x € C'(A).
0
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Hilbert modules

In this chapter we introduce the idea of Hilbert modules and briefly discuss
some useful results on them. For a more detailed account on this subject, the
reader is referred to [81], [90], [98] (and [122] for von Neumann modules).

4.1 Hilbert C*-modules

A Hilbert space is a complex vector space equipped with a complex-valued
inner product. A natural generalization of this is the concept of Hilbert module,
which has become quite an important tool of analysis and mathematical physics
in recent times.

Definition 4.1.1 Given a *x-subalgebra A C B(h) (where & is a Hilbert space),
a semi-Hilbert A-module E is a right A-module equipped with a sesquilinear
map (.,.) : E x E — A satisfying (x, y)* = (y, x), (x, ya) = (x, y)a and
(x,x) > 0forx,y € E and a € A. A semi-Hilbert module E is called a
pre-Hilbert module if (x, x) = 0 if and only if x = 0; and it is called a Hilbert
C*-module if furthermore A is a C*-algebra and E is complete in the norm
x > ||{x, x)||? where ||.|| the C*-norm of A.

It is clear that any semi-Hilbert .A-module can be made into a Hilbert module
in a canonical way: first quotienting it by the ideal {x : (x, x) = 0} and then
completing the quotient.

Let us assume that A is a C*-algebra. The A-valued inner product (., .) of
a Hilbert module shares some of the important properties of usual complex-
valued inner product of a Hilbert space, such as the Cauchy—Schwartz inequal-
ity, which we prove now.

79
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Theorem 4.1.2 Let A be a C*-algebra and E be a pre-Hilbert A-module.
Then, for x,y € E, we have the following inequality in the sense of C*-
algebra:

0 < (x, y)(y,x) = (x, ) [y, .

Proof:
Leta = (x,x), b = (y, y) and ¢ = (x, y). It is enough to prove that for every
positive linear functional ¢ on A4,

p(cc®) < [1bllg(a).

Fix any positive linear functional ¢ on A. Since the inequality ¢(cc*) <
Ibll¢ (@) is clearly valid in case ¢ (cc*) = 0, let us assume without loss of
generality that ¢ (cc™) > 0. For any real number A, we have from the property
of the inner product (-, -) that (x — yAc*, x — yAc*) > 0in A, which on simpli-
fication becomes a — 24cc* + A2chbe* > 0. But 0 < cbc* < ||blcc* since b is
a nonnegative element of .4, and hence we get that a —2Acc* + A2||b|cc* > 0.
After applying ¢ on this C*-algebraic inequality, we conclude that ¢(a) —
24 (cc*) + A2||b||p(cc*) = O for all real values of A, which is equivalent to
the discriminant of the expression in the left-hand side being nonpositive, that
is, 44 (cc*)? — 4¢(a)||bll¢p(cc®) < 0. Since ¢ (cc*) is strictly positive by our
assumption, we get the desired inequality ¢ (cc™) < ||b]|¢(a). i

From this C*-algebraic Cauchy—Schwartz inequality, it is possible to deduce
a weaker version of this inequality by taking the norm on both sides, namely,
1Gx, Y1 < 114, x) (v, ), or in other words, [[(x, y)[|* < [lx[|*[|y[I%, since
the norm on E is defined by ||x|| := || (x, x)||2.

However, some of the crucial properties of Hilbert spaces do not extend to
general Hilbert modules: the most remarkable ones are the projection theorem
and self-duality. We say that a vector-subspace F of a Hilbert .4-module E is
a submodule if xa € F forall x € F,a € A. A norm-closed submodule F of
E is said to be orthocomplemented, or simply complemented if there is a direct
sum decomposition of the form £ = F @ G, where G is a closed submodule
with (f,g) = 0, forall f € F,g € G. It is remarkable that, in contrast to
the Hilbert space case, closed submodules of a general Hilbert module need
not be complemented. To give a very simple example of this, let us take A
to be the commutative C*-algebra C[0, 1] and take E to be the same as A
as a Banach space, with its own right action and the inner product given by
(x,y) := x*y,x,y € A. Consider the closed subspace F = Co[0, 1] =
{f € C[0,1] : f(0) = f(1) = 0}. It can be observed that any element
f in E such that (g, f) = Oforall g € F must be the zero function, and
therefore the existence of a decomposition of the form £ = F & G, with
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(f1, foy =0forall fi € F, fo € G, implies G = {0}, hence F = E. But
clearly F is a strict subset of E: for example the identity of A is not in F.

Furthermore, the Banach space of all 4-valued, A-linear, bounded maps
on a Hilbert .4-module E may not be isometrically anti-isomorphic to E, in
contrast to the Riesz’ theorem for complex Hilbert space. These unpleasant
features make the study of Hilbert modules considerably difficult and chal-
lenging. For example, a bounded .A-linear map from one Hilbert .A-module
to another may not have an adjoint. For this reason, the role played by the
set of bounded linear maps between Hilbert spaces is taken over by the set
of adjointable linear maps. To be more precise, let us make the following
definition.

Definition 4.1.3 Let £ and F be two Hilbert A-modules. We say that a C-
linear map L from E to F is adjointable if there exists a C-linear map L* from
F to E such that (L(x),y) = (x, L*(y)) forall x € E, y € F. We call L*
the adjoint of L. The set of all adjointable maps from E to F' is denoted by
L(E, F).Incase E = F, we write L(E) for L(E, E).

The first important fact to be noted is that an adjointable map is automatically
A-linear and norm-bounded, which we prove below.

Theorem 4.1.4 Let E, F be Hilbert A-modules and L € L(E, F). Then we
have the following conditions.

(i) Both L and its adjoint L* are A-linear.

(ii) L is a norm-bounded map from E to F, viewed as Banach spaces. Simi-
larly, L* is bounded.

(iii) L* is the unique C-linear map satisfying (L(x), y) = (x, L*(y)) for all
xekE,
y € F. Furthermore, (L*)* = L.

(iv) If Ev, E», E3 are Hilbert A-modules and L1 € L(E1, E»), Ly € L(E3, E3),
then LoLy := Ly o Ly € L(Eq, E3) with (LyL1)* = LTL;.

Proof:

() Fixx € E,a € A. Wehavethatforany y € F, (y, L(xa)) = (L*(y), xa) =
(L*(y),x)a = (y,L(x))a = (y,L(x)a). Since (y,z) = Oforally € F
implies z = 0, we conclude that L(xa) = L(x)a. Similarly the .A-linearity
of L* can be proved.

(it) By the well-known closed graph theorem, it is enough to show that L is
a closed map from the Banach space E to the Banach space F. Let x,,n =
1,2,... be a sequence of elements in E with x, — x € E, and also assume
that L(x,) — y € F. For any z € F, we have that (z, (y — Lx)) = (z, y) —
(L*(2), x) = lim,—o0({z, L(xn)) — (L*(2), x,)) == 0, which proves that
y = L(x). This shows that L is closed, hence bounded. Similar arguments can
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be given to prove the boundedness of L*. We omit the proof of (iii) and (iv)
since they are very straightforward. O

We say that an element L € L(E, F) is an isometry if (Lx, Ly) = (x,y)
forallx,y € E. L is said to be unitary if L is isometry and its range is the
whole of F.

We observe that for x € E, ||x] = SUP.cE ||| <1 [I{x, z)||. The supremum in
the right-hand side is in fact attained by taking z = x/||x||, when x is not O,
and 7 = 0 otherwise. We define a norm on L(E, F) by ||L| := SUPyeE, x| <I
IL(x)|l. We have already proven that for L € L(E, F), ||L|| is indeed finite.
Clearly, L(E) is a C*-algebra with this norm. We also observe the following
useful fact.

Lemma 4.1.5 An element L of the C*-algebra L(E) is nonnegative, that is, of
the form L = K*K for some K € L(E), if and only if (x, L(x)) > 0 € A for
allx € E.

Proof:
If L = K*K, it is obvious that {(x, L(x)) > O for all x. To show the converse,
let us assume that (x, L(x)) > Oforall x € E. So, in particular, {x, L(x)) =
(x, L(x))* = (L(x), x) = {(x, L*(x)). By usual polarization argument, it fol-
lows that (x, L(y)) = (x, L*(y)) for all x,y € E, hence L = L*, that is,
L is a self-adjoint element of the C*-algebra L(E). By the general theory of
C*-algebras as discussed in Chapter 2, we can write L = Ly — L_, where
L, L_ are nonnegative elements of L(E) with L, L_ = L_L4; = 0. From
the assumption that (x, L(x)) > 0 we have that 0 < (x, L_(x)) < (x, L4 (x))
for all x. Choosing x = L_(y) for y € E, we have that 0 < (y, L3 (y)) <
(L_(y), L+L_(y)) = 0. By polarization we conclude that L3> = 0, and as L _
is a nonnegative element of the C*-algebra L(E), it follows that L_ = 0, so
that L = L., which is a nonnegative element. o
Fix two Hilbert A-modules E and F. Fort € L(E, F) and x € E, it can be
proved by straightforward arguments that (rx, tx) = (x, t*t(x)) < ||£]|*(x, x),
where ||7]| denotes the map-norm of ¢. Indeed, as *z is a nonnegative ele-
ment of the unital C*-algebra £(E), we have that ||f||>] — t*t is nonnega-
tive, hence by the Lemma 4.1.5, ||#]%>(x, x) > (x, *f(x)). The topology on
L(E, F) given by the family of seminorms {||.|lx, .|y : x € E, y € F} where
Il = [1(ex, )2 [ and £y = [(*y, £*y) 2 ||, is known as the strict topology.
Forx € E, y € F, we denote by |y > < x| = 0, the element of L(E, F)
defined by 0y ,(z) = y(x, z) (z € E). The L(E)-norm-closed subset generated
by A-linear span of {6 , : x € E,y € F} is called the set of compact opera-
tors and denoted by IC(E, F), and we denote IC(E, E) by IC(E). It should be
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noted that these objects need not be compact in the sense of compact opera-
tors between two Banach spaces, though this abuse of terminology has become
standard. It is known that (E, F') is dense in L(E, F) in the strict topology. It
is clear that C(E) is a C*-algebra which is dense in the C*-algebra L(E) with
respect to the strict topology.

At this point, we shall prove the following result which is going to be useful
in the sequel.

Theorem 4.1.6 Given a *-subalgebra A C B(h), and a pre-Hilbert A-module
E, there is a Hilbert space H and an A-linear isometric embedding T : E —
B(h, H), such that H is the closed linear span of elements of the form T (e)u
for e € E,u € h. Furthermore, the choice of the pair (H, I') is unique in the
following sense: if there is any other pair (H',T") with the above property,
then there is a unitary operator U : H — H' such that UT =T".

Proof:

We let Hy = E + h be the algebraic complex linear span of all formal symbols
(e, u) where ¢ € E,u € h, and define a complex-valued semi-inner product
(-, ) on Ho given by

((e,u), (f,0)) := (u, (e, f)a0)n

(where (-, -);, is the complex-valued inner-product of 4, (-, -) 4 is the A-valued
inner product of E: we shall however not use these suffixes in our later discus-
sion any more), and then linearly extend it on the whole of Hj, and note that
this form is positive definite. We then take the quotient of Hg by the subspace
{X € Hp : (X, X) = 0}, and complete the quotient space in the norm coming
from (-, -) to get a Hilbert space H. Let us denote by [X] the equivalence class
in ‘H corresponding to an element X € Hy. By construction the set of all such
[X]is dense in H. Now, let I' : E — B(h, H) be defined by

I'(e)(u) := [(e, u)],
fore € E, u € h. To verify that I is indeed .A-linear, we need to verify that
((T'(ea) — T'(e)a)u, (I'(ea) — I'(e)a)u) =0
fore € E,a € A, u € h. Indeed,
((T'(ea) — T'(e)a)u, (T (ea) — T'(e)a)u)
= <[€(l, M], [ea, u]) - ([ea au], [eaa M]) - <[€aa M], [8, au]) + ([8, au], [6, au]>
= (u, (ea, ea)u) — (au, (e, ea)u) — (u, (ea, e)au) + (au, {e, e)au)

(u, a*(e, e)au) — (u, a*{e, e)au) — (u,a™ (e, e)au) + (u, a* (e, e)au)
= 0.
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Clearly, for any fixed e € E, I'(¢) is a bounded operator, as we have || " (e)u||> =
(u, (e, e)u) < |le||*lul|*. Furthermore, it is clear that I'(e)* € B(H, h) given
by I'(e)*([(f,v)]) = (e, f)v for f € E,v € h, and from this it follows that
(u, T(e)*T'(f)v) = (u, (e, f)v), that is, the inner product between I'(e) and
I'(f) as elements of B(h, H), namely I'(e)*I'(f), coincides with the A-valued
inner product (e, f) of E. In other words, I is indeed an isometry, and thus
clearly continuous and injective. The fact that H is the closed linear span of
elements of the form I'(e)u, e € E,u € h, is obvious from our construction.
Finally, the uniqueness of (7, I') also follows by straightforward arguments.

O

Remark 4.1.7 It is a simple observation from the proof of the above theorem
that if A is a C*-algebra and E is a Hilbert C* A-module, then the image
of E under T in B(h, H) will be closed in the norm topology inherited from
B(h, H).

Let us now prove a few useful results. For a C*-algebra A and a Hilbert .A-
module E, we denote by (E, E) the norm-closed C-linear span of elements of
the form (e, f),e, f € E. Since (e, f)* = (f,e), and (e, fla = (e, fa) €
(E, E) foralla € A, itis clear that (E, E) is a norm-closed two sided ideal in
A. In particular, (E, E) is a C*-algebra itself.

Lemma 4.1.8 The complex linear span of {eb : e € E,b € (E, E)} is norm-
dense in E.

Proof:

Since (E, E) is a C*-algebra, take an approximate identity p, indexed by some

net, such that sup, ||p,|| < 1. Fix any e € E and observe that ((ep, — e),

(epy —€)) = pule,e)py + (e, e) — (e, €) pv — py(e, €). Since lim, py (e, e) =

(e, e) = limy (e, e) p,, it follows that ep, — e. O
Recall the definition of multiplier algebra M (A) of a C*-algebra A dis-

cussed in Chapter 2. One has (see [81]) the following result.

Theorem 4.1.9 The multiplier algebra M(IC(E)) of K(E), the compact adjo-
intable operators on E, is isomorphic with L(E) for any Hilbert module E.

Proof:

By the Theorem 4.1.6, let us assume that E is a submodule of B(h,H) for
some Hilbert spaces &, H, where A C B(h) and {{u, ¢ € E, u € h}is total in
‘H. We shall first identify £(E) with a suitable subalgebra of B(7). Define a
map I1 : L(E) — B(H) by

(L) (Eu) := L(O)u,
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foré € E,u € hand L € L(E); and then extend it C-linearly on the dense
set spanned by vectors of the form {u with &, u as above. We need to verify
that this is well defined. Take ® = >""_, &u; € H, where & € E and u; € h,
n integer. Considering L as an element of B(H) and using the Hilbert space
inequality < @, L*L® >< |L|?||®|%, we see that [[TI(L)D|> = >, ; <
ui, < &, L*L(&}) > uj >=< ®,L*L® >< |L||*|®|. From this, it fol-
lows that TT(L) is well defined and it extends to a bounded operator on H with
the norm less than or equal to the norm of L. Moreover, for ¢, # € E and
u,v € h, we have that (&u, IT(L)(yv)) = (Su, L(n)v) = (u, (&, L(n))v) =
(u, (L*(&), n)v)y = (II(L*)(¢u), nv). By the totality of the vectors of the
form &u, &, u as above, we conclude that IT(L)* = II(L*). Thus, IT is a *-
homomorphism from the C*-algebra L(E) into the C*-algebra B(H). Further-
more, [1(L) = O for some L € L(E) implies that L({)u = 0 forall & € E
and u € h, which in turn implies that L(¢) = Oforall & € E, so L = 0.
Thus, II is a one-to-one map, and we have L(E) = Ran(Il) € B(H). We
claim that in fact, Ran(IT) = {B € B(H) : B*(, B¢ € E, forallé € E}.
Note that since an element & of E is also an element of B(h, H), B just
means the composition of B € B(H) with &, so that B¢ € B(h, H), for any
B € B(H), although B¢ in general may not be in E. To verify the claim, first
observe that for any L € L(E), ¢ € E, we have that II(L) = L({) € E.
Similarly, IT(L)*¢ = II(L*)¢ € E. Conversely, take B € B(H) such that
B¢, B*¢ € E, forall ¢ € E. Define L from E to E by setting L({) := B¢E,
so that we have IT1(L) = B. We need to check that L is indeed .A-linear and
adjointable. For a € A, L(¢a) = Béa = (B&)a = L(&)a, which proves
A-linearity. Furthermore, L* is given by L*(¢) := B*¢. This proves the claim.

Next, we note that the restriction of IT to the sub C*-algebra IC(E) of L(E)
is nondegenerate. Indeed, for &, ,0 € E and u € h, we have that [1(|¢ > <
n)(@u) = &(n, 8)u, and since by Lemma 4.1.8, linear span of {& (7, 8), ¢, 7,
6 € E} is norm-dense in E, it follows that the complex linear span of ele-
ments of the form I1(|¢ > < #|)X, where X € H is dense in H. This proves
that I1|x(g) is nondegenerate and therefore, M(K(E)) = {B € B(H) :
BII(K), II(K)B € II(K(E)), forall K € K(E)}. Now, suppose that B €
B(H) is such that BII(K), II(K)B € TI(K(E)) for all K € K(E), or equiva-
lently BII(K), B*II(K) € II(C(E)) for all K € KC(E). In particular, choos-
ing K =|& >< |, &, n € E,weseethat BE(n,0) € E and B*¢(y, 0) € E for
all &, 7,0 € E. By applying Lemma 4.1.8, we get that BE € E, B*E C E,
that is, B € II(L(E)). Conversely, since IC(E) is an ideal in L(E), it fol-
lows that for any B = II(L) for L € L(E), we have BII(K) = II(LK) €
II(K(E)) for all K € K(E). Similarly, B*IT(X(E)) € II(K(E)). Thus we
have proved that M(KC(E)) = TI(L(E)) = L(E), since I1 is one-to-one. O
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Let us now give a few concrete examples of Hilbert modules. For any Hilbert
space H and C*-algebra A, one may consider the algebraic tensor product
A ®a1g 'H as a pre-Hilbert module by putting an inner product given by

<in®'1i,zx}®’1}> ZX i 1),
i i

which is clearly a candidate for inner product. The right .A-module structure is
defined by taking (x ® #)a := (xa ® ) and extending linearly. The completion
of this pre-Hilbert module under the norm inherited from the above inner prod-
uct is denoted by H 4 or A ®c+ H (sometimes the suffix C* may be dropped
if understood from the context). In case H is separable and infinite dimen-
sional, H 4 can be described as a set as the collection of all sequences (xx)2 ;
with x; € A, such that the series > x;x is convergent in the norm of A. If
A = CJ0, 1], H 4 can be described as the set C([0, 1], H) := {f : [0,1] —
H : [0,1] ¢ || f(¢)|% continuous}, where ||.||7 denotes the norm of the
Hilbert space H. For f, g € C([0, 1], H), the C[0, 1]-valued inner product is
given by (f, g)(t) := (f (), g(¢)) 7, with (-, -)7¢ denoting the (C-valued) inner
product of H.

It turns out that the relatively simple Hilbert modules of the form H 4 are a
kind of universal objects, as the following theorem due to Kasparov asserts.

Theorem 4.1.10 (Kasparov’s stabilization theorem)

Let E be a countably generated Hilbert A-module, that is, there is a countable
set B = {y1, y2, ...} in E such that the norm closure of the right A-linear span
of B is the whole of E. Then there exists a unitary element t in L(E®H 4, H.4),
where 'H 4 is as above with H a separable infinite dimensional Hilbert space.
In other words, E @ H 4 is isomorphic as a Hilbert module with H 4, and in
particular E is embedded (by the map t|g) in H 4 as a complemented closed
submodule.

Proof:

We briefly sketch the main steps of the proof, following Mingo and Phillips
[90]. Without loss of generality one can assume .4 to be unital; the nonunital
case can be taken care of by the standard unitization procedure. Let {#;} be
a countable normalized set of generators of £ with each generator repeated
infinitely often. Let {e;} be an orthonormal basis of H,and let{; = 1 Q@ ¢; €
‘H 4. Consider the map T € L(H 4, E ® H_4) given by

TE) =2""n @47,

and extending by A-linearity and continuity. Clearly, as each #; is repeated
infinitely often, one has for any fixed i, ; ® 27%& e Ran(T) for infinitely
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many k, and thus #; @0 is in the closure of Ran(7") for every i. Hence, 0 & =
45T (&) — 2X(qx @ 0) € Ran(T) too for each k, which proves that the closure
of Ran(T') contains #; & & for all i, k, hence must be the whole of E & H 4.

We shall now argue that Ran(7*T) is dense in H 4. First of all, it is straight-
forward to see that T € K(H 4, E ® H 4), and hence T*T € K(H 4). Further-
more, it can be verified that T*T can be written in the following infinite matrix
form, with respect to the basis {&;}; of H 4:

T*T = K| + K>,
where
K1 =diag(@™ )12, ., Ko = (47" (i, j))i j=1,2,..

Clearly K> is nonnegative element of X(H 4), so T*T > K. However, from
the matrix representation of K it is obvious that K , and hence T*T is strictly
positive element of KC(H 4) in the sense of page 9, that is, for any positive
functional p on the C*-algebra X(H 4) such that lim, p(e,) = 1 for any
approximate identity e, , we have p(T*T) to be strictly positive. By the result
mentioned in page 9, (T*T)K(H_4) is dense in K(H _4), and since the linear
span of the set {Ax, A € K(H_4),x € H_} is dense in H 4, it follows that
Ran(7T*T) is dense in H 4, hence so is Ran(|T|). We now define an A-linear
mapV : Hq — E® Hy by V(T|E) := TE, which is clearly seen to be an
isometry, and furthermore, since Ran(|7'|) and Ran(T') are dense in H 4 and
E @ H 4 respectively, V has a unique continuous extension, which is a unitary
isomorphism between the Hilbert modules H 4 and E @ H 4. Thus the choice
t = V* does the job in the statement of the present theorem. O

Let us mention an important consequence of the above theorem, which will
be useful in Chapter 5.

Theorem 4.1.11 Let H be a separable Hilbert space. Then, for any C*-algebra
A, we have, LIAQc+ H) = M(AQ K(H)). Thus, in the notation of Theorem
4.1.10, for every s € L(E), tst* € LA Qc+ H) = M(A ® K(H)); hence
L(E) can be embedded as a sub C*-algebra in M(A @ K(H)).

We shall conclude our preliminary discussion on Hilbert C*-modules with the
following unification of Stinespring and GNS constructions in the framework
of Hilbert modules.

Theorem 4.1.12 (KSGNS construction)

Let A, B be C*-algebras, F be a Hilbert B-module and p : A — L(F) be
continuous with respect to the strict topologies on A and L(F). Furthermore,
assume that p is completely positive. Then we have the following.
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(i) There exist a Hilbert B-module F,, x-homomorphism z, : A — L(F,)
and an element v, in L(F, F) such that p(a) = vz, (a)v, foralla € A
and the B-linear span of {m,(a)v, f :a € A, f € F}isdensein F),.

(ii) If G is any Hilbert B-module, = : A — L(G) is a *-homomorphism,
w € L(F, G) such that p(a) = w*n (a)w for all a € A, and furthermore
the B-linear span of {x (a)wf : a € A, f € F}isdense in G, then there
exists a unitary u € L(F,, G) such that n(a) = un,(a)u* and w = uv,.

Proof:

The proof uses very similar ideas as the proof of Theorem 2.2.9. Without loss
of generality, we can assume that A is unital, since if necessary we can replace
A by the unital C*-algebra M (.A), and by the continuity of p with respect to
the appropriate strict topology, can lift p on M (A), which is the closure of
A with respect to the strict topology. Consider the set S of formal C-linear
combinations of the pairs of the form (a, f) witha € A, f € F. Define a
right 3-module structure on S by setting (a, f)b := (a, fb) and by extending
linearly. Furthermore, equip S with a bilinear 3-valued form (-, -), given by

(@@, f), (@, )y = (fipla*a) ['),

a,a’ € A, f, f' € F, and extending linearly. From the assumption that p is
completely positive it is possible to verify that (-, -) , is indeed nonnegative def-
inite. So, by the usual procedure of taking the quotient by the submodule {X €
S : (X, X), = 0} and completing the quotient, we obtain a Hilbert 3-module
F,. We shall denote the equivalence class in F), corresponding to the element
(a, f) € Sby [a, f]. Now, define 7, : A — L(F)) by n,(a)([d, f]) =
laa’, f].1tis simple to verify that 7, (ab) = 7, (a)z,(b) foralla, b € A.Fur-
thermore, (7, (a)lai, f1l, laz, f21), = (f1, p((aa1)*a2) f2) = (f1, p(aja*a2)
f2) = (a1, fil, mp(a*)[az, f21),. This proves that 7, (a)* = 7,(a*). Finally,
we define v, : F — F, by v,(f) = [1, f]. We can verify that p(a) =
v;n,, (a)v, by a direct and straightforward calculation. This proves (i). The
proof of (ii) is also routine and hence omitted. O

The triple (F, 7, v,) is called the KSGNS triple associated with p. In case
F = B = C, we recover the GNS construction, whereas the Stinespring’s
theorem is obtained by putting B = C.

4.2 Hilbert von Neumann modules

If A is a concrete C*-algebra in B(h) for some Hilbert space h, then for any
Hilbert space H, the pre-Hilbert module .A ®.1, H may be viewed as a subset of
B(h, h®H) and A®c+ H is the closure of this subset under the operator-norm
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inherited from B(h, h ® H). Instead, we may inherit one of the locally convex
topologies from B(h, h ® H), e.g. the topology of strong operator convergence,
and require the closure of A ®g1, 7 under this topology. This will lead to
another topological module, in general bigger than A ® ¢+ H. To be precise, let
us consider the topology of strong operator convergence, that is, the one given
by the seminorms {X — || Xul|l , u € h}. We denote the closure by A" ®; H
or simply by A” ® H when there is no possibility of confusion. A” ® H has
a natural A" module action from both sides and has a natural .A”-valued inner
product. In view of this, we may assume that A itself is a unital von Neumann
algebra in B(h). Thus we define a Hilbert (von Neumann) A-module to be a
right Hilbert A-module E, such that E is equippecll with the weakest locally
convex topology in which the map E 5 ¢ +— (&, &)2 € A is continuous (with
respect to the strong operator topology on .4), and assume furthermore that £
is complete in this topology. It should be noted that for any Hilbert space H,
B(h, H) has a canonical Hilbert von Neumann (/)-module structure, with the
inner product (R, S) := R*S for R, S € B(h, H).

Remark 4.2.1 Consider the Theorem 4.1.6 and assume that A is a von Neu-
mann algebra and E is a Hilbert von Neumann A-module. Then it is not dif-
ficult to see from the proof of the Theorem 4.1.6 that the image of E under T’
will be closed under the weak operator topology (and hence strong operator
topology as well), inherited from B(h, H).

We are now going to show that Hilbert von Neumann modules are very well-
behaved in contrast to their C*-counterparts, namely they possess the crucial
property that every closed submodule is complemented, and hence most of the
results valid for a Hilbert space can be translated with little or no modification
in the framework of Hilbert von Neumann modules, which is not true for a
general Hilbert C*-module. We begin with proving the existence of a sort of
orthonormal basis in any Hilbert von Neumann module (see [121] for more
details).

Theorem 4.2.2 Given a von Neumann algebra A C B(h) and a Hilbert von
Neumann A-module E, looked upon as a submodule of B(h, H) for some
Hilbert space 'H as in the Theorem 4.1.6, there exists a family (eg) g of par-
tial isometries in E, (to be called a complete quasi orthonormal system for E),
indexed by some set I, with the following properties:

(i) {ep,eq) = 626/355,1; and
(ii) foranye € E, thenetey := Zﬁej eplep, e), indexed by the finite subsets
J C I, partially ordered by inclusion, converges in the topology of E to e.
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Proof:
Without loss of generality (by the Theorem 4.1.6 and Remark 4.2.1) we can
assume that {eu, e € E, u € h}is total in H, and the topology of E is inherited
from the strong-operator topology of B(%, H). Now, let us call (following the
terminology of [121]) a collection (eg)sc7 for some indexed set T to be a
quasi-orthonormal system if (eg) satisfy the property (i) in the statement of the
present theorem, but not necessarily (ii). By the standard argument involving
Zorn’s Lemma it can be proved that there is a maximal element (where we
have chosen the natural partial ordering by inclusion for the class of all quasi-
orthonormal systems of E), and let us denote this maximal quasi-orthonormal
system by (eg)per. We claim that this system will satisfy the property (ii) in
the statement of the theorem, and thereby completing the proof. Note that if we
take p, = eqe};, then p,e, = e, and p, pg = 0 for different a, f. Therefore,
for any finite subset J of I the operator Py =3 s, egeyy = 2, pp is a finite
rank projection in L(E), and since the pg elements are mutually orthogonal,
it is clear that Py is a nondecreasing net of projections, hence weakly Cauchy.
From this, it can be seen that for each fixed x € E, (Pyx); converges in
the topology of E. If possible, suppose that there is an element e € E for
which lim; Pje is not equal to e. Let y = (e — limj(Pye)). Clearly, (y, e4) =
e*e, — Z/j e*eﬁe;}ea =e*e, —e*e, =0, forall a € I. Since y is an element
of B(h,H), we can write the polar decomposition of y as y = v|y|, where
v is a partial isometry in B(h, H) and |y| = (y,y)2 € A. Choose v, =
yn(1+nly))"' € E,n=1,2,..., we see that v, — v in the strong operator
topology, so that v € E (since E is closed under the strong operator topology).
Furthermore, since v)e, = n(1 + n|y[)~'y*e, = 0 for all a, we have that
(v,eq) = v*eq = 0. Thus, we can form a quasi orthonormal system in E by
adding v to (eg); which will be strictly larger than (eg); and thus contradicts
the assumed maximality, unless v = 0. So, v = 0, that is, y = 0, proving our
claim. O
Using Zorn’s Lemma, we can deduce similarly the following, the proof of
which is omitted.

Lemma 4.2.3 Given any quasi-orthonormal system (eq)qcr, for some Hilbert
von Neumann A-module E (as defined in the proof of the previous theorem),
we can always find a complete quasi-orthonormal system (eg)pe; for E with
I C 1.

This lemma enables us to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2.4 Let A C B(h) be a von Neumann algebra and E be a Hilbert
von Neumann A-module. Then, for any closed (with respect to the locally
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convex topology of E) submodule F of E, there is a direct-sum decomposi-
tionof Eas E=F @ F*, where F- :={e € E : (e, f) =0forall f € F}.

Proof:
By Theorem 4.2.2 and Lemma 4.2.3, we choose a complete quasi-orthonormal
system (eq)qer, for F and enlarge it to a complete quasi-orthonormal sys-
tem (eg)pes for E. Let I := I — I, and it is clear that for f € I, eg €
F1. Now, given any e € E, we can write it as e = e] + e, where e; =
limy, ¢y, Z/ﬁe]l eplep,e), and ex = limy,cy, Zﬁeh eplep,e), with Jyi, J
finite subsets of I; and I, respectively. Clearly, 1 € F, and e € F J‘, thus
completing the proof. O
The existence of complete quasi-orthonormal systems leads to the following
result about Hilbert von Neumann modules, which is analogous to the Riesz’
representation theorem in Hilbert spaces.

Proposition 4.2.5 Let E be a Hilbert von Neumann A-module, where A C
B(h) is a von Neumann algebra. Suppose that ® : E — A is an A-linear
continuous map. Then there exists an element e € E such that ®(e) =
(ew, e) for all e € E. This means that a Hilbert von Neumann module is self-
dual.

We omit the proof since we shall have no occasion to use this result and the
reader is referred to [121] for a proof.

Next we shall obtain a characterization of Hilbert von Neumann .A-modules
by showing that they always arise canonically from some normal *-representa
tion of the commutant von Neumann algebra A’ of A. To this end, we first
introduce the notion of the intertwiner module as follows.

Theorem 4.2.6 Let B € B(h) be a von Neumann algebra and © : B — B(H)
be some normal x-representation of B. Let T = Z(B, ) := {R € B(h, H) :
7 (b)R = Rb, forall b € B}. Then T can be given a Hilbert B’ -module struc-
ture (where B' is the commutant of B in B(h)) by inheriting the right action of
B(h) on B(h, H) and the canonical B(h) valued inner product of B(h, H).
is also complete in the strong operator topology inherited from B(h, H).

Proof:
Fora € B',b € Band R € 7, we have 7w (b)Ra = Rba = (Ra)b, since a and
b commute with each other. This proves Ra € Z. Furthermore, for R, S € 7
and b € B, we have that bR*S = (Rb*)*S = (z(b)*R)*S = R*z(b)S =
R*Sb, thatis, R*S € B'. Finally, the completeness mentioned in the statement
of the present theorem follows by standard arguments. O
The following theorem shows how Hilbert von Neumann .4 modules are in
one-to-one correspondence with the normal *-representations (modulo unitary
isomorphism) of A’.
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Theorem 4.2.7 Let A be a von Neumann algebra in B(h) and let E be a
Hilbert von Neumann A-module € B(h, H), where H is a Hilbert space.
Assume furthermore that {eu,e € E,u € h} is a total subset of 'H. Then
we can find a unique normal x-representation p : A — B(H) such that
E=TI(A,)p).

Proof:

The uniqueness of p is clear, since the action p(a) is uniquely determined
on the total set of vectors consisting of {eu,e € E,u € h}. To prove the
existence, we begin with the obvious definition p (a)(eu) = e(au),e € E,u €
h. However, we need to prove that p (a) is well-defined and extends to a unique
bounded linear operator on ‘H. Fix ey,...,e, € E and uy,...,u, € h, n

positive integer. We have
pla) (Z e Mi)
i

= Z(ui, a*(e;,ej)au;)
i,j

2

= Z(uiaa*a<ei,€j>uj>a
i,Jj

since a and (e;, ;) commute. Now, the n x n A-valued matrix (¢;, ¢;)); j=1,...n
is a nonnegative element in M, (A) = M, ® A € M,, ® B(h), and its each entry
(with respect to an orthonormal basis of C") commutes with each entry of the
nonnegative element diag(||a||>I —a*a) of M,,®B(h). So, the product of them,
that is, (((la||>1 — a*a)(e;, ej)))ij is nonnegative. Using this fact, we see that
Ip(@)(S; eiui) > < llall®| Y., eiu;||> from which it follows that p (a) is well-
defined and extends to a bounded linear operator on { with operator-norm less
than or equal to that of a. Furthermore, it is clear from the definition that a +—
p(a) is a sx-representation of 4. Its normality can also be verified by routine
arguments. Indeed, if a, is an nondecreasing net of nonnegative elements in
A’, with a, 1 a, then from the definition of p it is obvious that (£, p(ay)E) 1
(&, p(a)¢) for & in the algebraic linear span of {eu, e € E,u € h}. However,
since this linear span is dense in H and also since ||p(ag)| < ||p(a)]l for all a,
it follows that the same conclusion holds for any ¢ € H, hence the normality
of p is verified.

Finally, it is clear that E € Z(A’, p). By Theorem 4.2.4, Z(A', p) = E ®
E', where E* is taken in Z(A’, p). It is enough to show E+ = {0}, but
it is clear that for any element ¢ € E' and u € h, we have (¢/u, ev) =
(u, (¢, e)v) = 0 forany e € E,v € h, and by totality of the set {eu,e €
E,u € h},(e'u,n) =0forall y € H, soe'u =0forallu € h,, thatis, ¢’ = 0.
This completes the proof. g
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This result, combined with the result about the structure of normal
x-representations of von Neumann algebras mentioned in Chapter 2 (Propo-
sition 2.1.7), we obtain an analogue of the Kasparov’s stabilization theorem
for any Hilbert von Neumann module. However, before that, we need to note
a few simple but useful facts about the Hilbert von Neumann module of the
form A® H, where H is a Hilbert space, possibly nonseparable. For this, let us
first introduce some notations, which will be very useful in subsequent chapters
also. Let H, H> be two Hilbert spaces and A be a (possibly unbounded) linear
operator from H; to H| ® H, with domain D. For each f € H;, we define a
linear operator ( f, A) with domain D and taking value in 7{; such that

{f, Au,v) = (Au, v ® f), 4.1)

for u € D, v € H;. This definition makes sense because we have, |(Au, v ®
I < IAu|l I £l llv]l, and thus H; > v — (Au,v ® f) is a bounded linear
functional. Moreover, ||(f, A)ul| < ||Aul| | f]l, forallu € D, f € H;. Sim-
ilarly, for each fixed u € D,v € Hy, Hy > f — (Au,v ® f) is bounded
linear functional, and hence there exists a unique element of H,, to be denoted
by A, ., satisfying

(Apus [) = (Au,0 ® f) = ((f, A)u, v). 4.2)

We shall denote by (A, f) the adjoint of ( f, A), whenever it exists. Clearly, if
A is bounded, then so is (f, A) and [[{f, A)]| < ||A|l | f|l. Similarly, for any
T € B(Hi1 ® H») and f € Hp, one can define Ty € B(Hi, H1 ® Hz) by
setting Tru = T (u ® f). With the above notations at our disposal, let us give
a brief sketch of some properties of A ® H.

Lemma 4.2.8 Any element X of AQH can be written as, X = 3, Xa ® Vo,
where {4 }qcy is an orthonormal basis of H and x, € A. The above sum over
a possibly uncountable index set J makes sense in the usual way: it is strongly
convergent and for allu € h, there exists an at most countable subset J, of
J such that Xu = Zae],, (xqu) ® yq. Moreover, once {y,} is fixed, x,’s are
uniquely determined by X.

Proof:

Set x4 = (ya, X). Clearly, if X € A ®ag H, x, € A for all a. Since any
element of A ® H is a strong limit of elements from A ®,¢ H; and since A
is strongly closed, it follows that x, € A for an arbitrary X € A ® H. Now,
for a fixed u € h, let J, be the (at most countable ) set of indices such that
forall a € J,, thereexists v, € h with (Xu,v, ® y4) # 0. Then for any
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v ehandy e H,wehave with ¢, = (y4, 7),

(Xu,0@7) = Dl (Xu,0®74) = D ) ((ya, X)u, 0)

acldy aely,
= D (Xt 0)(ya, 7) = <Z(xa ® ya)u, v ®y>;
aeldy acJy

that is, X = Zae 7 Xa ® yq in the sense described in the statement of the
lemma. Given {y,}, the choice of x, values is unique, because for any fixed
a0, {Yag> X) = Xq,, which follows from the previous computation if we take
7 tobe Yq,. O

Corollary 4.2.9 Let X,Y € AQ® H be given by X = > ;X4 @ yq and
Y =2 ,c7 Ya ® Vg as in the lemma above. For any finite subset I of J, if we
denote by X and Y| the elements Za el Xa®yq and > acl Ya®vq respectively,
thenlim; (X, Y;) = (X, Y) where the limit is taken over the directed family of
finite subsets of J with usual partial ordering by inclusion.

Proof:
The proof is an adaptation of Lemma 27.7 in [100], hence the details are
omitted.
O
We give below a convenient necessary and sufficient criterion for verifying
whether an element of B(h, h @ H) belongs to A ® H.

Lemma 4.2.10 Let X € B(h, h ® H). Then X belongs to A Q H if and only if
(y, X) € Aforall y in some dense subset £ of H.

Proof:
That X € A ® H implies (y, X) € A forall y € H has already been
observed in the proof of the previous lemma. For the converse, first we claim
that (y, X) € A forall y in £ (where £ is dense in H) will imply (y, X) € A
for all y € H. Indeed, for any y € H there exists a net y, € &£ such that
ya — 7, and hence [[(y, X) — (74, X)I < ll7a — 7 Xl — 0. Now let us
fix an orthonormal basis {y,}qcs of H and write X = > _;(y4, X) ® y4 by
Lemma 4.2.8. Clearly, the net X7 indexed by finite subsets Z of J (partially
ordered by inclusion) converges strongly to X. Since X7 € A ®ag H for any
such finite subset Z (as (y,, X) € A forall a), the proof follows by noting
that A is strongly closed. O

In case H = I'(k), the Fock space over some Hilbert space k (see Section
2.4), we call the module A ® I' (k) the right Fock .4-module over I'(k), for
short the Fock module, and denote it by A ® I

The next theorem spells out the generic structure of a Hilbert von Neumann
A-module.



4.3 Group actions on Hilbert modules 95

Theorem 4.2.11 Given any Hilbert von Neumann A-module E, there is a
Hilbert space (possibly nonseparable) H such that E is isometrically isomor-
phic with some closed (Hilbert von Neumann)-submodule of the Hilbert von
Neumann A-module A Q H.

Proof:

By Theorem 4.2.7, we may assume that E = Z(A’, p) for some normal
x-representation of p : A" — B(H) for some Hilbert space H, such that
p(1) = 1. Now, by appealing to the Proposition 2.1.7 of Chapter 2, we
obtain some Hilbert space H and a Hilbert space isometry Xo : H — h ® Hy
(where h is such that A € B(h) and A’ is the commutant of .4 in B(k)) such
that p(a) = Zj(a ® 1)Xo foralla € A" and P = XoXj is a projection in
A ® B(Hp). We shall now explicitly calculate the space Z(A', p). Let R €
B(h, H) be such that Ra = p(a)R foralla € A’. Applying X on both sides
of this equality, we get that ZgRa = P(a®1)ZoR, and since P commutes with
(A ®1)and PXy = X, it follows that ZoRa = (@ ® 1) ZoR, foralla € A,
that is, ZgR € A ® Hop. In fact, every step in the above calculation is clearly
reversible, and thus we get that

I(A, p) ={R € B(h, H) : SR € A® Ho}.

We now define X : Z(A, p) > AQ Hp by Z(R) := ZoR, and clearly this
is an A-linear isometry, with the adjoint given by A® Ho > S — X3S €
I(A', p). We note that X3S is in Z(A’, p) because XoXjS = PS, which is in
A®Hpas P € A® B(Hp). Thus, E = Z(A’, p) is isometrically isomorphic
with the closed submodule P(A ® Ho). O

For various applications of Hilbert modules in quantum probability and
related fields, we refer the reader to [7] and [120].

4.3 Group actions on Hilbert modules

4.3.1 The case of Hilbert C*-modules

Let us first discuss the case of Hilbert C*-modules. Let G be a locally com-
pact group, A be a C*-algebra, and assume that there is a strongly continuous
representation o : G — Aut(A) as discussed in Chapter 2. Following the ter-
minology of [90], we introduce the concept of a Hilbert C* G — .A-module as
follows.

Definition 4.3.1 A Hilbert C* G — A module (or G — A module for short)
is a pair (E, f) where E is a Hilbert C* A-module and $ is a map from G
into the set of C-linear (caution : not A-linear !) maps from E to E, such that
Be, & € G satisfies the following:
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(i) Bgn = Bg o ppfor g,h € G, B = 1d, where e is the identity element

of G;

(i) Bg(Ca) = Bg(Qoagla) foré € E,a € A;

(iii) g +> Bg(¢) is continuous for each fixed ¢ € E;

@iv) (B4(E), Bs(n)) = ag((&, ) for all &, € E, where (-, -) denotes the
A-valued inner product of E.

When g is understood from the context, we may refer to £ as a G — A

module, without explicitly mentioning the pair (E, ). Given two G — A mod-

ules (E1, B) and (E3, y), there is a natural G-action 7 induced on L(E1, E>3),

given by mo(T) (&) = yg(T(B,-1(S))) for g € G, & € EN, T € L(Ey, Ey).

T e L(Ey, Ey) is said to be G-equivariant if mo(T) = T forallg € G. It

is clear that for each fixed T € L(Ey, E;) and & € Ey, g = 7mgo(T)¢C is

continuous. We say that T is G-continuous if g + m4(T) is continuous with

respect to the norm topology on L(E|, E»). We say that E| and E» are isomor-

phic as G — A-modules, or that they are equivariantly isomorphic if there is a

G-equivariant unitary map 7' € L(E1, E»).

We shall now prove an analogue of Kasparov’s theorem in the framework
of G — A modules. Before that, it is necessary to introduce some notation.
Following [90], for any Hilbert .A-module F, let us denote by F*° the Hilbert
A-module obtained by taking a direct sum of countably infinitely many copies
of F. More precisely, F as a set is defined to consist of all sequences (f1,
f2,...), fi € F, such that the series D, (fn, fn) converges in the norm of
A. The right A-module structure on F*° is the obvious one: (f1, f2,...)a :=
(fia, faa,...), and the A-valued inner product is given be the sum of com-
ponentwise inner product. We note that for a separable infinite dimensional
Hilbert space H, we have H 4 = A, viewing A as an .A-module in the obvi-
ous way. Furthermore, in case F is a G — A module with the corresponding
G-action f, then so is F* by taking the G-action B¢° as B°(f1, f2,...) =
(Bs(f1); Be(f2), ).

A word of caution about this notation: A% should not be confused with the
notation Aso which will be introduced and used in Chapters 8 and 9 to denote
‘smooth’ subalgebras.

For a G — A module (E, f8), we define a right .A-module structure on C,
(G, E) (the set of continuous compactly supported functions from G to E) by
setting (fa)(t) = f(t)a,t € G,a € A. We also define an A-valued inner
product by

(f1, f2) i=/G(f1(f)a fH)dt,

where dt denotes integration with respect to some fixed left Haar measure
on G. We denote the completion of the pre-Hilbert .A-module C.(G, E) by
L2(G, E), which is a Hilbert C* A-module. Furthermore, we make it into a
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G — Amodule by defining a G-action on C(G, E) by Eg(f)(t) =B (f(g~ '),
g,t € G, and extending it by continuity on L*(G, E). In fact, it is clear that
L%(G, E) is the completion of the algebraic tensor product of L?>(G) and E,
with the G-action being the tensor product of the left regular representation on
L?(G) and the given action  on E. It may also be noted that since any Hilbert
A module can be viewed as a G — .4 module by taking the trivial G-action,
we can actually perform the above construction for any .4-module E to obtain
L?(G, E), which will be a G — A module.

Lemma 4.3.2 Let (Eq, f) and (E2, y) be two G — A modules such that E1, E»
are isomorphic as Hilbert A-modules, that is, there is an A-linear unitary (not
necessarily equivariant) U from E1 onto E,. Then L*>(G, E1) and L*(G, E;)
are isomorphic as G — A-modules.

Proof:
Define V : C.(G, E1) — C.(G, E») by

VH@) = y:UB-1(f(1)))).
It is not difficult to observe that V is A-linear, since

V(fa)() = y(UB-1(f(1)a)))
11U B-1(f @)a-1(a))) = 7:(UB-1(f(1)))a-1(a))
11U B (fO))er(a-1(a)) = (V) (D)a.

Similarly, by using the property (iv) in the definition of a G — .4 module, one
can verify that V is an isometry. That V is onto and G-equivariant follow also
by straightforward arguments. Thus, V extends to an equivariant unitary from
L?*(G, Ey) onto L%(G, E»). o

Using this lemma, we state and prove the following equivariant analogue
of Kasparov’s theorem. However, we need the compactness of G for technical
purposes.

Theorem 4.3.3 Let (E, B) be a Hilbert C* G — A module and assume that
E is countably generated as a Hilbert A-module, that is, there is a countable
set S = {ey, ez, -} of elements of E such that the right A-linear span of
S is dense in E. Assume furthermore that G is compact. Then, there is a
G-equivariant unitary from E @ L*(G, A%®) onto L*(G, A®).

Proof:
Let us first show that E @ L*(G, E)® = L?*(G, E)® as G — A modules, by
explicitly constructing an equivariant unitary map. Define V : E — L%(G, E)
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given by (V&)(¢r) := &, forallt € G. Clearly V is a G-equivariant isometry.
Now, define U : E @ L*(G, E)*® — L*(G, E)*® by

UEO U1, f2,.. ) =VE+A=VVIHfL,VV i+ (1 =VVHfr,..),

where ¢ € E and f1, f2,... € LZ(G, E). It is clear that U is G-equivariant as
V is so. Furthermore, by direct computation it is easy to see that the adjoint U*
of U is given by,

U(fis fas - )= (VIABVV o+ (L= VVH L, VVEf3+ (1 = VV f3,..)).

Now, by using the fact that V*V = Id, it can be verified that U and U*
are inverses of each other, that is, U is a unitary, which proves the claim that
E & L*(G, E)*® and L*(G, E)™ are isomorphic as G — A-modules.

Let us now note that for any G — A module F, L*(G, F)*® = (L*(G) ®
F)®L*GC)®F)® - =L’ (G)Q(F®F®--) = L*(G, F®),as G — A-
modules. In particular, L?(G, A)® = L*(G, A®). Also, it is a straightforward
observation that 4% and (A°°)*> are isomorphic as Hilbert C* A-modules,
hence by the Lemma 4.3.2, we have that L?(G, A®)® = L?(G, (A%®)®)) =
L*(G, A®) = L%*(G, A)™ as G — A modules. But on the other hand, by
the Kasparov’s theorem (Theorem 4.1.10) proved for C*-modules without any
group action, we know that A* and E @ A are isomorphic as Hilbert A-
modules, hence by Lemma 4.3.2, we have the isomorphisms of G —.4-modules:
L%(G, A®) = L*(G, E®.A®). Thus, we have, L*(G, A)® = L*(G, A®)>® =
L*(G,E & A®)® = L[%(G,E)® @ L*(G,A®)*® = L%G,E)® @
L*(G, A)*°. Finally, using the earlier proven fact that E @ L*(G, E)™ is
isomorphic with L2(G, E)*, we have the following isomorphisms of G — A
modules:

E®L*(G, A® = E® L*(G,E)° & L*(G, A)®

~ L%(G, E)® @ L*(G, A® = L*(G, A)™
L*(G, A®).

12

This completes the proof. g

Remark 4.3.4 We observe that L*>(G, H4) = A®c+ (H® L*(G))as G — A
module with the G-action on A @c+ (H ® L*(G)) given by ag ® 13y ® Lg,
where L, is the left regular representation. Thus, the above theorem in par-
ticular implies that E is isometrically isomorphic with a closed complemented
submodule of the Hilbert A-module A @c+ (H ® L*(G)) (where H is sepa-
rable), and the G-action on E is inherited from the action ag ® 1 ® Lg on
A®c+ (H® L*(G)).
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4.3.2 The case of Hilbert von Neumann modules

Let us assume now that A € B(h) is a von Neumann algebra, where h is a
Hilbert space and G is a locally compact group with a strongly continuous
unitary representation g — ug € B(h). Let ag(a) := ugauy, forall g € G,
a € B(h), and assume that ag(A) C A, forall g € G. We define a Hilbert
von Neumann G — A module (E, ) in a similar way as we have done for the
C*-module case, that is, in the Definition 4.3.1, but with the requirement that
E is now a Hilbert von Neumann .A-module equipped with the natural locally
convex topology described earlier, and that we replace the norm-continuity in
(iii) of the above definition by a weaker continuity: namely, the continuity of
g = Bg(&) (for fixed & € E) with respect to the locally convex topology of E.
We shall now prove an equivariant version of Theorem 4.2.11, and we shall not
need compactness of the group G in this case.

Theorem 4.3.5 Let (E, ) be a Hilbert von Neumann G — A module, where
A and G are as above. Then we can find a Hilbert space ko and a A-linear
isometry T : E — A ® Ho, where Hy := L*(G) ® ko, such that rp,r* =
(ag ® Lg ® It,) P, forall g € G, where P denotes the projection TT* and Lg
is the left regular representation of G in L*(G).

Proof:
The proof of this theorem is adapted from [30]. We shall prove the theorem in
two steps. First, we shall prove an equivariant version of Theorem 4.2.7, using
the same notation. Assume, as in Theorem 4.2.7, that E is a submodule of
B(h, H) for some Hilbert space H and {eu, e € E, u € h} is total in . Define
p: A — B(H)asin4.2.7,sothat E = Z(A', p). Note that since ag(a) € A
foralla € Aand g € G, we indeed have that a,(A") € A’. To see this, fix
b e A'and g € G. Since ugauy belongs to A for every a € A, we have that
ugaugh = bugauy. Multiplying both sides by uy on the left and by u, on the
right, and since u is unitary, we get a(uzbug) = (ugbug)a foralla € A.
That is, u;bu ¢ belongs to A’. Since this is valid for all ¢ € G, by replacing g
by ¢!, we conclude that a, (b) := ughuy € A'.

Now, our aim is to define a unitary representation of G in H such that p is
covariant with respect to that representation, where G-action on A’ is taken to
be ag. Define an operator V, on H for each g € G by setting

Vo (€v) 1= fe(Ougn, & € E, v € h;

and extending it linearly on the span of {¢v,¢ € E, v € h}. We have to check

that this is well-defined and admits a unitary extension to the whole of H. Fix

E ! ! re integer
n
Clo oo osSms M5 oot € E, 01,...,0p,0],...,0, € h, m,n are integers.
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We have

m n
<2avi,vg S >
i=1 j=1

= Z(vi, &y B (nj))ug ()

= i(vf, (Be(Be-1(E)), B (n))ug (0)))
= i(m, ag((Be-1&), (nj))ug ()
= ij<ui, g (Bg-1(&), (17))0})

i,J

<(Z Be-1 (fi)uzvi), Z njv’ > )
j=1

i=1

Thus, if X = >, nj0; = 0, then (Y, V(X)) = 0 for all Y belonging to the
span of the total set S = {{v, ¢ € E, v € h}, hence V,(X) = 0. Proceeding in a
very similar way we can show that (V, (Y), V, (X)) = (¥, X) for X, Y as above.
Furthermore, since 8, and u, are bijections on E and #, respectively, it is clear
that V, maps the total set S onto itself. So, V, has a unique unitary extension
on H, to be denoted again by the same notation. Furthermore, V, V}, = Vg, and
V. = Id (where e is the identity of G) on S, and hence on the whole of H. To
prove the strong continuity of g — V, it is enough to prove that g — VX is
continuous for any X of the form &v, & € E,v € h. But

1Ve(E0) — Evll* = 2(¢0, Ev) — (V(ED), &) — (E, Vo (Ev)).
Now, we have

(Vg(&v), {v) — (Cv, {v) = (B4 (D) (ugp —v),<v) + (B () — v, (o).

By assumption limg_, (8, (&) — &) = 0 with respect to the weak operator
topology, so ((Bg (&) — &)v, Ev) — 0 as g — e. Furthermore,

(B () (ugv —0),<0))|
= ISollBe O Nllugo — ol
|I§vllll(ﬁg(§),ﬁg(5))lléIIMgv —ol,

A

which goes to 0 as g — e, since uy is strongly continuous and

1{Bg (), BN = llag (&, ENII = llug(E, Sugll < <]
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It is to be noted that p is also covariant with respect to V,, since for b € A’ and
& e E,v € h, we have

VepB)Ve1(0) = Vep®) (et (©uo)
= V(B 1 (Obutv) = Be(Be1 ()ugbu’o
= Cagb) = plag®))(o).

In the next step, we shall appeal to the theory of crossed product von Neu-
mann algebras as discussed in Chapter 2. Recall that by Proposition 2.1.19,
A; = A ><,G is the weak closure of the set {(ug ® L), (b ® 1), g €
G,b € A"} € B(h) ® B(L>(G)), and using the general theory described in
Subsection 2.1.3, there is a normal *-representation p : Ay, — B(H) satis-
tying p(b ® 1) = p(b) and p(uys @ Lg) = V,. By Proposition 2.1.7, we can
find some Hilbert space kg and an isometry (as p is clearly unital) T : H —
h® L*(G) ® ko = h ® Hy such that T*(X ® 14)T = 5(X), forall X € Ag.
We claim that this I satisfies the properties mentioned in the statement of the
theorem, thereby completing the proof. For this, note that by Proposition 2.1.7,
P := I'T* commutes with X ® 1, for all X € A’G, o in particular with
(g ® Ly ® 1), g € G. So we have

IV,[*"=Pug® Ly ® )P = (ug ® Ly ® 1)I'T*,
which implies that I'V, = (u, ® L, ® 1)T". Thus,
Fﬂg(éz) = FVg(f)u; = (”g QL ® 1)F§“Z = (ag QL ® (),

hence I'f,I"* = (0, ® Ly ® NI'T* = (ag ® Ly ® 1) P. Furthermore, the fact
that I'(E) € A ® Hy can be verified as in the proof of the Theorem 4.2.11. O






5

Quantum stochastic calculus with bounded
coefficients

5.1 Basic processes

In this chapter, we shall first discuss the construction of the four basic processes
(creation, annihilation, number and time) for a fairly general class of coeffi-
cients (not necessarily bounded), and the construction and properties of left
stochastic integrals with respect to such processes. However, we shall con-
fine ourselves to the class of bounded coefficients for defining right integrals,
and also for studying quantum stochastic differential equations in this chap-
ter, leaving the discussion on such equations with more general (unbounded)
coefficients for Chapter 7 of the book.

Let us recall the notations introduced in Section 4.2 of Chapter 4, particu-
larly formulae (4.1), (4.2) and related notation. Let H; and H; be two Hilbert
spaces (possibly non-separable). Let £()) denote the complex linear span of
exponential vectors e(g) for g belonging to some subspace (not necessarily
closed) V of H,.

Now, we define a map S : I'/ (H,) — TI'(H>) by setting,

1

S(g1®gz®~-~®gn)=m D &) ® - ® 8o (.1
T oeS,

and linearly extending it to H?n, where S, is the group of permutations of n
objects. Clearly, || S |H%g,n || < n. We denote by S the operator 174, ® S.

Let us denote by Lin(V, V») the space of linear (without any continuity or
boundedness assumption) maps from a vector space V; to another vector space
V», where V1, V; need not be Hilbert spaces. We also adopt the convention of
denoting algebraic and topological tensor product of vector spaces by the same
symbol ® whenever there is no chance of confusion. In particular, we shall
use the symbol V; ® V), to mean algebraic tensor product whenever at least
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one of the spaces involved is a nonclosed subspace of a Hilbert space. How-
ever, when both of them are closed subspaces, we shall notationally distinguish
between the algebraic and topological tensor products, and use the symbol &1,
for the algebraic tensor product. It should also be noted that we shall often omit
the tensor product symbol ® between two or more vectors when there is no
confusion.

Let A be a linear map from H; to H| ® H; with domain D, that is, A €
Lin(D, H; ® H>). Let us now define the creation operator aT(A) abstractly
which will act on the linear span of vectors of the form v ¢®" and ve(g) (where
¢®" denotes g @ ---® g),n > 0, withv € D, g € Ho. We define,

_ —°

n times

a’(A)(wg®") = S((Av) ® g®"). (5.2)

1
vn+1
We observe that ano %||aT(A)(vg‘X’n)|I2 < 00, which allows us to define
a’(A)(ve(g)) as the direct sum @, L a¥(A)(0g®"). We have the follow-

(n!)%

ing simple but useful observation.

Lemma 5.1.1 Forv € D, u € Hyand g, w € Ho,

d
(@' (A)(ve(g)), ue(w)) = (Aup, w)le(g), e(w)) = 7 (e(g F+2Au), ew))o=o.

¢ (5.3)
Proof:
First observe that
R n 1 ~ n 1 n+1
IA ® Y A ® - ® )
(@ g™, uew) = | == S(an) @), o w >

It is clear that the adjoint S* of the operator S is given by S*(f®") = nf®".
Thus, we have that

®n+l

(5((A0) ® ¢ ), u @ w® ") = ((Av) ® ¢&"), u ® S*(w
= (mn+ D{Av,u @ w)(g, w)"
= (n+ DVl (Ay,, 0)(g®", e(w)).

)

Hence
+ " _ (n =+ l)ﬁ "
(a'(A)(vg™ ), ue(w)) = mm<Au,u,w><g , e(w))

= Ay, 0)(g®", e(w)).

From this the result follows. O
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We now define the annihilation operator a(B) where B is a densely defined
linear map from H; to H; ® Ho, with the domain Dom(B), say, that is, B €
Lin(Dom(B), H1 ® H3). The domain of a(B) is taken to be the complex linear
span of vectors of the form ue(¢) and ué®" (n =1,2,---), such that u €

Dom((B,¢{)) ((B, <) := (£, B)"); and
a(B)ue(Z) := ((B, {Hu)e({),

1
f lds"

Furthermore, we define the number operator A(T') for T € Lin(Dom(T),
H1®H3), where Dom(T) € H| ®H,. We take Dom(A(T)) to be the complex

linear span of vectors of the form ue(¢) with (u, &) satisfying u®¢ € Dom(T),
that is, u € Dom(T%), and set

aBue® = = | a(B)we(s)) = Va((B, e

A(T)ue () = a’ (Tz) (ue(?)).

We also define A(T)(u§®n
exists.

= fds,,h —0A(T)(ue(s¢)), which clearly

Remark 5.1.2 [f there are subspaces (not necessarily closed) D1, Dy of 'Hi,
Ha, respectively, such that D1 € Dom(B) Nyep, Dom({B, f)), then both
a’(B) and a(B) have D @ £(D») in their domains and one can also verify
that a' (A) is the adjoint of a(A) on D1 ® £(Dy).

Next, to define the basic processes, we need some more notations. Let # and kg
be Hilbert spaces, k = L>(R.., ko), k; = L?([0, t]) ® ko, k' = L2((t, 00)) ®
ko, Ty =T(k;), ' =T (k"), T = I'(k). We assume that Dy, V, are dense sub-
spaces of & and kg respectively, and R, R’ € Lin(Dy, h ® ko), T € Lin(Dy ®
Vo, h ® ko) are closable operators. Assume furthermore that Dy C Ngey,
Dom((R’, ¢)). We define R* : Dy ® T, - h®@T; @ k! fort > 0 and a
bounded interval A in (¢, 00) by

RA:uy) = P((1; ® xa)(Ru) ® y),

where ya : ko — k' is the operator which takes o to ya(-)a for a € ko, and
P is the canonical unitary isomorphism from 2 @ k @ T'to h @ I’ @ k. We
denote by Lﬁ)c the set of f € k such that fé lf)IPds < oo forall ¢ > 0, and
by C the set of bounded continuous functions in k. For a measurable ko-valued
function f in k = L?(R,, ko), we shall denote by f; and f’ respectively the
functions f y[0,1] € k; and f x(1,00) € k"
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We now define the creation field a;(A) on either of the domains consisting
of finite linear combinations of vectors of the form u; ® f’ ®" or of u; @e(fh)
foru; e Doy @Iy, f1eTl!, n>0,as

ah(A) =a'(RD), (5.4)

where a"'(RtA) carries the meaning discussed before Lemma 5.1.1, with H; =
h®T,, Hy=klandD =Dy R I;.

Let Tﬁ be the densely defined linear map from 7 @ I'; to h @ Iy ® k',
with the domain consisting of linear span of vectors of the form uy, with y €
L?((t, 00), ko) satisfying v (s) € V for almost all s; and TfA, is given by

Thua) = PA® 72)(Tuf") @ a). (5.5)

Here, T is the densely defined map on (h ® L2((t, 00), ko)) = L*((t, >0), h ®
ko) with the domain consisting of L2-functions 7 : (f,00) — h ® ko with
n(s) € Dy ® Vy for almost all s, and given by, f"(iy)(s) =T(n(s)), s > t. ya
is the multiplication by y 4 (-) on L>((t, 00), ko). Clearly, in case T is bounded,
IT | < |IT|l, which makes TfA, also bounded.

With the above notation, we define the annihilation and number fields ag’ (A)
and A1 (A) as follows

ar (M) (ure(f1) = (( / (R, f(s))dshur)e(f), (5.6)
A

and
Ar(A)(ue(f1) = a’ (T ) ure(f1)); (5.7)
for f such that f(s) € V) for almost all s > 7. We note here that objects similar
toag(-), aL, (-) and A7 (-) were used in [71], however in a coordinatized form.
For Hilbert spaces H1, H>, H3 and a closable densely defined operator B €
Lin(H;, H2), we denote by B ® I3, (or simply B® I if H3 is understood from
the context) the closure of the densely defined closable operator B ®qig 1 :
Dom(B) ®ag H3 — H2 ®alg H3. Note that Dom(B) ®a)z H3 is a core for
B®I.

Definition 5.1.3 Let D; be a dense subspace of /& and V) be a dense subspace
of ko. Let V denote the space of Vp-valued simple, right continuous functions
on [0, 00). That is,

k
V= f=2)([ti’,i+l)§,~ :0=19 <t} <--- < tpy1=00; kpositive integer, & € V¢ .
i=0

We say that a family (H;),;>¢ of linear maps on & @ I' is an adapted (D1, Vo)-
admissible process if
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(i) the domain of H; contains vectors of the form v f,®" wi,n=1,2,...and
ve(fy)w', where v € Dy, f; € k;, such that f; is a simple Vy-valued right
continuous function, and y' € I'’;

(ii) there are operators I-AI, € Lin(D1®E& (ks), h®T';) such that H; = ﬁt®1|p;

(iii) given f € V there exist Hilbert space /1, and closable maps r; = r; €
Lin(D, h1) depending only on ¢ and f such that

sup |Hs(ue(f)I < lIrull, forallt >0, u €Dy, feV. (5.8)

O<s<t

Clearly, the definition of H,ue(f) can be extended to u belonging to the
domain of the closure of r; (again denoted by r;, if no confusion arises), and
we shall denote this extension of H; by the same symbol again. If D; = h,
it follows from the closed graph theorem that r; is bounded for each ¢, and
replacing rlf by c(t, f)I = |Ir¢||1, we can re-write (5.8) as

sup [|Hs(we(f)) < c(t, f)llull, forallu € h, f eV. (5.9)
0<s<t
If, moreover, Vy = ko and the inequality (5.8) holds for all f € k, we call
(H;) an adapted admissible (or simply admissible if adaptedness is understood)
process.

We shall often denote an operator B and its trivial extension B ) I to some
bigger space by the same notation, unless there is any confusion in doing so.
We also denote the unitary isomorphism from 2 @ ko ® I' (k) onto A @ I' (k) R ko
and that from A ® k ® I' (k) onto 1 ® I' (k) ® k by the same letter P. Clearly, for
an adapted (D, Vp)-admissible process (H;), H; P acts on any vector of the
form w ® e(g) where w € D1®aigko, & € V and we have the estimate

OSUPIIIHYP(wE(g))II < 1F ® Ip)wl.
<s<
This allows one to extend H; P on the whole of the domain containing vectors
of the form we(g), w € Dom((r; ® Ix,))) € h @ ko, g € V. We denote
this extension again by H; P. When P is taken to be the isomorphism from
h®k®T (k)onto h @ I'(k) ® k, we define H; P in an exactly parallel manner.

Next we prove a few preliminary results which will be needed for estab-
lishing the quantum It6 formula in the next subsection. In what follows, (H;)
and (H]/) are assumed to be adapted (Dj, Vp)-admissible processes for some
Dy, Vy with closable operators r,f : Dy — hy, rl/f : D1 — h, so that we have

sup [|Hywe(f)Il < llrf ull, forallu e Dy, f e V; (5.10)
0<s<t

and
sup [|H,(ue(f))| < ||rt/fu||, forallu € Dy, f € V. (5.11)

0<s<t
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Lemma 5.1.4 Let A, A’ C (¢, 00) be intervals of finite length, R, S € Lin(Dy,
h®kp), u,v € Do; g, f € V. Assume furthermore that

R(Dp) € Ny=oDom(r; ® 1), and S(Dy) < Ny=oDom(r; ® I).
Then we have

(Hiaj (M) (ve(g)), Hlaj(A)(ue(f)))

= S IV(H R (velgr)), H/S™ (we(f))) + ((f', HiR®)ve(gy),
(¢', H/SN yue(f))}

= [ (PR, (HPS)ue()ds+

ANA’

[ [ o). tipRiwe@). 66, HPSwerds s’ (512)
AN

Proof:

We fix f, g and denote rtf , rt/g etc. simply by r, and r; respectively. For the

present proof, we make the convention of writing d{lg) l¢=¢, for the following

limit (whenever it exists):

lim (f (80 + %) _ f(so))

Let Rp denote (1 ® ya)R € Lin(Dy, h ® k) for R € Lin(Dy, h ® ko). Let
us now choose and fix orthonormal bases {e,},cs and {k,}secr of h ® T'; and
I'! respectively (¢ > 0). We also choose subsets Jy and Ip, which are at most
countable, of J and I, respectively, as follows. Let Jy be such that

(H; PRA(ve(g)), ey ®kq) =0 = (ey ® ko, H/PSa(ue(f)))

for all & € I, whenever v ¢ Jy. Fixing this Jy, we choose Ij to be the union of
Ly, vedy, n=1,2,---,00,such that

1 1
(e(gt + ;(HIPRA)EU,DE(g;))a ko) =0 = (kq, e(ft + ;(H[/PSA’)e,,,ue(f,)»
forall a & I, , whenn < oo, and

(e(8"), ko) = 0= (ko, e(f") for a & I .

‘We now have

(Hial(A)(ve(g)), Hlat(A")(ue(f)))
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= > (Hiap(A)(ve(9)), ey ® ka)ley ® ko, Hlai(A)(ue(f)))

vedy
a€l

= Z(d— (e(g" + e(H; PRA)ey ve(2)s ka |6_0)

veJdy
ael

d
% (g ks "+ 1CH PS5y e o)

2
-3 ajan (3 tels’ + eCHi P RaYey et i)

vedy a€ly

(kaa e(ft + ”(H[/PSA’)e,,,ue(ft)»|8=0=7])

2
p ((e(g" + e(HiPRA)e, ve(g))>

)
- Zaaa

vedy

e(ft + ﬂ(Ht/PSA’)(e,,,ue(f,)»|a=0=17)
= Ze<gt’f[)(((HtPRA)ev,ve(gT)s (H[/PSA’)ev,ue(f,)>

veJy

+ ((HIPRA)eV,De(g,)s ft)(gta (H;/PSA’)eU,ue(ft)))

Before proceeding further, let us justify the intermediate step in the above cal-
culations, which involves an interchange of summation and limit, by appealing
to the Dominated Convergence theorem. Indeed, for any fixed a € Iy, v, v’
€ k', if we write k" for the projection of k, on k'® (n > 0), then (e(g +
ey), kq) can be expressed as ;- gt where ¢ = s '( )(g®""

® W®([),k¢(x")), where g'® " = g ® - -®g, and V’®(i =y®---@y.lt
N —
(n—i)—times i—times

can be verified that the above is an absolutely summable power series in ¢,
converging uniformly for ¢ € [0, M], say, for any fixed M > 0. Similar analy-
sis can be done for (k,, e(f* + ny’)). By the Mean Value theorem and some
simple estimation, and since {ké(")}ae I, are mutually orthogonal for any fixed
n, with k|| < 1 for all &, we have that for , n, &',y in[0, M],

1
|(e-gf)<n—n')|aez,%)'(e(g *evdika) = {elg" +¢'y), ka)

x ((kas e(f" +ny") — (k a,e(f'+'7’v/)>)|

l] ;MH-] -2 o & ")
< e
< z — E (g Qwe Lky)

n>0 m>0 aely

k(n) ft®(m ) ®

o)
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ijMtI=2 (n\ (m (=) 0 (m—) 2()
< > ) e e ey

o vnlm! 1 J
Z malwll Ty'Il (g Il + MIy D" AL+ My [
< < 00
=0 vm!n!
m=>0

This allows us to apply the Dominated Convergence theorem.

Let us now choose a countable subset 16 of I sothat 0 = ((H; PRA)e,,ve(sr)
k) = (ko, (H{ PSA/)e, ue(f,)) for a not in I, and for all v € Jo.
Clearly, we have

ZUGJU((HIPRA)eV,ve(g,)» (H;PSA’)el,,ue(f,))
= > ((HPRA)e(g)), er ® kq) {ev ® ka, (H/PSp)(ue(f)))

veldy,acl]
= ((H; PRa)(ve(gr)), (H/PSar)(ue(f1))).

Since D1 Quig ko is a core for r; ® I and r; ® I, we can choose sequences
w(”), o ® of vectors which can be written as finite sums of the form, o® =
S o @p", o = 3w @al®, where u, o € Dy, A, ko,

and as n — oo, we have the following convergence:

(n)
o™ = Rv, o — Su,

/(")

rr @ o™ — (r; @ DRo, (r, @ N’ — (r] @ I)Su.

Then we have
IHP(1® xa) (@™ @ e(g)) — H PRa(ve(g))l]

<1 ® D(@™ = (Ro))Il |A] — Oasn — oo,
where |A| denotes the Lebesgue measure of A. Similarly,

1H/P(1® xar) (w’(n) ®e(f1)) — (H/ PSa)(ue(fi))|| = 0asn — oo. Hence
we obtain

((H; PRA)(ve(8r)), (H{ PSSy (ue(f;))))

(H P(1® xp)(@Me(g), H P(1® ya)@ " e(f1)))

lim
n—>0oo

tim [ (H, (Z o @e(en @ p"). H (Z u @e(f) @ a"))ranas)ds

n—oo

Jim A0 A(H PY@™e(80), (H P)(@™e()))

|A N A'[((H; PR)(ve(gr)), (H{ PS)(ue(fr))

/ (Hy PR(ve(g0)). H] PS(ue(f,)))ds.

ANA’
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Moreover,

D ((HiPRA)ewe(g)s £1) (8" (H PSar)e, ue(si))

vely

= D ({f', HiPRA)(we(g:)), &) (v, (8", H/ PSar) (ue(f,)))

vedy

= ((f', HiPRA)(ve(g)), (8", (H/PSp)) (ue(f1))),

where the last step follows by Parseval’s identity, noting the fact that forv & Jp,
((f', HPRA)(ve(g;)), ey) = 0 because for such v, ((H; PR)(ve(g:)), ey ®
ko) = 0 for all & € I; and similarly (e, , (g", (H; PSa’))(ue(f:))) = 0 for all
v € Jo.

We complete the proof by observing that

(f', HRP) = /(f(s),H,PR)ds, and
A

(g, H/SY) = /(g(s/), H/PS)ds'.
A/

To see this, it is enough to note that for w € h, & € k;, we have,

((f', H R} (ve(gy)), we(&))

= /((H,PR)(ve(g,)), we(&) ® f'(s))ds, which can be justified by conside-
A
ring ™ as before and applying the Dominated Convergence theorem.

Since A C (¢, 00) and hence f'(s) = f(s) fors € A, the above expression
can now be written as

/ ((H, PR)(ve(g)), we(hy) £ (s))ds

A

— / (f (), H PR)(ve(g)), we(hy))ds.

A

This completes the proof. |

Remark 5.1.5 If H;, H/, R and S are bounded, then (5.12) of Lemma 5.1.4
holds without the restriction on the vectors u,v and on the functions f, g.
Moreover; in this case one can replace h and k by h @ T’y and k', respectively.
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Lemma 5.1.6 Let T, T’ be closable linear maps from Dy @ Vo to h ® kg with
Ran(T) € Ny=oDom(r; @ I), Ran(T’) € Ny=oDom(r; ® I), u,v € Dy, and
g f eV, thatis, f(s), g(s) € Vo forall s. Then we have

(H T ) (0e(2)), (H/T ) (we(f)))

_ / (H,PT P*(0e(8)g(s)). H PT' P*ue(f) £ (s)))ds,

ANAY

and

TR = [0, HT))ds,

A/

Proof:
We choose sequences w®, w™ in h ® L2((t, 00), ko), which can be written
as finite sums, w™ =3, 1)1-(") ®gi(") and " = > uﬁ-") ® fj(”); vl-("), uS.") e
Di, g /1" € L2((t,00), ko) with g (s), f{"(5) € Vo: and 0 —
T(vgh), w® = T'(uf?), (r; @ [)w™ — (r, @ NT (vg"), r® I)w/(n)
(r; ® NT’(vg") as n — oo. Clearly we have

(H T2 ve(9), H/T)s (ue( )

= lim / (> Hiie(@)xa6)8i(), D H (wse(fNia () £ () ds
i J

= lim (HIP(w(") ()e(g)), H;P(w/(n)

n—00
ANA’

_ / (H, P(F (0g")(5)e(g)), H! P (T (uf")(s)e(£)))ds.
ANA’

()e(f)))ds

The last step follows because [ | H, P(w™(s)e(g)) — H,P(T(vg")(s)e
ANA’
(8))|1%ds is majorised by [|(rf ® I)(w™ — T (vg"))||> which goes to 0, and
similar statement holds for H, and w'™. Since fors € AN A/ C (t,00),
HtP(f(vg’)(S)eA(g)) = HP(T(vg(s))e(g)) = HPT P*(ve(g)g(s)), and
similarly H/P(T'(uf")(s)e(f)) = H/PTP*(ue(f)f(s)), the proof of the
first part of the lemma is complete. The proof of the other part of the lemma is
similar. O

Lemma 5.1.7 In the notation of Lemma 5.1.4, we have

(n, HPR)ve(g) = H;(({n, R)v)e(g)),

where v € Dy, n € kg, g € V.
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Proof:
Let us recall that we can replace r; in (5.8) by its closure, to be denoted by the
same notation, and thus replace D; by the domain of the closure of ;. In other
words, we can assume without loss of generality that r; is closed. It follows
from the estimate (5.8) that for every fixed g, f € V,t > 0, there is a unique
linear map M, with the domain D satisfying (H;(ve(g)), ue(f)) = (M;v, u)
forvo € Dy,u € h. Let M, =M, ® l,.

For € ko and any Hilbert space H, we introduce bounded linear map
Cy: H®ky— Hgivenby C,(u ® &) := u(n, &). Thus, (, R)v = Cy(Rv).
We claim that for ¢ € Dom(r; ® I), C;(¢) € Dom(r;) and

Cq(rt ®I)¢ = rthf

Clearly, the above equality holds for ¢ € D ®aigko. Using the fact that D ®q1g
ko is a core for r; ® I, given & € Dom(r; ® I), we choose sequence &, from
D) Qalg ko such that &, — &, (r; ® 1), — (r; ® I)E. Hence we have Cjé, —
Cyé, riCpéy = Cy(ry @ NG, — Cy(r; ® I)E. Since 1, is closed, the claim
is proved. By a similar argument using the estimate (5.8), we conclude that
C,¢ € Dom(M;) with

CyM,E = M,C,¢.

Furthermore,
(H,P(we(g)), P(w'e(f))) = (Mw, w')

for all w € Dom(r; ® I), w’ € h ® ko. This again follows by first observing
it for w, w’ € Dy ®alg ko and then using the estimate (5.8), together with the
core property of D ®ag ko mentioned earlier.

Thus, we have forv € Dy, u € h

((n, H PR)ve(g), ue(f)) = (H; P((Rv)e(8)), ue(f)n)

= (H,P((Rv)e(g)), P(une(f))) = (M;(Rv), (un))
= (M(n, R)v, u) = (H;(({n, R)v)e(g)), ue(f)).

This completes the proof, since the vectors of the form ue(f) are total in
h ® T (k). O

5.2 Stochastic integrals and quantum Ito formulae

Following the ideas of [70] and [100], we call an adapted (D1, Vy)-admissible
process (H;);>o satisfying sup ||Hyve(g)|| < ||[rfv| (forallv € Dy, g € V),

0<s<t
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simple if H; is of the form,

m
Hy = > Hy i) ()
i=0
where m is a positive integer and 0 =19 < t] < --- <ty < tpy1 =00.If M
denotes one of the four basic processes ag, alg and A7 and ¢, and if (H;) is

1
simple, then we define the left quantum stochastic integral | HgM (ds) in the
0

natural manner:
t m
/ HM(ds) = S H, M([t, 1141) 0110, 1),
0 i=0

In the case when R, S, T are bounded, we also define the right quantum
stochastic integral

t m
/ M(ds)Hy = > M({t;, 1141) N [0, 1) Hy,.
0 i=0

Definition 5.2.1 We call an adapted (D1, Vy)-admissible process H; (D1, Vo)-
regular if t — H;(ue(f)) is continuous for all fixed u € D; and f € V.
It is called regular if for all u € h and f € k satisfying fot ||f(s)||4ds <
oo forall ¢, we have ue(f) € Dom(H;) for all t > 0, t — Hue(f) is
continuous and there is some constant c(¢, f) such that sup, < |Hsue(f)| <

c(t, f)llull.

Lemma 5.2.2 If H; is (D1, Vy)-regular, then so is the extension H,P in the
sense that t — H,P¢ ® e(f) is continuous for any & € Ni=oDom(r; @ 1) <
h®ky, feV.

Proof:

The continuity of t +— H; P(£e(f)) is obvious for ¢ in the algebraic tensor
product D ®glg ko. Consider now a general ¢ € Ng=gDom(ry ® I) and a
sequence f,, — t € [0, 00). Let #p be any number such thatz,, t < fo foralln >
1. Since D1 ®agko is a core for r,y @1, for a given € > 0, we can choose &, from
h®aigko such that || —&oll < €, [[(r, ®I)(E—&0) |l < €; and then an integer N
depending on ¢ such that || H;, P ((oe(f)) — Hi P(&oe(f))|| < e foralln > N.
Using the triangle inequality and the fact that | H; P((¢ — &)e(f))|| < € for
all s < o, we get the estimate ||(H;, P — H; P)({e(f))ll < 3eforalln > N,
which completes the proof. O

The next theorem gives the quantum It6 formulae for simple integrands.
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Theorem 5.2.3 Let Dy, Dy be dense subspaces of h and Vg dense subspace of

ko, R,S, R, S e Lin(Dy,h ® ko), T,T' € Lin(Dyg @ Vo,h Q@ ko), f € V

and r,f € Lin(Dy, ') (t = 0) be closable operators, where h' = htf is some

Hilbert space (depending on f, t). Assume furthermore the following

(a) Do S Ngey,Dom((R, &)) NDom((R, &)).

(b) E,F,G,H and E', F',G’, H' are adapted (D;, Vy)-admissible simple
processes satisfying supg ;< || Esue(f)Il + | Fsue(f)| + Gsue(f)Il +
I Hgue(F) + | Eque ()N + I Fiue(F) + I1Gue(HIl + 1 Hue ()N} <
Irlu|l forallu € Dy, feV.

(c) The ranges of R, R, S,S’,T,T' are contained in the domain of r; =
1y @ Iy, forallt > 0.

Let
t
X, = / (ESAT(ds) + Fyag(ds) + Gyal(ds) + Hsds) ,
0

'
= /0 (E;AT/(ds) + Flag/(ds) + Glal,(ds) + H/ds) .
Then for u,v € Do; f, g € V, we have the following.

(i) (First fundamental formula)

(Xve(g). ue(f))
v
- /0 ds(LF(5), Ey PTy) + Fo(R. 8(5)) + Gy (£ (5). S) + Hy)(we(g)). ue(f))
(5.13)

(ii) (Second fundamental formula or quantum Ito formula)
For this part suppose that f, g : [0, 00) — V) are simple right continuous
functions. Then

(Xrve(g), Xyue(f))

= /0 s [(Xuvele). 1(8(5). ELPT]) + FIR', £(5) + G (8(6). S) + ) ue(/))]

+ [ [ 6), EPTy) + F (R, 860 + Gal£5).5) + Hi)ve(s). Xjue(£)]

+ [ r ds[w.yprg(.v)(ve(g)), E{PT}) e /) + (Es PTyio (0e(g). G, PS (ue(/)))

+ (Gs PSWe(s)). E, PTj(, ue(/) + (Gs PS(ve(s)). G;PS’<ue(f)>>]. (5.14)

(iii) In case the coefficients R,S,T,R’, S',T' are bounded operators and the
processes E,F,G,H,E',F',G',H' are admissible, (i), (ii) hold for all u,
veh,and f,g € k.

Proof:
The proof is very similar in spirit to the proof in [70], [100]. First, a comment
with regard to the notation used above is in order. For example, for almost



116 Quantum stochastic calculus with bounded coefficients

all s € Ry, the expression EgPT,()(ve(g)) is to be understood as (Es; ®
Iiy ) P(Tg(5yv®e(g)) = (Es®@1Iky ) P(T (v ®g(s))®e(g)) € h®I' ®@kg. Thus the
operator Eg PTy(s) maps Do®1I into h® I ® ko and therefore (f (s), Es P Ty (s))
maps Do @ 'intoh Q@ I'.

We denote the essential supremum of f and g by || f|lcc and ||g ||, r€SPEC-
tively. We fix t > 0, and without loss of generality, take P = {f;}i=0,1,....,m+1
to be a partition of [0, #] such that0 =7y <] < --- <ty = t; and Ly =
Dt LX)y Ly = 22000 Ly X1ty.141)(5), where L is one of the four
coefficient processes E, F, G, H and L’ is one of the processes E’, F', G', H'.
Observe that the definition of stochastic integrals for simple adapted processes
does not depend on the choice of the partition as long as L and L/, take con-
stant values in any subinterval of the partition; and this allows us to refine P
arbitrarily.

By definition of the basic processes as given in the previous section, we have
that

(Xive(g), ue(f))

= Z<{Ez,-/\T([ti, tiv1)) + Fpagr([ti, tig1)) + Gr,»ag([ti, tit1))
i=0
+Ht[ (ti+1 - ti)}a ue(f))

m
= D ME@ )+ G,,.a;}_,i,,i+l>}(ve(g)>, ue(f)) +

i=0 gli
/ ((Fy (R, g(5)) + Hy ) (ve(g)), ue(f))ds.
[ti,ti11)

Now, note that by Lemma 5.1.1,
(G .,y (06(9)), ue(f)

= (G, (f, Sy (ve(g)), ue(f))
/ (G (f(5), Syve(s), ue(f))ds.

[t tiv1)

Similarly,
(a1, 0€()), ue(f)
- / (Ey (£ (), Ty o)) (0e()), ue(f))ds

[titi+1)
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- / (F(5), Es PTy(s))(0e(8)), ue(f)).
[t tiv1)

From this (7) follows.
We shall now briefly sketch the proof of (ii). It is clear that the left-hand side

of (5.14) can be written as SZD + S;D + Sf, where

ST = D (X0 we(@). (B A (i, ti40) + Frap (5. 1741) + Glag (. 1i41))
i=0
+Hy, (i1 = 1)} e (),

SZD = Z<{EtiAT([tis tiv1) + Frap(lti, ti41)) + Gt,-ag([ti, 1i+1))
i=0
+Hy, (ti 11 — 1)} (ve(®)), Xy, (ue(£))),

m
ST = D UEAr (i, tis1) + Frar ([, ti1)) + Grag([ti, i)
i=0
+Hy, (tir1 — 1)} (e (@), {Ef, A ([t:, ti+1)) + Fag ([t ti+1))
+Glad, (It ti1)) + H] (tig1 — 1)} ue(f))).
Similarly, denote by Si, S2, S3 respectively the first, second and third inte-
gral in the right-hand side of (5.14). We want to show Sl.73 — §; as P is made of
arbitrarily small norm, fori = 1, 2, 3. Let |P|| denote the norm of the partition

P. We have
ST — 81l

= Z:; /t ’ (Xy; — Xs)(ve(g)), Bs(ue(f)))ds

(where By = (g(s), E(PTy)) + Fo(R', f(s)) + G(g(s), S') + Hy

<> / I = X el Ilghoollrd T/@f )1 + I (R, £(s)ul
i=0""

Flglloollry S'ull + 17 ull}ds. (5.15)

Recall at this point that f, g have been assumed to be Vy-valued simple right
continuous functions, of the form ¢ = >} g xisi.sei1)> [ = D Jixis) ),
where p, g are positive integers, {0 = s1,..., 5,41 = oo} and {0 = s{, e
s; 41 = 0o} are two finite partitions of [0, 00) and f;, gk are elements of V).
Thus, taking

M'(u, f) = Max{llr?T’(uﬁ))ll, I (R, foyull s 1=1,....q),
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we can estimate the integrand in the expression (5.15) by the s-independent
quantity {(l1glloc + DM, £) + llgllooliry S'ull + [Ir/ u]}}. On the other hand,
fors € [, tit1),

(X, — X5)(ve (@)l
< |E, AT ([ti, 5)) eIl + | Fy;ar ([1i, 5)) ve ()l
Gy as (. 5)) we(@)l + 11 Hy (s — 1) e())l.

We have by Lemma 5.1.4,

1G a1, 5)) we(g))|?
= (s — )G, PS(ve(g))|*

4 / (g(t), Gy, PS)(ve(s)), (g(c'). Gy, PS) (ve(g)))drdr’

[ti,s)x[t;,8)

< (tig1 — t)IrE Soll{1 + (g1 — ) gl ).

Similarly,

and

IE, Az ([t:, 5)) (ve(g) 12
< (tig1 — )M (0, )11 + (ti41 — 1)l gl% )

I Fpar([ti, s) e(@)* < (tix1 — 1)*M*(v, g),

where M (v, g) := Max{[Irf T (0g)Il, I (R, goll :k=1,..., p}. 1
These estimates allow us to majorize the last expression in (5.15) by Ct||P|| 2
when ||P|| (:= Max{(t;+1 — t;)}) < 1, where

C == {(llglloo + DM, )+ lgloollry Sull + 17 ull} x
-~ 1
{(IrESoll + M, 9) (1 + l1gl1%)? + M (v, g) + lIrfvll}.

This shows that SZ) — S1 as ||P|| — 0. Similar analysis can be carried out
for Sf and S;D . For example, let us consider one typical term in the expansion

of ST, say 3 (Gyai(lti, ti41))ve(®)), G al ([ti, ti41))(ue(f))). By Lemma
5.1.4, this is equal to

D (Grailt 1)) we(@)), Gral ([, ti41)) (ue(£))

1

t
/0 (G, PS(ve(s)), G PS (ue(£))ds

£y / (), Gy PS)(we(g)), ((5)), G, PS') (we( f))dsds',

i=0
[ti,tie 1) ¥ [t ti1)
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the second term of which can be majorized by some constant (independent
of P) times ||P||, and hence goes to 0 as ||P|| — 0. A similar analysis can
be carried out for showing that Sf converges to S>. This completes the proof
of (ii).

The proof of (iii) can be given by a modification of the estimates involved at
each step in the proof of (i) and (i). Let us show, for example, the convergence
SF — Si as |P|l — 0. Assume that R, S, T, R’,S’, T’ are bounded and
assume without loss of generality that r,f =c(t, )1, r¥ = c(t, g)] for all ¢.
We have

IST — 81
m
=3
i=0

=3 / e, A = X)we@ AN FOIIT
i=0""

/ &, = X0 (0elg)), Bolue(f))ds

FIL MR+ 18IS I + Dds. (5.16)
For s € [t;, tiy+1), we can estimate ||(X; — Xs)ve(g)|| as follows. As before,
1Gyag (i, ) e
e, g)||v||2||S||2[(t,-+1 — )+ (/t ||g(r>||dr)2]

1

IA

A, DI ISIPH{ it — 1) + Cipr = DGIE, 1))

1

where [1gllig.) = ( Ji ||g(r)||2dr)2 . Similarly,
1E, A7 ([, ) we@)I” < @ I IPITIP 1N, 40, o A+ 1815 0,05

IF,ar (i, ) (0e@)I* < (i1 — 0)*E @ IR0 GIF, ,.,.)-
Thus,
1(X; — Xs)ve(@)|l < c(t, »)llv | Mi (P, g),

where
1 1
Mi(P, g) s = ISIGit1 — )2 (1 + gl ., )

1
HIT g0y (1 + 1817, )2
+(tiv1 — t)IRINE 1) + D

Since s fOY llg(t)||>dz is uniformly continuous on the compact interval
[0, ¢], for a given € > 0, we can choose 6 > 0 with the property that Max;
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M; (P, g) < € whenever P is a partition with ||P|| < . For such a P, we have
from (5.16)

ISP — 81
< ec(t, e, »lulllvl /0 UgIMFEINT
+ NLGOUIRT + g+ 1ds,

which completes the proof of (iii) since f and g are in L' ([0, £], ko). O
Next we give the well-known result due to Gronwall.

Lemma 5.2.4 (Gronwall’s Lemma) Let F, G, a be nonnegative continuous
Sfunctions on Ry and F, G be monotone nondecreasing. Suppose F(0) = 0
and

a(t) < G(r) ~|—/toc(s)dF(s) forall t > 0.
0

Then we have,
a(t) < G(t)exp(F(r)) forallz > 0.

Proof:
‘We have that

'
a(®) < G(r) +/ a(s)dF(s)
0

IA

G(t)+/0lG(s)dF(s)—i—/ot/osa(sl)dF(sl)dF(s)

IA

G(t)(leF(t))—f—/O /Ova(sl)dF(sl)dF(s),

since G is nondecreasing and F(0) = 0. This leads us to make the following

claim

t s Sn
+/ /'/ w(ppVAF (5ur) - dF(s1).  (5.17)
0 JO 0

2 n
FO? L (F0)
2 n!

a(t) < G(@1) [1 + F(t) +

It is verified by induction. We have already shown it for n = 1, and the induc-
tive step from n to n 4 1 follows by using

Sn+1

Sn+1
(5n1) < Glsnst) + /0 (5 42)d Fsn32) < G(0) + /0 (np ) F (5n42),

as G is nondecreasing, and noting that

Cos e _ Fo!
/0 /0 /0 dF(spt1)---dF(s1) = (n+1!
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Now, we let n go to oo, so that

n+l
// /“(S"“)dF(S"H) dF(S)<a(t)(((Jz)1)| 0,

and thus the right-hand side of the inequality (5.17) tends to G (¢)exp(F (1)),
which completes the proof of the lemma. O

For a simple integrand H;, one can derive the following estimate by using
Gronwall’s Lemma as in [100].

Lemma 5.2.5 Let v, g, X; be as in the Theorem 5.2.3 (ii). Then one has
1 X:ve(2)?
t
< o [ aslIHE Py + G PSI0eIP +

[1{(g(s), EsPTy(s)) + Fs(R, g(s)) + (g(s), Gs PS) + Hs}(ve(g))||2]~
(5.18)

Proof:

Write A(s) = {(g(s), Es PTy(s)) + Fs(R, g(s)) +(g(s), Gs PS) + Hs }(ve(g)),
B(s) = (Es PTy(5)+ G, PS)(ve(g)). Then, by the second fundamental formula
(5.14) we have,

1Xve(g))?

2Re ( /0 <x5(ue<g)>,A(s)>ds)+ /0 1B(s)|%ds

/ I1Xs(ve(g))lI*ds + / UAG)I* + I1B(s)[1*)ds.
0 0

IA

IA

The last step follows by the inequality 2Re({x, y)) < IxI% + [Iv]I2. Now, by
Lemma 5.2.4 we complete the proof, by taking a (f) = || X;(ve(g))||%, F(t) =t
and G(1) = [y (IAG) 1> + [B(s))ds. =
The extension of the definition of X, to the case when (E, F, G, H) are (D,
Vo)-regular can now be treated similarly, and we have the following result.

Theorem 5.2.6 Let Dy, Dy, Vo, R, S, T be as in the Theorem 5.2.3, but
assume (E, F, G, H) to be (D1, Vy)-regular instead of simple. Then the inte-
gral X, = fot{ESAT(ds) + Fsagr(ds) + Gsa;(ds) + Hgds} can be defined as
a linear map on the domain spanned by the vectors of the form ve(g), where
v, g satisfy the conditions in (b) of the Theorem 5.2.3. The first and second
Sfundamental formulae as well as the estimate (5.18) remain valid and t +—
X,ve(g) is continuous for such v and g. Furthermore, if r&,T, r&,S and r R*
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are assumed to be closable (where we use the notation A for the ampliation
A ® I of an operator A), then (X;) is an adapted (Dy, Vo)-regular process.

IfR, S, T are bounded, and (E, F, G, H) are adapted regular processes, the
above integral X, can be defined on the space spanned by vectors of the form
ve(g) wherev € h, g € Lfoc and where L?OC ={gek: fot lg(s))|*ds < oo
for all t}. Furthermore, (X;) is an adapted regular process in this case.

Proof:
Fix v € Dy, g € V as in the statement of the theorem. Forn = 1,2, ... define
L,(") =L, if% <t< fnil for j =0,1,2,..., where L denotes one of the four

processes"E , F, G, H. It follows from the assumed regularity of E, F, G, H
that Lg") (ve(g)) converges to L;(ve(g)) uniformly over bounded subintervals
of R;. By Lemma 5.2.2, same statement as above remains true if we replace
L™ and L, by L™ P, L, P respectively, and v by & € h ® ko. Clearly, each
L™ is simple adapted process and thus we can form X" = IN (EY A7 (ds)+
Fs(")aR (ds) —i—ng)a; (ds) —i—HS(”)ds}. By the estimate obtained in Lemma 5.2.5,
we have

(XM = XM )ve(g)) )

t
< /0 ds[IIE™ — EM)PTy) + (G — G PS)(we(g)|]?
+ (g (s), (EY™ — EMYPTy)) + (F™ — M) (R, g(5))

+ ((5), (G™ — GM)PS) + (H!™ — HM)}(we(2))II*]- (5.19)

The integrand on the right-hand side of the above clearly goes to 0 as m,
n — 0o, and we can estimate the integrand by C (¢, g, v) given by

C(t.8.v) := (4(M>(v, &) + [Irf Sol1*) + 8(lIg N3 M> (v, 8) + M(v, )
+lgllZlIrE Soll* + lrfolH)},

which can be seen to be independent of the integration variable s. We have used
here the notation in the proof of the Theorem 5.2.3 and the fact that

L™ — LOYPCe(g))] < IrEE )

foralls <tand ¢ e Dom(r,g ). From this it follows, by the Dominated con-
vergence theorem, that { X t(m) (ve(g))} is a Cauchy sequence and hence its limit
defines X, (ve(g)). It can be seen that the two fundamental formulae in Theo-
rem 5.2.3 and the estimate in the Lemma 5.2.5 are valid for X; as well. To show
the continuity of t — X, (ve(g)), it suffices to observe that for0 < | < t, <'t,
we have the following, which can be obtained from Lemma 5.2.5 replacing the
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processes E, F, G, Hby x¢,:)E, X@,0)Fs Xt1,0)G> X(11,10)H, respectively:

1(Xy — X)) eI < exp(t) / "€, g.0)ds = exp()C (1, v, )12 — 1),
1

To prove the (Dy, Vp)-regularity of X; when r&,T, r8,S and rf R* are assumed
to be closable, it suffices to obtain closable operators ¢ defined on Dy such
that sup, _, || Xsve(g)|| < [5v||. To this end, we take ¢ : Dy— L2([0, t], k"),
with

h" = (hf ® ko) ® (hf ® ko) @ hf & Iy,

such that ¢ is given by

(BE0)s) = eHV2( 42036 1 (T(0g () &
V21 +20g6) D) rE(S0) 2rE (R, g(s))0) @ 2r).

Since g is simple, it can be seen that |ff0]|> = [ [[(B5v)(s)|%ds < oo for
v € Dy and that supogsstJstf(g)H < ||ﬁ,gv||, which follows from (5.18).
Also, ¢ is closable since r¥ T, r£ S, rf R* and rf are so by assumption.

In case R, S, T are assumed to be bounded and D; = h, without loss of
generality we can also assume that r¥ = c(t, g)I for all ¢ and g. Then for
v € h, g satisfying fot llg(s)I*ds < oo, we can estimate the integrand on the
right-hand side of (5.19) by the following quantity:

P (s) = 2, )olP4UlgOIPITI? + 1S12) + 8Ulgs)I*IT 11
+lg PRI+ IS1%) + 1},

for some constant c(, g). Since f(; Y (s)ds < oo by our assumption on g, it
follows that X,ve(g) can be defined and ¢t — X,ve(g) is continuous for all v
and g. Moreover, we have from Lemma 5.2.5

I1X, (ve(g))I?
< lol*c*(@, g)e' /0 AT I + 1S1%) + 4UlgIHIT I +
g IPIRIZ + g IS + 1))ds.

The integral on the right-hand side is finite by the assumption on g, and thus
we get a finite positive constant K (¢, g) such that || X,ve(g)|| < |[v|| K (¢, g).
This completes the proof. g

Corollary 5.2.7 (i) Along with the assumptions in the statement of Theorem
5.2.6, assume furthermore that R, S, T are functions of t such that for &
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in Vo and u in Dy € Dom({R(¢), £)) N Dom(S(¢)) N Dom(7T ()¢), each
of the maps t v+ ri(R(t), EYu, re S(u, ri T (t)(ué) is continuous. Then
the integral

X(t) = /0 t(ESAT(ds) + Fyag(ds) + Gyay(ds) + Hyds)

is defined on linear span of vectors of the form ve(g) with v € Dy and
g € V. Moreover, t — X,ve(g) is continuous for such v and g, and
the adapted process (X;) satisfies the estimate (5.18) with the constant
coefficients T, R, S replaced by T (s), R(s) and S(s), respectively.

In part (i), if we replace the domain Do of T (t)¢, (R(t), &), S(t) (£ € Vo)
by the t-dependent domain Doy ®aig E(V1), where V; =V N k;, and if we
assume that t v+ rf (R(t), E)ve(gr), rfS(t)ve(g,), rE T (t)(ve(g,)E) are
continuous for g € V, v € Dy, & € Vy, then the conclusions in (i) remain
valid.

Assume that the time-dependent coefficients L(t) (= R(t), S(), T(t))
in (i) are bounded operators, t +—> ||L(t)| is uniformly bounded over
compact intervals and E, F, G, H are adapted regular processes. Then
Xve(g) can be defined for all v € h and g in Lfoc, and (Xy) is also an
adapted regular process.

The conclusions in (iii) remain valid under the hypotheses of (ii) if the
following additional assumptions are made:

(a) E, F,G, H are adapted regular;
(b) R, S, T are also regular in the sense that for s > 0, v € h and
g € L% | we have the following:

loc?
ve(gs) € Dom(S(s)) Neek, Dom((R(s), <)) N Dom(7 (s)e),
Sup [S(s)ve(gs)ll < ', &)lvl,

sup Max{[|T (s)(ve(gs)) I, I{R(s), S)ve(gs) I}

s<t

<, &)l forall & € ko,

where c'(t, g) is a constant;

(c) s = S(s)ve(gs), T(s)s(ve(gs)), (R(s), &)ve(gs) are continuous for
v,gasin(b)andall & € k.

Proof:
(i) It may be noted that if we replace constant coefficients in the Theorem 5.2.6
by simple coefficients then the integral is just a finite linear combination of
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integrals with constant coefficients. Thus, it is possible to deduce the existence
of integral and the fundamental formulae, hence also the estimate (5.18) for
simple coefficients. To consider more general time-dependent coefficients as in
the statement of the present corollary, recall that g € V) is right continuous sim-
ple function, thus we can choose sequences T, RMW S (f) of simple coeffi-
cients such that rET™ (s)(vg(s)), rf (R(L’) (s), g(s))v and r¥ S™ (s)v converge
to r¥T (s)(vg(s)), rf (R(s), g(s))v and rf S(s)v respectively for every v € Dy
and g € V. With these choices, we can define the integral X ™ (1) on v @e(g) in
a natural way using Theorem 5.2.6. The hypotheses of continuity of the coeffi-
cients will allow one to pass to the limit in the integral as well by using the esti-
mate (5.18). For example, sup,_, || fé Es(Agoy (ds) — Agon (ds))ve(g)|> <
Jo W+ UgOIPIDIF (T (5) = T (5)) (08 (5))|*ds — 0as m,n — oo, by
the Dominated Convergence theorem, since fot A+ 1g®)1?) IrET (s)(g(s)) 12
ds < oo and since s > rf T (s)(v&) is continuous for & € V) and g a simple
Vo-valued function.

(if) This part follows from (7) with some natural modifications. For instance, in the
estimate above we shall have instead || fot Eg[Aroy(ds)—Arom (ds)lve(g)||> <
Jo ds@+11gOIPrE (T (s) = T™(5)) (0 ® e(g) ® g(5))||*. Note that for
¢ €W, the map s > r{ T(s)(ve(g)¢) = P(T(s)(ve(gs)S) ® e(g*)) (where
P denotes the identification between h @ I's @ ko QT and h QT @ T ® ko =
h ® T ® ko) is continuous since both the maps s > rT(s)(ve(gs)) and
s > e(g®) are. Thus, for a simple function g, so that g(s) varies over
a finite set. of vectors in Vy for s € [0,¢], it is clear that f(; ds(l +
g1 (T ™ () = T (5)) (0 ® e(g) ® g(s))I|*> — 0 as m,n — oo, by
the Dominated Convergence theorem as in the proof of (i).

The proofs of (iii) and (iv) can be given by an applications of these estimates
and arguments used in the proof of the last part of the Theorem 5.2.6. a

Theorem 5.2.8 Right integrals

Assume that Do, Vo are dense subspaces of h and ko respectively, A €
Lin(Dg, h), R, S € Lin(Dy, h @ ko), T € Lin(Dg ® Vo, h ® ko), and (Zy)
is an adapted process such that for & € Vo, we have Dy ®ug E(V) C
Ng=oDom(AZs) N Dom({R, &) Zs) N Dom(SZ;) N Dom(T: Zs). Note that as
before, we have denoted an operator B and B ® I by the same symbol,
where B stands for one of the maps A, (R, ¢), S, T:. Furthermore, suppose
that s — AZsve(g), (R,E)Zsve(g), SZsve(g), TZsve(g) are continuous
for v € Dy, g € V. Then we can define the right integral of the form
fé M (ds)Zg on the linear span of vectors of the form ve(g), with v € Dy,
g €V, where M(ds) = agr(ds) + ag(ds) + Ar(ds) + Ads; and can also
obtain formulae similar to those in the Theorem 5.2.3 and Theorem 5.2.6.
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Proof:
Indeed, we can apply Corollary 5.2.7 (ii)) with £E = F = G = I, and
with the choices R(t) = RZ;, S(t) = SZ;, and T(t) = TZ, to define
fot(aR(ds) + aj;(ds) + Ar(ds)Zs)ve(g) for v, g as in the statement of this
theorem. (fot AZds)ve(g) := fot(AZXve(g))ds is defined as s — AZve(g)
is continuous by assumption. The analogues of first and second fundamental
formulae and the estimate as in the Theorems 5.2.3 and 5.2.6 follow similarly.
O

Remark 5.2.9 It should be noted that for more general unbounded R, S, T,
we may have domain problems to define the right integrals : the domains of
R, S, T may not be left invariant under the action of Z. This problem can be
solved by the ‘time reversal principle’, which we shall present in Chapter 7,
where we deal with Q.S.D.E. with unbounded coefficients.

From now on, for the rest of the present chapter (in fact for Chapter 6 as
well), we shall assume that the coefficients R, S, T are bounded operators.

Remark 5.2.10 When R, S, T, A in the Theorem 5.2.8 are bounded and Z is
a regular adapted process, the right integral is defined and satisfies the funda-
mental formulae and the estimates in Theorems 5.2.3 and 5.2.6.

Remark 5.2.11 (i) The Ito formulae derived in Theorem 5.2.6 can be put in
a convenient symbolic form. Let 7o (x) denote x ® 1ty and mwo(x) denote
x ® ly,. Then the Ito formulae are:

GR(df)io(x)aTq(dl) = R*mo(x)Sdt, Ar(dt)go(x)Ar/(dt) = ATz (dl),
Ar(@NFg(ag(dn) = b o (dn), as@)ig()AT (A1) = arszye)s(do),
and the products of all other types are Q.

(ii) The coordinate-free approach of quantum stochastic calculus developed
here includes the coordinatized version as presented in [100]. Let us con-
sider for example, for f € ko, the operator Ry defined by Rfu = u® f,
foru € h. We observe that the creation and annihilation operators a’ (Ry),
a(Ry) coincide with the creation and annihilation operators a’(f) and
a(f) (respectively) defined in [100] associated with f. Indeed, it is
straightforward to see that (Rf)u,, = (u,v)f for u,v € h. Thus, for
g.1 € k. (a"(Rp)e(g), ue()) = L({e(g + elu,0) ), eD)))]omo =
D, u)(f.1) = (v,u) fole(g + ef),eD)lo=o = (v, uda’(fe(s),
e(l)). It is also clear that (Ry, g) = (f, g) and hence a(Ry)(ve(g)) =
(f, g)ve(g) = v(a(f)e(g)). Finally, the number operator A(T) in the
sense of [100] for T € B(ko) can be identified with A1,gr. We can also
recover the coordinate-version of the Ito formulae as in [100]. Let us
record the Ito formulae in this form too for future use. Let us assume that
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ko is separable and introduce the basic processes in the notation of [100]:
A1) =11,
Ay(t) := ar,, (0, 11),
AY(@0) = a, ([0, 1)),
AL@) 1= Njej> <¢;1([0.1]),

fori, j =1,2,..., wherele;,i = 1,2,...}is an orthonormal basis of ky. Then
the Ito formula (formally) becomes

AG(dr) AL (dr) = 5 Aj(dn),

foro,p=0,1,2,..., and where 3% = 0 if at least one of the two indices o,

is 0, or if the two indices are unequal, otherwise 3% =1.

5.3 Hudson-Parthasarathy (H-P) type equations

We consider the quantum stochastic differential equations (Q.S.D.E.) of the
form,

dX, = X,(ag(dt) + ay(dr) + Ar(dt) + Adr), (5.20)
dY; = (ar(dr) + al(dr) + Az (dr) + Adr)Y,, (5.21)

with prescribed initial values )fo ® 1 and fo ® 1 respectively, with )Zo, fo €
B(h) where R, S € B(h,h @ ko), T € B(h ® ko), A € B(h).

We note that the first of the above two equations has to be interpreted as the
strong integral equation

X (ve(g)) = Xove(g)+ </o X;(ag(ds) + ay(ds) + Ar(ds) + AdS)) ve(g)

forall v € h, g € L*(Ry, ko) with [; [|g(s)[[*ds < oo forall . The second
equation is to be interpreted in a similar way.

Let us at this point introduce some useful compact notation for the quadruple
(R, S,T,A). Letky := C @® ko and Z € B(h ® ko) be defined by

A R*
Z:(ST)’ (5.22)

with respect to the decomposition & & ko = h @ h ® ko. We shall call Z
the matrix of coefficients or coefficient matrix, and the equation (5.20) ((5.21),
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respectively) will be referred to as the left (respectively, right) Q.S.D.E. with
the coefficient matrix Z, and the words ‘left’ or ‘right’ may be dropped if under-

A L 0 0
stood from the context. We shall denote by Q the projection ( 01 ) For
h®kq

& € ko, we shall denote by QAZ the vector 1 @ & € 150.
Let us now re-write the first and second fundamental formulae (5.13) and
(5.14) for the choices E; = F; = G; = X;, H, = X, A, interms of Z and Q:

(Xpwe(g), ue(f)) = (Xove(g), ue(f))+ /0 Xy (f(5). Zs(oy)ve(g), ue( £))ds,
(5.23)

(Xrve(g), Xiue(f))
t
= (Xove(g), Xoue(f)) +/0 X (f(5), Zy(s))ve(g), Xsue(f))
+(Xsve(g), Xs(8(5), Z};(S)ﬂte(f))
H(Xs 0Zgoyve(g), Xs OZ yue(f)))ds. (5.24)
These formulae can be verified by expanding the two sides of the equation in
terms of the constituents of Z and comparing with the relevant expressions in
equations (5.13) and (5.14).

Similarly, one gets for the solution Y; of the right Q.S.D.E. (5.21) the fol-
lowing:

(Yve(g), ue(f)) = (Yove(g), ue(f)) + /O (F(5), Zasy) Yove(g), ue( £))ds,
(5.25)

(Yive(g), Yiue(f))
— (Yove(g), Youe(f)) + /0 (F6). Zao) Vove(s). Yeue(f))

+ (Ys0e(g), (8(5), Z () Ysue(f)) + (QZg(s) Ysve(g), QZ f ) Ysue(f)))ds.
(5.26)

Before we proceed to study existence and other properties of solutions of the
above equations, let us describe the Q.S.D.E. in the ‘coordinatized’ formalism
(see Remark 5.2.11 (ii)), in case when kg is separable. This is just to keep
open the possibility of switching from one formalism to another. Indeed, even
though the coordinate free language is in general more transparent and neat,
sometimes it may be better or more natural to use the coordinates.

Let {e;};=1,2,... be an orthonormal basis of ko and let Z;, a,fp=0,1,2,---
be defined as bounded operators on /4 as follows:

Z0=A, Z) = (e, R, Z = (i, S), Z' = (i, T.)),
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for i, j = 1,2,..., where it may be recalled that 7,; € B(h,h & ko) is
given by T, (u) = T(u ® e;). In this language, an alternative notation for
the Q.S.D.E. (5.20) and (5.21) will be respectively dX; = X; Z;Ag(dt) and

dY; = Z; Y; Ag (dt), where we adopt the convention that repeated indices mean
summation over them.

Theorem 5.3.1 The Q.S.D.E.’s (5.20) and (5.21) admit unique solutions as
adapted regular processes. Furthermore, X and Y/ are adapted regular
processes.

Proof:
The standard proofs of existence and uniqueness of solutions along the lines

of that given in [100] (Section 26 for the left equation and Section 27 for the

right equation) work here too. We set up the iteration by taking Xt(o) =1

and X" = [ X" (ar(ds) + al(ds) + Ar(ds) + Ads) forn = 0,1, ...
Fix tp > 0, g € L>®(Ry, ko) satisfying fot lg(s)|*ds < oo forall . By the
inequality [|p +¢q +r + slI* < 4(lpI* + lgl* + 7] + lIs[%), the estimate
(5.18) and Corollary 5.2.7 we have that for ¢ < 1y,

XM we(e)? < e /0 ds[||(Tes) + ) (we())I?

+ 11({g (), Te(s)) + (R, g(5)) + (g(5), ) + A) (ve())I?]
< 4e"C@)lvl*lle(g)I?,

where
t
C@t) = /0 UT I NI+ g 1P + ISI A + g1 + IRIPIg()I* + 1A} ds.

Now assume the induction hypothesis that

C(t)n

1% eI = (e ==

lol*lle(g)II%.

Observe that for & € h ® ko, | X" P(Ce(g))]|> < (4e)" CO |2 [e (o)1,
and hence we have

1X" Doe(g))?
! (n) (n) 2
< ¢ [ as[x Pry) + X PS)0etI +
1186, X PTy) + X (R, g(5)) + (8(5), XV PS) + X A we(e) 1]

t
< (4e’0)"+1||u||2||e(g)||2/O TP 1P + g% + 1S12(1 + llg)1%)

C(s)"
n!

IR )% + A7) ds
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= (4e")" o ?e(g))?

) ( )n+l

(n+ D!
This proves the induction hypothesis for all n. Clearly, the process X; given
by X;(ve(g)) := > ooy X,(") (ve(g)) is well defined, since it follows from the
above estimates that the sum converges absolutely and uniformly over compact
subsets of [0, 00), which in particular implies the continuity of 7 — X, (ve(g)).
Moreover, we have,

= )" ) e(g)l

(4e"C (1)) ?
—

From this, it is clearly seen that (X;) is an adapted regular process. That it is
a solution of (5.20) is also clear. This proves the existence of the left equation.
To show the uniqueness, suppose that X/ is another solution of (5.20). Since
X, —-X = fO'(XS — X (ar(ds) + aj;(ds) + Ar(ds) + Ads), an argument
similar to the above shows that [|(X, — X})(ve(g)) 1> < 22C0)" |12 (g) |2
for all n and hence X;ve(g) = X,ve(g).

The proof for the right equation (5.21) is similar. For the iteration process in
the case of the right equation to make sense, one has to take into account the
Remark 5.2.10 while interpreting the right integrals involved.

Finally, let us prove the regularity of (X;) and (Y;*). It is enough to sketch
the arguments for (X}), as (¥;*) can be treated similarly. Consider the iterates
X ,(”). We claim that

IXwe()ll < llvlllle) D

n>0

* 4e0C' (1p)"
1% ve(@)? = == ve(@)II,
where C’(t) is given by an expression similar to C(¢), with R, S, T, A replaced
by S, R, T*, A* respectively. This claim can be verified by induction as before,
k
using that X,(”) satisfies a right Q.S.D.E. of the form

t
X" = / (ag(ds) +as(ds) + Ar+(ds) + A*ds) X"
0

From this, the regularity of X} follows. O

Theorem 5.3.2 Let X; satisfy the Q.S.D.E. (5.20) with the initial condition
Xo = I and with the coefficient matrix Z as in the beginning of the present
section. Then we have the following.

(i) X; is a contraction for each t > 0 if and only if the following operator
inequality holds:
Z+Z"+7Z0Z" <0. (5.27)
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(ii) X; is a co-isometry for each t if and only if the above inequality is replaced
by an equality, thatis, Z + Z* + ZQZ* = 0.

Proof:

It is a straightforward observation that W, = X satisfies the right Q.S.D.E. of
the form (5.21) with the coefficient matrix Z*. Foru,» € hand f, g € C, by a
simple calculation using the formula (5.26) we get the following:

(Wive(g), Wrue(f))—(ve(g), ue(f)) = /Ot<vaff(g)7 (8(s), (Z+Z*+ZQZ*)f(S)>Wyue(f)>-

(5.28)
Let us denote the operator Z+Z*+Z QZ *Dby B.If B < 0, we have for vectors
ui,uz,...,Up ehandf1,f2,...,fn EC,

2 2

n

> uje(f)

i=1

> Wiuie(£))

i=1

= 3 [ W (o). B ) Wetse s
i,J

' . .
B /0 Z‘<(‘B)%(s>(Ws“fe(ﬁ>>’ (=B)%  Wsuje(F))ds
- _/0 Z(_B).;;(S)(Wsuie(fi)) ds <0;

where we have used the fact that B < 0 to take the square root of —B. This
clearly implies that W, (and hence X;) is a contraction for each ¢.

Conversely, if X, is a contraction, we have (W,ve(g), Wive(g)) — (ve(g),
ve(g)) < O0forall v, g. Thus, fort > 0, we have

t
T | the@). @00, By Weeten <0 (5.29)
Forv' e hand &' = (A @ ¢) € kAo, where 4 € C, 1 # 0 and ¢ € ko, choose a
bounded continuous function g : Ry — ko with g(0) = A7'&, and also v =
v’ Tt follows by taking r — 04 in (5.29) that (v'&’, B(v'¢")) < 0. By taking
limit A — 0, we get the above inequality also for &’ = (0@ ¢). Similarly, it can
be shown that for v}, ---, v, € hand &, - -+, &, € ko 2,5 (v;&], B(D}f})) <0.
This proves that B < 0.

Moreover, it is also immediate from the above calculation, by replacing the
inequalities involved by equalities, that (W,ve(g), Wiue(f)) = (ve(g), ue(f))
forall u, v, f, g; if and only if B = 0. This completes the proof. O

The condition Z + Z* + ZQZ* = 0 is clearly seen to be equivalent to the
following set of conditions in terms of R, S, T, A:

A+ A*+R*R=0, (5.30)
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R+S+TR=0, (5.31)
T+T*+TT*=0. (5.32)

We can write (5.32) as (T + I)(T*+ 1) = I, which is equivalent to saying that
T = X —1 where £ := T +1 is a co-isometry. Furthermore, the relation (5.31)
can now be written as S = —X R, and (5.30) leads to the form A = i H — %R*R
for some self-adjoint H. Motivated by this, we now consider the following
special Q.S.D.E.:

_ 1
dU, = U (ag(dt) — ak o (dt) + As_1(dt) + (i H — SR*Ryd), U =1,

where X is a unitary in B(h ® kg), R € B(h,h ® ko) and H is a self-adjoint
element of B(h). Then we have:

Theorem 5.3.3 (see [91], [94] also)
The unique solution U, of the above Q.S.D.E. is unitary for all t > 0.

Proof:

It follows from Lemma 5.3.2 that U, is a co-isometry for all ¢, so it remains
to show that it is also an isometry for all ¢. To this end, we note the following
facts:

(a) For fixed g, f € LRy, ko) N L®(R4, ko) and r > 0, there exists a
unique operator M,f ¢ ¢ B(h) such that
(0, M) u) = (Us (ve(g)), Urlue())).
(b) Setting ]\7I,f’g = M,f’g ® 1,, we have that for all w, w’ € h ® ko,
(Ui P(we(g)), UrP(w'e(f)) = (w, M]*w).

It is a simple computation using the quantum It6 formulae ((5.14) in Theorem
5.2.6) to verify that

t
(v, M8 1) — (ve(g), ue(f)) = / dsl(v, M (R, f(s)u) + (v, (g(s), RYM; 5 u)
0
—(0, M{"%(g(s), TR)u)+ (g (s), M5 (T = 1)@f &))) + (v, MI$ (i H — %R*Rm

—(v, (SR, £())M{Su)+(vg(s), (Z*—1)M 8 (uf (5))) +(v, (—z‘H—%R*R)M{’gm

+(Z Ro, M8 (S Ru)) — (X Ro, M4 (S = 1) (uf (5))) — (vg(s), (Z* — 1) M (£ Ru))

+og(s), (Z* — DM ( = Duf ()],
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Let us consider maps Y;,i = 1,...,5 from [0, c0) x B(h) to B(h) given
by:

Yi(s, X) = X(R, f(s)) + (g(s), R)X — X(g(s), ZR) — %(XR*R + R*RX)+

i[X, Hl — (R, f(s)) X, Ya(s, X) = R*X*X 3R,
Y3(s, X) = (8(), {(Z* = DX + X(Z — ) + (Z* = DX(Z = D} p(5))s
Ya(s, X) = —((Z* = DX*IR, f(5)), Ys5(s,X) = —((Z* —)XZR,g(s))",

where X = (X ® 1k,)- Then it follows that,

N

;5
. /)~ e ue(/) = [ (0.3 1iGo, M P,
i=1

that is,

18 5
dM; f.g
I iz_l Yi(t, M;").

We note that M(‘)f # =< e(g), e(f) > I is asolution of the above equation since
Z?:l Y;i(¢,I) = 0, £ being unitary. Moreover, Y; (¢, -) is linear and bounded
for each i. Thus by the uniqueness of a solution of the Banach space-valued
initial value problem, we conclude that Mtf £ = M({ & for all ¢, or equivalently
that U; is an isometry. O

5.4 Map-valued, Evans—Hudson (E-H)-type quantum stochastic calculus

In the previous subsections, we have considered Q.S.D.E.’s on the Hilbert space
h ® I'. Now we shall study an associated class of Q.S.D.E.’s, but on the Fock
module A4 ® T'. This is closely related to the Evans—Hudson (E-H) type of
Q.S.D.E’s ( [44,100]).

First we have to formulate the notion of map-valued quantum stochastic
processes and the associated integrals. We shall give the definition of integra-
tor processes with coefficients belonging to a class of maps more general than
bounded. After that, we study a special class of map-valued Q.S.D.E., but this
time with bounded coefficients only. The existence and properties of solutions
of similar map-valued Q.S.D.E. with unbounded coefficients will be taken up
in later chapters.

5.4.1 The formalism of map-valued quantum stochastic integration

Let A C B(h) be a von Neumann algebra, ko be a Hilbert space, and let us
consider a quadruplet of linear (but not necessarily bounded) maps (£, J, &', o)
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defined on an ultra-weak dense *-subalgebra A of A, such that for x € Ay,
we have d(x), &' (x) € A®kp, L(x) € Aand o(x) € ARQ B(ko). As before, let
us denote by k the Hilbert space L2(R, ko), by T' the symmetric Fock space
on k and by Lﬁc (where p > 1) the set of f € k such that fé | f(s)|IPds < oo
forallt > 0.

We now introduce the basic map-valued processes. Fix t > 0, a bounded
interval A C (¢, 00), elements xy, x7, ..., x, € Ag and vectors fi, f2,..., fn
€ k; u € h. We define the following:

(aa(A)(in ®e(fi) ))M = Zaa(x*)(A)(ue(fz))

i=1

i=1

(Ar,(A)(Zx,- ®e(f;) )
i=1

(I.c(A)(in ®e(f) ))u = Z | AL )u) ® e(£),

i=1 i=l1

where |A| denotes the length of A.

‘- ZAJ(X,)(A)(W(ﬁ))

(a;m)(zxi ®e(f;) ))u = Zam (M) (ue(f)),

Lemma 5.4.1 The above processes are well defined on Ay ®qig (k) and they
take values in A @ T (k).

Proof:

First note that e(f1), ..., e(f,) are linearly independent whenever fi, ..., f,
are distinct, from Wthh it is clear that >/, x; ® e(f;) = 0 implies x; =0
for all i, whenever f;’s are distinct. This will establish that the processes are
well defined. The second part of the lemma will follow from Lemma 4.2.10
with the choice of the dense set £ to be £(k) and H = I'(k) and by noting the
fact that £, , ¢’ and o have appropriate ranges. For example,

(e(2), al (A)(x ® e(f))) = (e(g), e(f))/(g(S), ' (x))ds
A

which belongs to A, so the range of a;, (A) is contained in A® I' (k). Similarly,
one verifies that

(e(8), Ao (A)(x ® e(f))) = (e(g), e(f))/(g(S),O'(X)f(s))ds

A

which belongs to A since o (x) € A ® B(kop). O
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Definition 5.4.2 A family of (possibly unbounded) linear maps (Y (¢));>0 :
Dom(Y (t)) C AQ®T to A T is said to be a map-valued process. It is said to
be:

(1) adapted, if there is a family of (possibly unbounded, linear) maps Yy (#)
from A®T; to AQ T, such that Dom(Yy(f)) ®ae I'" € Dom(Y (¢)), with
Y(t) = Yo(t) ®ale Ir+ on Dom(Y(#)) ®qe ' (where I' = T'(L2((t, 00),
ko))), for all t > O;

(ii) regular, if Y (¢) is defined on A ®a £(k), t = Y()(x ® e(f))u is
continuous for every fixed x € A, u € h, f € L?* and furthermore,

loc
there exist positive constants C,, Hilbert space H”, and bounded opera-

tors r, € B(h, h ® H") such that

Y (1) (x @ e(fNull = Crylle(HIN(x & 1pg)rigul| forallz <19, (5.33)

forall x € A, u, f as before.

Let us now assume that Ay = A and the maps (£, d, &', o) are bounded. We
want to define the integral of the form fé Y(s) o (as + ag, + As +Zr)(ds)
where Y (¢) is an adapted regular map-valued process. We need the following
lemma for this.

Lemma 5.4.3 (The Lifting lemma) Let H be a Hilbert space and )V be a vector
space. Let f 1 A ®ag V — A ® H be a linear map satisfying the estimate

1B(x @ mull < cyll(x ® Lyr)rull (5.34)

for some Hilbert space H"” and r € B(h, h @ H") ( both independent of n ) and
foru € h, n €V and some positive constant ¢, depending on 1. Then, for any
Hilbert space H', we can define amap f: (AQ H') @ag ¥V — A® (H® M)
byfx®@ f®n) =px@nQ fforx e A,yeV,feH.Moreover,

satisfies the estimate
1B(X ® mull < ¢yl|(X & ygr)rull, (5.35)
where X € AQH'.

Proof:
Let X € A ® H' be given by the strongly convergent sum X = > x, ® ey,
where x, € A and {e,} is an orthonormal basis of H'. We can verify that

1B xa ®eq @ ull® = D 11B(xa @ ull®
< & D e @ Irull? = lI(X ® Lygryrull?
a

and thus £ is well defined and satisfies the required estimate. o
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Assume now that (Y (¢)) is a map-valued adapted regular process, as in the
Definition 5.4.2. For every s > 0, we have by the Lifting lemma 5.4.3 an
extension 17(?) ARk ® E(ks N Lfoc) — A® T ® ko of the map (Y (s) Qalg
id) P, where P interchanges the second and third tensor components.

Lemma 5.4.4 For fixedx € Aand f € L} , the families of operators S(s) =

loc’

Se(s) 1 h ®aig E(LE, Nks) > h@Ts ®ko and T (s) = Ty (s) : h ®ug E(L} . N

k) ® ko > h ® I's ® ko defined below satisfy the hypotheses of Corollary
5.2.7(iv), with the choices E =G =1, F = H = R(s) = 0:

Se(s) e () = Y (5)('(x) ® e(f))u, (5.36)
Te(s)(we(fy) ® &) = Y (5)(a (x)¢ ® e(fy))u. (5.37)

Moreover, the map s — Y (s)((L(x) + (0(x*), f(5))) ® e(f))u is strongly
integrable over [0, t] for every t > 0, and for fixedx € A, u € hand f € L}

loc*
Proof:
The first part follows from the hypotheses on Y (s), the Lifting lemma and the
fact that s — e(fs) is strongly continuous for f € Lf‘oc. Let us verify the
conditions of Corollary 5.2.7(iv) for S, only, as the proof for 7\ will be very
similar. By the Lifting lemma, we have

1S () (we(f)Il < Cell (0" (x) @ Lpg)rsulllie(f5)l

for all s < t. Thus, ||Sx(S)(M€(fs))ﬂ§ Cille(HIr NI ) lull for s < z.
Furthermore, it is clear that s +— Y (s)(X ® e(f;))u is continuous for X €
A ®alg ko. In fact, for fp > 0 and € > 0, using the density of A Qg ko in the
Hilbert von Neumann module A ® kg, we can choose X € A ®g¢ ko such that
[((X — ' (x)) ® Dryull < €. Thus, we have for s, 1 < fo

1S, (5) (e (f5)) — Sx () e )

< IYEE @ e(f))u — YO(X @ e(fi)ull + 1Y ()0 (x) — X) ® e(f)ul
+ 1Y@ () = X) ® e(f)ull

< IYE)(X @ e(f)u — Y(IO)(X ® e(fi))ull +2Cy lle(fi) e,

which proves the continuity of s — S, (s)(ue(fs)). Furthermore, we note that
the strong measurability of the map s +— Y(s)((L(x) + (6(x"),
fF())) ® e(f))u follows from the strong continuity of s — Y (s)(y ® e(f))u
for fixed y € A, u € hand f € L . It also follows from the estimate (5.33)

loc*
4 1
and the fact that f € Li.CSL that

loc

/0 1Y ($)((L(x) + (0(x™), f(5)) ® e(f)ullds < oo.
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In view of this lemma, by map-valued process we shall mean adapted regular
map-valued process in the rest of the present chapter. This lemma also allows
us to define the integral fé Y(s)o(as+ ag, + Ay (ds)+Zr)(ds)(x ®e(f)) for
xeAand f e L}

loc*

Definition 5.4.5 For fixedx € A, u € hand f € L} , we define the integral

loc?

fé Y(s) o (as +Zr)(ds)(x ® e(f))u by setting it to be equal to

/0 Y(5) (L0 + 00, F()) ® e f)u ds (5.38)

This integral exists and is finite since s — Y (s)((L(x) + (d(x*), f(5))) ®
e(f))u is strongly integrable over [0, t]. We define the integral involving the
other two processes, that is, f(; Y(s)o (As + a;/)(ds)(x ® e(f))u by setting it
to be equal to

t
( / A7, (ds) +aj, (ds)) ue(f), (5.39)
0 :
which is well-defined by Corollary 5.2.7(iv).

5.4.2 Solution of a class of map-valued quantum stochastic differential
equations (Q.S.D.E.) with bounded coefficients

For this part of the theory, we assume that we are given the structure maps, that
is, the triple of linear maps (£, d, o) where £ € B(A), d € B(A, A ® ko) and
o € B(A, A® B(ko)) satisfying:

SDo(x)=a(x) —x®@ Iy, = Z*(x @ I1)) L — x ® Iy,, where X is a partial
isometry in 2 ® ko such that 7 is a x-representation on .A.

(S2) 6(x) = Rx —zw(x)R, where R € B(h, h ® ko) so that ¢ is a w -derivation,
that is, o(xy) = o(x)y + w (x)d(y).

(S3) L(x) = R*n(x)R + Ix + xI*, where | € A with the condition £(1) =0
so that L satisfies the second order cocycle relation with J as coboundary,
that is

L(*y) —x*L() — L(x)*y =(x)*6(y) forall x,y € A.

Given the generator £ of a Q.D.S., it will be established in the next chapter that

one can choose kg, R and X such that the hypotheses (S1)—(S3) are satisfied.
To describe E-H flow in this language, it is convenient to introduce a map ®

(to be referred to as the structure matrix) encompassing the triple (£, J, o) as

follows: £00) 57
x) o' (x
Okx) = (5(x) o (x) ) , (5.40)
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where x € A, 57(x) = 6(x*)* : h ® kg — h, so that @ (x) can be looked upon
as a bounded linear map from & ® kh=h® (C & ko) into itself. It is also
clear from (S1)—(S3) that ® maps A into A ® B (kAo). The next lemma sums up
important properties of ®.

Lemma 5.4.6 Let © be as above. Then one has the following.
(i)
®(x)=\P(x)~|—K(x®1kA0)+(x®1kﬂo)K*, (5.41)

where ¥ : A — A ® B(ko) is a completely positive map and K €
B(h @ ko).
(ii) O is conditionally completely positive and satisfies the structure relation:

Oy =0W (@ 1)+ (x®1:)0() +0(x)00(y), (542)

where Q = (8 1h((>)9k )
0

(iii) There exists D € B(h ® ko, h ® ki) (where ki, = ko ® C3) such that
O < I(x ® 1k(’))DC|| (5.43)

forall € h ® Ko.

Proof:
Define the following maps with respect to the direct sum decomposition z ®
ko=h® (h ®ko):

. (00 . x 0

&= 2)70= (5 ot )
(1 0 . (1,0
K_(R—ﬁmmyz_(oz)'

Then it is straightforward to see that (i) is verified with ¥(x) = R*3*(x ®
1 K )iﬁ = I?*ﬁ(x)lé. Clearly, ¥ is completely positive. That ® is condition-
ally completely positive and satisfies the structure relation (5.42) is also a con-
sequence of (i) and (S1)—(S3). The estimate in (iii) follows from the struc-
ture of ¥ given above with the choice of D from & ® kAo toh ® kAo ®C3 =
(h ® ko) & (h ® ko) ® (h ® ko) given by

pe =2 (ISR R @ (IKIIE S K7€), & h@ho. 0

Theorem 5.4.7 The integral Z(t) = fot Y(s)o (a(;r +as+ As+Zr)(ds), where
Y (s) is an adapted regular map-valued process satisfying (5.33), is well defined
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on A Qag € (Lﬁ)c) and is an adapted regular map-valued process. Moreozer,

the integral satisfies the following estimate for all x € A, u € hand f € L}, :
HZ (1) (x @ e(f)ull?
< 2 /O exp(1LF PIT()(© ) s @ eUfull” +
1), Y ()(O) ) ® e(fi))ul}ds, (5.44)

where © was as defined earlier, )A’(s) =Y(s)® ﬁ;) c A® ko ®alg ci'(Lf‘OC N

ks) > AQTs ko, f(s) = 1@ f(s) and f(s) is identified with 0 & f(s)
in kA().

Proof:

We have already seen that the integral is well defined. To obtain the estimate,
fixx € A,u e hand f € L} . By the inequality [la + b]|* < 2(||a]|* + ||b]|?),
we have

I(Z (1) (x ® e(f)) ull?
<2 ” (/o Y(s)o(as+Zr)ds)(x ® e(f))u)

2

2
+ 2

t 1.
’( /O Y(s) o (a} + Ap)(ds)(x ® e(f))u)

To complete the proof, we need to estimate the two terms on the right-hand
side of the above inequality separately. For this, observe that
2

H ( /0 Y(s) o (a5 + Z)(ds)(x ® e(f))u)

2

N H (/0 Y ($)((L(x) + (0), £(5)) ® e(f)u ds)

IA

t 2
(/0 1Y ($)((L(x) + (6(x™), f(5)) ® e(f))MIIdS)

IA

‘ /O 1Y () (LG + (56, £(5))) ® e f)ullds.

IA

t
! /0 1Y) (L) + OG5, £(5) @ e(f)ulds.

Furthermore, by (5.18) and Corollary 5.2.7 with E =G = I, F = H =0, we
get
2

H ( /O Y(s) o (a} + Ag)(ds)(x ® e(f))u)

2

t 1
_ H ( | @+ ATX)(dS)(Me(f)))
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<o /0 [176) (@ 1) (6) + 6x)) ® e( £l
Y 6) 056y () + (F(5), 56 ® e(f)ullPds.

Finally, to prove the continuity of the map t — Z(¢)(x®e(f))u we remark that
itis possible to define an integral of the form fttlz Y(s)o (a; +as+As+Zr)(ds)
by adapting the arguments for defining Z(¢), and one can similarly prove an
analogue of the inequality (5.44) with the range of integration on the right-
hand side being [¢{, #2]. Thus, by the inequality (5.33) satisfied by Y (¢) and the
Lifting lemma, we have for0 < f; < handx € A, u € h, f € Lf'oc the
following:

1(Z(t1) — Z(12)) (x ® e(f)ull?
th R
< 262C7 1, IF1© ) P le (I flul)? / £ I+ £ $)IP)ds,
which proves the continuity of the map  — Z(¢)(x ® e(f))u. O

Next, we want to consider the solution of an equation of the E-H type which
in our notation can be written as

t
Jy = 1d ger +/ Joo(a) +as+ A, +I)ds), 0<t<1. (545
0

Remark 5.4.8 The map-valued Q.S.D.E. (5.45) can also be described in the
coordinatized formalism. Let ko be separable and let {e;,i € IN} be an ortho-
normal basis of ko, and {eg 1= 1,e; : i € IN} be the corresponding basis for
ko. Let ©(x) € A ® B(ky) be written as ©(x) = ((Qg (x))) , with

a, Be{0}UIN
respect to the basis {e, : o = {0} U IN}, and where 92‘ (x) € A. Then the E-H
type Q.S.D.E. (5.45) is equivalent to the following Q.S.D.E.:

dji(x) = jiO@F cNdAL, jox) =x® I
Jr@)(ue(f)) = Ji(x @ e(f))u gives the relation between j; and J;.

Now we are ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.4.9 (see also [44])

(i) There exists a unique solution J; of equation (5.45), which is an adapted
regular process mapping A ® £ (Lfoc) into A @ T'. Furthermore, one has
an estimate

sup (17, (x @ e(full < C' (NI ® Lrr)Efull,  (5.46)

0<t<ty

where f € L}, k' = L*([0, 1], k), Ef e B, h@T/(K)), C'(f)isa

loc’
constant and T'T (k') is the full Fock space over k'.
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(ii) Setting j; (x)(ue(g)) = J;(x ® e(g))u, we have

(@) (ji(x)ue(g), ji(y)ve(f))=(ue(g), ji(x*y)ve(f)) forall g, feL}
and

(b) j; extends uniquely to a normal x-homomorphism from A into A ®

B(T).

(iii) If A is commutative, then the algebra generated by {j;(x) : x € A,0 <
t < ty} is commutative.
(iv) ji(1) =1 forallt € [0, fo] if and only if Z* X = 1jgk,.

Proof:
(1) We write for A C [0, 00), M(A) = as(A) + a;(A) + As(A) +Z,(A),
and set up an iteration by

I @e(f)) = / I o Mds)(x®e(f)), JP(x®@e(f)) =x@e(f),

with x € Aand f € L? fixed. Since J( ) = = M([0,1]), J( ) it satisfies the

loc
following estimate (by the definition of M(A), estimate (5.18) and Lemma

5.4.6(iii)):
170 (x ® e(f))ul®
2e"le(f)|1? /0 ds|@)(u ® fs)IPIF )

IA

IA

2lle(f)lIPe® /O ds|l &) I7(x @ 1) D ® fs)]7,

For the given f, define E : h — h@k’ by (EVu)(s) = D@® £ ()I1£; ()],
where f;(s) = x10,1(s) f (s). Then the above estimate reduces to

1
10 (e @ e(ull? < 2le(NHIPell(x @ 1) E P u)?. (5.47)
It is also possible to see from the definition of E; M that
e @ L) EDu)? < (e @ 1) Eu?

whenever 79 > t. This shows that (Jt( )) is indeed adapted regular process, so
that [1 J{" o M(ds) is well-defined.
Now, an application of the Lifting lemma leads to

(1 1
150X @ e()ull® < 2lle(HII7 (X ® L) EPul?,

for X € A ® ko, where as before, J; i — =J; M & J; O . As an induction hypoth-

esis, assume that J,( " is an adapted regular process satisfying the estimate

177G @ e(ul® < Cle(HIPNx @ 1en) E )%,
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where C = 2¢'0 and the map E,(") th— h®@k'®" is defined by,

(E W) 1,52, 80) = (DB 1 gu) Pl (B D)2+, 5m) @ 1)L fr sl
(n—1) ~ A (n—1) | . .

Here, P, : h ®k6® Qky — h®ko ®k6® is the (unitary) operator which

interchanges the second and third tensor components and Et(o) := 1. Then it

follows from the Theorem 5.4.7 that J,("+]) is an adapted regular process and
moreover, by (5.44) we have the following inequality

150 (e @ e(F))ull®
t A~
<2¢ /0 exp(l I+ £ IO 4y () @ e(f))ullds.

By the induction hypothesis and the Lifting lemma, it follows that
' 2 Arai2y 7 2
/0 le(SHIPA+ TFOIDI O i) () © e(fy)ul*ds

< eI [ IFOIPIO 1y () © 1o ) ELPulPas.

Applying (5.43) to the right-hand side of the above inequality, we get the

required estimate for J,("H), thereby proving the induction hypothesis for n+1.

Thus, if we put J; = >°° Jt("), then

n=0

1@ e(ull = D 1" (x @ e(F)ul

n=0
< le(DI Y. CHD 10 @ 1)) E ]

n=0

>
< le(N
n=0 \/’?
where we have set E,f ch— h T/ (k) by

Elu= @;ﬁo(n!)%Et(")u.

1

2
) 1Ge @ Lprey) Ef ull, (5.48)

‘We observe that

o
1
IE ul? = > )2 | Eul?
n=0
ad 1
< llul> > ()2 1D / dsy - -dsill fs)I* - 1L f st

n=0 0<Sp <Sp_| <--§1 <t

lal® > () 2D 0"

n=0
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where pu7(t) = fot I f (s)||*ds. The estimate (5.48) proves the existence of
the solution of equation (5.45), as well as its continuity relative to the strong
operator topology in B(h).

For showing the uniqueness of the solution of (5.45), suppose that J/ is

another adapted regular map-valued process satisfying (5.45). Then E; :=
J; — J/ is also an adapted regular process and

[1]

t
t:/ 2, 0 M(ds).
0

By the definition of regularity, for fixed 79 and f € L;‘OC, we can choose a

Hilbert space H1, a positive constant ¢ and bounded operator 1 : h — h ® H;
(depending on ty and f) such that
1E:(x @ e(fNull = clle(NHIN(x & I )riull

forallt < tp, u € h and x € A. Now, by repeated application of (5.44) of
Theorem 5.4.7 along with the Lifting lemma, for any positive integer n we get
the following:

IE: (x ® e(f))ull?
2¢! /0 A+ IFOIDIEN® i, () @ e(f))ull*ds

IA

< @) /0 1612 /0 @I IEL (O, ®1d;) 0 © 4, (1) ® e(/)ullPdwds
261012 n
< (clle(HI Nl el ||x||)2w,

1>

where we have denoted by =, the map (&, ® Id/€ g)o P,
0

P:AQ® kA0®2 I > ARTI'® kAo®2 being the unitary which interchanges
the second and third tensor components. Since the left-hand side of the above
inequality is independent of n, while the right-hand side goes to 0 as n — oo,
we conclude that ||Z;(x ® e(f)ul| = 0, which completes the proof of the
uniqueness.

(i) First we prove the following identity:

(i(x @ e(fNu, Ji(y ® e(g))v) = (ue(f), i(x*y ®e(g))v).  (5.49)

For this it is convenient to lift the maps J; to the module A ® I'f (kAo) Ralg
E(LY ), that is, replace A by A ® T'/ (kg). We define J; : A ® I'f (ko) ®alg

E(L%ZZ) - AQT ® I'/ (ko) by Ji = (J; ® Id) P, where P interchanges the
second and third tensor components. Recalling from the discussions following
Theorem 4.2.7 and Section 5.1 that ©(x) € B(h,h ® kAo) forx e A,¢ € ko,
we can define @y : A - A® ko by ®(x) = O(x),, and extend as above to

®C . A X rf(k()) — A ® rf(ko) by setting ®§|A®]€O®n = @( ® IdkA()@n . By
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the Lifting lemma, both J; and (:)Z« are well defined and enjoy the estimates as
in (i) of the present Theorem 5.4.9 and Lemma 5.4.6 (iii), respectively.

Next, note that for fixed f, g € Ll oc and x, y € A, one can get the following
by using the equation (5.45) for J; and quantum It6 formula (5.14) and the
structure relation in Lemma 5.4.6 (ii):

(i (x @ e(fu, i (y ® e(8))v)
= (xu®e(f), yo@e())+ /0 ds{J5(O f () (D) @e()u, J;(y@&(s)@e(8))v)

(s (x ® f(5) ® e(f))u, Js (@) () ® e(g))v)
+<jx(®f(s)(x) ®e(f)u, jx(®g(x)(y) ®e(g))v)},
(5.50)

where f(s) and g(s) in ko are identified with 0 @ f(s) and 0 & g(s) in ko,
respectively. We claim that the identity above remains valid even when we
replace x,y by X,Y € A® I'/ (ko) and O (x), O, (y) by 0, (X), 0,(Y),
respectively, where ¢ is one of the vectors f (s), g(s) f(s) and g(s). To see
this, it suffices to observe that in the resulting 1dent1ty, both left- and right-hand
sides vanishif X € A® ko andY e A® ko withm # n, and then use the
definition of J, and ®( to prove the identity for X, Y € A ®u|g ko . Finally,
use Corollary 4.2.9 and strong continuity of J; obtained from the estimate in
(i) to extend the identity from X = > x4 @ €4, ¥ = D y4 ® ¢4 (finite sums)
to arbitrary X and Y. Thus one has upon setting

O/(X,Y) = (Ji(X @ e()u, Ji (Y ® e(g))0) — (ue(f), J; (X, Y) ® e(g))v)

the equation

t
00 V)= [ 510,87 (X0, Ty (1) +04 (T (00, By (D01 @ 11 (X), By (1))
(5.51)
where (X, Y) is the module inner product in A ® I'f (kAo) and we have set
for &, mi, -+, nn € ko the map J-(x @ 1+ @ 1a) = x @M1+ @ 1 ® ¢,
and extend it naturally as a map from A ® I'f (ko) to itself. It is clear that the
estimates in Lemma 5.4.6 (iii) and Theorem 5.4.9 (i) extend to

18 (Xull < 1(X @ 1) D(u & )|
and

sup [[Ji(X ® e(f)ull < C'(HIX ® lps ey VEiull.

0<t=<ty

From the above estimates and definition of ®;, it is clear that

1©,(X, V)| < lllloNIXNIY HIES 1C"@UIELIC(F) + le(H)1I}-
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This implies, by iterating the expression (5.51) a sufficient number of times,
that @, (X, Y) = 0 which leads to ®;(x, y) = 0 for all x, y € A. Since

<oe(g), Ji(x) (Zuie(ﬁ-)» = (Ji(x* ® e(@))v, D uie(f;))

i=1

by the above identity, it follows that j;(x) is well defined on & ®ae &€ (Lfoc),
and thus (ii)(a) is proved.

For the proof of (if)(b), we extend j;(x) linearly to the dense set (say D) of
vectors of the form »°; u;e(f;) (finite sum) with u; € h and f; € Lﬁ)c, and by
the part (ii)(a) of this theorem,

<jt(x) (Zu,»em)) i) D uje(fy) > =D (uie(fi), ji(x*)uje(f})),
i j ij

thereby showing the positivity of the map j;. For w € D, it follows by (ii)(a)

that

LWy I? = (v, j: (D) < Iy iyl

or equivalently
Myl =17 (Wwl) =0,

which implies that || j,(1)y|| < ||y | for all w belonging to the dense domain
w. So j;(1) extends to a bounded operator with || j(1)|| < 1. Now by the
positivity of the map j; and the fact that ||x||*1 — x*x > 0 for every x € A, we
get that

i wl* = (v, j(x*x)p)
< Ixl*(w, (W) < Ix1Pw il Dl < IxIP w2,

proving that j;(x) is bounded on the dense domain D and therefore admits a
bounded extension on whole of # ® I'. Denoting the extension by the same
notation, we get from the relation (if)(a) the homomorphism property of the
map j; and also the bound || j;(x)|| < ||x|| for all x € A. Similarly, one can
prove that j; is a x-preserving map. To prove that j; is normal, let us first
observe that by (5.46), the map A 3> x — j;(x)ue(f) € h@ T (whereu € h
and f € Lfoc are fixed) is continuous with respect to the ultra-strong topology
on A, and hence the continuity of x — j;(x)w for a fixed ¢ € D also follows.
Since j; is a contractive map and D is dense in 7 @ I', we conclude that x —
Ji(x)¥ is continuous (with respect to the ultra-strong topology on A) for an
arbitrary vector ¢ € h ® I', which is equivalent to the normality of j,. We refer
the reader to [100] for the proof of (iii).
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For (iv), we note that j,(1) = 1 for all ¢ if and only if dJ; (1 ® e(f))u = 0 for

allu e h, f € Lﬁ)c, and from equation (5.45) and (S1) it is clear that this can

happen if and only if
0= [ dstuet). 4o (Ases- 1@ wel )
= /Ot ds(ue(f), Js((f(s), (2*Z = 1) p(5)) ® e(f))v)
for all ¢, since 7 (1)0 = J. But this is possible if and only if
(¢, (2*Z = 1)) =O0forall ¢ € ko,

which is equivalent to X*¥ = 1. O



6

Dilation of quantum dynamical semigroups
with bounded generator

We begin with a definition of dilation of a quantum dynamical semigroup
(Q.D.S.) (not necessarily with bounded generator) before we proceed to con-
struct such a dilation for Q.D.S. with a bounded generator. Most of the material
presented in this chapter can be found in [30], [60] and [62].

Definition 6.0.1 A Hudson—Parthasarathy (H-P) dilation of a Q.D.S. (T}):>0
on a C* or von Neumann algebra 4 € B(h) is given by a family (U,);>0 of
unitary operators acting on & ® I'(L?>(Ry, ko)), where ko is a Hilbert space
(called the noise or multiplicity space for the dilation), such that the following
holds

(i) U, satisfies a Q.S.D.E. of the form
dU; = U,(ag(dt) + a(dt) + Ar(dr) + Adr), Uy =1,

for some (possibly unbounded) operators R, S, T, A, with the initial
condition Uy = 1.
(ii) Forallu,v € h, x € A,

(ve(0), Us(x @ DU ue(0)) = (v, T; (x)u).

Definition 6.0.2 An Evans—Hudson (E-H) dilation of a Q.D.S. (T;);>0 on a
C* or von Neumann algebra A € B(h) is given by a family (j;);>0 of
x-homomorphisms (normal in case A is a von Neumann algebra) from A into
the von Neumann algebra A” ® B(I'(L?(Ry., ko))), where k is a Hilbert space
(called the noise or multiplicity space for the dilation), such that we have the
following.

147
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(i) There exists an ultra-weak dense x-subalgebra A of A such that the map-
valued process J; : A®a1g5(L2(R+, ko)) = A"@T(L*(Ry, ko)) defined
by Ji(x ® e(f)u = jr(x)(ue(f)) forx € A, u € h, f € L* Ry, ko),
satisfies a map-valued Q.S.D.E. of the form

dJ, = J, o (a(;(dt) +al(dl) + Ay (dr) +I£(dt)) . Jo = Id:

on Ag ® £(C), where 0 : Ag > A® ko, o : Ag > A Q B(ko) are linear
maps and where £ is the generator of (73), with .49 € Dom(L).
(ii) Forallu,v € h, x € A,

(ve(0), ji ()ue(0)) = (v, T; (x)u).

Remark 6.0.3 The map-valued Q.S.D.E. in the condition (i) of the above defi-
nition should be understood to imply that the integral fot Jso(as+ a; + Ay +
Zr)(ds) can be defined and it is equal to J; — 1d. It must be noted that when
Ao is strictly smaller than A and the maps (L, d, o) are not bounded, the def-
inition of such a map-valued integral has not yet been given, since the theory
of map-valued integrals in the previous chapter was built under the assump-
tion of boundedness of the coefficients and regularity of the integrands. The
purpose of allowing a class of maps in the above definition, more general than
necessary for the present chapter, is to cover the more general framework of
map-valued Q.S.D.E. to be considered in Chapter 8, where we shall obtain
E—-H dilation for a class of Q.D.S. with unbounded generator.

The phrase quantum stochastic dilation (or simply dilation) will be used to
mean one of above two kinds of dilation.

Let us now consider a Q.D.S. (7;) on a unital von Neumann algebra A C
B(h) and consider the problem of its quantum stochastic dilation. We remark
that without loss of generality we may assume 7; to be conservative, since the
case of a nonconservative 7; can be reduced to that of a conservative one by
replacing the original algebra .A by the bigger algebra .4 @ C and replacing T;
by an appropriate extension of given by T; (x®c¢) = (T;(x)+c.(1—-T;(1))) ®e.
It is clear that 7} is a conservative quantum dynamical semigroup on A®C with
the generator L given by Lx®c) = (L(x)—cL(1)) @O, for x in the domain
Dom(L) € A of the generator L of T;, provided that 1 is also in Dom(£).

Let us assume in this chapter that 7; is uniformly continuous, or equivalently,
L is norm-bounded. In this chapter, at first a H-P dilation U is constructed in
h®T = h® I (L*(Ry, ko)) for a suitable multiplicity space ko. However,
jl0 (x) := U;(x ® I)U} in general will not satisfy a flow equation of the E-H
type. It is shown that there exists a suitable choice of a partial isometry in
h ® ko such that the E-H type of flow equation can be implemented by a partial
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isometry-valued process in 4 ® I'. It should be mentioned here that in [73]
an E-H-type dilation was achieved with A = B(h) for a countably infinite
dimensional 4 only.

6.1 Hudson-Parthasarathy (H-P) dilation

Let (p, K, a, H, R) be a quintuple associated with 7; obtained from Theorem
3.1.8 and (k1, 1) be the pair for the representation p as in the Proposition
2.1.7. Denote the projection X X} by Pj. Now set R = 3|R, R € B(h, h®ki)
so that R* = R* X} and we have

R*(x ® 1 )R = R*Z7(x ® 14)) 1R = R*p(x)R.
Also,
R*R=R*I¥T|R = R*R, as 273 = I¢.
Now, we take the unitary process U; which satisfies the following Q.S.D.E. (as
in Section 3.1)

" 1~ -~
du, = U, (al}é(dt) —az(dr) + (iH - 5R*R)dt), U=1 (6.1

Let " denote T'(L2(R., k1)). Taking jto(x) = Ui(x ® 1)U/, we see that for
each 1, j,O (+) is a x-homomorphism. We now claim that (ve(0), jto(x)ue(O)) =
(v, Ty (x)u). To prove this, it is enough to show that

d
(ve(0), Ej,“(x)(ue(om = (v, T,(L(x))u),

and this follows from the quantum It6 formula for right integrals, as mentioned
in Remark 5.2.10. Indeed, we have,
t
(Ui (ve(0)), (x ® 1)Uy (ue(0))) = / ds(ve(0), j(L(x))(ue(0))),
0
where

1 1
L(x) = R*p(x)R — ER*RX - sz*R +i[H, x]
D% D 1 D¥ D 1 D* D .
= R"(x®1x)R — ER Rx — EXR R +i[H, x].

Thus, if we denote by IE( the vacuum expectation map which takes an ele-
ment G of B(h ® T) to an element IEoG in B(h) satisfying (v, (IEqG)u) =
(ve(0), G(ue(0))) (foru, v € h), then

d . .

T E0j () = Eoj{ (L(x)),

which implies that IE( j°(x) = T;(x), since £ is bounded.
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A simple calculation using the quantum It6 formula and equation (6.1) shows
that
djl(x) = Ula}, (dt) — auo dr) + L&x)d1U], (6.2)

where a(x) = Rx —(x® lkl)R = Xi[Rx — p(x)R], for x € A. In general,
a(x) may not be in A®k1 and therefore the equation (6.2) is not a flow equation
of the E-H type. However, in case A = B(h), it is trivially a flow equation.

6.2 Existence of structure maps and Evans—Hudson (E-H) dilation of T;

In the context of the Theorem 3.1.8 and the Proposition 2.1.7, it should be noted
that in general K need not be of the form 4 ® k’ and neither p nor a need be
structure maps as defined in Chapter 5, that is, p need not be in .4 ® B(k’) nor
a(x) be in A®k’. However, the following theorem asserts that one can ‘rotate’
the whole structure appropriately so that the ‘rotated’ p and a (denoted = and
d, respectively) become structure maps without changing £ (see also [102]).

Theorem 6.2.1 Let T; be a conservative norm-continuous Q.D.S. with genera-
tor L. Then there exist a Hilbert space ko, a normal *-representationt : A —
A ® B(ko) and a w-derivation ¢ of A into A @ ko such that the hypotheses
(S1)—(S3) in Chapter 5 are satisfied.

Proof:

(i) Let (p, K, a, H, R) be a quintuple for 7; as in Theorem 3.1.8. We define
amap p’ : A" — B(K), where A’ denotes the commutant of A in B(h),
by

pl@axu)=akx)au,x € A, uch, aec A, (6.3)
and extend it linearly to the algebraic span of D = {a(x)u : u € h,
x € A}
To show that it is well defined, we need to show that whenever
>, alxi)u; =0 for x; € A, u; € h, one has p’(a) (Z:"zl a(xi)u,-) =0.
Since

a(x) a(y) = Lx]y) — L(x])y —x[L(y) € A

fory € A, we have fora € A/,

<p/(a) (Z a(xi)ui), a(y)v>
i=1

m

= D (alx)aui, a(y)o) = D (ui, a*a(x) a(y)o)

i=1 i=1
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=Z<ui,a(x,»)*a<y)a*v>=<Za<xi>ui, a(y)a*v>, (6.4)
i=1

i=1

thereby proving that p’ is well defined. A similar computation gives

p'(a) (Za(xi)u;)

i=1

2 m m
= Z Z(”i’ a(xi)a(xj)a*au;).  (6.5)
i=1 j=1

Denoting the operator a(x;)*a(x;) by A;;, and noting that A =
((Aij))i,j=1,..m acts as a positive operator on 2 & - - - & h, which com-

——————

m copies

mutes with the positive operator C ® I,,,, where C = lall?>. 1 — a*a and
I, denotes the identity matrix of order m, we observe that A(C ® I,) is
also a positive operator. Thus, considering the vector u1 @us ®- - - Bu,, €
h @ ... h, the right-hand side of (6.5) can be estimated as:
—_——

m copies

m m

Z Z(Mi, a(xi)*a(x;)a*au;)

i=1 j=1

< llal® DD fuis ale)*alxj)u;)

i=1 j=I

A

2
2
lall”,

m

3w

i=1

proving that p’(a) extends to a bounded operator on K satisfying
llp'(@)|| < ||la|| since D is total in K. It can be observed from the def-
inition of p’ and (6.4) that it is a unital *-representation of A" in K. Next
we show that p’ is normal. For this, take a net {a,} such that0 < a, 1 a
where a,, a € A’. It is clear from the definition of p’ that p’(a),)a (x)u —
p'(@)a(x)u forall x € A, u € h,and thus, p’(a,) ° p'(a) on K by totality
of D in K and since ||p' (@) < llay|l <|l|al|l forall v.

By (i), p’ : A" — B(K) is a unital normal *-representation. By Proposi-
tion 2.1.7, there exist a Hilbert space k>, an isometry X5 : X — h ® k»
with Ky = RanX, = K such that

p'@) = 25 ® 1) a, 6.6)
and foralla € A’, a ® 1x, commutes with P, = XX} Let us now take

o(x) = Zoa(x), #(x) = Zop(x)X3.
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It is clear that 3 is a 7 -derivation. Moreover,
S(x*)*3(y) = a(x*)* T3 Zra(y) = a(x*)*a(y),
and hence
L(xy) — xL(y) — L(x)y = 5(x*)*(y).

Taking R=3ReBh,h® k>), we observe that
3(x) = Zoa(x) = Ta(Rx — p(x)R) = Rx — 7 (x)R.

It is also clear that
p* I 1 p* P ;
R*Rx — EXR R +i[H, x]

1
= R*p(x)R — ER*RX — EXR*R +i[H, x].

L(x) = R*Z(x)R —

— N =

To show that 5(x) € A® k> forall x € A, it is enough (by Lemma 4.2.10)
to verify that for any f € ka, (f, 0(x)) € ‘A, orequivalently that ( f, 5(x))
commutes with alla € A'. For f € ky,a € A',u,v € h, x € A, since
P, and (a ® 1j,) commute,we have,

((f,0))au,v) = (X)au,v ® f) = (ra(x)au,v ® f)
= (Zp (@) (@), 0 ® f) = (222(a ® 1iy) Toa(x)u, v ® f)
= (P2(a® 1) Xoa(x)u, 0 ® ) = ((a® l,) Z2Z5 Toa(x)u, v ® f)
= (Z20(u, @) ® f) = ({f,00))u,a*v) = {a(f,6())u,v).
Next, we want to show that 7 (x) € A ® B(kp) for x € A; and for this it

is enough to verify 7 (x)(a ® 1x,) = (@ ® 1i,)7 (x) foralla € A’. Since
Z3(1 — P;) = 0 and P, commutes with (@ ® 1x,), it is clear that

7 ()@ ® 1)1~ Py) = Tap(0)Z5(1 — P)(a @ 1)

=0 =(@® l)7(x)(1 = P).
Thus, it suffices to verify that
T(xX)(a® 1) Py = (a @ 14,7 (x) P2,
or equivalently ( since XD is total in /) that

T (x)(a @ liy) Loa(y)u = (a ® 11,)7 (x) Z2a(y)u,
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forall y € A, u € h. For this, observe that since a € A,

()@ ® L) Toa(u = Zop(x)3(a @ li,) Toa(y)u = Zap(x)p'(@)a(y)u
Lap(a(au = Zra(xy)au — Tra(x)yau = Zzp'(@)(a(xy) — a(x)y)u
Lap'(@pX)a(u = ZE3(a ® lk,) Top(0) T3 (Z2a(y)u)

Py(a ® 1p)7 (x)(Z2a(Vu) = (a ® 11,)7 (x)(Z20(y)u).

(ifi) Recall that by the Proposition 2.1.7, we can write p as p(x) = Z](x ®
1x,)Z1 as in the previous section. It follows that 7 (x) = Z2XZ7(x ®
lkl)ZlEik = X%(x ® ;)X on h @ ks so that X is a partial isometry
with initial set P»(h ® k2) and final set P;(h ® k1), where P;(j =1,2) =
E.,-E;‘.‘. Now setkg = ki @hkyand T = 0D % : h®ky — h ® ko
with initial set (0 & P;)(h ® ko) and final set (P; @ 0)(h ® ko) and
7(x) = 0@ 7(x), (x)u = o(x)u for x € A,u € h. It is clear that
o(x) e A® kg, m(x) € A® B(ko) and (S1)—(S3) are satisfied. O

Remark 6.2.2 Although p was assumed to be unital, @ chosen by us is not
unital. However, in some cases it may be possible to choose X, kg in such a
manner that rr is unital.

We summarize the main result of this section in form of the following theorem.

Theorem 6.2.3 Let (T;);>0 be a conservative norm-continuous Q.D.S. with L
as its generator. Then there is a flow J; : A® E(C) —> A Q T satisfying
an E-H type Q.S.D.E. (5.45) with structure maps (L, 6, o) satisfying (S1)—
(S3) of subsection 5.4.2, where T = T'(L?(Ry, ko)) and C consists of bounded
continuous functions in L*> (R, ko), such that j;(x) defined in Theorem 5.4.9 is
a ( not necessarily unital) x-homomorphism of A into AQB(I') and IE j; (x) =
T;(x) forallx € A.

Proof:

The proof is immediate by (i) observing the existence of structure maps ¢ and
o satisfying (S1), (S2) from Theorem 6.2.1, (ii) observing that £ satisfies (S3),
and finally (iii) constructing the solution J; of equation (5.45) with structure
maps (L, d,0) as in Theorem 5.4.9. That [Egj;(x) = T;(x) forallx € A
follows from the Q.S.D.E. (5.45). O

Remark 6.2.4 It may be observed from the proof of Theorem 6.2.1 that the
Hilbert space kg in the statement of Theorem 6.2.1 can be chosen to be sepa-
rable if the initial Hilbert space h is separable. In such a case, if we choose
an orthonormal basis {e;} in ko, then the estimate for ¢ in (S2) is precisely the
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coordinate-free form of the condition

o
D6 ul? <> [lxDjull?,
i=0

iely

with ZieIO ||D(i)u||2 < aollul)? as in [94], [91], where 1 is a countable index
set. The similar conditions on 6’; (j # 0) as in [94] are trivially satisfied by
((6}‘))23:1 = ¢ and for 08 = L as can be seen from (S1) and (S3). It may also
be noted that j, satisfies the E-H equation dj,(x) = Zi’ i (9} (x))dA{ ),
with jo = Id, in the coordinatized form with the appropriate choices of 0} s in
terms of L, 6 and o as above. The flow equation (5.45) is in fact a coordinate-
free modification of the coordinatized E-H equation given above.

6.3 A duality property

In the previous section, starting with a s-homomorphism p of A and
p-derivation a, we constructed a x-homomorphism p’ of A" which satisfies
p'(@)a(x) = a(x)a for alla € A, x € A. Let us now observe that p(x)
and p’(a) commute for each x € A and a € A’. Due to the totality of vec-
tors of the form a(y)u, y € A,u € h in K, it is enough to verify that

p'@px)a(y) = p(x)p'(@a(y). But we have

P @p@a®y) = p@axy) - p'@ak)y = alxy)a — a)ay
= (@(xy) —a(@)ya = p@aa = p)p @a(y).

Denote by £, and &, respectively the spaces of intertwiners of p and p’, that
is,
E ={LeB(h,K) : Lx=px)L forall x € A},

Ey={SeBh,K) : Sa=p'(a)s foralla € A’}

Clearly, £, is a Hilbert von Neumann A’-module and £ ' is a Hilbert von Neu-
mann A-module. The right module actions are given by (L,a) — La and
(S,x) > Sx fora € A and x € A, respectively. Furthermore, it may be
observed that inner products of £, and &£,/, inherited from that of B(h, K),
take values in A" and A respectively. To see this, note that for all x € A and
LM e &), wehave (L,M)x = L*Mx = L*p(x)M = xL*M =
x(L, M); and similarly foralla € A, S,T € £,, (S, T)a =a(S,T).
Clearly, a(x) € £, forallx € A, and hence there is an implementer R of
o which belongs to £,/, since such an R can be chosen from the ultra-weak
closure of {a(x)y : x,y € A}. Now, choose and fix any L from &, and a
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self-adjoint element H € A’. Consider the p’-derivation given by f;(a) =
La — p’(a)L and the CCP map given by ,C/(L,H,)(a) = L*p'(a)L — %L*La —
%aL*L + i[H', a]. Since p’(a) and p(x) commute for alla € A and x €
A, it is clear that f; (a) € £, foralla € A’. Furthermore, L*p’(a)Lx =
L*p'(a)p(x)L = L*px)p’(a)L = xL*p'(a)L forx € A,a € A’, which
shows that L*p’(a)L € A’, and hence the range of the map ‘C/(L,H/) isin A’
Thus, given the semigroup 7; = ¢’ £ on A, we are able to construct a family
of semigroups Tt/(L’H/) = Fwm on A , indexed by L, H’', such that each
member of this family is ‘conjugate’ or ‘dual’ to 7; in some suitable sense. To
make this precise, let us make the following definition.

Definition 6.3.1 A pair of uniformly continuous Q.D.S. (S;, S/) on A and A,
respectively, are said to be conjugate to each other if there exist a Hilbert space
KC, *-homomorphisms 7 of A and #" of A" into B(K), an -derivation 8 of A
and #'- derivation B’ of A’ into B(h, K) and self-adjoint elements K € A,
K’ € A’ such that the following holds.

(i) n(x) and #'(a) commute for eachx € Aanda € A'.
(ii) There exist W, W' € B(h, K) such that forall x € Aanda € A’, we have
Bx)=Wx —n(x)W, B(a)=Wa—7ng(@W,

Wa =5 (a)W, and Wx = n(x)W'.

(iii) The generators £S and £5 of S and S (respectively) have the forms

1 1
L5(x) = Wp(x)W — zW*Wx — ExW*W +i[K, x],
and

, 1 1
£5(a) = Wy (@)W — EW/*W/a - 5aw/* W' +i[K', al.

It is clear that 7; and Tt/(L’H/) are conjugate to each other for any L, H' accord-
ing to the above definition. Note that in this definition, we do not require that
either of the sets {B(x)u : x € A,u € h}yand {f'(@)u :a € A,u € h}is
total in /C. In fact, in the present context, there need not be any L € Sp such
that {fr(a)u :a € A',u € h}is total in K. For example, if A = B(h), then
A’ is isomorphic to C, and hence for any L, B; will be identically zero. How-
ever, if A’ is not too small compared to A, one may expect that for some L, the
above-mentioned sets may be total.
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6.4 Appearance of Poisson terms in the dilation

Given the semigroup 7;, we have obtained a quantum stochastic dilation j;
which satisfies E-H-type Q.S.D.E. involving the deterministic (time) integrator
Zr(dt) and nondeterministic integrators as(dt), ag (dt) and A, (dt). We shall
now investigate the necessity of the A-coefficient, which we call conservation
or Poisson term. We say that the semigroup 7T; is Poisson-free if there exists
an E-H dilation for 7; which has no Poisson term. It is clear that 7; with the
generator L is Poisson-free if and only if it is possible to obtain a triplet of
structure maps (L, J, o) with ¢ being identically zero. It should be noted here
that there may exist some other E-H dilations for a Poisson-free semigroup 7;
which involves a nonzero Poisson term. We first state and prove a criterion for
Poisson-free nature of a semigroup.

Theorem 6.4.1 Let T; be a uniformly continuous conservative Q.D.S. on a
unital von Neumann algebra A with the generator L. Denote by Z the center
of A. Let D : Ax Ax A — A be the trilinear map introduced in the proof of the
Theorem 3.1.8 of Chapter 3, that is, D(a, b, ¢) = L(abc)— L(ab)c—aL(bc)+
aL(b)c. Then, the following condition is necessary for T; to be Poisson-free.
Forallx,y e Aand z € Z,

D(x*,z,y) = D(x*, 1, y)z. (6.7)

Furthermore, when either A or A’ is commutative, then the above condition is
also sufficient for T; to be Poisson-free.

Proof:

To prove necessity, assume that 7; is Poisson-free. Hence there will exist a
Hilbert space ko and a (x ® 1g,)-derivation 6 € B(A, A ® ko) satisfying the
cocycle identity L(x*y) = L(x*)y + x*L(y) + d(x)*d(y) for all x,y € A.
From this it can be verified that D(a, b,c) = d(a*)*(b ® 1x,)d(c). But for
x € A, d(x) € A®ko, which implies that 6(x)z = (z® 14,)d(x) forall z € Z.
Hence we have

D(x*,z,y) = 0(x)*0(y)z = D(x*, 1, y)z.

For the converse (sufficiency) part, recall the notations used in the proof of
the Theorem 6.2.1. Clearly, D(a, b, ¢) = a(a*)*p(b)a(c) foralla,b,c € A.
For z € Z and x € A, we have

(a(x)z = p(Ra(x))*(a(x)z — p()a(x))

= 7*D(x*,1,x)z — D(x*, 2%, x)z — 2*D(x*, z, x) + D(x*, 2"z, x)
=0,



6.4 Appearance of Poisson terms in the dilation 157

using the condition (6.7) and the fact that z and D(x*, 1, x) commute. This
shows that p(z)a(x) = a(x)z. However, since p’(z)a(x) = a(x)z, we obtain
that p(z) and p’(z) agree on the total set of vectors of the form o (x)u,x €
A, u € hand hence p(z) = p’(z) forall z € Z. As in the proof of the Theorem
6.2.1, write p’(a) = Z2*(a® 1k, ) X2, for some Hilbert space k; and an isometry
¥y : K — h ® ky such that P, = X, X,* belongs to A ® B(ky). It has been
shown that 6(-) = Zoa() € A® ky, #() = Zap()T2* € AQ B(ks).
However, in the present situation, p(z) = p'(z) = Z2*(z ® 1x,) X forall z €
Z, and hence we have 7 (z) = (z®1;,) P>. Assume now that A is commutative,
that is, A = Z. Since PZS =JdandJisa 7 -derivation, it is clear that dis
(z® 1%, )-derivation, which proves the existence of a Poisson-free E-H dilation.

In case when A" = Z, we choose an isometry £’ : K — h ® k’ for some
Hilbert space k’, such that 2’2" € Z ®@ B(k'), and p(x) = /" (x ® 1) Z’.
Then p/'(z) = 2" (z ® 1)/ for z € Z = A’, and it follows that 'a(-) is a
(x ® 1j)-derivation belonging to A ® B(k2). This completes the proof in case
when A’ is commutative. O

Let us now investigate the two extreme cases of von Neumann algebras,
namely B(#) and commutative von Neumann algebras.

Corollary 6.4.2 Any uniformly continuous conservative Q.D.S. on B(h) is
Poisson-free. On the other hand, a uniformly continuous conservative Q.D.S.
T; on a commutative von Neumann algebra is Poisson-free if and only if Ty is
trivial, that is, T;(x) = x forallx € A

Proof:
First consider the case A = B(h). Since A’ = Z is isomorphic to C, and
D(x, ., y) is clearly C-linear, the condition (6.7) follows trivially.

Now, consider the case when A is commutative, and hence Z = A. Assume
that (6.7) holds. We claim that this condition forces £ to be a derivation. Take
Z = y to be a projection in A. By expanding both sides of the condition (6.7),
we have:

L(x*y) = LO&Ty)y = x L) +x L)y = (LE&Fy) —x"L(y) — LKT)y)y,
or, [L(x*y)—x"LOI(1 —y) = [L(x"y) —x"L(y) — LE&F)yy,
or, [L(x*y)—x"L(y)— L&)y —y) =[LE&Fy) —x"L(y) — L&)y,
where the last step follows because y(1 — y) = 0. But the above implies
[L(x"y) — L&)y —x* LRy — 1) =0,

which shows (since 2y — 1)2 = 1) L(x*y) = L(x*)y +x*L(y) forall x € A
and all projections y € .A. However, the fact that any element of .4 can be
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approximated in the strong topology by a norm-bounded sequence of elements
from the linear span of the projections in .4 and that £ is continuous in strong
topology on any norm-bounded set imply that L(x*y) = L(x*)y + x*L(y)
for all x,y € A, that is, £ is a derivation of A into itself. But for von Neu-
mann algebras, all derivations are inner (see [40]), that is, there is a self-adjoint
H € A such that £L(x) = [H, x] forall x € A, which shows that L(x) = 0
since A is commutative. Therefore, T;(x) = x for all x € A. O

However, the statement of the above corollary for commutative von Neu-
mann algebras does not extend to the case when 7; is not uniformly con-
tinuous, that is, when its generator is unbounded. The simplest example is
provided by the heat semigroup on A = L*°(R). Let w(t), + > 0 denote
the one-dimensional standard Brownian motion defined on the Wiener space
(Q, F, IP), where IP denotes the one-dimensional Wiener measure. It is well-
known (see [100]) that L2 (P) is naturally isomorphic with I'(L?(R.)). Denot-
ing L2(R) by h, we define a time-indexed family j; of x-homomorphisms from
Ato A® B(T'(L2(R4)) = L*®(R) ® B(L?>(IP)) by setting j;(¢) to be the mul-
tiplication by ¢ (- + w (7)) in L2(R) ® L>(IP). Denote furthermore by A® the
set of functions ¢ in L°°(R) which have second-order continuous derivatives
such that ¢’ and ¢” belong to L>(R). It is then clear that for ¢ € A®, j,(¢)
satisfies the stochastic differential equation

1
dji(p) = ji(¢)dw(t) + 3 @"dt; jo(#) = ¢.

Translating this into the Fock space language and noting that dw(¢) corre-
sponds to a(dt) + a' (dt) (see [100]), we obtain the following E-H flow equa-
tion:

dJ; = J; o (as(dr) + al(dr) + Iz (dr)), Jo=1d,

where J; is defined by J; (¢®e(f))u = j; (¢)(ue(f)) foru e h, f e L*(Ry),
and d(¢p) = ¢/, L(P) = %(;5” for ¢ € AP This is clearly a Poisson-free
E-H dilation of the semigroup generated by £. We shall now show that it is
possible to construct a sequence Tt(") of uniformly continuous Q.D.S. on A
which approximates 7; in a suitable sense and T,(") admits an E-H dilation
jl(") such that the Poisson or A-term in the flow equation for j,(") tends to zero
as n — 00 in an appropriate sense.

Let £, : A — A be defined by
1 1
Jn Jn

Clearly, for ¢ € A, L, (¢) Converges to L(¢) pointwise (since ¢” is contin-
uous) and hence by an application of the Dominated Convergence theorem it

£n<¢)(x)=’§<¢(x+ )+ p(x — —) — 26(x)).
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also converges strongly in /. To obtain the structure maps for constructing an
E-H dilation of T,(n) = ¢'Ln | let us consider the unitary operator 7, in 5(h)
given by 7, f(x) = f(x + ﬁ). Let ko = C? and R, € B(h, h ® ko) be the
operator

Ruf = Vn/2((T, - Df & (T,] = D).
Define a x-homomorphism 7, of A into A ® B(ko) by setting

Since it can be observed that 7,¢7,* is multiplication by ¢ (- + \/Lﬁ) and 7,7 ¢7,

is multiplication by ¢ (- — \/Lﬁ), it follows that 7, € B(A, A ® B(kg)). Now,
define a 7, -derivation J, by setting J,(¢) = Ry¢ — 7, () R,,. Clearly,

5 (@) ) = /2 {¢ (x i %) —p0) ¢ (x - %) - ¢(x)] ,

which in particular shows that d,(¢) € A ® ko. Then we verify that
* 1 * 1 *
L) =R, mp(P)R, — ERanqﬁ - §¢Rn R,.

Thus, having got the structure maps (L, J,, 7, — Id), we can construct an E—
H flow j™ for T"”. The A-coefficient in this flow equation is 7, — Id. It can
be shown that for any continuous function ¢ in A, 7, (¢) — ¢ converges to 0
strongly in 4. If ¢ is everywhere continuously differentiable with its derivative
in A, then this convergence will take place in the norm of A. In fact, if we
denote by A the set of all smooth functions having the derivatives of all
order in A, then for any fixed ¢ € A, L,(p), 0.(¢) and 7,(p) converge
respectively to £(¢4), o(¢) and 7 (¢) in norm, where 5(¢) = \/Lj(qﬁ/ , —¢@') and

z(p) = (ﬁ 2) For ¢ in A® | the above convergence take place strongly

inh

Let (wq(2), wa(¢)), t > 0 be a two-dimensional standard Brownian motion
and [P be the measure induced by this process Then L2(IP) = 1“(L2(IRJr ®
C?)) = I'(L2(R., ko)). Define w(z) = f(wl(t) wa(1)). Clearly, w(t)isa
one-dimensional standard Brownian motion. If we define a map ]t A -
A® B(T(L2(Ry, ko)) = A Q B(L2(IPy)) by j:(¢) = multiplication by
(- + m), then this time-indexed family of %-homomorphisms satisfies the
following flow equation:

dji($) = —=Jji(@)dwi (1) — dwa(1)) + > Jz(¢”)df Jjo(¢) = ¢;

f
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where ¢ € A®_ In the Fock-space language, this becomes the following:
dJ; = J; o (az(dt) + al(dt) + I (d)), Jo=1d,

where J; (¢ ® e(f)u = j () (ue(f)) foru € h, f € L*(Ry, ko). Thus we
see that although the approximating sequence j[”) satisfies an E-H equation
with Poisson terms, in the limit the contributions of Poisson terms disappear,
giving a Poisson-free flow equation for J~,

6.5 Implementation of E-H flow

Recall the notations of Theorems 6.2.1 and 6.2.3. We have for x € A, 7 (x) =
ZHx ® 1) Z € A® B(ko), (x) = Rx — n(x)R € A ® ko for a suitable
Hilbert space kg, where R € B(h, h ® ko) and X is a partial isometry in & ® ko.
Now let us consider the H-P type Q.S.D.E.

. 1
dv, = V,(a;(dt)JrAz*_,(dt)—azR(dt)+(iH—ER*R)dt), Vo=1. (6.8)

Then by Theorem 5.3.2, there is a contraction-valued unique solution V; as a
regular process on & ® I'. The following theorem shows that every E-H type
flow J; satisfying equation (5.45) is actually implemented by a process V; sat-
isfying equation (6.8).

Theorem 6.5.1 The flow J; satisfying the equation (5.45) is implemented by a
partial isometry valued process V; satisfying (6.8), that is,

Ji(x @ e(fu = Vi(x ® 1) V" (ue(f)).

Furthermore, the projection-valued processes Py = V;V;}* and Q; = V}V;
belong to A ® B(T') and A’ ® B(T'), respectively.

The next lemma is preparatory to the proof of the theorem.

Lemma 6.5.2 If B is a von Neumann algebra in B(H) for some Hilbert space
‘H and p is a projection in B(H) such that B > x — pxp is a x-homomorphism
of A, then p € B'.

Proof:
Let g be any projection in 3. We have by the hypothesis that,

pqp = pq" p = (pgp)" foralln > 1.
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But
pqp - pqp - - -

S
(pgp)" = _f—t_ =(pq)"p—> (pA@Qp=pArg,
n tumes

by von Neumann’s Alternating projection theorem (see [128]), where
p A q denotes the projection onto Ran(p) NRan(g). Thus we have, (gp)*qp =
pqp = p A q, which implies that gp is a partial isometry with the initial set
Ran(p A ¢g) and hence gp.p A g = gp. But gp.p A q = p A ¢, and thus
gp = pAg = (pAq)* = pq. This completes the proof because B is gener-
ated by its projections. O

Proof of the theorem:

Setting J/(x ® e(f)u = Vi(x ® 1r)V;*(ue(f)) foru € h, f € C, and
using equation (6.8) it can be verified that Jj = Id and J; satisfies the same
flow equation (5.45) as does J; with the triple (£, J, o) given earlier. By the
uniqueness of the solution of the initial value problem (5.45) we conclude that
J; = J/. Now, as in the Theorem 5.4.9, if we set j; (x)ue(f) = Ji(x @ e(f))u,
it follows that j;(x) = Vi(x ® 1r)V,* and that j;(-) is a *-homomorphism of
A. Therefore, Vi(xy @ 1)V = V;(x ® 11r)0;(y ® 1)V, for x,y € A.
In particular, P, = j, (1) = V,V;* is a projection, that is, V; is a partial
isometry-valued regular process. It also follows from the same identity that
O0/xy®11r)0; = 0;(x®11r) 0, (y®1r)Q;, thatis, x® It > Q,(x®1r)Q;
is a *x-homomorphism of A ® 1r. Therefore by the Lemma 6.5.2, Q; € (A ®
Iry = A ® B(I). O

6.6 Dilation on a C*-algebra

Assume that A is a separable unital C*-algebra in 5(h) and T; is a uniformly
continuous quantum dynamical semigroup acting on A with the bounded gen-
erator £. Recall the discussions of Hilbert C*-modules and related topics in
Chapter 4. Let ko be a separable Hilbert space, and fix an orthonormal basis
{e1, e2, ...} of ko. We denote the Hilbert modules A ®c+ kg and AQc+ I by F
and W respectively, where I' = I'(L*(R, ko)). The C* algebras A ® K (ko)
and A ® KC(I') will be denoted by F and W respectively. Note that the space
of adjointable linear maps are given by, L(F) = M(F) and L(W) = M(W),
where M (B) denotes the multiplier algebra of a C* algebra B as defined in
Chapter 2. If € A ®a1z K(ko), say of the form » = Z?,j:l xij ® lei)(ejl, we
note that 7y € A ®qig ko is given by

n

ny= > lej, f)xij ® lei).

ij=1
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We observe that forall u € h, ||f7fu||2 = > ||x,.fu||2, where x/ = Zj

1
(ej, f)xij € A. On the other hand, taking a = % if f is nonzero and
a = 0 when f = 0, we see that ||7a(u ® f)||> = I|W Zi’j(ej, fxiju®
le) (. NP = 3, lIx] wll Thatis, |7 pull = [[(na)@® )Nl < lInall lullll £1,
and hence ||57¢|| < Ilzallll f1I. This shows that given an element y € L(F) =
M(F) and f € ko, if we choose a net ;7(0‘) from A ®ag K(ko) converging
in the strict topology of the multiplier to #, then ngf“) will be a Cauchy net in
norm topology. This shows that # s belongs to F for all f € kg and # € L(F).
Furthermore, for a bounded linear map o : A — L(F) and f € ko we set the
mapoy: A— Fbyos(x) =0(x);.
The next theorem proves the existence of a canonical E-H dilation.

Theorem 6.6.1 Given a uniformly continuous, conservative quantum dynami-
cal semigroup Ty on a separable unital C*-algebra A with generator L, there
exists a separable Hilbert space ky and a x-homomorphismt : A — L(F) =
M(F), a m-derivation 6 : A — F such that L(x*y) — L(x®)y — x*L(y) =
d(x)*o(y).

Furthermore, we can extend the maps L, d, w to the universal enveloping
von Neumann algebra A of A such that the E-H type Q.S.D.E.

dJ; = J; o (as(dt) + a}(dr) + Ag—1a(dr) + L (dr))

with the initial condition Jy = 1d admits a unique solution as a map from
A®T 1o itself. The restriction of J; on W takes value in W and there is a *-
homomorphism j; : A — L(W) = MONV) satisfying j,(x)(ue(f)) = Ji(x ®
e(f)uforallx € A, u € h, f € LRy, ko), where h denotes the universal
enveloping GNS space of A.

Proof:

Let us embed A in its universal enveloping GNS space /, where the weak clo-
sure of the image of A in / is the universal enveloping von Neumann algebra A
of A. We identify A with its embedding inside B(%). By the Theorem 3.1.8 and
the Remark 3.1.10, we obtain a Hilbert space K, a x-homomorphism p : A —
B(K), a p-derivation a : A — B(h, K) such that £(x*y)—L(x*)y—x*L(y) =
a(x)*a(y). Consider the Hilbert A-module E defined as the closure of the alge-
braic linear span of elements of the form o (x)y, where x, y € A, with respect
to the operator norm of B(#, K). A acts on E by the usual right multiplication,
and the inner product of E is inherited from that of B (h, K), namely, (L, M) =
L*M for L,M € E. We note that (a(x)y, a(a)b) = y*a(x)*a(a)b € A
for x, y,a,b € A, and thus E is indeed a Hilbert .A-module. We identify p
with a left action p given by, p(x)(a(y)) = a(xy) — a(x)y and extending
it A-linearly. Furthermore, since A is separable, E is countably generated as
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a Hilbert A-module. To see this, one can choose any countable total family
{x;} of A and note that E is the closed A-linear span of {a(x;)}. By the Theo-
rem 4.1.10, we obtain a separable Hilbert space kg, an isometric A-linear map
t : E — F which embeds E as a complemented closed submodule of F.
Clearly, by the Theorem 4.1.11, 1p(x)t* € L(F). We set 6(x) = ¢(a(x)) and
7 (x) = tp(x)t* to complete the first part of the proof.

For the second part, first note that 7 being a *x-homomorphism it admits
an extension as a %-homomorphism of A into (£(F))” = A ® B(ko). Also
note that by the Theorem 3.1.8 and the Remark 3.1.10, we obtain R in the
ultra-weak closure of {a(x)y : x,y € A} such that L(x) = R*p(x)R -
1 sR*Rx — —xR*R +i[H, x] for some self—adJmnt element H € A and alx) =
Rx — p(x)R for all x € A. Setting R = tR we observe that (i) R is in the
ultra-weak closure of {6(x)y : x,y € A}, (i) 6(x) = Rx — m(x)R, and (lll)
L(x) = R*r (x)R— R*Rx - —xR*R+z [H, x]. Next we extend £ and 5 to A,
retaining the same notatlon for both. Since R is in particular in the ultra-weak
closure of F', which is same as A® ko, we see that the extended maps £ and
0 map A into itself. Now, by the results of Section 5.4, we obtain J; and j;
as mentioned in the statement of the present theorem. It remains to show that
Jix®e(f)) € Wlorx € A and ji(x) € L(W).

To this end, first note the following. If # € B(A, A®ko) such that f(x) € F
for all x € A, then we claim that a'é(A)(x ® e(f)) belongs to W for any
bounded sublnterval Aof Ry and x € A, f € L>(Ry, ko). This follows from
the definition of aﬂ(A)(x ® f®") which belongs to W. This enables us to
prove that a(,() and A _1q(-) maps x ® e(f) into W for x € A. Similarly,
one can show that as(-) and Z () also have the same property. Now, recall the
iterates Jt(") constructed in the proof of Theorem 5.4.9 of Chapter 5 and by the
estimates made in that proof, it is clear that

1
2

1@ @ e(f) — D 1™ @ e(fMull < lullixlleCHHNNE] | ( > C'i’(m!)%) ,

m<n m=n+1

for some constant C, and thus,

1 (e @ e(£)) = D ™ (x @ e(f)I = 0.

m=<n

But by iterative construction, each J,(m)(x ® e(f)) belongs to W.

We now prove that j;(x) € L(W) = M) for x € A. By definition
of the multiplier algebra, we have to show that for all A € W, j;(x)A and
Aj;(x) belong to W. For this it is enough to verify that j,(x)A € W for all
x € Aand all A € W, since W is x-closed and j,(x*) = j,(x)*. Since
W is the operator-norm closure of the finite linear combinations of elements
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of the form y ® |e(f))(e(g)| for y € A, f,g € L*(R,, ko), it suffices to
show that for fixed x € Aandt > 0, j,(x)(y ® |le(f)){e(g)]) is in W for
ye A, f,g e L*(Ry,kp). Since J;(x ® e(f)) € W = A®c+ T, we can
choose a sequence L, of the form Zf{’;l zl(") ® pi(") for zl(") e A, pi(") el
such that L, converges in the norm of W to J;(x ® e(f)). Now, observe that
for u efzandn erl,

Jr () @ le(fH)e(@Dw @ n) = (e(g), mJi(x ®e(f))yu
= nllngo<e(g), M Lyyu.

Choose an orthonormal basis {y;} of I' and take a vector ¢ = >, ® y; of
h® I', where ¢; € h. Tt can be observed that

kn
1 @) @ le(N) @D — D"y @ Ip" ) eI

i=1

< D 1e(@). Il Ui (x ® e(f)y — Lay)l|
I

A

IA

17 (x ® e(f)) = Lallly] (Z l{e(g), ymz) (Z ||a||2)
I 1
19 (x @ e(f)) = Lalllylllle@ 11,

and hence j; (x)(y ® le(f)) (e(g)]) is norm-limit of 3", 2"y @ 5" ) (e(g)l,
which belongs to A ®a1¢ /I(T"). This completes the proof. O

6.7 Covariant dilation theory

Let us consider an additional structure in our set-up, namely that coming from
the action of a locally compact group G, and let & : G — Aut(A) be its action
on A. Furthermore, let 7; be a covariant quantum dynamical semigroup, that
is,
Toag =ago0T; forallt >0, g € G,
or equivalently,
Loag=agoL forallgeG. (6.9)

It is then natural to ask whether a covariant dilation exists, that is, if the dilation
is given by j; : A — B, the question is whether we can obtain an action f of
G on B such that j;(ay(x)) = f(ji(x)) forallg e G,x € Aandt > 0. In
the present section, we investigate this problem.

In this section, we fix a C* or von Neumann algebra A C B(h) (where h is
some Hilbert space), a locally compact group G and an actiona : G — Aut(A)
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which is strongly continuous in the sense that g — a,(x) is continuous in the
topology of A, which is the norm topology in case A is considered as a C*-
algebra, and the ultra-weak topology if .4 is a von Neumann algebra.

6.7.1 Covariant E-H theory for a C*-algebra

In this subsection we assume that A is a separable unital C*-algebra, & is the
universal enveloping GNS space as in the previous section, 7; is uniformly
continuous with the generator £ (assume without loss of generality that £(1) =
0), which is covariant under « in the sense that £ o ag = a, o L. For simplicity
we shall assume that « is implemented by a unitary representation v, in 4 and
that G is compact. We now prove the following main result of this subsection.

Theorem 6.7.1 Let A be a separable unital C*-algebra and let (Ty) be a
uniformly continuous Q.D.S. on A, covariant with respect to the action of
a compact group G on A. Then there exists an E-H dilation j, : A —
A" ® B(T'(L>(Ry, ko)) (where kg is a separable Hilbert space), as defined
in Definition 6.0.2, such that j; is covariant with respect to an appropriate
G-action on the range of j;.

Proof:

Our starting point is similar to that of the Theorem 6.6.1. As before, we get
a Hilbert space K, a *-representation 7o : A — B(K) and a mp-derivation
oo : A — B(h, K) satistying the relations :

do(x™)*do(y) = L(xy) — L(x)y — xL(y),
mo(x)do(y) = do(xy) — do(x)mo(y). (6.10)

Furthermore, the vectors of the form dy(x)u where x € A and u € h are total
in IC. As in the Theorem 6.6.1, we consider the Hilbert A-module E obtained
by completing the pre-Hilbert module Eq spanned by {dy(x)y, x,y € A} in
B(h, K) in the operator norm inherited from B(%, K). We also make E into an
A — A bimodule by setting the left action as the left multiplication by 7o(x)
for x € A.

Now we define an action of G on E by :

Ve (Z 50()6,'))’[) = Z do(ag (xi))ag (vi);
i—1 i=1

wheren > 1, x;,y; € A foralli and g € G. For &, n € Ej, it is possible to
verify by using the relations (6.10) and the covariance property (6.9) of £ that

(rg(©), 7e(m) = ag((&, ),
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which implies that [y, (&)|| = [I£]l, and thus y, is well defined and extends to
an isometric complex-linear map on E satisfying y,(Eb) = y,($)ag(b) for
all ¢ € E, b € A It also has a countable set of generators {do(x;)}72,,
where {x;}72,
Furthermore,

is any countable dense subset of the separable C*-algebra A.

7e(mo(x)do(y))

= 7g(do(xy)) — y¢(do(x)y)

= do(ag(xy)) — do(ag(x))ag(y)

mo(og (x))do(ag(y))

mo(ag(x))yg(do(y)), (6.11)

which implies that y,7o(x) = mo(ag(x))ye. Thus, it is clear that (E, y) is a
Hilbert C* G — A module, satisfying the conditions for applying the covariant
Kasparov’s theorem (Theorem 4.3.3). By this theorem and the Remark 4.3.4,
we get a separable Hilbert space ko (which can be taken to be H® L?(G) in the
notation of the Remark 4.3.4), a representation w, of G in ko and an A-linear
isometry X : E — A ® ko such that X o y, = (ag ® wg) o X. It follows that
#(x) = Zro(x)T* € LIA® ko) and d(x) = Zd(x) € A® ko forall x € A.
We define the structure matrix (asin (5.40))©® : A - B(h ® lgo) by

L) 6
Ox)={ - . ,
x) (5(x) T(x) —x ® g,
where 67(x) = (5(x*))*. Let wg be the representation of G in ko defined by
g =1 ® wyg, and let Vy = v, ® g in h @ k. It can be verified that
Vg®(x)V; = O (ag(x)). (6.12)

As in the proof of the Theorem 6.6.1, we can show that there exists an E—
H dilation j, : A — B(h ® I'(L>(Ry, ko)) with the structure matrix ©.
Let us define a unitary representation U, on i ® [(L?(R4, ko)) by setting
Ug =0 ®T (112, ) ® wyg), where I'(U) denotes the second quantization of a
unitary operator U on L2(R., ko). We claim that Ug ji (x)Z/l;‘ = ji(ag(x)). For
¢, v € ko, we define a bounded linear map ©%-¥ : A — A by setting

(0,07 (W) = (0 @ (18 ¢), OW) U ® (1 y)))
forall x € A, u,v € h. By (6.12), we have the covariance property:

®¢”/’(ag(x)) = ag(G)"’;W";V’(x)) forall g € G. (6.13)
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Now, to verify our claim, it is enough to show that
(ue(f), ji(ag()u'e(f)) = (ue(f), Uy jr ()Ugu'e(f"))
forallu,u’ € h; f, f' € L>(Ry, ko). But we have by (6.13) that
d . ,
E(Me(f), Jilag())u'e(f")

= (ue(f), ji (@ DT O (g, (x)))u'e(f))
= (ue(f), ji(ag (@S DLl O (oy)yu'e(f')). (6.14)

On the other hand, if we set 75 (x) = Ug ji (x)u;:, then as in (6.14) we have

e, 1 ol e( )
= Llopue(t @) ), el @ ) )
(iue((I ® w) f), jr(@“/ e D eyypiu'e (1 ® k) 1)
= (ue(f), nf (@ -2l O (xyyu'e(f1)).
Letus fix f, f/ € L®(Ry, ko) N L>(Ry, ko) and set ¥, : A — Aby
(u, Ve ()u') = (ue(f), Grlag(x)) — nf ()u'e(f')).

Clearly we have

d . .
E\P’ =, 0 @/ W /@) (6.15)

with the initial condition Wo(x) = 0. Since ||'¥;|| < 2, and since for any g € G
the map ©V¢/O-¥e/"0) . A 5 A'is bounded uniformly in 7, we conclude by
iterating the relation

J %
¥, () = / ¥, (00O (1)) d
o

that ¥; = 0 for all ¢ and this completes the proof of the theorem. O

6.7.2 The von Neumann algebra case

Here we assume that A C B(h) is a von Neumann algebra, a,(x) = vng’sf

is the action of a locally compact (not necessarily compact) group G on A
for some unitary representation vg of G in h, and T, = 'L is a covariant,
normal Q.D.S. on A, which is uniformly continuous in #. Our aim is to show
the existence of a covariant E-H dilation for (7;). For this, our approach will
be very similar to the C*-algebra case, only difference being that we are now
going to use the von Neumann algebra version of the equivariant Kasparov
theorem (Theorem 4.3.5).
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Theorem 6.7.2 The Q.D.S. (T;) on the von Neumann algebra A equipped with
the action a admits a covariant E-H dilation.

Proof:
The proof is very similar to the proof of the previous theorem and therefore
only the main points are briefly sketched. As before, we apply the result of
Christensen—Evans to get 7o and dp and then consider the Hilbert von Neu-
mann bimodule E by taking the closure of the algebraic linear span of the set
{do(x)y, x,y € A} with respect to the strong operator topology. Clearly there
is a natural G-action on this Hilbert von Neumann bimodule so that it becomes
a Hilbert von Neumann G —.A module satisfying the conditions of the Theorem
4.3.5. Then by applying Theorem 4.3.5, we obtain a multiplicity space ko and
the required covariant structure maps as in the case of the C*-algebra setting.
O

Let us now assume that G is amenable and note that we can write the gener-
ator L of the given Q.D.S. as

1 1
L(x)=R*r(x)R — ER*RX — EXR*R +i[H, x].

By the Christensen—Evans theorem (Theorem 3.1.8) R belongs to the ultra-
weak closure of span{d(x)y,x,y € A} and hence R € E, and H is a self-
adjoint element of 4. We consider the E-valued map on G given by g +—>
R(g) = y4(R). Since G is amenable, set R = n(R(-)), where 7 denotes an
invariant mean on E-valued functions on G. Thus by (6.11) we note that

w(x)yg(R) = ygm(ag-1(x))R
=Yg (—5(ag_1 (x)) + Ray- (x)) = —0(x) + y4(R)x;
and by taking the mean 5 on both sides, we have that Rx — 7 (x)R = d(x).
Recalling from Theorem 6.7.1 the isometric embedding X of E into A ®
ko = A ® ki ® L*>(G) and assuming for simplicity that k; is separable, we
can write TR = > Si ®e;, where {e;}; is an orthonormal basis of LZ(G) and
each S; € A ® k;. Then a simple calculation shows that

(ag ® I)(Si) = D_(ej, Lgei)S;.
J
Furthermore, if G is compact (for example, the group of rotations), then L(G)
can be decomposed as @ﬂeéh(/‘) ®C' with Ly = Dy Lgf‘) ® Icnu , where each

Lgf‘ ) is an irreducible representation of the group G in A with multiplicity
n, and dim h® < 0o. Tnsuch a case, we have the following:

dim A
TR=Y S 5P @, and (0@ 1) (5H) = 3 (e, L) S,
,ueé i=l J
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Quantum stochastic calculus with unbounded
coefficients

In this chapter, we shall use the notations of Chapter 5 and shall adapt the
methods developed there to solve Q.S.D.E. with unbounded operator coeffi-
cients. For technical reasons, we work with separable Hilbert spaces (that is,
both the initial and the noise spaces are separable). Most of the materials of
this chapter are taken from [92], [94] and [95].

7.1 Notation and preliminary results

Let h and ko be separable Hilbert spaces and let Dy, Vy be dense subspaces
of h and ko respectively. Let us recall the framework for definition of basic
processes and left quantum stochastic integrals with respect to them as intro-
duced in Chapter 5. Choose and fix an orthonormal basis {e1, e2, ---} € Vy C
ko, and for t > 0, define the time reversal operator R, on k = L*(R., ko) by

(R f)(s) :== f(t — ) x10,1(5) + () x(1,00)(5)-

Also set U; := T'(R;), where we remind the reader that I'(B) denotes the sec-
ond quantization of a bounded operator B. In this case, note that both R; and
U, are reflections (self-adjoint unitary). Recall also that we denote by I', I'; and
I'* the Hilbert spaces I' (L (R, ko)), T'(L>([0, 11, ko)) and T'(L?((¢, o0), ko)),
respectively, and define the ‘time-shift’ operator 6; : L?(R;) — L*(Ry)
(t > 0) as follows:

O: ) (x) = f(x = D r.00)(x), f € L2RY).

Then I'(0,) maps I" onto I' isometrically for every ¢ > 0, and if we denote
an operator B on I' and its trivial ampliation I, ® B on i ® I" by the same
notation, then it is clear that for X € B(h ® I';) and t > 0, the operator

169
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T(0,)(X ® Irs)[(07) is of the form Pj»(|Q; > < Q;|® X ® Ir+s) Py for some
X e B(h @ T(L*([t,t + s, ko))), where Q; = e(010.11) and Pi, denotes the
canonical isomorphism from 2 ® I'; ® T'* onto I' ® h ® I'" which permutes
the first two tensor components. We denote by [I"(¢;)(X ® I)I'(6;)] (or simply
[['(6)XT(67)]) the operator Pi»(It, ® X @ Iri+5) Pya, that is, the projection
onto the vacuum vector up to time ¢ in the earlier expression is replaced by
Ir,. Even when X is not bounded, but densely defined and closable, so that the
operator S = P2(It, ® X ® Iri+s) Py7 is also densely defined and closable,
we denote the closure of S by [I"(6,)XT (6/)], as was done for a bounded X.
To make the notation clear, let us observe that for X = B ® |e(a) > < e(f)],
where B € B(h), a, f € L2([0, s1, ko), and foru, v € h, f, g € L' (R, ko) N
L2(R+, ko), we have

(ve(g), [ TO)XT @) ue())
t t+s
_ <v,Bu>exp[ / (g (), f())dx + / (g(x), a(x — 1)dx
0 t

t+s o0
4 / Bl — 1), FC))dx + /[H(g(x),f(x))dx]-

Lemma 7.1.1 Fors,t >0, and X € B(h ® I'y), we have
(i) ut-i—s[ l—‘(01‘)()( b2 IFS)F(QI*)]UH-S = Z/{S‘(X ® IFS)uSa
(i) Uss (X ® Ir)lUss = [ TO)U (X @ Il T O)].

Proof:

Let us only prove the first of the two equalities, as the proof of the other can be
obtained by similar arguments. Furthermore, it is enough to verify for X of the
form B @ |e(a) > < e(B)|, where B € B(h), a, f € L*([0, s, ko). Note that
for f € L2(R4, ko), 6} f)(x) = f(x + 1) for almost all x € [0, co), and it
can be verified that

OF Ris [)(x) = f(s — ) x10,51(x) + f(x + 1) 1(5,00) (%),

thatis, 07 Ri4s f = (Rs ) x10.51+ (O} ) x(s,00)- Using thisfor f, g € L*(R+, ko)
and u, v € h, we have that

(ve(g), Urs[ T(O)(X ® Irs)T (O)Us15 (ue(f)))
= (ve(Ri158), [ T(0)(X ® Irs)T(6,)1(ue(Ri s £)))

= (v, Bu)exp [/ (g(»), f(y)>dy+/O (g(s —x), a(x))dx
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s — d
+ /0 (B, fls —x)) x}
— (0, Bu){e(Ry), (le(@) > < e(B)| ® Ir) (e(Rs ))).

from which (i) follows. O

Definition 7.1.2

(i) A bounded adapted process V; (see Chapter 5 for the definition of such
a process) defined on the whole of # ® T'(L?(R, ko)) admits a bounded
adjoint and we define the dual process V; by

V, = U VU (= U VIUL).

(if) We say that an adapted (not necessarily bounded) operator-process (V;);>0
is a cocycle if

Vigs = Vi[T(@)V,T(0)] forallz,s > 0. (7.1)

Lemma 7.1.3 Let (V;);>0 be a bounded operator-valued, adapted regular
process satisfying a Q.S.D.E. of the form

dV, = Vi(ar(dr) + al(dr) + Ar(dr) + Adr), Vo = 1,
where (R, S, T, A) are bounded. Then

(i) V;: is a cocycle;

(ii) the dual process V; will satisfy a Q.S.D.E. of the similar form with R, S,
T, A replaced by S, R, T*, A* respectively.

Proof:
() Fix s and define X; := Viy — Vs [ T'(6,)V,T'(6;)] for t > 0. It can be seen
that Xo = 0 and for u, v € h and f, g € L>*(R.., ko) the following holds:

(ve(g), Xue(f)) = /O (ve(g), X (R, £(s + 1))

+(g(s + 1), 8) + (8(s + 1), Tr(s+r)) + Alue(f))dz.
(7.2)
Iterating (7.2) we can conclude that (ve(g), X;ue(f)) = 0, which proves (i).

(it) Next we show that like V;, V; also is a bounded operator-valued cocycle.
Indeed, using Lemma 7.1.1 (i) and also (ii), we have that

Vigs = Urps Vi Unps
= Urs [TO) VT O U 15Us 15V Ur s
= Us ViU [ T @)UV UT (65)]
=V, [T@)V,T(@)].
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For &, € kg and ¢ > 0, define th,r/ € B(h) by

that is,

n

(v, 77°"u) == (ve(x10.01%), Viue(x1o.01))s

3 -
T "= (e(X[O,t]Qz)s (Vt)e(){[o,,]n))~

From the cocycle property (7.1) of V;, it follows that

(0, 721u) = (el x0.451)> Verste(nxio.+s1)

= (ve(Ex10.51) ® e xs.r451)> Vs[CO) VT (0]
X”e(nX[O,s]) ® e(”/}((x,t-&—s]))

= (0, (€€ 210.51)> (Vs)etnzonn) (€05 X (s.t+51)s (Ve y5.00a) 1)

s <, .
= (v, 777Uy, since 07 y(s.i4+51 = X10.01-

Thus, rf *'is a semigroup of bounded operators on /. Clearly, rg ' = I. Fur-
thermore, for u, v € h, we have

(v, rf’”u) — (v, u)

lim
t—0+ t
— lim (e(x10,0€), Viue(xio,nm)) — (we(xo.0), ue(xo,nn))
t—0+ t
+ lim (ve(x0,1$), ue(xo,nm) — (v, u)
t—0+ t
~ lim (Vi(e(R; x10,n€)), ue(R; xo0,nn)) — (ve(R; x10,n$), ue(Ry x10,n1))
t—0+ 1
—1
() Tim exp(t{&, 1))
t—0+ t
_ l1m f(;(VV{<’7s Tf) + (Rs é:) + (1’], S) + A}(UQ(X[O,t]Qt))a ue(X[O,I]”)>ds
t—0+ t

(v, u)(&, )
({n, Te) + (R, &) + (. S) + A+ (n, ) 1}o, u)
@, Zz) + (n, )10, u)

(v, (&, Z3) + (& 1Y),

where Z denotes the coefficient matrix associated with the Q.S.D.E. satisfied
by V; (see (5.22)). Thus, rf "' must be of the form

th,n — oHEm 25
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Since t +— V;*(ve(g)) is continuous by Theorem 5.3.1, V, is an adapted
regular process. Thus, the integral fot Vi{as(ds) + a; (ds)+ Arx(ds) + A*ds}
exists as a regular process and to show that V; satisfies a Q.S.D.E. with the
coefficient matrix Z*, it is enough to prove that for almost all 7,

d - ~
E(Ue(g)s Vlue(f)> = (De(g)’ Vl(g(t)s Z;(t))ue(f)>

for all u,» € h and g, f varying over some suitable total set of vectors in k.
We choose g, f to be simple functions, say of the form g = Zfzo Xl ti41)Si >
fF=> At Mi» Where &, i € koand 0 =19 <11 < -+ < fpp1 < 00.
Let ¢(t) := (ve(g), Viue(f)). We have by (7.1) that for #; <t < t;41,

((t) = <e(gl)’ e(ft))(v, <e(gX[0,t,'])s (Vti)e(f){[(),t,-]))
(€07 11,11 Vet et 7))
Ip+1 5 G
= exXp (/ <g(S), f(S)>dS) (l), <e(gX[0,l‘,'])> (Vti)e(fX[O,ti])) o Ttl_’[ilu>
t
Ip+1
= eXp (/ <g(S), f(S)>dS) (Da <e(g){[0,l,‘_]])5
t
v Si—157i— i mi
(Vti—l)e(fX[O,ti,I])> © Tzf—tl,-_nl o Tt—l? u)
= BT o0y o En ey
Thus,

Ip+1
F(0) = —(g(t), FOC(E) + ek 861 @)ds
s Si—1,Mi— &isni (g 2
<D’ Ttélro 0 ... Tl?—ll[_n] : © Tt—t’;l (<5i3 Z;;[) + <§in ’71))1/[)

= = (& m)E @) + (G ) (1) + ve(®), Vikg (@), Z% hue(f)),

which completes the proof. a

7.2 Q.S.D.E. with unbounded coefficients

We shall now study a set of sufficient conditions for existence of a unitary
solution of a class of Q.S.D.E. with unbounded coefficients. Let us introduce
some notation at this point. Let us denote by Z. the set {Z € B(h ®ko) : Z +
Z*+7Z QZ * < 0}, where I€o and Q are as in Chapter 5. Recall from Theorem
5.3.2 of Chapter 5 that the Q.S.D.E.

dX, = X,(az; (d1) + ay (d1) + Az, (dt) + Zoodt), Xo =1
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admits a unique contractive solution, where we write

Zoo Zm)
Z = s 7.3
(ZIO Z11 73)

with respect to the decomposition 2 ® ko=hdh® ko).

Assumptions

Fix dense subspaces Dy C h and Vy C kg, and for the quadruple (R, S, T, A)
assume that A € Lin(Dy, h), R, S € Lin(Dg, h ® k), T € Lin(Dy @ Vo, h ®
ko) satisfying the condition that Dy C Ngey,Dom((R, &)). This implies that
(u ® &) € Dom(R*) for all u € Dy, & € Vy. We write the coefficient matrix
Z :DyR(C eV — h®kAoby

A R*
z:(S T). (7.4)

We also denote by Z the set of the above quadruples with the associated coef-
ficient matrix Z such that we can find a sequence Z ™) e Zoon=1,2,...,
satisfying the following for all £, # € Vy and u € Dy:

lim (&, Z™Mu = (&, Zy)u, (7.5)
n—o00 n
sup | ZWMu|| < oo. (7.6)
n>1 n

Theorem 7.2.1 Let (R, S, T, A) be a quadruple in Z. Then there exists a solu-
tion V; of the Q.S.D.E.

dV, = Vi(ag(dt) + ag(dr) + Ar(dr) + Adr), Vo=1:  (1.7)

such that V; is contractive for all t and t — V;(ve(g)) is continuous for any
fixedv € hand g € k.

Proof:
Let ZM = (

ditions (7.5) and (7.6), and let (V,"),~¢ be the solution of the initial value
problem associated with the Q.S.D.E.

A® pm*

S T ) be the elements of B(h ® ko) satisfying the con-

dv™ =y™ (aR<n) (dt) + a§<n>(dt) + Arw(dt) + A(")dt) v =1

By assumption that Z") e Z,, V,(") is contractive for all # and each n. Let
v € Do, g € L*(R4, ko) be such that g(r) = > v_1 Xt (T) Bk, for some
finite partition 0 =] <1, < --- < t,41 = oo with fr € V. Let

M = supMax{[|T™ @B Il, IKR™, Bi)oll, ISWoll, Ao,k =1,..., p},
n
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which is finite by (7.6). Fix 0 < s < t. Then we have by the estimate (5.18)

2
[0 )
t
<e / e[V PT)) + v PS™)(we(g))I?

H{(g (@), VIO PTI)) + VIR®, g(2)) + (g(2), VW PS™)
+VAD ) we(9))1?]
<e'(t—s)M*le(@) 1?2+ 8(llgll%, + 1)),

using the contractivity of V,(") for each 7 and n. Thus for any vector y in the
dense subspace Ho of & @ I', spanned by finite linear combinations of ve(g)
where v € Dy and g is a Vp-valued simple function, we can get a constant
C () such that

1 (V2 = V) il < et —s)t, (7.8)

Now, using the separability of the Hilbert spaces involved (this is the first
and only occasion when we use separability), we can find a countable dense
set of vectors {y;} from Hy and observe that the function ¢t — (y;, Vt(”) W)=
p,gi]j )_(t) is continuous for each n. Since {V,(”)} is a family of contractions,
s ()1 < llwillll ;1| and since

) ) . .
13 (6) = pD ()] < Nyl Cly et — 512,

it is clear that the sequence of functions {p,(lij ), n=1,2,---} (i, j held fixed)
is equi-continuous for ¢ varying over any compact interval. It follows by the

Arzela—Ascoli theorem that there is a subsequence n,(:j ) such that p(i({ ,.))
N

is con-
vergent uniformly over compact subsets of [0, o) as k — oo for fixed i and J-

We can choose a subsequence ng, by the digitalization principle, such that
p,(lij ) will converge (uniformly on compact subsets) for every i and j. By the
choice of ng, (y;, Vt("") wj) converges as k — oo, for every i, j. Since A
is a family of contractions and since {;} is dense, it follows that (v, Vt("") w')
is convergent for all v, vy’ € h ® T, that is, V,("k) is weakly convergent, to
some operator denoted by V;, say. Being the weak limit of contractions, V;
itself is a contraction. Clearly, V; is adapted since each V,("") is. Furthermore,

fort > s >0, w € Hp, we have

IV = Vo)wll = sup  [(y/, (Vi = Vo))l
vy l=1

= sup lim [(y, (V"™ — VIO < Cly)ed(t —s)?,
y' s llyl=1 ke
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by the estimate (7.8). It follows that t — V;y is continuous for ¥ € Hp, and
since V; is contractive and Hy is dense, t +— V;y is continuous for all y €
h®@T'. Thus (V;) is an adapted regular process, which is also bounded for each 7,
so it makes sense to define the integral fé Vi(ag (ds)+a§ (ds)+Ar(ds)+Ads).
The proof will be completed if we can show that

t
Vive(g) = ve(g) + ( / V(ar(ds) + ag(ds) + Ar(ds) + Ads)) ve(g)
0
(7.9)
for v € Dy, and simple Vy-valued function g, or equivalently

(Vive(g). ue(f)) = (we(g). ue(f))
t

+ <( / Vi(ar(ds) +al(ds) + Ar(ds) + Ads)) ve(g), ue(f)>
0

foru € h, f € L*(R., ko).
To this end, observe that
(Vive(g), ue(f))

= lim (V,"Yve(g), ue(f))
k—o00

(ve(g), ue(f)) + kll>rgo<(/0 VS(aR("k)(ds) + a;(nk)(ds)

A i (d5) + AP @) oe(e). e )|
= et ue(/) + Jim [ sV TE) + (RO, 20 +
(f(5), S™) + A"} ve(g)), ue(f))
t A
= Wwe()ue(F) + tim [ (VIO ), 28 vete) wel s,

On the other hand, for fixed s, limg_ o0 (f (s), zgg;)u = (f(s), Zy(s))v by

(7.5), and since Vs("k )is contractive, we have that
(VI (f(s), ZEEve() = Vil F(5), Zgis))ve(@)), ue(f)]

IV F (), ZiE0 = (F(5), Zgsy)0)e(@) e ()]

+ HV™ — VO F (), Zgisyve(®)), ue(f))]
1A (), Z8N0 = (£(s), Zgio)ollle(@) I Tue( £l

8(s)
+ HV — VO F (), Zgisyve(®)), ue(f))]
9

0ask — oo.

IA

IA
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Moreover, since g takes only finitely many values in V), it follows from (7.6)

that C := sup; Supg<<; ||Zgzgv|| < 00, and thus we have

V(A (s), 25 we(g), ue(f))]

IA

lue(H @I @l supIZg ol

Cllue(H)lllle(@)IF ()1

1
since fi I/ ()lds = V7 (fi 1/6)IPds)* = Vil fIl < oo, we conclude by
the Dominated convergence theorem that

IA

A

t
lim [ (VO (F(s), Z8Vve(g), ue(f))ds
k—oo Jo  ° §6)

t
= [ 0760, Zigoete) uenas,
which completes the proof. a

For X e B(h®T), 7, € C® V), we define the bilinear forms .CZ (X) on
the vector space Dy ®g1 I as follows:

oy, LL(Xuy')
= (0w, X{y, Zoyuy') + ((y, Z:)ow, Xuy') +(0Z,0p, XOZ uy'),
(7.10)

where u, v € Dy and v, ' € T and extend linearly. Here we note that we have
used the symbol X for the ampliation (X ® Ik})) as well. Clearly, we have

oy, LL(Xuy")| < Clu, v, 7, OIXIwllv'll,

where C(u,v,7,¢) = lollly IIZ@ON + lullly INZEODI + 1Z@y)]
1Zwol. )
We denote Eg(X) simply by L(X), where 0 = (1 ® 0) € C & V). Note that

oy, LX)uy') = (o, XAuy') + (Avy, Xuy') + (Roy, X Ruy'),

so that formally one has £(X) = XA+ A*X+ R*XR. Forx € B(h), let Ly(x)
denote the bilinear form on Dy given by

(v, Lo(x)u) := (v, xAu) + (Av, xu) + (Rv, x Ru);
and we observe that
oy, LXuy') = (v, Loy, X,y )u)
for X e B(h®T), w,y’ € I'. We also identify Vj naturally with 0 @ V, so

for &, ' € Vo, Ef?, (X) will mean ngg% (X).
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Lemma 7.2.2 Let V; be as in the Theorem 7.2.1. Then for integers m,n > 0,
v, v € Do and Vy-valued simple functions f, g we have the following:

(Viog®", Vi(uf®"))
= 06" )+ [ 08 L0 Vs )
+ Vfog®" L0 VIV af® ) + Vmwg® L L8O Vv )
+ Vm/ng®" ", L0 (VEVO) @f® )ds; (7.11)
where £ = ¢® ' .= 0and f© = g© = ¢(0).
Proof:

Let fr,gink=1,---,p;1 = 1,---,q be vectors in Vy such that the simple

functions f, g have the form f = >V fixini)» & = Dty &1Xlsnsie1):
where0 =1 <t <--- <tp41 =00,0=151 <--- <541 = 00. Let

Ml = C(ua 0563 6)7 M2 = MaX{C(M,D,(), fk)’k: 17”'5p}7
M3 = MaX{C(l/l,l), gln())al: 1"”’q}’
My = Max{C(u,v, g, fi),k=1,---,p;l=1,---,q}.

For two real numbers a, S, by (5.24) we have that

(Vive(ag), Viue(Bf))

— (velag), ue(f)) + /0 (1@ B, Zitwagisn)ve(@g), VEVsue(BE))
4 (ve(ag), VEVil(1 ® ag()). ZaapronueB))

+ (0 Z(sags)ve(@g), Vi Vs O Zaapssyue(Bf)))ds

= (velag), ue(f)) + /0 (ve(ag), LV Vy)ue(af))
+ Bloe(ag), L%, (Vi Voue(Bf))

+ afve(ag), LV (Vi Voue(BF)) + apive(ag), L5 (Vi Voue(Bf))ds
(7.12)

Now, since V; is bounded for all # > 0, we can expand the left hand side of
(7.12) as a power series in a, f:

o
1 m 7

> ﬁamﬁn(vﬂ)g@ Vi fe).

mis/n!

m,n=0
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Similarly, the right-hand side of (7.12) can be shown to be equal to

S )

+ /0 (082" (L) + BLY (V7 V) +alEO (V7 Vy)
+a/3£§((§))(vjvs)) (u f®")>} ds

using the fact that | V*V;|| < 1 and the estimate

HM8

108", (L5 V) + LY () (V) + a8 VeV + ap £ (Vv ar &)

< g™ WA (My + 1B1M2 + |a|M3 + |al| S| My),

and by applying the Dominated Convergence theorem. The desired relation
(7.11) now follows by comparing the coefficients of a” " in both sides of
(7.12). O

We next state and prove the main theorem of this section, which gives sufficient
condition so that the solution V; of the initial value problem associated with
the Q.S.D.E. (7.7) in the Theorem 7.2.1 is an isometry (co-isometry or unitary
respectively). For A > 0, let us denote by S, the set

{x € B(h) : (v, Lo(x)u) = A{v, xu) forallu,v € Dy}.

Theorem 7.2.3 Let the spaces Do, Vo, quadruple of maps (R, S, T, A) be as
in the Theorem 7.2.1, and let V; be the solution of (7.7). Then the following are
true.

(i) If furthermore
LL(I)=0 forally,; e CoW, (7.13)

fz = {0} for some 4, (7.14)

then V; is an isometry for each t.

(ii) On the other hand, assume that there exist dense subspaces Do C h,
Vo C ko such that Do ® Vy is contained in the domain of Z*, and the
following conditions hold :

lim (&, z(">;)u =, Z3)u, forall¢,n e Vo, u € Dy:  (7.15)

n—o0

sup | Z™u|l < oo forall n € Vo, u € Do; (7.16)

n>1
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LI(I)=0 forally,; € CaVy; (7.17)
5,1 = {0} for some 4 > 0; (7.18)
where the definitions of Eﬁ and ﬁ,l are similar to the deﬁmtlons of [ﬁg and

p,, with the replacement of Z, Dy and Vo by Z*, Do and Vg respectively.
Then V; is a co-isometry for each t.

(iii) If the assumptions in (i) and in (ii) are both valid, then V; is unitary for
all t.

Proof:

(i) Since V; is contractive for each ¢ and Vy = I, the operator X; defined by
X; = (I — V;*V,) is nonnegative for all r and Xo = 0. We need to show that
X; = 0 for all ¢, for which it suffices to show that X,0g®" = 0 or equivalently
0g®", X,0g®") = 0foralln = 0,1,2, ..., and for all v € h and Vy-valued
simple functions g. To this end define ¥; = f e *X,dt € B(h ® T') where
A > 0 is the one for which 8, = {0}. Let B (g) € B(h) be the nonnegative
operator defined by

(u, B (g)v) == (ug®", Y;0g®").

We note that for fixed n and g, BE") (g) = 0if and only if X,;0¢®" = 0 for all
t > 0, v € h. We shall prove this by induction on n which will complete the
proof of part (i).

Since Eg (1) =0forall y, € C® V) by (7.13), we have from the equation
(7.11) the following for u, v € Dy:

(ug@,n’ X (Ug®n))
t
- /O (ug® , LX) 0g™") + vlug®', ﬁ%(x Yog® )

+ Vtug® T L8O (X 0g®")) + niug® T, £50) (X (0g®")))ds.
(7.19)

Taking n = 0 in the above formula (and recalling that g®0 := ¢(0)), we get
(ue(0), X;ve(0)) = /Ot(ue(O), L(X5)ve(0))ds
and an integration by parts leads to the result that
(u, B/E )(g)v 7 (u LO(B (g))z)) forall u, v € Dy.

Thus, by the hypothesis ( 7.14), B, © (g) = 0. Now, assume that B} (n— l)( )=20
for some n > 1, or equivalently, X,0g® ~" = 0forall v € h. It can be seen
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from the definitions of in that in this case, (uy, Eif Xs)v g®"7l) = 0 for all
7,0 € CH Vo, u,v € Dy and y € I'. Using this fact, we get from (7.19) that

t
wg®', X,0g®) = / wg®, £(Xs)0g®")ds,
0

hence 1
(. BY" (9)0) = —{u. Lo(B}" (9))).

It follows that BE") (g) = 0, which completes the proof of (i).

(if) We have to show that V; is a co-isometry for each ¢. Let ‘7, = UV Uy,
t > 0, where U; is the self-adjoint unitary operator of Section 7.1. Clearly, V;
is co-isometry if and only if V; is an isometry. Consider the subsequence Z ")
obtained in the proof of the Theorem 7.2.1, and recall that the subsequence of
processes V,("") , satistying the Q.S.D.E. with coefficient matrix Z () 'has been

(k) _ (ng)* 5
shown to weakly converge to V; for each ¢. Thus, V" = U, V, U, — V;as

k — oo weakly. However, by Lemma 7.1.3, V,("") satisfies the Q.S.D.E. with
the coefficient matrix Z (’”‘)*, and it follows from the proof of Theorem 7.2.1,
using the hypotheses (7.15) and (7.16), that V, satisfies a Q.S.D.E. similar to
(7.7), but with the coefficient matrix Z replaced by Z*. Furthermore, using
the hypotheses (7.17), (7.18) and part (i) of the present theorem, with Dy, Vo
replaced by D~o, 150 respectively, we conclude that 17, is an isometry, which
completes the proof. O

7.3 Application: quantum damped harmonic oscillator

We shall briefly discuss here about a physical model where Q.S.D.E. with
unbounded coefficients arise naturally. This example has been taken from [119].
Consider the well-known example of a classical damped harmonic oscillator
described by the equation of motion:

d*q dg

W + 2a E
where a, @ are positive constants satisfying a < . This is a nonconservative
system, and thus cannot be described by a Hamiltonian. Nevertheless, we can
introduce a pair of ‘conjugate variables’ (p, ¢) satisfying the pair of first-order
differential equations

dqg dp

=p—aq, — =—06*q—ap, 7.21
o P q—op (7.21)

where 6 := v/w? — a?. It can be verified by simple computation that the sec-
ond variable g of the pair (p, ¢) satisfying (7.21) will be a solution of (7.20).

+w’qg =0, (7.20)
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Furthermore, we can rewrite (7.21) in a more convenient form in terms of a
complex-valued function a = a(t) of time #:

d
d—‘t’ = —(a +id)a. (1.22)

Here, (p, q) are related to a by
a= Q072 (p—idg), a'=(0)72(p+idg),
with a’(t) := a(r). Solving this equation, we get
p(t) = e “(pg cos 5t — dqg sin 5t), q(t) =e ' (qo cos ot + % sin 5t) ,

where pg, qo are the initial values. It is clear that even if (pg, qo) is a true con-
jugate pair, (p(t), g(¢)) is not so for any positive ¢. This is of course expected.
The quantization of the problem does not bring any change to the above situ-
ation and leads to the conclusion that there is no unitary time evolution which
gives rise to the equation of motion (7.22).

Let us now change the picture and consider the situation when the damping
comes from a quantum noise. To be more precise, let us replace the commu-
tative variables (p, ¢) by a pair of unbounded operators, say (P, Q), such that
the operator A, A* definedby A = (26)’% (P—idQ), A* = (26)’% (P+idQ),
satisfy the canonical commutation relation (CCR)

[A, A*] = 1.

In fact, we can take P = —i % and Q to be the multiplication by x on the
Hilbert space &1 = L?(R). We model the quantum damped harmonic oscillator
by the equation of evolution given by the following Q.S.D.E.:

dU, = U;(ag(dt) + ai(dt) — (a +i6)A*Adr), Uy=1;  (1.23)

where R = «/ZA, S =-—R.

It should be noted here that if o = 0, that is, if there is no damping, the above
equation becomes % = —iwU,A*A, Uy = I; so that the solution will be
the evolution group for the well-known standard quantum harmonic oscillator.

Let us now prove that the equation (7.23) admits a unitary solution. To apply
the criteria for existence of a unitary solution derived in the previous section,

let us consider Q; : B(h) — B(h) for A > 0 defined in (3.3):
o
(u, Q;(x)v) :=/ 2ae " (Ae™"%u, xAe Cv)d1,
0

where G = —(a +i0)A*A and u, v € Dom(G) € Dom(A). It is well-known
that the spectrum of the operator N := A*A is {0, 1,2, ...} and the linear
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span D of its elgenspaces is dense and is contained in Dom(R). We take Dy =
Dy = D, Vy = Vy = C. Furthermore, we choose R, = V2anA(N + n)~L,
S, = —R,, G, = —2R;’,‘Rn +ionN(N + n)~!, and note that on D R,, S,,
Gn R}

w 0)°
the conditions (7.13), (7.15), (7.16), (7.17) of the Theorem 7.2.3 are satisfied.
Hence it remains to prove that f; = {0}, which is equivalent, by Theorem
3.2.16, to proving that Q"/(I) — O strongly as n — oo. To this end, we note
that Q, (1) in this case can be explicitly calculated as

and G, converge to R, S and G respectively. In fact, with Z® :=

Q;(I) =2aNQaN +2)"' = NN + )71,
where A/’ = 1(2a)~!. By a similar calculation, we get
O'()= NN+ I IN=1)(N=14+2)"" .. (N=n+ DY(N—n+14+21)"L,

Thus, if v is an eigenvector of N corresponding to the eigenvalue m (nonnega-
tive integer), then Q (I)v = (r:l”ff,) 1)(m(mn _:'1:'_12) N = =O0foralln > m + 1. That
is, QZ (I)v — 0 as n — oo whenever v is any eigenvector of N, and hence for
any v € D. Since D is dense in & and || Q% (I)|| < 1 for all n, it follows that
0%(I) — 0 strongly as n — oo. This completes the proof of existence and

unitarity of solution U, of (7.23).
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Dilation of quantum dynamical semigroups
with unbounded generator

In Chapter 6 we built a theory of quantum stochastic dilation ‘naturally’ asso-
ciated with an arbitrary Q.D.S. on a von Neumann or C*-algebra with bounded
generator. There the computations involved C* or von Neumann Hilbert mod-
ules, using the results of [24], map-valued quantum stochastic processes on
modules and quantum stochastic integration with respect to them, developed in
Chapter 5. It is now natural to consider the case of a Q.D.S. with unbounded
generator and ask the same questions about the possibility of dilation. As one
would expect, the problem is too intractable in this generality and we need to
impose some further structures on it. In this chapter we shall consider a few
classes of such Q.D.S. and try to construct H-P and E-H dilation for them. At
first, we shall work under the framework of a Lie group action on the under-
lying algebra, and consider covariant Q.D.S. For H-P dilation, symmetry with
respect to a trace is also assumed, whereas a general theory for E-H dilation has
been built under the assumption of covariance under the action of a compact
group, but without it being symmetric. Then, in the last section, we deal with
a class of Q.D.S. on the U.H.F. algebra, described in Chapter 3. In this case,
E-H dilation is constructed by a direct iteration using some natural estimates.
However, what is common to the methods used in constructing dilation for the
different kinds of Q.D.S. mentioned above is the use of a natural locally convex
topology, in which the generator (unbounded in the norm topology) is continu-
ous. In this context, the articles [6], [48], [68] and [69] are worthy of mention.

8.1 Dilation of a class of covariant Q.D.S.

Throughout this section, .4 is a separable C*-algebra acting on a separable
Hilbert space &, and G is a second countable Lie group with {y;,i =1, ..., N}

185
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abasis of its Lie algebra. Moreover, g — a, € Aut(.A) is a strongly continuous
representation. Let A be the von Neumann algebra in B(/) generated by .A.

8.1.1 Notations and preliminaries

For f € C°(G) (thatis, f is smooth complex-valued function with compact
support on G) and an element a € A, let us denote by a(f)(a) the norm-
convergent integral fG f(g)a,(a)dg, where dg denotes the left Haar measure
on G.

Let A denote the subset of A consisting of all elements a such that the map
g > ag(a) is infinitely differentiable with respect to the norm topology, that
is, Ao is the intersection of the domains of &;,&;, - - - &, ; k > 1, for all possible
i1,i2,... € {1,2,... N}, where o; denotes the closed *-derivation on A given
by the generator of the one-parameter automorphism group aexp(r ;) Where exp
denotes the usual exponential map for the Lie group G. The following result is
essentially a consequence of the results obtained in [55] and [97].

Theorem 8.1.1 (i) The set Ao is a dense x-subalgebra of A.

(ii) If we equip Aco with a family of norms ||.||,; n =0, 1,2, ... given by:

lall, = D N6 8 @)l;

i1,00,ig;k<n

forn > 1, and |lallo = |la|, then Ax is complete with respect to the

locally convex topology induced by the above (countable) family of norms.

(iii) 0g(Aoo) S Aco. Furthermore, for a € Ax, g — ag(a) is smooth (C*)
in the locally convex topology mentioned above.

Proof:

(i) It can be seen, using the left invariance of the measure dg, that o, (o (f)(a))
= [ f(g_l,u)a,, (a)du. If f € C°(G), it follows from this expression that
a(f) belongs to A Furthermore, for € > 0, choosing small enough neigh-
borhood U of the identity of G such that ||ag(a) —a| < € forall g € U
and f € C®(G) with f > 0, [ fdg = 1 and supp(f) € U, we get
la(f)(a) — all < e. This shows that A is dense in A.

(ii) The proof of this is along standard lines, using the property that ¢;’s are
closed maps on A. Let us briefly indicate the line of reasoning. Consider a
sequence a,, € Ax so that each of the sequences ay, &;,0;, - - - 0 (am) is
Cauchy in the norm | - || of A, for all (i1,...,ix), k = 1,2,.... Let a and
ai1>+1) be the limits of a,, and &;,;, - - - &;, (am), respectively, in the norm of
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A. Since ¢; is a closed operator, a must belong to its domain and &; (a,,) —
0; (a). Repeating the same argument replacing a,, and a by 6; (a,,) and 0; (a),
respectively, we can show that for each j, 0;(a) belongs to the domain of 0;
and 8;6;(am) — 0;0;(a). Proceeding similarly, it follows that a1-~%) =
&, - - - 0jy (a) and it belongs to the domain of ¢; for any i. Thus a € Ay and
an — a in the Fréchet topology of Ax.

(iii) First of all, by the definition of A, and the fact that G x G > (g1, g2) —
g1g2 € G is C*™ map, we observe that for a € Ay the map (g1, g) —
ag (ag(a)) = aggl(a) is C* on G x G, hence in particular for fixed g,
G > g1 = ag(ag(a)) is C™, that is, ag(a) € Axo. Similarly, for fixed
a € Ao and any positive integer k, the map F : R x G — A given by

F(t, ... 1k, 8) = Gexp(ry iy )-explty, 2k)8 (a) is C*°. By differentiating F in its
first k components at 0, we conclude that ¢;, - - - 6;, (a4 (a)) is C* in g, from
which (iii) follows. O

Thus, A is a Fréchet space in the locally convex topology defined in (ii) of
the above Theorem 8.1.1. We call A, equipped with this topology, the Fréchet
algebra corresponding to the action ag. Sometimes, if we have to distinguish
between various G-actions on some C*-algebra B, we shall use the notation
BY, to denote the Fréchet algebra B, corresponding to the action y P

Lemma 8.1.2 For every n, the norm || - ||, satisfies
lablln < llallalblln, a,b € As.

Proof:

For a k-tuple I = (i1, ..., ix) of {I,..., N}, let us denote by 6; the operator
0i, - - - 0. If I is the empty set, we shall mean by 67 (x) just x. Let Sy denote
the set of all such ordered tuples (i1, . . ., ix). Indeed, for a, b € A, we have

dr(ab) =" 0(a)o;—; (b),
J

where J varies over all ordered subsets of I (including the empty set), and
I — J denotes the complement of J in I with the same order as I. Now, by
definition,

lablln

> larab)l|

I€S, k<n

> > has@llor—s @)l

1€S8;, k<n JCI

A
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< > law@l > sl
1€Sy, k<n JeSk, k<n
= llallnlblls.

Lemma 8.1.3 Let A% = {a € Ay : thereexist Cy, C, > Os.t. [lal, <
C!C! for all n}. If G is compact, A%, is norm-dense in A.

Proof:

Let us first consider the C*-algebra C := C(G) with the left regular repre-
sentation Lg of G, and let Cy, be the corresponding Fréchet algebra, and Cgo
be defined in the same way as AY. We claim that CJ is norm-dense in C.
Let G denote the set of irreducible representations 7 of G and let d; be the
dimension of the representation 7. Suppose that the representation g — 7 (g)
on C% is given by the d; x d, matrix Ug,’ = ((Ui’; (). Let {x1,..., xn}
be a basis of the Lie algebra of G and let A;(r) = m(exp(ty;)) denote the
one-parameter group of automorphisms corresponding to y;. Since d is finite,
the generator of A; (f) must be bounded, and we denote it by X7 . Let M; =
I XTI+ ---+ I X% ]l. Now, by the well-known Peter—Weyl theorem (see [66]),
we can get a dense subset {ti’;., ij=1,...,d;; m € G} of C such that

g ,/ Z”zk(g)tkj

Thus, the d,; dimensional space C” spanned by {tl’;,i =1,...,d;} (for fixed
J) is left invariant by L, and L ¢ 1s given by the matrix U * on this space. It
follows that on C” the operator | 1=0Lexp(t ) coincides w1th X7, and hence

we have for f € C;r

1f = >, IXT - XEf]
i, 1<n, ipefl,..,N}
= > IXE [ X F
i1,.001 1=n, ipefl,-,N}
<

(é 17 ”)" A1l

= MzIfIl.

This shows that C}T - Cgo for every = and j, hence the density of Cgo inC.
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Now we come to the proof of the fact that A% is dense in A, using the similar
fact for C. To this end, recall the notation a.(f)(a) = fG f(g)ag(a)dg for f €
C®°, a € A, and also the observation made in the proof of Theorem 8.1.1 that
ag(a(f)a) = [ f(g~w)a, (a)dv. Note that we work with normalized Haar
measure dg, which is possible since G is compact. Using this and proceeding
as in the proof of the Theorem 8.1.1, it can be deduced that ||a(f)(a)|, <
I fllzllall. Thus, for f € Cgo and any a € A, a(f)(a) belongs to Ago. As it
has been shown in the proof of Theorem 8.1.1, for a fixed a € A and € > 0,
we can find f € C%(G) such that |a(f)(a) — a|| < €. However, we have
already proved that C2, is norm-dense in C, so we can choose f; € CJ, with
Il f — fill < €.So we have

A

la(f)(@) —al < la(f)@) —all+ la(f = fO)@)]
€+/||f—flllllag(a)lldg

E—l—e/dg

2e.

IA

IA

This completes the proof. (]

We have a Hilbert space analogue of the above result.

Corollary 8.1.4 Let H be a separable Hilbert space with a unitary representa-
tion of g. We denote the corresponding family of Hilbertian norms by {|| - |12, n}
(to be defined in page 194) and the Fréchet space by Hso. Furthermore, let
Hgo denote the following subspace of 'H.:

HY = {¢ € Hoo : there exists Cg, Ct>0s.t ||Ell2, n < CECE).
If G is compact, Hgo is dense in 'H in the norm-topology of H.

The proof is very similar to the proof of Lemma 8.1.3 and hence is omitted.
The following result will be useful later to extend densely defined
s*-homomorphisms.

Lemma 8.1.5 Both Ago and A are closed under holomorphic functional cal-
culus. In particular, if a is a positive invertible element of A (respectively,
AY), then \/a again belongs to A (respectively A%,).

Proof:
Let a € Ay, and f be a holomorphic function defined on an open set con-
taining the spectrum o (a) of a. We have to show that f(a) € As. Let us
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fix some y; € {yi1,..., xn}, and denote the corresponding one-parameter
group of automorphism by f;. Note that as f; is an automorphism, we have
o (f;(a)) = o(a). Choosing a suitable contour C around o (a), we can write

f(a)as
f(a) = sz/Cf(Z)(Z — a)_ldz.

It is also clear that 8;((z — a)~!) = (z — p;(a))~!. Thus,
Bi(f(a)) — f(a)

t
1 (z—p@)' = (z—a)!
= i/ F@ ; dz
(a) a)

- L / FOG = pian ' LOZD -1y,

- /C () f )z (say).

Moreover, we have

11 (@) — all

t

IA

1 t
. /0 18, @ (@) s
16 @)l

IA

Thus,

|f @)Ilg: @)l

< 1@~ pay | PO

H Iz —a)~ "

< 1f @I -a) "IPle @),

which is integrable over C. It is also a simple observation that for all z € C,
lim g ()= -Gz —a) ')z —a) "
t—0+

So by the Dominated Convergence theorem, it follows that

o B@) — f@ _
m — =

t—0+ t

- /C F@@ —a) ' a(@) G — a)\dz.

Thus, f(a) is in the domain of ¢;. By repeating similar argument, it can be
shown that f(a) belongs to As. In fact, we can prove by induction on k the
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following expression:

By -+ 0y f (@)
1 l
T i /Cﬂzﬂz*a)_1 Z % @G- "-51}(61)(1*61)_1 dz,

(GEEN AL

8.1)

where k > 1, (i1, ..., i) is a tuple of integers with i; € {1,..., N}, and
Ty denotes the collection of all partitions of {1,...,k}, that is, all tuples
(11, ..., I;) of nonempty, pairwise disjoint subsets of {1, ..., k}, with / varying
over{l,...,k},suchthatU;I; = {1,...,k}.Forasubset/ = {t;,...,1,}, with
f] <t <--- <tp, we have denoted by [ the ordered p-tuple iy, ..., i,p).

We just briefly remark, without giving the details, how to carry out the proof
if Ao is replaced by Ago. Suppose that C},, C, are positive constants such that
lall, < C,CZ for all n. Let K be the constant % fc [ f @Iz —a)~'l|dz],
M = sup..f{l(z —a)~!} > 0, and let P, denote the set of all tuples
(p1, ..., p1) of integers with [ > 1, p; > Oforalli and > ; p; = k. It is
clear that the set P, has the same cardinality as the set of all tuples of integers
(g1,...,q) withl > 1,1 < q; < --- < q; = k, which has the cardi-
nality 21, Let us also fix a tuple (i1, ..., ix) and recall the expression for
0i, - - - 0;, f (a) given by (8.1). Now, for a fixed choice of (p1, ..., p1) € P, we
have

> loj @G =)™t gp @) —a) 7|
Iy, )Ty : |1j|=p; forall j
< > M'|o; @)l - 119 (@]
(Ises DETy < |1j|=pj forall j
< Mllallp, -+ llall,,
S MZ(C‘/Z)IC5|++[71

McCH'ck < 1+ mc)kctk,

since [ < k.

Thus, we can estimate the right-hand side of (8.1) by K ((1+ MCL’,)Cu)k | Pr| =
LQU+MC)Co)* < KB, where f = 2(1+MC,)C,. Since || f(a)]lo < K,
and for fixed k > 1, the number of tuples (i1, ..., ix) witheachi; € {1,..., N}
is N*, we get the following estimate:

K gyt =1y < ZNE_ gy,

NB—1 NB—1

If@lla < KD (NP =
k=0

which shows that f(a) € A% O
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Corollary 8.1.6 Let © be a *-homomorphism from A to B(K), with
w (1) = 1, where K is a separable Hilbert space. Then w extends to a
s-homomorphism of A. When G is compact, we can get the same conclusion
if we replace A, by AY.

Proof:
We give a proof for Ay, only. The proof for .Ago is similar. Let a € A, be a
self-adjoint element. For € > 0, let b = (1 + €)||la|| — a, which is a positive
invertible element of A,. Since o (b) does not contain 0, we can choose a
holomorphic function f defined in a neighborhood of o (b) such that f(b) =
Jb. By Lemma 8.1.5, Vb € Aco. Now, as 7 is a x-homomorphism on Ay,
7 (b) = n((v/b)?) = n(v/b)* > 0. Therefore, 7 (a) < (1 + €)||a||, and since
this is true for arbitrary € > 0, we conclude that |z (a)|| < |la| for all self-
adjoint a € Axo, and ||z (a)|| < 2|ja]| for all a € Ax. By the norm-density of
As in A, 7 extends to a x-homomorphism on the whole of A. O

Now we shall introduce some more notation and terminology and prove
some preparatory results. If £ is any Banach space with a strongly continu-
ous representation of G given by y,, we denote by £, the intersection of the
domains of the generators of different one-parameter subgroups, just as in case
of Aso. That is,

Eno i=Niyin,.Dom(@faE - 0f k=1,2,...).

- I’

Here, we have denoted by a,f the generator of the one-parameter group ysexp(y)-
If there is no confusion about £, then we may denote 6,? by just 6;. We introduce
a family of norms ||||,, as follows:

IEln:= D 1640, 0O, & € €.

i1,02, ik;k<n

Clearly, £ is complete in the locally convex (Fréchet) topology given by this
countable family of norms.

For two Banach spaces £’ with corresponding G-actions y é’; i=1,2), we
denote by B(EL,, £2.) the space of all linear maps S from £ to £2 such that
Eéo is in the domain of S, S (5;0) - Ego, and S is continuous with respect
to the Fréchet topologies of the respective spaces. We call a linear map L
from €' to £% to be covariant if ygl (Dom(L)) € Dom(L), and Lyg1 & =
ygzL(f) forall g € G,¢ € Dom(L).

Lemma 8.1.7 If L from £ to £? is bounded (in the usual Banach space sense)
and covariant in the above sense, then L € B(EL,, £%).

Proof:
Let af "and 6,.52 be respectively the generator of the one parameter subgroup
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corresponding to y; in €' and £2. From the relation Ly, = y7L and the

boundedness of L, it follows that L maps the domain of 61.5 ! into the domain

of 61.5 ? and Laf = 61.5 ’L. By repeated application of this argument it follows
1 1 2 2

that La;f ---al.f &) = a;f ---a;f L(&) forallé e &L, and thus || L&Y, <

ILINE - O

Definition 8.1.8 An element of B(EL,, £2.) is called a smooth map, and if such
a smooth map L satisfies an estimate of the form || L], < Cl[{]lnp for all n

and for some integer p and a constant C, then we say that L is a smooth map
of order p (with bound < C).

From the proof of the Lemma 8.1.7 we observe that any bounded covariant
map is smooth of order O with the bound < ||L||. By a similar reasoning we
can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 8.1.9 Suppose that L is a closed (in the Banach space sense), covari-
ant map from E' to £2. Then L is smooth of the order p for some p if and only
ifé'éo is in the domain of L.

Proof:
Since a smooth map by definition contains 5;0 in its domain, it suffices to
prove that 5;0 C Dom(L) implies that L is a smooth map of some order. For
simplicity of notation, we shall use the same symbol ¢; for both 61.5 " and 8;52,
and also we use the same symbol y, for the G-action on & Uand £2. Let L be
a map as above. Since L is closed in the Banach space sense, and the Fréchet
topology in Sgo is stronger than its Banach space topology, it follows that L
is closed as a map from the Fréchet space Eéo to the Banach space £2. By the
Closed Graph theorem, it is continuous with respect to the above topologies,
since it is defined on the Fréchet space £ . By the definition of Fréchet space
continuity, there exist some C and p such that |[L(£)|lo < C||&|l,. Now, for
any fixed k, let y; = Yexp(r )~ Since y, maps &L into itself and L is covariant,
we have L((y/(&) — &)/1) = (7,(LE) — LE)/t. Now, since (/&) — &)/t —
or (&) as t+ — O+ in the Fréchet topology, we have that L((y,(¢) — &)/t) =
(7/(L&E) — L&)/t converges to Léy¢ in the Banach space topology of £2, and
so by the closedness of o, L must belong to the domain of 6, with Loxé =
d L¢. Repeated use of this line of reasoning proves that L(EL) € &2 and
L%, ---6;,8) = 6, -0, (LE) forall & e 6’010. Now, a direct computation
enables one to show that L is of order p with bound < C. O
Let us now consider the special case of Hilbert spaces. Of course, Hilbert
spaces are Banach spaces, and our discussion on the Fréchet topology on
Banach spaces with group action applies to Hilbert spaces as well. However, we
shall make a slightly different choice of the family of norms in case of a Hilbert
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space, such that each of the norms remain Hilbertian. Given a Hilbert space H
with a unitary representation U, of G in H, with d,Z'[ = d; denoting the self-
adjoint generator of the unitary one-parameter group u; = Uexp(ry) = el
we introduce a countable family of Hilbertian norms || - ||2,,;n = 0,1,2, - -
on Ho as follows:

15, = D ldidy - di (O
i1, ik k=n

It can be observed that H, is complete in the Fréchet topology given by the
above family of norms, and we consider Ho as a Fréchet space with this locally
convex topology. We call such a pair (H, U,) a Sobolev—Hilbert space, and
define a smooth map between them in the same way as was done before in
the context of Banach spaces. The notion of covariant maps and the notation
B(Hxo, Kso) for the Hilbert spaces H and K respectively are also introduced
similarly.

Remark 8.1.10 A word of caution about the notation: since a Hilbert space is
also a Banach space, there is an ambiguity in the notation Ho,; it may have
been preferable to use a different notation for the Fréchet space correspond-
ing to the Hilbertian norms to distinguish it from the Fréchet space obtained
from the family of Banach norms {|| - ||,}. However, our convention will be
that unless mentioned otherwise, if the Banach space under consideration is a
Hilbert space and the group action is unitary, we shall work with the Hilbertian
norms.

Let us note the following analogues of Lemma 8.1.7 and Lemma 8.1.9 in this
situation, and remark that the proof remains the same, with the replacement of
| - Il» by the Hilbertian norm || - ||2,,.

Lemma 8.1.11 If L from 'H to K is bounded (in the Hilbert space sense) and
covariant in the above sense, then L € B(Hoo, Koo).

Lemma 8.1.12 Suppose that L is a closed (in the Hilbert space sense), covari-
ant map from H to K. Then L is smooth of the order p for some p if and only
if Hoo is in the domain of L.

However, Hilbert space framework allows the use of the Spectral theorem of
self-adjoint operators, and we can prove more than what we could do for a
general Banach space.

Theorem 8.1.13 Let (H, Uy), (K, V) be two Sobolev—Hilbert spaces as in
earlier discussion, and L be a closed linear map from 'H to KC. Furthermore,
assume that Heo is in the domain of |L|* and is a core for |L|?, and LU, =
VgL on Heo. Then we have the following conclusions.
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(i) L is a smooth covariant map with some order p and bound < C for some
C.
(i) L* (the densely defined adjoint in the Hilbert space sense ) will have K
in its domain.
(iii) L* is also a smooth covariant map from K to Heo, with order p and
bound < C as in (i).

Proof:
Let the polar decomposition of L be given by L = W|L|. We claim that both
W and |L| are covariant maps. First we note that H, is also a core for L
(being a core for |L|?) and since U, ¢ 1S a unitary operator that maps Ho into
itself, clearly H o is a core for LU, and also for V, L. Thus the relation LU, =
VgL on Hoo implies that the operators LU, and VL have the same domain
and they are equal. Now, note that L being closed and V, being bounded, we
have that (V;L)* = L*Vy = L*V,-1. Furthermore, since U, ! maps the core
Hoo for L into itself, one can verify that (LU,)* = Uy L*. Thus, we get that
Ug,L* = L*V, forall g. It then follows that Ug|L|2 = |L|2Ug and hence by
the Spectral theorem, U, and |L| will commute. By Lemma 8.1.12, we get that
|L|(Hoo) € Heo, and |L]| is a smooth covariant map of some order.

Now, if P denotes the projection onto the closure of the range of |L|, then
P clearly commutes with U, for all g, hence in particular UgRan(P)J- -
Ran(P)J-. Thus WUgPJ- = WPJ-Ug =0= VgWPJ-. On the other hand,
VeWP = WU, P, because V,W|L| = VoL = LUy, = W|L|Ug; = WU,|L|.
Hence we have that W is a bounded covariant map, and thus by Lemma 8.1.11,
it follows that W* is covariant too, and in particular W*(Koo) € Heo <
Dom(|L]), so that Koe € Dom(L*) = Dom(|L|W*). Moreover, from the
fact that W and W* are smooth maps of order 0 with bound < 1 (as |[W]| =
[W*|| = 1) and |L| is a smooth covariant map of some order p with bound
< C for some C, clearly both L = W|L| and L* = |L|W* are smooth covari-
ant maps of order p and bound < C, which completes the proof. O

Lemma 8.1.14 Ler (H;, U;,),i = 1,2 and (K;, Véf),i = 1,2 be Sobolev—
Hilbert spaces and let k be any Hilbert space. Then we can construct the
Sobolev—Hilbert spaces (H; & K;, Ué ® Véf) and (H; ® k, U;, ® I) (with
the symbols carrying their usual meanings) and if L € B(Hi,,,H2,,), M €
B(K1,, Ka,,), then we have the following:

(i) L&M e B(H1 & K1)oo, (Ha & K2)o0), and

(ii) (H1 ® k) is the completion of H1,, ®ag k under the respective Fréchet
(Hilbertian) topologies and the map L Qg I on H1, Qalg k extends to a
smooth map on the respective Fréchet space (we shall denote this smooth
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map by L ® I or sometimes L). Furthermore, if L is of order p with some
bound C, so will be L.

Proof:
The proof of (i) is elementary and is omitted. To prove (ii), we fix any ortho-
normal basis {¢;} of k and let £ = > & ® ¢; be a vector in the domain of
the self-adjoint generator of the one parameter unitary group u; ® I, where
u; was introduced after Lemma 8.1.9 and it may be observed that the sum-
mation needs to be done over a countable set only. Therefore, without loss
of generality, we may assume that the set of /’s with ¢ nonzero is indexed
by 1,2,... . Since > ((u:(&) — &)/t) ® ¢ is Cauchy (in the Hilbert space
topology ) suppose that > ((u,(&) — &)/t) ® et — > m ® e;. Clearly, for
each [, n; = limy—o((u, (&) — &)/t), which implies that & € Dom(dy) and
idié = n. Thus, if Jk denotes the self-adjoint generator of the one para-
meter unitary group u; ® I, then we have proved that the domain of it con-
sists of precisely the vectors > & ® e¢; such that each & € Dom(dy) and
> lldi(&)]|> < oo. Repeated use of this argument enables us to prove that
(H1 ® k) consists of the vectors & = > & ® e¢; with the property that
& € Hi,, foreach! and for any n, ||§||%’n =2 ||§1||%’” < 00. From this,
it is clear that > )" | & ® e; converges (as m — 00) to ¢ in each of the |.||2.
norms, that is in the Fréchet topology. The rest of the proof follows by observ-
ing that for any ¢ = 3. & ® €1 € Hi.00 Qug k, |13, = 2 IL&I3,.
O

We end this subsection with a discussion on the natural Fréchet topology on
a G—A Hilbert module (E, y) (see Definition 4.3.1). In such a case, we can
consider the Fréchet space Eo, = E, given by the family of norms || - 12,1
defined in analogy with the Hilbert space case. In analogy with the terminology
used by us in the case of Hilbert spaces, we shall call the above Fréchet space
a Sobolev—Hilbert module. However, we shall mostly need to consider G — A
Hilbert modules of the form .4 ® H for some Hilbert space H, and with G-
action of the form a, ® v, for some actions & and v on .A and H respectively.
Let us denote by V; the closure of the map 6; ®diH, i=1,2,...,N,andforan
ordered set J = {j1,..., ji}, let V; = V; ---V; . We then introduce [|{]|2,,
for elements ¢ in the domain Eoo := Ny, . i}, k=0Dom(V ) as follows:

.....

1€13,, = DIV O,
J

where in the above, J varies over all possible tuples (ji, ..., jx) such that
Ji €{1,...,N}and k < n. It can be seen that E, is a Fréchet space with the
family of norms {||-||2,,}. We shall also consider the Fréchet algebra B, where
B = L(E), with the G-action given by B > X +— ,b’gX,b’g’l. It is not difficult
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to prove that B, maps E into itself and we have the following analogue of
Lemma 8.1.2.

Lemma 8.1.15 For X € L(E)o, ¢ € Eoo, we have

1XSN2.n = 1 XNnlI€ N2,

The proof is omitted, since it is very similar to the proof of Lemma 8.1.2.

An element ¢ of a Hilbert A-module E can be naturally identified with an
element Lg of L(A @ E) by defining Ls(a @ 1) = (0 & £a). It is not difficult
to see that the operator norm of L¢ is same as the norm of &, thus & — L¢
is an isometric map. Now, this can be generalized to a G — A module (E, ).
Indeed, (A &® E), (e & pB)) is a G — A module, and we consider Fréchet
topologies on E as well as on A @ E. It can be shown that & — L is actually
a homeomorphism of the Fréchet topologies mentioned above.

The Sobolev-Hilbert spaces defined earlier is clearly a special case of
Sobolev—Hilbert modules, with the choice A = C. Furthermore, we shall take
a notational convention similar to the one explained in Remark 8.1.10 in the
context of Sobolev—Hilbert spaces.

8.1.2 H-P dilation of a class of symmetric covariant quantum
dynamical semigroups

Let 7 be a densely defined, semifinite, lower semicontinuous and faithful trace
on A.Let A; = {x : 7(x*x) < oo}. Thus & can be chosen to be L?(t), and A is
naturally imbedded in B(%). Recall that .A denotes the von Neumann closure of
A with respect to the weak topology inherited from B(h). Clearly A, is ultra-
weakly dense in A. Suppose that ag(A;) € A; and 7(ae (x*y)) = 7(x*y) for
x € A,y € A, g € G. By polarization, this is equivalent to the assumption
that 7(ag(x*x)) = 7(x*x) for x € A;. This allows one to extend ag as a
unitary linear operator on /, to be denoted by u,, and clearly ag(x) = u gxu:,
for x € A. To see this, it is sufficient to verify this relation on the vectors in A,
first, and then extend it to the whole of / using the fact that /4 is the completion

of A;.

Lemma 8.1.16 g > ug is strongly continuous with respect to the Hilbert
space topology of h.
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Proof:

Let A :={x e A : (x|) = r((x*x)%) < oo}. It is known that A; is dense
in & in the topology of 4. Furthermore, for x € A; and y € Ay, [t ((uy(x) —
X)) < (g (x) — x)* [z (|y]). which proves that g +> ((ag (x) — x)*y) is
continuous, by the strong continuity of ¢ in the norm topology of .A. However,
by the density of A; and A; in & and the fact that u, is unitary, we conclude
that for fixed & € h, g = ug is continuous in the weak topology of 4, and
hence is strongly continuous. ([

The above lemma allows us to define a(f)(&) = [ f(g)ug($)dg € h for
f € CZ(G),< € h. Furthermore, from the expression ag(x) = ugxuy, it is
possible to extend o, to the whole of B(%) as a normal automorphism group
implemented by the unitary group u, on & and we shall denote this extended
automorphism group also by the same notation.

We have the following Hilbert space analogue of the Theorem 8.1.1.

Theorem 8.1.17 (i) We denote by dy the self-adjoint generator of the unitary
8roup Uexp(r ) ON h such that uexp(r ) = % and let

hoo = ﬁ,’l,,‘z,...DOIn(d,'ld,'2 cedi k=1,2,--0).

Then h is dense in h.

(ii) If we equip hoo with a family of Hilbertian norms ||.||2,,;n = 0,1,2, - -
given by,

€15, = D ldidy-di (O,
i1,02,ik;k<n

then hoo is complete with respect to the locally convex topology induced
by the (countable) family of norms as defined above.

(iii) The family {ug} maps hoo into itself and the map g — uyC is smooth
(C®) in the Fréchet topology for fixed & € hoo.

(iv) Let Aoo,r = Ao N heo, then Axo ¢ is a closed two-sided x-ideal in A
and is dense in A, Aso, h and hoo with respect to the respective topologies.

Proof:

The proof of (i)—(iif) are similar to that of the Theorem 8.1.1 and hence is omit-
ted. To prove (iv), we need to note first that the elements of the form a (f) (&) =
Jo f(®ugé dg, with f € CX(G)and ¢ € A, are clearly in Ay ;. Let us first
consider the density of such elements in & and /. Since the topology of /4 is
stronger than that of s and since s is dense in / in the topology of 4, it suffices
to prove that the set of elements of the above form is dense in /1, in the Fréchet
topology. For this, we take ¢ € hoo, and choose a net x,, of elements from A,
which converges in the topology of the Hilbert space 4 to &, and then it is clear
that a (f)(x,) = a(f)(&) forall f € CX°(G) in the Fréchet topology of o,
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since d;, - - - dja(f)(xy, —=¢&) = (—i)koc()(,-1 -+« xip f)(xy — &) by an integration
by parts. Thus, it is enough to show that {a (f)(&), f € C°(G), ¢ € hoo} is
dense in /1 in the Fréchet topology. For this, we choose a net f, € C2°(G)
such that fG fpdg = 1forall p and the support of f, converges to the single-
ton set containing the identity element of the group G, and then it is simple to
see that a(f))(&) — ¢ in the Fréchet topology. Finally, the norm-density of
Ao,z in A and the Fréchet density in A will follow by similar arguments. O

Remark 8.1.18 It may be noted that for x € Aoor, 0jy -+ 0 (x) = (— 1)k
d;, ---di, (x) € AN h. This follows from the fact that if y, is a net in AN h
which converges both in the norm topology of A as well as in the Hilbert space
topology of h, then the norm-limit belongs to h and the two limits must coincide
as vectors of h.

Let us now proceed to the theory of H-P dilation for a class of Q.D.S. on
A. Let (T;) be a Q.D.S. on A which is symmetric with respect to 7, that is,
(Ty(x)y) = t(xT;(y)) for all positive x, y € A, and for all # > 0. At this
point, the reader should recall the discussion in Chapter 3 , where an account
of such semigroups from the point of view of Dirichlet forms has been given.
As it is mentioned there, T; can be canonically extended to a normal symmet-
ric Q.D.S. on A as well as to a Co-semigroup of positive contractions on the
Hilbert space . We shall denote all these semigroups by the same symbol 7;
as long as no confusion can arise. Furthermore, we assume that 7; on A is
conservative, that is, 7;(1) = 1 for all ¢+ > 0.

Let us denote by £ the C*-generator of 7; on A, and by £; the generator of
T; on h. Clearly, £; is a negative self-adjoint map on /.

We now make a set of further assumptions.

Assumptions

(A1) T; is covariant, that is, T; commutes with a, forallz > 0, g € G.
(A2)L has A in its domain.
(A3) £; has h in its domain.
The next lemma summarizes some of the implications of the assumptions
made above for future use.
Lemma 8.1.19 We have the following.

(i) Aco,r is a core for both £ and £;,
(ii) L(Aoo,r) € Ao,z
(iii) £2(-Aoo,r) - -Aoo,f-
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Proof:

By the Theorem 8.1.17, Ay ; is dense in A and # in their respective topolo-
gies. The hypothesis of covariance of T; implies that Ay, is invariant under
T;. Furthermore, by (A2)—(A3) Ao, is in the domains of £ and £,. Thus by
Theorem 1.9 of [37], one has (i). It follows as in the proof of the Theorem
8.1.17 that £L(Ax) C Axo. Similarly, s is invariant under 7; and is a core for
L, and L3(hso) € hoo. Since £ and £ coincide on A ; = Aso N Ao, the
conclusions follow. O

It is appropriate to remark here that the assumption (A3) is the only hypoth-
esis on the generator of the semigroup which involves the Hilbert space gen-
erator. However, in an important special case, namely, when the group G is
compact and acts ergodically on the algebra A (see Chapter 2 for the definition
of ergodic action on a C*-algebra), the assumption (A3) follows automatically
from the other hypotheses as shown below.

Lemma 8.1.20 Ler G be a compact Lie group acting ergodically on a unital
C*-algebra A. Then hoo = Aco. Moreover, if a Q.D.S. (T;) on A satisfies the
assumptions (A1) and (A2) (where symmetry is assumed with respect to the
canonical trace t on A described in Proposition 8.1.18), then it will satisfy
(A3) too.

Proof:

Let us recall from the Proposition 8.1.18 that for 7 in G, the set of irreducible
representations of G (which is countable since G is a compact Lie group) with
n, the dimension of the space (also denoted by ) of the representation 7,
{tl.’; e A i=12,....nz;) =1,2,...,my <ng; m € G} is an ortho-
normal basis of 4. Moreover, let {1,, 7 € f}} be the set of the eigenvalues, of
multiplicity n72r’ of the bi-invariant Laplacian (say Ag) on the compact mani-
fold G (compact Lie group) of dimension N. Then by the Weyl asymptotics of
the eigenvalues of the Laplacian (see [113]) we have that

2
lz = 0(ny),
so that for sufficiently large n,
n3 (3—4m) . ..
Z o <C N < 0o (where C is a positive constant).
T T T

It is clear from the Proposition 8.1.18 that ¢y = id; on each of the finite
dimensional spaces H} spanned by {¢], i = 1,...,n;}. We also note that
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the bi-invariant Laplacian A can be expressed as a linear combination of the
form ZI,V k=1 Pjk Xjxx (where p i are real constants). Let us denote by Lo the
unbounded operator z;v k—1 Pjk djdx on h, which coincides with — z;v kel
Pjk 0j0; on each of the finite dimensional subspaces HJ. It is also clear
that hoo € Dom(L() for all nonnegative integer n. The G-action on the Hf
induces a homomorphism (say ¥[") of the universal enveloping algebra of
the Lie algebra (see [74]), which sends the generator y; to id;. In particular,
Y (Ag) = —£0|Hf~ However, since the G-action on H[ is the irreducible
representation 7, ¥ (Ag) is nothing but 45 I7¢r . Thus we have that

Lolnr = —AnInr. (8.2)

For proving that hoc = Axo as sets, it is sufficient to show that for every
k e {l,...,N}, one has hoo € Dom(d;) and 6 (ho) € hoo. To this end let

us consider an arbitrary element v € hoo given by an L2-convergent series
Z”’i’j c,,,,-,jtlf;. The fact that v is in 7o € Dom(Lf) implies that (by (8.2))

2 2
Z in.n|C7l-,i’j| <0

7,i,j

for every positive integer 7. Since by the Proposition 2.1.18, [|#%]| < /nz, it
follows that

1 1

2 3 2
D emijlltZl < [ D leni 1?43 (Z :T) < 0.
7,i,j T,i,j T T
This proves thait the series > ; ; cxi,jt[; converges in the norm of .4, hence
v € A. Since G is countable, let us identify G with IN without loss of gener-
ality for the rest of the proof. Denoting by v, the element >}, Zi, jCLi, jtl.l I
we observe that v, converges to v in the norm of .A. Moreover, since the finite
dimensional space h, spanned by {tilj, i=1,....,n, j=1,....m;l =
1,...,n}, is invariant under d, dy commutes with the projection P, on h,.
Thus, dyo = lim,,_ o Pydirvo = lim,,_ o div,. If we write div, as a sum of
the form 7, > ibui, J'ti[j’ then it follows similarly that the (a-priori L2-
convergent) series dgv = 21 > i bi i, jtl.lj converges in the norm of A.
Therefore, div, converges to div in the norm of 4. But dj coincides with
—idk on hy, hence érv, = idyv,, which converges in the norm of A to idyv.
Thus, both v,, and v, converge in the .A-norm, from which it follows by using
the fact that o is closed that v is in the domain of 6 and v = idiv € heo.
Moreover, since the trace 7 is finite, the Fréchet topology of A is stronger
than that of /1., from which it is clear that the assumption (A2) implies (A3).
O
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By Lemma 8.1.19, the domain A, ; can be taken as a candidate of Ag in
Theorem 3.2.30. Applying the Theorems 3.2.30 and 3.2.31 with Ay = Awo. 7,
we obtain the following.

(i) A Hilbert space K equipped with an A-A4 bimodule structure, in which
the right action is denoted by (a, &) — &a, & € K, a € A and the left
action by (a,&) — n(a)é, & e K,a € A.

(ii) A densely defined closable linear map dy from A into K such that Ay ; <
Dom(dp), and dp is a bimodule derivation. Moreover, for any fixed a €
Aoo,r,themap Aso ; b — V260(a)b € K extends to a unique bounded
linear map between the Hilbert spaces 4 and K, and this bounded map will
be denoted by d(a).

(iii) 0L(a, b, c) = d(a)*m(b)d(c) = L(a*bc)—L(a*b)c—a*L(bc)+a*L(b)c,
fora,b,c € Aso,z-

(iv) K is the closed linear span of {d(a)b : a,b € Ax 1 }.

(v) 7 extends to a normal x-homomorphism on A.

Let R : h — K be defined by,
Dom(R) = Ax,z, Ra = ﬁéo(a).

Then R has a densely defined adjoint R*, whose domain contains the linear
span of the vectors d(a)b, a, b € Ax,r, and is given by

R*(6(a)b) = aL(b) — L(a)b — L(ab).

We denote the closure of R by the same notation again. Fora, b € A ;,
R*n(a)R — ER Ra — EaR R ) () = L(a)b.
Furthermore,

d(a)b = (Ra — m(a)R)b, fora,b € Ax ¢,

1
L, =—=R*R.
T2
The next theorem gives the result on the existence of a unitary H-P dilation

for T;.

Theorem 8.1.21 There exist a Hilbert space ky and a partial isometry X :
K — h ® ko (where ko = L*(G) ® k1) such that 7r(a) = X*(a ® Ix) X and
R = XR is covariant in the sense that (g ® vg)R = Rug on Aso,r Where
vg = Lg ® Iy, Lg denoting the left regular representation of G in LZ(G).
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Proof:
First a strongly continuous unitary representation of G is constructed in K,
using ideas in the proof of the Theorem 6.7.1 (see also [30]) by setting

Vyo(a)b := d(ay(a))ay(b) fora,b e Ay € Dom(L),

and extending linearly. One can verify these properties of V, by using the co-
cycle relation (6.10) on Ax ., the covariance of £ and the invariance of the
trace 7, under the action of the group G. The strong continuity of g — V,
follows by showing its weak continuity on vectors of the form »; d(a;)b;,
where a;, b; € Ao, r, and then extending the same to the whole of C by the
density of this set of vectors and the unitarity of V. From the definition of V,
and R, it follows that V,d6(a) = d(a,(a)), or Vo R = Rug on Ay .. Exactly as
in (6.11) , we conclude that

Ve (a)o(b) = m(ag(a))Ved(b), fora,b e Aoz,

and by density, we have that 7 (ag(a)) = Vym(a) V&j‘ for alla € A. Thus «
extends to a normal covariant x-representation of A in K, hence extends to
a normal *-representation, say 7 of the crossed product von Neumann alge-
bra A ><G, which is the weak closure of the algebra generated by {(a¢ ®
I12G)), (ug®Lyg), a€ A, g € G} in B(h ® L*(G)). Thus there is an isome-
try £ : K — h ® L*(G) ® k; (for some k) such that Z*(X ® L)X =7 (X),
for X € A ><G. So in particular *(a ® i) = m(a), and Z*(u, ®
vg)X = V,. The rest of the proof follows from the fact that ¥ X* commute
withu, ® Lg ® Ix, (by Proposition 2.1.7). O
It is clear that fora € A ¢,

- A R
L(a) = R*(a ® 1,)R — ER*Ra - EaR*R'

This enables us to write down the candidate for the unitary dilation for the

Q.DS. T;.
Before stating and proving the main theorem concerning H-P dilation, we
note that the form-generator is given by

- ~ 1 0~ 1 ~, - ~ ~
B(h) >a+ (Ru,(a ® 1)Rv) — E(au, R*Rv) — E(R*Ru,av), u,v € Dom(R*R).

By the construction in Subsection 3.2.1, there exists a umque minimal Q.D.S.
on B(h), say T, such that the predual semlgroup of T,, say T* t has the
property that all elements of the form p = a+ R*R) 'o(1 + R*R)~" (for
o € Bji(h)) belongs to the generator of T* ; (say L), and

~ ~ ~ 1~ ~ 1 ~ -
Ly(p) = n(Rio RY) — ERTRla — EGRTRl’
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where Ri = R(1 + R*R)"! and 7, denotes the predual of the normal
x-representation a +— (a ® 1) of B(h) into B(h ® ko). Note that for T €
Bi(h @ ko), ms(T) = D °; Tii, Tii € Bi(h) being the diagonal elements of T
expressed in a block-operator form with respect to an orthonormal basis of kg,
and the sum is in the trace-norm.

Lemma 8.1.22 T, is conservative.

Proof:

Let £ denote the generator of T,. We claim that Aco,r € Dom(f) and £ = L
on Ay, ;. Fix any a € Ax ;. Let D denote the linear span of operators of
the form (1 + R*R)~'a (1 + R*R)~! for ¢ € Bi(h). Clearly, for p € D,
tr(L(a)p) = tr(aLy(p)) = tr(L(a)p) (using the explicit forms of £ and L),
and since by Lemma 3.2.5, D is a core for £, we have that tr(a£ (p)) =
tr(L(a)p) for all p € Dom(L,) and a € Aoo,z. Now, for p € Dom(L,),

tr(Tt(az - ap) tr(a (T*’t(i#)) =tr aﬁ* t_l / f*,s (P)ds
0

t

(L) [ / Toy(p)ds ||

0

and we extend this equality by continuity to all p € By (h). Letting t — 0+,
we get that a € Dom(£L) and tr(£(a)p) = tr(L(a)p) for all p € By (h), which
implies that a is in Dom(Z) and ﬁ(a) = L(a). This along with (A2) leads to
the fact that £ and hence £ leaves Awo,r invariant and hence (1 — L) (a) =
(= EN)’ (a) for all A > O and all a € A, ;. By using the formula 7; =
s — limy— oo (1 — (¢£)/n) ™", it follows that T (a) = T,(a) forall a € Aso,r,
and hence by the ultra-weak dens1ty of Aoo .in A T, and T, agree on A, where
we use the same notation for the C*-semigroup 7; and its canonical normal
extension on A. In particular 7;(1) = 1. O

We note that since the set of smooth complex-valued functions on G with
compact support is dense in L(G) in the L?-norm, it is clear that (ko)so is
dense in the Hilbert space ko. Furthermore, note that ko can of course be cho-
sen to be separable since A is o -finite von Neumann algebra and G is second
countable.

Theorem 8.1.23 The Q.S.D.E.
1~ ~
dU, = U,(a;;(dt) —ag(dr) = SR*Rdr): Up=1 (8.3)

on the space h @ T'(L*(Ry) ® ko) admits a unitary operator- valued solution
which implements a H-P dilation for T;.
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Proof:
Since R*R = —2L5, and since hos C Dom(£,) € Dom(ﬁ), the closed Hilbert
space operator R is also continuous as a map from h to h ® ko with respect
to the Fréchet topology of the domain. Thus the relation Ru ¢ =g ®v g)Iz’ on
Aoo,r extends by continuity to /... That is, R is covariant, and by the assump-
tions made on £, at the beginning of this section it can be seen that the con-
ditions of the Theorem 8.1.13 are satisfied, so that there are C, p such that
||I§w||250 < C|lwll2,p. Moreover, by Theorem 8.1.13, we obtain in particular
that Dom(R*) contains (7 ® ko)so. For any vector & € (ko)ao, it is clear that
hoo € Dom((¢, R)®).

We shall now apply the Theorem 7.2.3 of Chapter 7 to prove the existence
and unitarity of solution of the Q.S.D.E. (8.3). To this end, take Dy = Dy =

5 _ 1 px _ px*
hoo,V():Vo:koooande( 213R (I;).Lethzn(n—Ez)_l,and

40 . (—2GnR*RGy —G,R*
o RG, 0o )

We shall show that the hypotheses of the Theorem 7.2.3 are satisfied. Clearly,
Z™* and Zz® belong to Z.. Furthermore, G, is covariant map under the
action of G and ||G,|| < 1, and therefore is smooth of order 0 with bound
< 1, and it maps Dy into itself. We have that for w € Dy,

IRG,w|*> = (RGuw, RGyw) = (w, G5 (—2L2)Grw)
= (w, (—2£2)%G;Gn(—2£2)%w) (since £, G,, commute)
= 1Gu(=2L2) 0l < (=2L2) 2wl

Therefore, for ¢ € Vy, w € Dy, we have that

1 -~ - -
||Z§”w||2 = Il = 5GuR*RGyw + GuR* O)|” + | RG]

IA

2G2(—La)wl* 4+ 201G, R* (wE) | + | RGrw]|?

20 (=L2)wl? + [(=2L2) 2w + 2] R* (w&) |2,

IA

and thus sup,, - ||Z§n)w > < oo and the condition (7.6) is verified.

To verify that lim,— s (7, ij”)w = (7, Zg)w forallw € Dy, &, n € Vy,
we first prove the following geﬁeral fact.
If L is a closed linear map from /4 to i with /i, in its domain, so that || Lw|2,0 <
M|wl|2,, for some M and r, then for w € hyo, each of the sequences G,Lw,
LG,w and G,LG,w converges to Lw as n — oo. To prove this fact, it
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suffices to observe that G,w belongs to i and since G, is covariant and
s — lim,,—, 50 G, = I, we have that

1Guw —wll3, = D (G — D(didiy - diyw)l5 9 — Oas n — oo

i1,0,ig;k<r

Thus we get

I1GnLGrw — Lwll2,0
< IGaL(Gpw — w)ll2,0 + I(Gn — I)Lwll2,0
< M||Gpw — wll2,r + I(Gn — I)Lwll2,0,

which proves that G, LG, w — Lw. Similarly, one can show G,Lw — Lw
and LG,w — Lw.
Using this fact, we observe that

1 5 N
@, zé’”)w = — EG,,R*RG,,w — G R*(wé) + (5, RGyw)

— —%Ié*ﬁw — R*(wé) + (g, Rw) = (7, Z:)w

Similar facts can be proved replacing Z by Z* and Z™ by Z ™* The condi-
tions (7.13) and (7.17) are also simple to verify. Moreover, we have Ly = fo
and f), = Eg in this case. Since Ao is a core for R*R and f} is conservative,
it follows from the Remark 3.2.17 of Chapter 3 that , = {0}. This proves
that U, exists and is unitary for all . Moreover, it is clear from the Q.S.D.E.
satisfied by U, that

(we(0)Ui(a ® NU;w'e(0)) = (w, Ty(a)w')
for all w, w’ € h and a € A. This completes the proof. O

We conclude this subsection by mentioning a few natural examples of Q.D.S.
which satisfy the assumptions (A1)—(A3).

Example 1

Let A = Co(R"), G = R", with the obvious action of R” on A by translation.
The trace 7 is given by integration with respect to the Lebesgue measure. We
take T; to be the heat semigroup on R", which is given by

_ ; Z (xi — y:)z .
anw= e | f(y)eXP( ; )dy, >0

and Ty f = f. It can be verified by simple calculation that 7; is indeed covariant

and symmetric. Furthermore, the norm-generator £ of T; is nothing but the
2

differential operator >}, :7, from which it is clearly seen that (A2) and (A3)

are satisfied. l
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Example 2

This is an example from noncommutative geometry (see Chapter 9). Consider
the noncommutative 2d-dimensional plane considered in the Chapter 9, with
the notation explained there. We claim that the Q.D.S (7;) generated by the
‘Laplacian’ — Zii 1 5? is covariant with respect to the action ¢, of R??, and it
is also symmetric with respect to the canonical trace t on the noncommutative
2d-plane. To verify the covariance, we observe (using the notation of Chapter
9) the following:

Pa(b(f)) = b(fa),

where f,(x) = €% f(x). Thus,

T,(b(f,)) = / e ER U F () Wedx = o (T, (b(1)).

R2d

Moreover, we have,

cBOUIE) = [ e B R0 = () T bE),

which proves symmetry. A simple computation shows that the assumptions
(A2) and (A3) hold.

8.1.3 E-H dilation of covariant quantum dynamical semigroups

We now build a theory of E-H dilation under the assumption of compactness
of G. However, the existence of a trace and the symmetry condition used in
the theory of H-P dilation are no longer required. The background is as in the
beginning of the Section 8.1, that is, we have a separable C*-algebra A € 5(h)
for some separable Hilbert space &, with the action of a Lie group G on A.
We first study the relation of covariance with complete smoothness, and begin
with the standard scenario of having a Q.D.S. (7;) on A with the generator L.
Assume that 7; is conservative, or more specifically, £(1) = 0.

Lemma 8.1.24 T; is covariant for every t if and only if L is covariant.

Proof:
Suppose that 7; is covariant for all ¢. Take @ € Dom(L), g € G. We have for
every t > 0, w =a, (W) . Thus,

lim @ Za@ (M) = ay(L(a)).

t—0+ t t—0+ t

Therefore, ag(a) € Dom(£) and L(a,(a)) = ag(L(a)).
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Conversely, if £ is covariant, it is clear the resolvent (1 — £)~! is covariant
for every A > 0 and hence 7} = s — lim, oo (1 — %E)_” is also covariant. O

We now make the basic assumption of this subsection.
(B1) T; is covariant with respect to the action of a compact group G.

This assumption allows us to construct the structure maps satisfying the covari-
ance condition.

Theorem 8.1.25 There exist a Sobolev—Hilbert space (ko, vg) (with ko sepa-
rable), maps 7, 0 defined on A satisfying the following.

(i) m is a *-representation from A to A ® B(ko), with = (1) = 1.
(ii) 0 : Aso — A ® kg is m-derivation.
(iii) 0(a)*o(b) = L(a*b) — L(a*)b — a*L(b) forall a,b € Aw.
(iv) w(ag(a)) = (0 @ o) (7 (a)), foralla € Ax and g € G, where B, is the
G-action on B(ko) given by vg - vg.
(v) d(ag(a)) = (ag @vg)(d(a)) foralla € A, g € G.

Proof:

We observe that the proof consists of an adaptation of the line of reasoning
used in the proof of the Theorem 6.7.1, replacing A by A and noting that
L(Ax) S Acso, which allows the algebraic manipulations made in that proof
to be justified in this case as well. O

Theorem 8.1.26 Let kAo = C @ ko, and v, = 1 ® v, be the action of G on kAo.
We define, as in Chapters 5 and 6, the structure matrix © : Ao — A ® B(ko)

as follows:
_ (L@ o' @),
0@ = (5e) nio))’

where 6'(a) = 6(a*)*, 6(a) = (@) —a ® Ly, for a € Aso. We consider the
G-action ag ® ,ég on A® B(ko) ( where ,ég := Uy - Ug), and the corresponding
Fréchet algebra (A ® B(Ko))so. Then © is a covariant smooth map from the
Fréchet algebra Ao to the Fréchet algebra (A ® B(ko))oo.

Proof:

We already know that £ is smooth covariant, say of order p and with a bound
C. Thus, L@, < Cllally+p forall a € Ay and n > 0. Since 7 is a
x-homomorphism on 4., with 7 (1) = 1, it follows from the Corollary 8.1.6
that 7 extends to a C*-homomorphism on A, and it is clearly covariant, thus
smooth of order 0. Let us now show that J (and hence 67) is smooth. To this
end, we fix any i € {l,..., N} and consider the one parameter subgroup
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gr = exp(tyi) of G, and denote by af, y,i the automorphism ag, and ag, ® vg,,
respectively. We claim that for all a € A

Vid(a) = 6(0;(a)). (8.4)

where 0; and V; denote the generator of ocf and y,i respectively. To prove the
above claim, we observe the following with a € Axo:

(HOD 00 4, HOD =5 )

(2 ) (2 )

= E(at*at) - ﬁ(a;*)at - al*E(at),

where @, = (a!(a) — a)/t — d;(a). Note that in the above we have used the
notation (-, -) to denote the natural .A-valued inner product of the G — .A mod-
ule ((A ® ko), (ag ® vg)). Now, a; — 0 as r — 0+ in the Fréchet topol-
ogy, so | L(afa)llo < Cllafa;ll, < C||a,||f7 — 0, and similarly, £(a})a; +
afL(a;) — 0. Thus, Wﬂ — 0(0;(a)) as t — 0+ in the norm topology
of A ® ko, which proves (8.4).

By repeated application of (8.4), we get V;, --- V;,d(a) = d(6;, - - - 9, (a))
foralla € A and iy, ..., ir. Observe also that

I6@)* = [d@)*s@)ll < L@ a)] + 2/ L@)]llall
< Cllall3, + 2Cllallllall < 3C|al3.

Thus,
6@z, = >, IV Vyd@]?
i1,ik; k<n
= > 0@ o (@)
i1,ik; k<n
<3¢ D> oy e @l
i1, ik; k<n
2
=3c 2 > o000 @)
i1,50k; k<n Jisjis 1=p
<3c2r > > 8y 040 0 (@)
i, igs k<n  ji,-ji; I<p
=<

3.2°Clal3 4 -

This completes the proof of smoothness of J. o
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Now, we recall from Chapter 6 that to construct E-H dilation, one needs to
iterate the structure matrix ®, and make estimates in suitable topology. Thus,
it can be seen that we shall need to consider ampliation ® ® Id of ®, and to
make sense of such ampliation and also to ensure that it remains a smooth map,
we must put some restrictions on £. This motivates the discussion that follows.
Consider two Fréchet algebras By, and Cy, with respect to the G-actions f,
and y, on the C*-algebras B, C respectively. Let || - ||, denote the n th norm
for both the Fréchet algebras. Now, let us recall the definition of a smooth map
of order p from By to Coo. If L is a smooth map of order p, with a bound C,
say, then it is clear that each of the maps Ly = L ® Idy,, is also smooth of the
same order, but the bound may vary. This motivates the following definition,
which is very similar to the concept of complete boundedness.

Definition 8.1.27 A smooth map L from Bu, to C is said to be completely
smooth if there is a nonnegative integer p and a constant C > 0 such that for
integers n > 0 and N > 1, one has that

1L ® Idary ) ()l = Cliclngp foralld € (BQ My)oo.

Such a map L is said to be completely smooth of order p.

Before we proceed further, we state and prove a simple result which provides
many examples of completely smooth maps.

Theorem 8.1.28 (i) Composition of two completely smooth maps is again
completely smooth.

(ii) The map L = 81-5 : Boo = Boo, where 0; := 8{8 denotes the generator of
the one-parameter group Pexp(ry:) (Where {x1, ..., xn} is a basis of the
Lie algebra of G), is completely smooth of order 1.

Proof:

The fact (7) is a simple consequence of the definition of complete smoothness,
hence omitted. To prove (ii), we note that with X = ZT: 1bj ® cj, where
bj e Beo, cj € My (C) ( N > 1) and a nonnegative integer n,

L @ Id)(X) I

= 2

i, 0k k<n

>

i1,ikk<n

>

i1, ik, k<n+1

D (@ ®1d)- - (3 ®T)(L(D)) ® )
j=1

> @, ®1d) - (@, ® 1) (& @ 1d)(b; @ c))
J

IA

> (0, ®1d) -+ (3, @ 1d)(bj ® ;)
j
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> @ ®Id)- - (3, ® T (X))
i1, ik, k<n+1
= X llns1.

This completes the proof. O

Remark 8.1.29 Combining (i) and (ii) of the Theorem 8.1.28, it is clear that
any map of the form 3;
of indices, is completely smooth This gives typical examples of completely
smooth maps that will occur in our discussion.

811 -+ 0j,, where the sum is over a finite set

Recall that for a G — .4 module (E, y) with the natural Fréchet topology given
by the family of norms {| - [|2,,}, we can identify E«, with a closed subspace
of (X(A @ E))oo by the identification & > Lg (where Lg(a @ 5) = 0 @ Sa).
This allows us to extend the notion of complete smoothness.

Definition 8.1.30 We say that a map from a Fréchet algebra By, to the Fréchet
space Eo, is completely smooth if the map is completely smooth in the sense
of Definition 8.1.27 when viewed as a map from B, into (JC(A & E))o using
the embedding Eqo > (K(A D E))co-

Theorem 8.1.31 Suppose that L is a smooth map from B to Coo. Then the
following statements are equivalent.

(i) L is completely smooth of order p.

(ii) For any separable infinite dimensional Hilbert space H, The map L :=
L ®ag 1d from Boo @a1g K(H) to Coo Qalg K(H) (where K(H) denotes the
algebra of compact operators on 'H) extends to a smooth map of order p
between the Fréchet algebras B = (B® IC(H))g?id and Cso = (C ®
KA.

Proof:

Let us choose and fix an orthonormal basis {1, 5, ...} of H and denote by
Py the projection onto the subspace spanned by {&, ..., <y} Clearly, Ky =
PnIC(H) Py is isomorphic with My (C), and thus B® Ky = B ® My. For
brevity, we shall denote the Fréchet algebra (B ® My )oo by BY, and by ey the
map Id ® (Py - Py). Since B, ® Id commutes with ey, it is clear that for
any a € Boo, we have ey (a) € BY and ey (a) — a in the Fréchet topology of
BOO Similar conclusions hold for C’c>o Next assume that (7) holds and let C be
a constant such that ||(L ® Idpy)(E)lln < Cliéllpyp forall & Boo, N > 1.
Fora € BOO, n > 0 and positive integers N > M, we have

IL(en(a)) — Ler(@))ln
= ||[Ln(en(a) —epm(a))ll, (Where Ly = L ® Idpy)

< Cllen(a) — em(@)lln4p-
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From this it follows that L(ey (a)) is a Cauchy sequence in the Fréchet topol-
ogy of Coo» hence converges, and the limit defines L(a). Moreover, it is clear
that ||Z(a)||,, < Clla|ln+p for all n, thus (if) is proved. The converse implica-
tion ((if) = (7)) is the consequence of the observation that for each N, Bévo and
Cévo are embedded naturally as topological subalgebra in the Fréchet algebras
Beo and Coo respectively. O

Consider the trivial ampliation (7; ®1d) of 7; on each of the algebras A® My
and also A® IC(H) for any fixed separable infinite dimensional H (for example
1%). We denote by £y and L the generators of (7; ® Idpy) and (T; ® Idxc(r))-
respectively. Note that £ has in its domain at least Ao, ®a1z K(H) and is given
by L®a1¢1d on that domain, but it is not known a-priori whether the full domain
of £ contains the whole of As, = (A ® K(H))oo. The following result tells
precisely when it does so.

Lemma 8.1.32 Assume that T, (equivalently L) is covariant. Then L is com-
pletely smooth of some order if and only if the domain of L contains Aeo.

Proof:
Since £ is the generator of a Q.D.S., it is closed in the norm topology of Ao
Thus the result follows from Lemma 8.1.9. |

Corollary 8.1.33 Assume that T; is covariant and that its generator L is com-
pletely smooth. Consider any separable Hilbert space H' with a G-action 1,
on IK(H'). Then L ®ag Idic(1y extends to a smooth covariant map of some
order on (A ® K(H'))2E".

Proof:
Consider the Q.D.S. (T; ® Id) on A ® (H'), (which is covariant under the
action a ® n) with the norm-generator L, say. Since this Q.D.S. is covariant
with respect to o ® id and £ is completely smooth, we have by Lemma 8.1.32
that the domain of £ contains (A ® K(H))%&d. However, it is clear that (A ®
KH)NET € (A® K(H))2E = Ay So, (A ® K(H))E2" is contained in
the domain of £ and £ is also covariant under o ® n. It follows by applying
Lemma 8.1.9 that ﬁ, which is clearly an extension of £ ®gg Id, is smooth of
some order in the Fréchet topology of (A ® KC(H))2E". O
We now make the following additional assumption about the generator £ of
the Q.D.S., namely:

(B2) L is completely smooth.

We shall prove the existence of an E-H dilation of (7;) under the assumptions
(B1) and (B2), which we assume for the rest of this section. To construct the
E—H dilation, we first prove the existence of covariant and completely smooth
structure maps.
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Since L is not only smooth, but completely smooth by our assumption, we
can conclude the same for the maps 7, J constructed before, and hence ® will
be completely smooth. We next state this as a theorem, the proof of which is
omitted and can be obtained by the same line of reasoning as employed in the
proof of the Theorem 8.1.26.

Theorem 8.1.34 The map O defined in Theorem 8.1.26 is completely smooth.

Let us now consider the Hilbert space H = I'/ (ko). the free Fock space over
ko, equipped with the natural G-action w, := @nzo(zfg)@n, and the action
ng = wg - wy on A® K(H). Consider H = C & H with trivial G action
on C. Since @ is covariant and completely smooth, the ampliation ® ® Id,
composed with the exchange operator from B (ko) ® K(H) to K(H) ® B(ko),
from Aoo ®a1g £ (ﬂ) to A® /C(?'Al) B (kAo) admits a smooth covariant extension
on the Fréchet algebra (A ® K (ﬂ))g?(l@”). Moreover, as the Sobolev—Hilbert
module (A ® H)%®® is embedded as a closed subspace in the above Fréchet
algebra, it follows that ® extends to a smooth covariant map on this Sobolev—
Hilbert module, again denoted by ©, which maps (A@H)?2" into (AQH)®
Bko)) &V ®F . For simplicity of notation, we shall denote the Sobolev—Hilbert
module (A ® H)%®® by simply Eo since the actions of the group will be fixed
as above. By the complete smoothness of @, there exist some positive integer
p and positive constant M such that

10 Nn < MIIXIn+p 8.5)

forall X € £, n > 0.

We also note that for any m > 0, the natural embedding of (kAo)®m into H is
covariant, thus it is in ’gact a topological embedding. Using this, it can be seen
that 7 = (A ® l€0® )28 (where v, = v,%") is embedded as a Fréchet
subspace in (A ® H)o. So, we can consider restriction of ® (hence of all the
components 9, 5", £, o also) to each of the Sobolev—Hilbert modules &X, and
the estimate (8.5) continues to hold with the same M and p for all m. Let us
denote by £V the algebraic direct sum @,,E™. Clearly, ® maps 7 to E7+1,
hence @(£Y) C &Y.

Next we want to define integral of the form fot Y(s) o (ag +as + Ay +
Zr)(ds) for appropriate process (Y (s)). It turns out that we can do so when
(Y (s)) is completely smooth in a suitable sense. The crucial point here is that
there is some kind of stability of the domain .4, under the action of the maps
L,0,0", 0. Indeed, £L(As) € Ao, and thus for all a € Ao, & € (ko)oo, 0(a),
o¢(a) belong to (A ® ko)oo. At this point, we recall the notations of Corollary
5.2.7, and take Dy = h, Vo = (ko)so. As before, denote by V, the subspace
consisting of simple Vy-valued functions in k, and by V the space of simple
Vo-valued functions.
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Lemma 8.1.35 Let (Y (5))s>0 : Aco ®alg EV) = AQ I'(k) be a map-valued
adapted process satisfying the following.

(i) Foreveryfixedt > 0and f € V, Y(t)(a ® e(f)) belongs to the Fréchet
space (A @ T'(k))oo and the map Ass > a — Q r(a) = Y(t)(a ®
e(f)) € (AQT'(k))oo is completely smooth.

(ii) For fixed X € E% and f € V, t + Y(O)(X ® e(f)) = Q f(X) is
continuous, where for any separable Hilbert space H' and for fixed t > 0
and f €V, we have denoted by fl,, r the trivial ampliation (Q; y®1dyy) :
AQH oo = (ART ® H')oo. Then Y (¢) satisfies the following.

(a) For every fixed a € Ao, & € Vo, the map s +— Y (s)((L(a) +
(0(a*), &) ® e([f)) is strongly continuous.

(b) For every fixed a € As and f €V, define the families of operators
Sa(s) 1 h®agE(Vy) — h@T's®ko and Ty (s) : h®agE (Vs) ®aighVo —
h® T ® ko as follows:

Sa($)(ue(f;)) = Y (5)(0(a) ® e(fy)u, (8.6)
Ta(s)(ue(f;) ® &) = Y (5)(0 (a); ® e(fy))u. 8.7)
Then the maps s +— Sy (s)(ue(fy)) and s — T,(s)(ue(fs)<E)) are contin-

uous.
The proof is straightforward and hence is omitted.

Definition 8.1.36 For a map-valued process (Y (t)) satisfying (i) and (ii) of
the above lemma, we define fé Y(s)o (a;f + Ag)ds)(a ® e(f)) fora € Ax
and f € V by (5.39) using the Corollary 5.2.7 (ii) with E = G = I and
F = H = 0. Similarly, we define the integral fot Y(s)o(as+Zr)(ds)(a®e(f))
by (5.38), which is well-defined by (a).

Lemma 8.1.37 If (Y (t)):=0 satisfies the conditions of Lemma 8.1.35, then so

does the integral Z(t) = fot Y(s)o (a(;f 4+ as+ Ay +Zr)(ds). Moreover, Z(t)
satisfies the estimate

HZ(@) (@ ® e(HMP
< 2 /O exp(| I+ 1 F&IPDY ($)(O(@) ) @ e(fi)I7ds,  (8.8)

where f €V, a € Aso and Y (s) = Y(s)la, © )7(;)|(A®k0)oo.
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Proof:

The integral exists by Lemma 8.1.35, and it clearly satisfies the estimate (8.8).
It follows from this estimate using the complete smoothness of ® that the map
ar— Z(t)(a®e(f))is completely smooth. The condition (ii) of Lemma 8.1.35
can be verified similarly. O

We are now ready to state and prove the main theorem of this section.
Theorem 8.1.38 There exists an E-H dilation of (Ty).

Proof:

The idea of the proof is similar to that of the Theorem 5.4.9, the only differ-
ence lying in the use of a family of norms instead of a single norm. We define
J® (1) iteratively as before, with J© = Id and J D () = [1 7" (s) o (a] +
as + Ay + Zr)(ds). However, by Lemma 8.1.37, each J ™ (r) is completely
smooth, hence can be extended to the algebra £ = @®m&Y, and we denote
this extension by the same symbol. We can rewrite the estimate (8.8) in the
following form:

17" @)@ @ e()II3,

t ~
<2¢' [ A+ 1fGIPDIT$)O@) o) ® e(f)30ds.  (8.9)
0 f

Let us now fix an element a € .Ago, such that ||lall, < C,C# for some

C!, C, > 0 and also let I/ denote the set of simple (ko)go-valued functions on
[0, 00). For f € U with &1, ..., & € (ko)gO such that f(r) € {&, ..., &} for
all ¢, it follows by using the complete smoothness of ® that each of the maps
Og; is completely smooth of order p and some bound, say Cj, j = 1,...,r.
Taking C to be the maximum of Cq, ..., C,, we get the following estimate:

10 FM (- (©fYe=(®f W (a) )0 < Cllally < CCCH.  (8.10)
From (8.9) and (8.10), we obtain
1™ (0@ @ e(fI30
2 (Cllle(F)N(CCZ B! /O t /0 R /O "ty -diy

2p pnt”
26" (Clle(NIN*(C*Ca" BY" —,

IA

IA

where B := Max{l + ||§j||2, j=1,...,r}L
That J (1) (@a®e(f)) ==, J,(") (a®e(f)) converges follows as in the proof
of the Theorem 5.4.9. Clearly, J (¢) satisfies the equation

J (1) =Id+/ J(s) o (@) + as + Ay + Ir)(ds).
0
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It also follows similarly that (J; (a®e(g))v, J; (yQe(f))u) = (ve(g), J;(a*b®
e(f))u) foralla, b € A% and f, g € U. Furthermore, J;(1®e(f))u = ue(f).
For a € A%, we define a linear operator j, (a) on the dense subspace & ® £(U)
spanned by the vectors of the form ve(g) with v € h, g € U, given by

Ji(@yve(g) := Ji(a @ e(g))v.

Then j;(1) = 1since 1 € Ago and since by Lemma 8.1.5 a positive invertible
element b € A%, admits a positive square root a € A%, we have that

(&, je(B)E) = 1lji(@)&]* = 0,

forall £ € h ® £(U). From this, it follows that for all self-adjoint b € Ago,
€e>0andé e h@&EWU), &, ji(1+¢e)|b]1 —b)E) = 0. Letting € — 0+, we
get

(&, Ji)¢) < [bINEN?

for all ¢ in the dense subspace & ® £(U). Thus, j;(b) extends to a bounded
operator on 2 ® I', denoted by the same symbol, then is further extended for
an arbitrary b € Ago by decomposing it into the real and imaginary parts.
Clearly, j, is a *-homomorphism from A% to B(h ® T'), hence extends to a
*-homomorphism on the whole of A by Corollary 8.1.6.

To complete the proof, it suffices to show that j; maps .Ago into A” ® B(T').
To this end, we observe that by construction, J;(a ® e(f)) is an element of the
Hilbert module A ® T for every a € A% and f € U. Thus, fora’ € A, we
have

(@@ J@®e(f) =J@a®e(f)ad"

Therefore, for every v € h,

(@ ® 1) ji(a)e(f)

=@ ®@Jia®e(f))o
Ji@®e(f))a'v

= ji(@)(@ & Dve(f).

Hence j; (a) commutes with a’ ® 1 for all @’ € A’, so it belongs to A” ® B(T).
O

Remark 8.1.39 From the estimates derived and used in the proof of the Theo-
rem 8.1.38, it can be verified that the map-valued Q.S.D.E.

dJ(t) = J(1) o (@} + a5+ Ay + I)(d0),

with a given initial value of J(0), admits a unique solution, in the sense that
any two solutions must agree on (A ® T')so. The proof is by iteration, and
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making use of the estimate (8.10) for the completely smooth map ®. We omit
the details of this proof, since it is very similar to the proof of uniqueness of
map-valued Q.S.D.E. with bounded coefficients studied in Chapter 5.

Examples

Let M be a compact oriented Riemannian manifold with the Riemannian vol-
ume form dvol (see Chapter 9 for details). Let G denote the group of
Riemannian isometries of the manifold M. It is known that G is a compact
Lie group acting smoothly on M. We consider the commutative C*-algebra
A = C(M), and the natural action of G on A is given by

ag(f)(m) = f(gm),

where G x M > (g, m) — gm denotes the action of the isometry g. Let (7;) be
the heat semigroup on functions, and assume furthermore that the heat-kernel
ky(m, n) is of the following form:

ki(m,n) = ¢i(d(m,n)),

where d denotes the Riemannian distance on M and ¢; is a family of smooth
functions. Many well-known Riemannian manifolds satisfy this property. In
particular, all homogenous spaces of Lie groups and rotationally symmetric
Riemannian manifolds are of this kind. Since isometries preserve the distance
d, thatis, d(gm, gn) = d(m, n) for g € G,m,n € M, and since therefore dvol
is also invariant under the action of G, we have the following:

g (T, ) (m) = /M ¢:(d(gm, x)) f (x)dvol (x)
- /M $1(d(m, g~ ) f (g5~ x)dvol (g~ x)
- /M $1(d(m, ) f (g)dvol ()
— Ty(ag(F))(m).

This proves that T; is covariant. However, the complete smoothness of the
Laplacian has to be verified case by case. For homogeneous spaces, this can
be verified by an application of Theorem 8.1.28 and Remark §.1.29.

Remark 8.1.40 The canonical heat semigroup on the noncommutative torus
(see Chapter 9 for details) satisfies (B1) and (B2).

Remark 8.1.41 It should be pointed out that compactness of the group G has
been used by us just in two places: first, to get the covariant structure maps by
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applying the covariant version of the Kasparov embedding theorem (which is
not known for arbitrary noncompact groups), and second, proving that A% is
dense in A. However, it may happen in some situation that the (not necessarily
covariant) structure maps can be written down explicitly, without appealing
to the covariant Kasparov’s theorem, and it is also directly verifiable that the
structure maps are completely smooth. If, moreover, the density of Ago can
be proven explicitly in this case, then it is possible to prove the existence of an
E-H dilation along the line of reasoning employed to prove the Theorem 8.1.38.

8.2 Dilation of quantum dynamical semigroups on U.H.F. algebra

We recall the class of Q.D.S. described and constructed in the Subsection 3.2.4.
We shall also use the notations of the same subsection.

8.2.1 E-H dilation

In this subsection we want to solve the following Q.S.D.E. in B(h) ®
B(I'(L*(Ry, ko))) where h = L*(A, tr) and kg = [*>(Z¢) with a fixed ortho-
normal basis {e;} of 74,

djia) = ji@}(@)da;() + D ji(d;(@)dal () + ji(L(a)dt, 8.11)

jezd jezd

Jola) =a® Ir.

It should be pointed out that we are not using our coordinate-free language
for quantum stochastic calculus in this section. The reason behind the choice
of coordinatized version is two-fold: first, it is somewhat natural in the context
of the Q.D.S. considered here, and second, this offers the reader who is not so
familiar with quantum stochastic calculus as developed in [100] an opportunity
to get accustomed to the conventional language of the subject. Keeping this
in mind, we have chosen to explain and expand the steps of the proofs in full
details.

Let us at first look at the corresponding H-P equation in the Hilbert space
h® L*>(T'(L*(Ry, ko))), given by

1
dU; = > {rida;(t) - rjdaj(t) = 57irid1}Ur, (8.12)
jezd

Uy = Ingr.
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However, although each r; € A and hence is in B(h), the equation (8.12) does
not in general admit a solution since

<”’ Z r;'ﬁrj“> = Z Il jull? forallu € h,

jezd jezd
which is not convergent in general and thus > ;74 ; ® e; does not define an

element in A®ko. For example, let r be the single-supported element U®) e A
for some k € Z4 so that r i=U (k+7) is a unitary for each j € Z? and we have

2 2
D lrjull> = D llull* = oo.

jezd jezd
However, as we shall see, in many situations there exist E-H flows, even though
the corresponding H-P equation (8.12) does not admit a solution.

Remark 8.2.1 There are some cases when an E-H flow can be seen to be
implemented by a solution of a H-P equation. For example, given a self-adjoint
r e Aloc

1
AV, = > Vi(Sidar(t) — Sida] (1) - 3 SESkdn), Vo =1,
keZd
where Sy, is defined by Si(a) = [ry,a] for a € Ajoc C h, admits a unique

unitary solution and
ar—> Viaehy,

gives an E-H dilation for T; (see [91], [92]).
Leta, b € Zy be fixed and W = U?V? € My (C). We consider the following

representation of the infinite product group G’ := [] jezd Zy, given by

G >g—>W, = H wn, where g = (a).
jezd

Foranyb e A, b = deg cgUg and for n > 1 we define
In(b) = D |eg|lgl™.
8€g

Now we consider r € A, r = > g cgW, such that 3", g |c| lgl* < oo.
It is clear that ¥ (r) = deg, cg’ |g| < co. We note that any a € Ajoc can be
written as a = Zweg cwUy, with complex coefficients ¢, satisfying ¢,, = 0
for all w such that supp(w) N supp(a) is empty. It follows that

Ip(a) = Z lcw| |lw|* < oo forn > 1,
weg
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and it is clear that

In(@) < lal" D lew] < ¢
weg

where ¢, = |a|(l + Zweg |cwl). Let us consider the formal Lindbladian £
defined by (3.6) associated with the completely positive map 7 (a) = r*ar:

L= Lk

keZd
where Lra = 1, Lo(7_ra) with Loa = % {[r*,a]r + r*[a, r1} so that one has
1 * *
Li(a) = 5{[rk,a] ri + 1y la, rel}.

Let us denote these two bounded derivations [r}", .] and [., r¢] on Ajoc by 6Z
and Jy respectively. Thus,

L(a) = % > S @re + rioi(a).

keZd
For n > 1, we denote the set of integers {1,2,...,n} by I, andfor 1 < p <
n, P={l1,lp,...,1,} C I, withly <l <--- <[, , we define a map from

the n-fold Cartesian product of Z to that of p copies of Z¢ by
k(Ip) = (ki, k2, ..., kn) > k(P) = (ki kiy, .., ky,)

and similarly, £(P) = (e, én,...,¢,) for a vector ¢ = &(l,) =
(¢1, €2, ..., ¢&y) in the n-fold Cartesian product of {—1, 0, 1}.

For brevity of notations, we write €(P) = ¢ € {—1,0, 1} to mean that all
&, = c and denote k(I,) and (I,) by k(n) and (n) respectively. Setting o0 =
5};, Ly and J; fore = —1, 0 and 1 respectively, we write R (IE) =Tk Thys -5 Tk
and 0(k, &) = 5;;’ . 5;1' forany k = (k1, k2, . .. Jkp)ande = (e1, €2, ..., &p).
Now we have the following useful lemma.

Lemma 8.2.2 Let r, a and constant c, be as above. Then the following hold.

(i) Foranyn > 1,

D 113Gk (n), ) (@)l < (201(r)ca)" forall a € Asee,
k(n)

where g(n) is such that g; 2 0, forall [ € I,,.
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(ii) Foranyn > 1 and k(n),
Ly, -+ - Lk, (@)
1 _ .- _
=5 2 2 REPY kM), Fr)m)@REP)),

p=0,1---n PCI,:|P|=p

where gpy(n) is such that & py(P) = —1 and gpy(P¢) = 1.
(iii) Foranyn > 1, p <n, and g(n), such that the number of components of

€ equal to 0 is p, we have
> 110k m), em) (@)l < |17 201 (F)ea)"
k(n)
< (L+Ir )" 291 (r)eq)".
(iv) Let my,my > 1; a,b € Ajc and &'(my), " (my) be two fixed tuples.
Then for n > 1 and £(n) as in (iii), we have,
Z [5(k(n), e()){S(K (m1), & (m1))(a) - 6(k" (m2), & (m2)) (B}
k(n), k' (m1),k" (my)

< 27(1+ [P D> Q20 () eq )T,
where ¢, , = max{cy, cp}.
Proof:
(i) Asr*is again of the same form as r, it is enough to observe the following
> ks [r-a] - 11 < @91()ea)" foralla € A -
K-k
In order to prove this let us expand the left-hand side of the above as

> Do legl e leglHew! ||[ok, Wens -+ [tk Wer» U] -] -

kn,k1 gn,--g1€G ;weG

We note that for any two commuting elements A, B in Ajoc, [A, [B,al] =
[B, [A, al]. Thus, for the commutator [zg, Wy, - -+ [tt, Wg,, Up] - - -] to
be nonzero, it is necessary to have (supp(g;) + k;) N supp(w) # ¢ for
eachi = 1,2,...,n. Clearly the number of choices of such k; € 74 is at
most |g;| - [w|. Thus we get,

2 e[ a] -]l

< D> gl legllcwllgal - lgilw]"2"

gn,-81€G,weG
< (291 (r)cy)".
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The proof is by induction. For any k € Z¢ we have,

1
Lil@) =5 D (@ + r{o(a),
keZd

so it is trivially true for n = 1. Let us assume it to be true for some m > 1
and for any k41 € Z% consider £y . L -+ Ly, (a). By applying the
statement for n = m we get,

1
Liyr Ly Ly (@) = g > >
p=0,1--m PCIly:|P|=p
5, (RK(P)) 6(k(m), &py(m)) (@) RK(P))} 1,
+rE O (RE(P)) 9(k(m), Epy(m)) (@) R(k(P))}.

m+1

m+1 m

Since the elements r; are commuting with each other, the above expres-
sion becomes

1
om+T > >
p=0,1--m PZIl,:|P|=p
[R(K(P) 5, 6(k(m), &py(m)) (@) R(K(P))r,,,
+rp RGP 8,0k (m), (p)(m)) (@) R (k(P))]
1 i, . -
= Zor7 > > RGP S(k(m + 1),
p=0,1---m+1 PCIl,41:|P|=p
&p)(m + 1)) (@) R(k(P)).

Let P C I,, |P| = p, be such that all the components of &(P) are equal
to 0. By simple application of (ii),

5(k(n), #(n))(a)
1 _ . - _
=55 X X RGP\ 0)'9kn), éo.rm)@REQ)),

q=0,1.-p QCP:|Q|=¢q
(8.13)

where (g, py(n) is defined to be the map from the n-fold Cartesian prod-
uct of {—1, 0, 1} to itself, given by e(n) — &g, p)(n) such that &g p)(Q)
= —1,80,p)(P\ Q) = 1l and g, p)(I, \ P) = &(I, \ P). Now (iii)
follows from (7).

By (8.13) we have,

> I6(k (n), &K' (m1), & (m1))(a) - 6(k" (m2), &" (m2)) (B}
k(n).k (m1).k" (m2)

= 2ip > >, > Tk, K (my). k" (m). q. Q).

k(n),k'(m1),k" (my) 9=0,1--p QSP:|Q|=q
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where

Y (k(n), k' (m1), k" (m2), ¢, Q) i
= [|R(k(P \ Q))*6(k(n), &0,p)(n)) [6(k' (m1), & (m1))(a)
5K (m2), & (m2))(b)] R(k(Q)).

Now applying the Leibnitz rule, Y (k(n), k'(m1), k" (m2), ¢, Q) can be
seen to be less than or equal to

17> >0 10k(L), &.p) (L) (m1), & (m1)) (@)
1=0 LCI,:|L|=l _
16((LY), E(g.p)(LDIOK" (m2), & (m2)) (D)]]I.

Using (iii), we obtain,

2 6. Em)SE (). & (m1) (@) - 6K (m2), & (m2)) (B}
/;(n),lz’(ml),/;”(mz)p
(L+lrih" p! n! I+m +m
< qgo(p_q)!q!g(n_w(unrn) 'O (r)ea) T -

(L [P )" =72 29 (r)epy" 42
< 2N P 20, (r)eq,p)" T,

n

d

Now we are in a position to prove the following result about the existence
of an E-H flow for the Q.D.S. T; associated with the element r € A, discussed
after the Remark 8.2.1.

Theorem 8.2.3 (i) For t > 0, there exists a unique solution j, of the
0.S.D.E.,

dji(@) = " ji0l(@)da;() + D ji0j(@)da} () + ji(L(@)dt,
e e (8.14)
jol@)=a®1r, forall a € Ay,

such that j;(1) =1, forallt > 0.
(ii) Fora,b € Ajoc andu,v € h = L>(A, 7); f, g € C (set of all bounded
continuous functions in L*> (R, ko)),

(ue(f), jilabyve(g)) = (ji(@ue(f), ji(b)ve(g)). (8.15)

(iii) j; extends uniquely to a unital C*-homomorphism from A into A" QB(T").
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Proof:

We note first that Ajo is a dense x-subalgebra of A.

(i) As usual, we solve the Q.S.D.E. by iteration. For #9p > 0,7 < fp and a €
Aloc, We set

jt(o)(a) =a® lIr and

jz(n)(d) =a®lr

+ /0 > iV @)dajs)+ D jITV O (@)dal(s)+ i (L @))ds.

jezd jezd
(8.16)
Then for u € h and f € C, we can show by induction, that
1 @) = "D @ue(f)]
t n/2 B _
<! % lue()I DD 3Gk (n), Em) (@), (8.17)

k(n) €(n)
where ¢ ; = 3et0(1+||f||go). For n = 1, by the estimate (5.18) of Lemma 5.2.5

and the inequality (a + b + ¢)?> < 3(a* + b* + ¢?) for nonnegative numbers
a, b, c, we have

1" @) = 2 @)ue( )12

jezd jezd

2
= H /0 Z 5;(a)daj(s) + Z 5j(a)da;(s) + lj(a)ds ue(f)

! : A
<3¢ le(f)]? /0 S st @ul? + 3 16 @ul + 1£@pul’
jezd jezd

L+ ILF )P

2

<teplle(HI? ] D U8} @pull + 18 @pull + [1£;@ul)

jezd

Thus (8.17) is true for n = 1. Inductively assuming the estimate for some
m > 1, we have by the same argument as above,

16 @) = ™ @)yue(f))1?

- /0 ST @) - 58D ) @)daj (5)
jezd
+ D LG5 (@) — j& VG (@)1da] (sm)

jezd
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2

S (L@) = ji D (L)) dsm] ue(f)

< 3¢ / [Z I 61 @) = &6 @)lue()I
jezd
+ DI G(@) = &V 6 (@)lue(HI
jezd
HILE (L(a)) = ”(z:(a»]ue(f)uz](l + 11 ) 1P s
<o [Znu“’”(a @) = 5@ Jue
jezd
+ DI G5(@) = &P (@)lue(H)

jezd

HIL L@y — D L @) Tue(F)IN dsn.

Sm

Now applying (8.17) for n = m, we get the required estimate forn = m + 1.

This proves the claim.

By the estimate of Lemma 8.2.2 (iii), and noting that there are 3" ways of
choosing &(n) = (€1, - - - €,) from {—1, 0, 1}, we have
. (n— (toe )"
16" @) = i @ue(p)) < 3= } lue (A + 7" (1 + 201 ()ea)”.
Thus it follows that the sequence { j,(n)(a)ue( f)} is Cauchy. We define
ji(@)ue(f) tobe limy_, oo ji Pue(f), that is

Ji@ue(f) =aue(f)+ > 1" @ — j" D (@)ue(f) (8.18)
n>1

and one has

(toc p)"?

Vn!

n>1

e (@ue(f)Il <llue(f)] [Ilall+z3" (I+1rih™ +2191(r)ca)"}

(8.19)
To show uniqueness, let us assume that j; and j; be two solutions of (8.14).
Setting
qi(a) = ji(a) — j/(a),
we observe that
dq(a) = ) q/(8}(a)da; ()
jezd

+ > q0j(@)da’ j(1) + ¢:(L(@))d1, go(a) =0.
jezd
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An exactly similar estimate as used before shows that, for alln > 1,

n/2 B
lgr@ue()l < ““%nue(f)n 33 16, 5@l
- k(n) &)

Since by Lemma 8.2.2(iii) the above sum grows as n-th power of ¢, we conclude
that g;(a) = 0 for all a € Ajoc, hence the uniqueness of the solution of (8.14).
As 1 € Ajoe with Lx(1) = 52(1) = (1) = 0 it follows from the Q.S.D.E.
(8.14) that j, (1) = 1. (ii) For ue(f),ve(g) € h ® £(C) and a, b € Ajyc, We
have, by induction,

(" (@ ue(f), ve(g)) = we(f), j™ (@ve(g)).

Now as n tends to oo, we get

(jr(@ue(f), ve(g)) = (ue(f), jila)ve(g)).

We define

®;(a, b) = (ue(f), jilabyve(g)) — (ji(@ ) ue(f), j:(b)ve(g)).

Setting (¢4 (1), k(1)) = (&, 1d), (1d, &), (8}, 1d), (1d, &}), (Lx,1d), (d, Ly)
and (5,1, o) forl =1,2,...,7 respectively, one has

t Sn—1 S1
D@ by <, S // /
o, Jo Jo 0

D Dy G ) -+ Gy ID)as 11, (L) -+ iy (L)D)Ndso -+ - dsy—y forall n> 1,
kna"'k
1 (8.20)

where ¢, = (1+ 10" flloo + llglls). By the quantum It6 formula and
cocyle properties of structure maps, that is, L(ab) = aﬁ(b) + £(a)b +
> keza 6 (@) (b), we have

(D,(a, b)
~ | X100+ 0ufa, a0 i)
k

+ [ X i0.60@. b+ 00, 6Dz s)ds
k

t
+ /O D (@,(Li(@), b) + By (a, Lk (b)) + Dy (6] (@), (b))} ds,
k
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which gives the following estimate for n = 1:
D@ b < cpp > / >0 GO @. mOENds 62D
I=1--7

If we now assume (8.20) for some m > 1, an application of (8.21) gives the
required estimate forn = m + 1.

At this point we note the following, which can be verified by (8.18), (8.19)
and Lemma 8.2.2 (iv).

(1) For any n-tuple (I1, 2, ...,1;) withl; € {1,2,...,7}, we have

Z s (Cky () -+ - Gy (1) (@) - 11k, () - - - 1y (L) (D) Jve (@) ]

kn,...k1

< Coap{(1+ Ir DA + 201 (F)ca )" ve(@)ll, (8.22)

where for any g € C we set

( 0C g)m/2

Coab =1 +mzZl 3 e (A DA+ 201 (e, IR
(2) Foranys <1y, p <nandée(p),
D 1islotk(p), (p) (B)Ive ()]
k(p)
< Coap{(L+lIr DA +291(r)ca,p)}" lve(@) . (8.23)
(3) Since ¥,(a) = ¥,(a*) and {0(k(p), &(p))(a)}* can also be written as
d(k(p), & (p))(a*) for some &' (p), we have
> stk (p), 2(p)) @)} ue(f)l
k(p)
< Crapt(+ 7D + 291 (r)ca,p)} lue( ). (8.24)
For any fixed n-tuple ({1, ...,[,), it can be seen from the definition of @ that
D10 (G () -+ Gy () iy ) - - 11 (1DD)
k(n)
= Z e (I - s (e, Un) -+ Sy TD)a - Mg, () =+ - iy (D)D) (Q) ]

kn

+||Js{(Ck,,(l )+ Gy () @) Yue (O - 1 s Cri, Tn) - - 11y (1) (B))ve (@)
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The estimates (8.22), (8.23) and (8.24) yield:

D DGk, () -+ Sy UD)ay i, () =+ 1, (L)D))]

k(n)
< {+ P + 291 () ea )Y lue ()N - loe(@)1(Cgab + CrrapCoap)
= C{(1 + I (1 + 201 (r)eap)}™",

with C = lue(f)Il - lve(@)1(Cg,a,6 + C f.a,6Co.ap)-

Now by (8.20),

7 l‘()Cf,g)
n!

n
|@(a,b)] = C (A + P +201(r)eap)y*", forall n > 1,

which implies @, (a, b) = 0.

(iii) Let & = > cjuje(f;) be a vector in the algebraic tensor product of / and
EQC).Ifb e Al—gc’ b is actually an N'?! x N'’|-dimensional positive matrix and
hence it admits a unique square root v/b € *Al—gc' For any a € A1+0C, setting

b= llalT —asothatb € A , we get
0 < [l G)EN* = (i), ji (B)E)
= > éiciliiBuie(f), jib)uje(f))
= > éicjluie(f), jilalll — ayuje(f})) (by (i)
= llallll€I1® = (&, ji(@)&),

where we have used the fact that 1 € Ajoc and j;(1) = 1. Now let a € Ajoc be
arbitrary and using part (if) and the above inequality for a*a, we get that

L @I = (@&, ji(@)E) =D éicjlji@uie(f;), jilauje(f;)
=D éicjluie(f), ji@ ayuje(f)) = (&, ji(a*a)é)
< lla*alll¢)* = llal*l< 1
or [|ji(@¢&l < llalll&]].

This inequality obviously extends to all ¢ € h ® I'. Noting that j (1) =
1, forall ¢, we get
Ije(@)Il < llall and || j ]I = 1.

Thus, j; extends uniquely to a unital C*-homomorphism satisfying the Q.S.D.E.
(8.14) and hence is an E-H flow on A with T; as its expectation semigroup.
That the range of j; is in A” ® B(T') is clear from the construction of j,. [

8.2.2 Covariance of the E-H flow

We shall show that the E-H flow {j;} constructed by us in the previous sub-
section is covariant with respect to the actions 7 and A of Z¢, where 1 will be
defined shortly.
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We observe that
Ok T =71 5k—j and 5+k Tj = ‘L'jcsTk_j, forall j, k € Zd, (8.25)
and we have the following lemma.

Lemma 8.2.4 (i) £ 7j(a) = 1; L(a) foralla € Dom(L),
(ii) T; ©j = t; Ty, that is, T; is covariant.

Proof:
(/) We note that C'(A) is invariant under 7 and thus for a € C'(A),
1
£((@) = 5 > (@) +r{d(z; (@)
keZd

1 +
) Z 7j 5k_j(a)rk +ri*7j Gk—j(a) (by8.25)
keZd

1
= ET] Z 5;_j(a)rk7j+r:—j5k*j(a)
keZd
= 7;(L(a)).

For a € Dom(ﬁ), we choose a sequence {a,} in C'(A) and an ele-
ment b € A such that b = ﬁ(a), a, converges to a and L(a,) con-
verges to b. As 7; is an automorphism for any j € 74, 7;(a,) and
t; L(a,) converge to 7;(a) and 7;(b) respectively. Since a, € Cl(A)
and L(zj(as)) = t; L(a,), we get

tj(a) € Dom(ﬁ) and £ tj(a) =1, ﬁ(a).
(ii) By (i), fora € Dom([ﬁ) and 0 <s <t we have
d A R
aTS otjoTli_s(a)=TsoLotjoTi_s(a)—TyotrjoLoTi_s(a)=0.

This implies that Ts o 7; o T;_g(a) is independent of s for every j and
0 <s < t. Setting s = 0 and ¢ respectively and using the fact that 7; is
bounded we get T; 7; = 7; T;.

a

We note that j; : A — A” @ B(I'(L>(Ry, ko))), where kg = [2(Z¢) with
a canonical basis {e;}, as mentioned earlier. We define the canonical bilateral
shift s by sjer = exyj, forall j, k € 74 and let y; = I'(1 ®s;) be the second
quantization of 1 ®s;, thatis, y;je(>" fi(-)e;) = e(X fi(-)ei+ ;). This defines a
unitary representation of Z¢ in T’ = I'(L?(R, ko)). We set an actions = 7@
of Z¢ on A" ® B(I'), where A (b) = yjby_; forall b € B(T).
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We recall that ai (¢) is given by

a(1)e(g) = /O gk(5)ds e(g),

and observe that

Ajar(t)e(g) = yjar(t)y-je(g) =y jar(t)e (Z(g, €l+j>(')€l)

[

= /0 (8, ext ) (s)ds ; (e (Z(g, ez+,~>(~)ez))

/

:/o (8, ek+j)(s)ds (6(2(8, 61+j)(-)€1+j))

l

= ax+j(t)e(g).
Since (e(f), 2jar(t)e(g)) = (A;a] (1)e(f), e(g)), it follows that
Ljac(t) = ary (1) and Z;a) (t) = a (1) (8.26)

Theorem 8.2.5 The E-H dilation j, of the Q.D.S. (T}) is covariant with res-
pect to the actions t and o, that is,
ojjit—j(@) = ji(a) foralla € A, t > 0and k € Z°.

Proof:
For a fixed j € Z¢ and for all r > 0, we set Jji = 0jjit—j. Using the Q.S.D.E.
(8.14), Lemma 8.2.4 and (8.25), (8.26) we have for a € Ajqc,

Ji@) = jola)
~ [ ¥ o @nda) + [ 3 06 @)dals)
keZd 0 ke7d

+ /O oo (e (@))ds

t t
= | 3 i@ @)+ [ @i Gept@ndal, )

keZd keZd

+/O ajjsr_j(/:'(a))ds

t t t

- [ ¥ iel@ua® + [ 3 iG@idale)+ [ iid@nds.
kezZd 0 tezd 0

Since jé(a) = O'jj()‘L'_j(a) = aj(r_j(a) ® It) = a ® It = jo(a), it follows

from the uniqueness of solution of the Q.S.D.E. (8.14) that j/(a) = j(a) for

allt > 0 and a € Ajoc. As both j; and j; are bounded maps, we have j, = j;.

O
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Noncommutative geometry and quantum
stochastic processes

In this chapter, after a brief review of the basics of differential and Riemannian
geometry, we shall discuss some of the fundamental concepts of noncommu-
tative geometry. After that, we shall illustrate with examples how quantum
dynamical semigroups arise naturally in the context of classical and noncom-
mutative geometry, and how they carry important information about the under-
lying classical or noncommutative geometric spaces. These semigroups are
essentially the ‘heat semigroups’ with unbounded generator given by the Lapla-
cian (or some variant of it) on the underlying space; and in the classical case,
the dilation of such semigroups naturally involve a suitable Brownian motion
on the manifold. While the classical theory of heat semigroup and Brownian
motion on a manifold is well established and quite rich, there is not yet any
general theory of their counterparts in noncommutative geometry. Neither the
theory of quantum stochastic calculus nor noncommutative geometry are at a
stage for developing a general theory connecting the two. Instead of a general
theory, the present state of both subjects calls for an understanding of various
examples available, and this is what we try to do in this chapter. We do so at two
levels: first, at the semigroup level, and then at the level of quantum stochastic
processes coming from dilation of the semigroups.

9.1 Basics of differential and Riemannian geometry

We presume that the reader is familiar with the basic concepts of differential
geometry, including tangent, cotangent, differential forms etc. and at least the
definition and elementary properties of Lie groups. Let us very briefly review
the concepts of connection, curvature and also of Riemannian geometry. For a
comprehensive reference, we recommend references [21], [80] and [123]. Let
M be a smooth (C°°) manifold of dimension n. A locally trivial smooth fibre
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bundle on M with fibre F (where F is also a smooth manifold) consists of a
smooth manifold E with a smooth map = : E — M (called the projection
map) satisfying the following condition:

for any p € M, we can find an open neighborhood U = U, of p and a diffeo-
morphism ¢y : U — U x F suchthat pjo¢py =z, where p; : U x F - U
is the projection onto the first coordinate.

The open cover {U,} will be called a trivializing cover. We say that E is a
smooth vector bundle if F is a finite dimensional real or complex vector space
and ¢y o¢\71 :UNV X F — UNV x F is of the form (x, &) — (x, Tx(U’V)f),
where TX(U’V) : F — F is linear. In fact, it is clear that T, is invertible, that
is, Ty is an element of the Lie group G L (F'). This provides an alternative for-
mulation of vector bundle in terms of G L(F)-valued maps, called transition
functions or cocycles with suitable properties. More precisely, in this approach,
a smooth vector bundle with fibre F is described by an open cover {U,} of M
together with smooth maps h.p : U, N Ug — GL(F) (for a, f such that
U, N Up is nonempty) satisfying

hop(X)hpgy (x) = hgy (x) forallx e U, NUgNU,,

whenever U, N Up N U, is nonempty. Indeed, given a trivializing cover {U,},
we can define A, (x) for x € U, NUg to be the map TX(U“’Uﬁ). A (continuous /
smooth) section of E is a (continuous / smooth) map s : M — E such that
s(x) € Ex := n~'({x}) forallx € M. We denote by I'(E) the space of
smooth sections of E.

From now on, we use the word ‘vector bundle’ or simply ‘bundle’ to mean a
smooth vector bundle on a manifold. Let 7 M denote the set {(m,t) : m € M,
t € TnM}, where T,,, M is the space of tangents at the point . One can equip
T M with a canonical smooth manifold structure, such thatthe mapz : TM —
M given by (m, t) — m is smooth. In fact, given a local chart (U, ¢) around
m, with the associated coordinates (xi, ..., x;) (where n is the dimension of
M), we define a bijection &y from TU = {(x,t) : x € U,t € TyM} to R" x
R" by mapping (x, t) to (xq, ..., Xx,) X (t1,...,1,), where ¢;’s are defined by
t=>0 1 6ix,~|x' The topological and manifold structure on 7'M are defined
by demanding the above bijections to be diffeomorphisms. Clearly, the maps
du N (U) - U xR"is given by ¢y (x,1) = (x, 11, ...,1,). The bundle
T M is called the tangent bundle of M. The smooth sections of this bundle
are called smooth vector fields ( or simply vector fields). Similarly, one can
define the cotangent bundle T*M = Q! (M), and more generally, the bundle
of k-forms Q% (M).

Let us now discuss how one can perform various operations on bundles,
for example, taking direct sum and tensor product of bundles. This can be
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described in the language of cocycles mentioned before. Let E1 and E» be
two bundles on M with fibres F| and F> respectively. We construct a canon-
ical bundle E = E; & E; on M with fibre F; & F, as follows. Let {U,}
be a common trivializing cover for E{ and E>, which can be obtained by
taking a common refinement of trivializing covers for the two bundles. Let
hg}(i = 1,2) denote the corresponding cocycles. Then, we define E by the
cocycle hyp : Uy NUp — GL(F) @ F,) by setting

hap(x) = h{)(x) ® ) (x).

In a very similar way, one can define £| ® E», Ef, Ei A Ey, AFE; (where A
stands for the antisymmetric tensor product). These are vector bundles on M
with fibres F; ® F», Fl*, Fi A Fy and AFFy respectively.

A hermitian structure or a metric on a bundle E is an association x +—> (-, -}y,
where (-, -)y is a (real-valued) inner product on the finite dimensional vec-
tor space E, and the association x +> (-, -), is smooth in the sense that for
every smooth section s of E, the map M > x > (s(x), s(x))x € R is smooth.
A Riemannian structure on M is defined to be a hermitian structure on the bun-
dle T M (or equivalently, on 7*M). Such a structure is completely determined
by the locally defined, smooth maps g;; on M, given by

0 0
gij(m) = <_|ma _|m> >
m

axi ax]'
where m € M and (x{,...,x,) is a choice of local coordinates defined on
an open neighborhood of m. Clearly, the matrix g(m) := ((g;j(m))) is an

invertible positive definite matrix for every m. It is customary to denote the
(ij)th entry of the inverse of ((g;;(m))) by g/ (m). We shall refer to the pair
(M, g) as a Riemannian manifold with the metric g.

We now come to the notion of connection on a manifold and the associated
curvature. There are various equivalent descriptions of connection, but we shall
discuss the one which leads to a natural generalization in the noncommutative
context. We restrict ourselves to affine connections only.

Definition 9.1.1 An affine connection on amanifold M of dimension n is given
byamap V : T'(TM) x I'(TM) — I'(T M) satisfying the following :
() Vx(Y1 4 Y2) = Vx (Y1) + Vx(Y2),
(i) Vx(fY) = fVx(¥)+ (X[)Y,
@) Vix(Y) = fVx(Y);
where X, Y, Y, Y, e T(TM), f € C®°(M) and Vx(Y) := V(X, Y).
It can be shown by using the above defining properties that Vx (Y) depends on
X locally, that is, if X = X’ on an open set U, then Vx (Y)(m) = Vx/(Y)(m)
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forallm € U, and for any Y. Similarly, the dependence on Y is also local.
Vx : T(TM) — T'(TM) is called the covariant derivative in the direction
of X, and this is a natural generalization of the notion of directional deriva-
tives in R". Using the local property of Vx(Y), we can extend the definition
to locally defined vector fields, that is, local sections of 7M. Indeed, given
locally defined vector fields X and Y defined on open subsets U, V respec-
tively, with U N V nonempty, we can define Vx(Y) on U N V by setting
Vx(¥)(m) = V;((Y)(m) forallm € U NV, where X,Y € T(T'M) are
arbitrary extensions of X,Y respectively to the whole of M. The local prop-
erty of V ensures that this does not depend on the choice of the extensions.
Thus, one can completely determine an affine connection V by the local vector
fields Vx,(X;), where X; = aixi’ (x1,...,x,) is a set of local coordinates.
The locally defined, smooth functions Fl’.‘j defined as follows are called the
Christoffel symbols of the connection V:

Vx (X)) =D TH X
k

Given an affine connection V on M, a natural notion of parallel transla-
tion along a curve can be introduced, which we briefly describe below. Let
{y (t) t € J} (J is an interval in R) be a piecewise smooth curve in M and
{V(t), t € J}be afamily of tangent vectors such that V (¢) € T}, (» M for all ¢,
and t — (y (¢), V(t)) € TM is piecewise smooth. Let I be an open subinter-
val of J such that y (I) is contained in the domain of a single local chart,
say (U, ¢), with the local coordinates (xi, ..., x,). Let y;(t) = x;(y (¢)) and
V() =2, Vi) Xi(y (r)), where X; = a%_. Suppose that Y, Z are local vec-
tor fields defined on U satisfying Y (y (¢)) = 7'(t), Z(y (¢r)) = V(¢) for all
t € I. Note that y’(¢) denotes the tangent vector at y (¢) given by y'(t) f =
%f(y (t)), f € C°°(M). Then one gets that

Vr(Z2)(y 1)) = D il Xi(y (1)) forallt €1,
k

where fi(r) = V(1) + X 7/ () V; ()T}, (7 (1)). Thus, in particular, Vy(Z)
(y (t)) depends only on the values of Y and Z at y (¢), that is, on the functions
y'(t) and V (¢), hence it makes sense to denote Vy (Z)(y (1)) by V, /) (V(1)).

Definition 9.1.2 We say that V() is parallel along y if V,/;(V(r)) = 0
for allt € J, or equivalently, the functions Vi(¢),k = 1,---,n satisfy the
following system of ordinary differential equations:

VIO + D0/ 0OV;OTE(0) =00 k=1, ,n. (9.1)
ij
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It follows from the standard results on the existence and uniqueness of the
system of first-order differential equations that given an initial values V (¢p)
(to € J), there exists a unique solution V(¢), t € J of the above system of
equations (9.1). In other words, given a tangent vector & € T, ,)M, there
exists a unique family V (¢) which is parallel along y and V (tp) = &. V(¢) is
called the parallel translate of ¢ along y from ¢y to ¢, and is denoted by 7, (¢).
Thus, rty is a diffeomorphism from 7, ()M to T, () M. Furthermore, it can be
shown that

@) (Y (x(®) = Y (m)
; )

Vx(Y)(m) = lim
t—0+

where yx the integral curve of X passing through m.
The next important concept in this context is that of a geodesic, which we
define below.

Definition 9.1.3 A piecewise smooth curve y (¢), ¢ € J (J being some interval
of R) is called a geodesic with respect to the connection V if y’(¢) is parallel
along y forallt € J.

It is clear that if we write y (£) = (y1(¢), - - - y»(¢)) in some local coordinates,
then the functions y; (¢)’s must satisfy the following second-order ordinary dif-
ferential equations:

2O+ D 7Oy OTSG @) =0; k=1,--,n.
ij
It follows from the theory of ordinary differential equations that given m € M
and v € T,,M, there is a geodesic y (t) defined for t € (—¢,¢) for some
0 < € < o0, satisfying y (0) = m and y'(0) = v. It is unique in the sense that if
B(1), t € (=3,0) (6 > 0) is another geodesic with £(0) = m, B'(0) = v, then
we must have f(t) = y (t) forallt € (-7, n), where = min(e, J). Thus,
we can find a maximal interval J containing O such that a geodesic y () with
y(0) = m, y’(0) = v can be defined for all values of 7 € J. This geodesic will
be called the geodesic passing through m with the initial tangent v, and will be
denoted by y ™ (¢). We say that the geodesic is infinitely extendible if y " (¢)
is defined for all € R.
There are two important geometric objects associated with a given connec-
tion V, called the torsion and curvature of the connection, which are defined
below.

Definition 9.1.4 The rorsion transformation associated to the connection V,
denoted by TV, is a map from I'(T M) x I'(T M) to T'(T M), defined by:

Txy = TV(X,Y) = Vx(¥) — Vy(X) — [X, Y].
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The curvature transformation RY is the map from I'(T M) x T(T M) x T (T M)
to I'(T M) given by:

Rxy(Z) = RV (X, Y, Z) = VxVy(Z) — VyVx(Z) — Vix.y(2).

It is a remarkable fact that any affine connection is completely determined by
the set of geodesics and the torsion transformation, and also that given an affine
connection V with nonzero torsion, we can always find another connection
V’ which has the same curvature but the associated torsion transformation is
identically zero.

Before we take up the discussion of connections on Riemannian manifolds,
let us remark that the notion of connection can be generalized from the bundle
T M to any vector bundle E on M. Indeed, connection on E can be defined
as a map from I'(TM) x I'(E) to I'(E) satisfying the properties (i), (if) and
(iii) in the Definition 9.1.1, with ¥, Y1, Y> € T'(T M) replaced by elements of
I'(E). It is also possible to define parallel translation in E along a curve in M,
in a very similar way as done for 7M. In fact, given an affine connection V
on M, we can construct canonical connections on the bundles Qf (M) for any
k = 0,...,n, which will also be denoted by V. To define the extension of V
on QX(M), we first define Vx on QO(M) = C®(M) by setting Vx (f) = Xf.
The definition of Vy on Q! (M) = T*M is given by

VX \x .
Vy(@)m) = lim T @0x0) —om)
t—0+ t

where w € T'(Q!(M)), yx integral curve of X and (z/*)* : T = TaM
is the dual of the parallel translate r,yX : TuM — T,y (M. Similarly, Vx on
' (QK(M)) can be defined for k > 1.

Let us now consider a Riemannian manifold (M, g). In this case, the tangent
space T;, M has an additional structure: it is an inner product space with respect
to the inner product (-, -),,. Thus, given an affine connection V on M, and a
piecewise smooth curve y, it is natural to demand that the associated parallel
translation operators 7, preserve the inner product, that is, 7/ is an isometry
from T, 0yM to T, () M. This motivates the following definition:

Definition 9.1.5 An affine connection V on the Riemannian manifold M is
called a unitary connection or metric connection if t/ is an isometry for every
t and for every piecewise smooth y.

It is a fundamental result in Riemannian geometry that there exists a unique
affine connection on a given Riemannian manifold (M, g) which is unitary and
torsionless (that is, the associated torsion transformation is zero).
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Definition 9.1.6 The unique unitary and torsionless affine connection on a
Riemannian manifold is called the Riemannian connection or the Levi—Civita
connection. The geodesics with respect to the Levi—Civita connection are called
Riemannian geodesics.

Given two points p and g of M, we can define a natural distance between them
by using the Riemannian metric g. Indeed, we have a natural notion of length
of a piecewise smooth curve y = {y (¢), t € [a, b]}, denoted by /(y ), which is
defined below:

b 1
10)i= [ 00O .

We say that the curve {y (¢),t € [a, b]} joins p and g if y (a) = p, y (b) =q.
Then, the distance between the points p, g, say d(p, ¢), is defined by

d(p,q) =inf{l(y): y piecewise smooth, joins p and g}.

The infimum is taken to be infinity if there is no y joining p and ¢g. It is a
remarkable result that d is indeed a metric on M (called the Riemannian dis-
tance) and the topology of M coincides with the topology as a metric space
with respect to the metric d. This implies in particular that every Riemannian
manifold is metrizable. Furthermore, one can show that Riemannian geodesics
are the curves which locally minimize the Riemannian distance on M. To be
more precise, for m € M, we can find an open neighborhood U of m such
that for every p, g € U, there is a Riemannian geodesic yp, joining p and g,
satisfying [(yq) < I(y) for every y joining p and g. The manifold is said to
be geodesically complete if every Riemannian geodesic is infinitely extendible.
A connected Riemannian manifold is geodesically complete if and only if any
two points can be joined by a Riemannian geodesic. Furthermore, this is equiv-
alent to the completeness of the manifold as a metric space with respect to
the Riemannian distance. Examples of geodesically complete (to be called just
complete from now on) Riemannian manifold are R” with the usual Euclidean
Riemannian structure, as well as any compact Riemannian manifold.

We conclude this section with a brief discussion on various measures of
curvature of a Riemannian manifold (M, g). Let us choose a system of local
coordinates (xi, ..., x,) and suppose that g is given by a matrix ((g;;)) of
locally defined, smooth maps with respect to the above choice of local coor-
dinates. Let (X1, ..., X,) be a locally defined vector fields with the property
that (X (m), ..., X, (m)) is an orthonormal basis of 7,,, M (with respect to the
inner product given by g) for all m. Moreover, we denote by V the canonical
Levi—Civita connection, and let Ff‘j be the associated Christoffel symbols.
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Definition 9.1.7 The Ricci curvature of the Riemannian manifold (M, g) is
the two-form Ric € Q?(M) defined by:

Ric(X,Y)(m) :=try(Lxy(m)), X,Y e I'(TM);

where L = Lxy(m) : T,M — T,,M is the linear map given by its action on
the basis {X1(m), ..., X,(m)} as L(X;(m)) = Rx x,(Y)(m), and where tr,
denotes the trace on the inner product space (T,, M, (-, -) ).

The curvature transformation R;; = Ry, X; (Where X; = %) can be locally
written as

Rij(X1) = D R Xk,
k
where lel. ; are locally defined smooth functions. Then one has

rij = Ric(Xi, Xj) = D RY,.
k
Definition 9.1.8 We define the scalar curvature of (M, g) to be the smooth
function s : M — R given by

s = E rij.
i

Definition 9.1.9 A smoothmap f : M — N, where M and N are Riemannian
manifolds, is called an isometry at m if the map df |, : TuM — TruN
preserves the Riemannian metric, that is (df | ($), df1m(n)) ren)y = (&, Mm
forall &, n € T,,M. We say that M and N are locally isometric if given any
point m € M we can find an open neighborhood U of m and an open neigh-
borhood V' € N such that there is a diffeomorphism f from U onto V which
is also an isometry at every point of U.

It is a fundamental result of Riemannian geometry that a Riemannian mani-
fold is locally isometric to R” (for some n) with the usual Euclidean metric if
and only if the Levi—Civita connection is identically zero. Such a Riemannian
manifold is called flat.

9.2 Heat semigroup and Brownian motion on classical manifolds

Let us assume that the reader is familiar with the basic ideas of algebraic topol-
ogy, including the de-Rham cohomology of a manifold. However, for the sake
of completeness, we quickly review the definitions. Let M be a manifold and
QF = QFK(M) (k =0, 1, - - -, n) be the space of smooth k-forms. Set Q% = {0}
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for k > n, and let Q = @;QF. The differential d maps QF to Q**!, and since
d*> = 0, Ran(dy) C Ker(dy1), where di denotes the restriction of d on QF.
Thus, we have a complex (€2, d), and it makes sense to talk of the cohomology
of this complex, which is called the de-Rham cohomology of the manifold. The
kth cohomology group, denoted by H Zi‘ z(M), is given by the following:

Hjr(M) = Ker(dy)/Ran(ds—1), k = 1;

with HYp(M) := Ker(do) = {f € C®(M) : df = 0}. H*x(M) is clearly a
vector space over R, and its dimension is called the kth Betti number, denoted
by ¥ = gX(M). It is a remarkable and nontrivial fact that $’s are topological
invariants of M, so do not depend on the differentiable structure of M. For a
compact M, all the Betti numbers are finite. An explicit example of such a man-
ifold is the n-torus T”, for which g% = n!/(k!(n —k)!), 0 <k <n, p¥ =0
for k > n. Of course, compactness is not a necessary condition for the finite-
ness of Betti numbers. For example, f°(R") = 1, K(R") = 0 for all k > 1.
The Euler characteristic y (M) of M is defined by y (M) = >, (— DEgE (M),
whenever all the X (M) are finite. This is an important topological invariant of
the manifold.

Assume from now on that M is a connected and orientable manifold of
dimension n. Recall at this point that a manifold of dimension #n is said to
be orientable if there exists an atlas (called an oriented atlas) with the property
that on the intersection of the domains of any two local charts of the atlas, the
Jacobian of transformation from one set of local coordinates to the other has
positive determinant. Let us fix an orientable Riemannian manifold (M, g) with
an oriented atlas, with the local coordinates (xp, ..., x,). We define an n-form
dvol locally given by dvol = /det(g)dx| A -- - A dx, where the Riemannian
metric is given by the matrix of (locally defined) smooth maps g = ((g;;)) in
the local coordinates (xi, ..., x,). One can verify that dvol does not depend
on the choice of local coordinates. This n-form will be referred as the Rie-
mannian volume form, (or just volume form) and we shall consider integration
of compactly supported smooth functions on M with respect to this form. This
in a natural fashion extends to a regular Borel measure on M, also denoted by
vol. We denote by L%(M) the Hilbert space obtained by completing the space
{f e CM) : | ulf |>dvol < oo}, with respect to the pre-inner product
given by (f1, f2) = f y J1f2dvol. Similarly, we can consider the complexi-
fied version of the above L2-space, denoted by L%C(M ).

In an analogous way, we can construct a canonical Hilbert space of forms.
The Riemannian metric (-, -),, (m € M) on T,,, M induces an inner product on
the vector space T, M, and hence also AKT* M, which will again be denoted
by (-, -)m. This gives a natural pre-inner product on the space of compactly
supported k-forms by integrating the compactly supported smooth function
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m +— {(w(m), n(m)),, over M. We denote the completion of this space by
H* = H*(M). Let H = @’H*. There is an alternative expression of this inner
product. This is given in terms of the Hodge star operator * : Q — € which
sends w € QX to 0 = x(w) € Q" *. To give the precise definition of x, let
us choose an oriented atlas with local charts (xq, ..., x,), and let (o, ..., w,)
be locally defined sections of 7*M such that for each m, (w(m), ..., w,(m))
is an orthonormal basis for 7," M with respect to the inner product on 7;, M
induced by the Riemannian metric, and furthermore, (wy, ..., ®,) has pos-
itive orientation in the sense that the transformation from (dxi,...dx,) to
(w1, ..., w,) has positive determinant. To define * on QF, it is sufficient to
define it on the basis (w;, A --- A w;,), Where i} < --- < i;. We define
*(wj, A -+ A w;) to be the (n — k)-form w;, A --- A wj,_,, where j; <

© < Jn—k>and @y A Awj Aoj A Awj,_, =dool = o1 A A wy.
It can be verified by a simple calculation that for a, € QF,

(a, BYdvol = a A (%p).

Now, let us view the de-Rham differential d : Q — Q as an unbounded,
densely defined operator (again denoted by d) on the Hilbert space H with the
domain Q. We can verify its closability by showing that its adjoint is densely
defined on Q. Indeed, for a € Qk, pe Qk+1, we have

(da, B = /M da A (xB) = (~ k! /M o Ad(xB) = (— 1) (a, (xd % ),

where we have used the fact that M is without boundary so that f yd@) =0
for any n—1-form w, and also the observation that %2(5) = (—1)* (”_k)n for all
n € QF. Thus, the adjoint d* of d has Q = @;Q* in its domain, and is given
by

d*(B) = (=" % (d(xp))

for # € Q%1 Tt is clear that the unbounded operator (d + d*) is symmetric,
and it can be shown that it has a unique self-adjoint extension on H, to be
denoted again by d + d*.

Definition 9.2.1 The Hodge Laplacian (also called the Laplacian on forms) is
the unbounded, positive operator A = (d + d*)> on H. A will denote the
restriction of A on Hj.

The semigroup of positive contractions on H generated by — A, that is, (e
is called the heat semigroup on forms. Its restriction on Ho, that is, (e *29), is
referred to as the heat semigroup.

—IA)
b

It is obvious that Ax maps Hy into itself, and since d* = 0, we have A =
d*d + dd* on Q. In particular, for k = 0, Ag = d*d = —(xd)*. In terms of
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local coordinates (x1, ..., x,), Ag has the following expression:

Aof (g"f ¢der<g>%f) ,

B 1 i G
N «/det(g)i’j:l ox;

for f € C°°(M), and where g = ((g;;)) and g~ = ((g")). If the manifold is
flat, local coordinates can be chosen so that g = I, and then Ay = — Zi 5—2;.
Ay is called the Laplacian on functions, or just Laplacian. ‘
The purpose of introducing the operator A is to explore the rich interplay
between geometry and analysis. We shall see that this operator contains most
of the interesting topological and geometric information about the manifold.
The next few results, which we state without proofs (and whose proofs can
be found in the references quoted earlier) describe how the Betti numbers are

related to the Hodge Laplacian.

Proposition 9.2.2 Assume that M is compact. Then the Hodge Laplacian A
on 'H has compact resolvents. Thus, the set of eigenvalues of A is countable,
each having finite multiplicities, and accumulating only at infinity. There exists
an orthonormal basis of Hy consisting of eigenfunctions of Aly,.

To connect the topology and geometry of M with the analysis of the above
unbounded operators defined at the L level, it is necessary to show that any
eigenvector of A, which is a-priori defined as an L? function only, is actually
a smooth function. To achieve this, one needs to consider the heat semigroup
for forms, and construct the so-called heat kernel. To motivate the definition
of the heat-kernel, let us assume that the semigroup 7, = (e~*20) acting on
Ho = L*(M) is an integral kernel operator in the sense that there exists a
family of smooth functions p; : M x M — R, ¢t > 0, such that p,(x, y) is
also smooth in ¢ for every fixed x, y, and

(T, f)(x) = /M pe(s ) F(dvol(y) forall f € LA(M), 1> 0. (9.2)

Since (T7) is a Cp-semigroup with the generator — Ay, it follows that p;(x, y)
must satisfy the following:

0
Epl‘(xa y) = _Agpf(-xa y)a (93)

lim / P ¥) f () dvol (y) = £(x). 9.4)
t—=0+ Sy

It may be remarked that (9.3) is familiar to physicists; it models the flow of heat
on a surface or a solid body, and this is where the name ‘heat equation’ comes
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from. Before we proceed further, we may note the important implication of the
smoothness of p;(x, y). It can be shown using the expression (9.2) that even if
f is not smooth, 7; f must be a smooth function for any positive ¢. Since M
is compact, it is known [39] that the spectrum of the Laplacian A consists of
only eigenvalues of finite multiplicities, accumulating at infinity. Suppose now
that f € L*>(M) is an eigenvector of A corresponding to an eigenvalue A. It
follows from the Spectral theorem for unbounded operator that 7, f = e~ *' f,
and hence it follows that f must be smooth. In particular, Ker(A) consists of
smooth functions only.

We now generalize the above discussion for forms of arbitrary order, and
give the definition of heat-kernel.

Definition 9.2.3 For 0 < k < n, let Ej be the bundle on M x M with fibre
ANN(TEM) © AN(TFM) at (x, y). Amap e : [0,00) — T'(Ex) (where T'(Ey)
denotes the space of smooth sections of Ey) is said to be a heat-kernel for k-
forms if forallx,y € M, the map t — e(t,x,y) = e;(x,y) € ANTIM) ®
Ak (Ty* M) is smooth, and furthermore, we have the following:

0
ae(t,x,y):—Aie(t,x,y), and

lim [ (e(t, x,y), 0(y))ydvol(y) = o(x) forallw € Q“(M),
t—=0+Jpm

where A} means the action of Ay on the form e(z, -, y) holding ¢, y fixed.

The existence of the heat-kernel is the fundamental result in the analysis of the
Laplacian and heat semigroup for forms, which we state below (see [113] for a
detailed proof).

Proposition 9.2.4 For every k, there exists a unique heat-kernel ef = ek, -, ),
and the semigroup e~'® on the Hilbert space Hy is given by the following
expression on the dense set Q(M) C Hy:

(e w)(x) = / (02, y), 0 dvol(y), o € Q- (M),
M

It follows that Ker(Ay) € QF(M). For w € Ker(Ay), we have (dd* +d*d)w =
0, hence (dw, dw) + {(d*w, d*®) = 0, which implies that both dw and d*w
are 0. In particular, w is a smooth k-form with dew = 0, so it makes sense to
consider the de-Rham cohomology class [w] € H 5R (M). This gives a map
from the kernel of Ay to H 5 & (M) and the next result which we state without
proof shows that this is an isomorphism.

Theorem 9.2.5 [Hodge theorem] The above map o +— [w] is an isomorphism
of vector spaces.
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Thus, the Betti number f; = dim (H ZI‘R (M)) is nothing but the dimension
of Ker(Ay). In other words, the topological invariants f; can be obtained
from the spectral information of the operator A. It may be remarked here
that even though we restricted our discussion to compact-connected oriented
manifolds only, many of the results mentioned in this section indeed extend
to a much larger class of manifolds, including several noncompact ones. We
shall not, however, discuss any noncompact manifold other than the trivial one,
namely R".

Coming back to the analysis of A, let us consider the operator D obtained
by restricting d + d* on the space of even forms, that is, on HT := @ Hox.
Clearly, DT : HT — H~, where H™ := @®;Hoky1. Let D™ := (DT)* :
H~ — H*. The following result is a consequence of the definition of Euler
characteristic y (M), the Theorem 9.2.5 and the above observations.

Proposition 9.2.6

Index(D™) := dim (Ker(D")) — codim (Ran(D™))
= dim (Ker(D™)) — dim (Ker(D ™)) = x(M).

This is one of the simplest index theorems, connecting index of a suitable oper-
ator defined using the Riemannian metric of the manifold, to a purely topolog-
ical invariant. In fact, the operator d + d* is a prototype of first order elliptic
operators on manifold. We do not have the scope to discuss the general theory
of such operators and the associated index theorems here, but refer the reader
to [113] and [53] for details.

Next we try to understand one concrete example of the heat semigroup.
Consider the one-dimensional manifold S' and let us compute €%(z, x, y) =
e(t, x,y). In this case, using the standard coordinate 6 € (0, 2z ] for S I we
can write the heat equation as follows:

o o2
(5 - W)e(t, 0,0 =0. 9.5)

Lete(t,0,0') =3, an(t,0’ )e!"? be the Fourier series expansion. From the
equation (9.5), we get %an + nzan = 0 for all n, hence

an(t,0)) = Cp(0")e ™,

where C,, is a function of 8’. However, we also require that for every f €
C%°(Sh), lim, f()z” e(t,0,0") f(0))d0' = f(0) for all 0. That is,

) 2
I /0 C(0) £0)d0 = £(0).

nez



244 Noncommutative geometry and quantum stochastic processes

From this, it is possible to conclude by elementary calculation that C,,(8") =

=0’ Th
. us
V2 ¢

1 : / 2
e(t, 0,0/) — Z _etn(€—9 )e—tn )
V2r

- 2w

tn

Itis remarkable that e(z, 8, 8) is a constant multiple of >, e~ : , which behaves

. 1 . .
like ¢+~ 2 for small ¢. To make a more precise statement, we note the obvious

inequalities
00 00 00
Ze_’"z 5/ e dx < Ze""z.
n=1 0 n=0
Thus o o
2/ e dx —1<> e < 2/ e dx + 1.
0 0

nez

Since the value of thle Gaussian integral [;~ e~ dx s V7 /(24/1), we con-
clude that lim;, o4 t2e(t, 0, @) exists and is a constant, independent of 6.

Such an asymptotic behavior of the heat kernel is indeed true in general.
Below we formulate in precise mathematical terms what an asymptotic expan-
sion means.

Definition 9.2.7 We say that a function B : (0, c0o) — R has an aysmptotic
expansion Z,fiko brt* for t — 0+ if for all N > ko, we have

N
B(t) - Zk:ko bktk _
=0+ N o

0.

We symbolically write this as

o
B(t) ~ > byt*.
k=ko
We are now in a position to describe the asymptotic behavior of €°(, x, x) =
e(t, x, x) for small values of 7.

Proposition 9.2.8 Let e(t, x, y) be the heat kernel for functions for a compact
oriented Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimension d. Then there are smooth
functions ug, u1, - - - on M such that

(0.¢]

(47rt)%e(t, X, X))~ Z uk(x)tk.

k=0

In particular, ug(x) = 1, uj(x) = %s(x), where s(x) denotes the scalar cur-
vature at x.
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Similar asymptotic expansion of the heat kernel eX(z, x, x) for k-forms can
be obtained, which can be found in [113]. Let us now express the pointwise
asymptotic expansion of e(t, x, x) as given by Proposition 9.2.8 in terms of
trace of the heat semigroup, which admits a direct generalization to the non-
commutative situation, as will be seen later. Note that the heat semigroup
T; = e~"%0 on functions is given by the smooth integral kernel e(, x, y), and
clearly (as M is compact) fM e(t,x, x)dvol(x) < oo. From this, it can be
proved using the theory of integral kernel operators (see Section X.1.4. in [77])
that T; is trace class with tr(7}) = fM e(t, x, x)dvol(x). By Proposition 9.2.8,
it follows that
vol(M) = r 1_%1+ 142(Te(Ty)), 9.6)
s(M) ::/ s(x)dvol(x) = 1
M 6
A few words about the Brownian motion on a Riemannian manifold will be
appropriate at this point. We assume that the reader is familiar with the basic

lim 427w (Ty) — = %vol(M)}.  (9.7)
t—0+

concepts of probability theory and stochastic processes, including Markov pro-
cess and stop time. Recall that given a probability space (X, F, P) with a
right continuous complete filtration (F;);>0 on it, we say that a real-valued
stochastic process (Z;);>0, adapted to the filtration (that is, Z, is measurable
with respect to J;), is an (F;)-martingale if Eg(Z;) = X forall0 < s <1,
where E; denotes the conditional expectation with respect to Fs. We say that an
adapted process (Y;) is a local martingale (with respect to the filtration (F;))
if there is a sequence (tx) of (F;)-stop times, such that 7z 1 co as k — oo
almost surely, and for each k, (Yiin(z,r))s is an (F;)-martingale. We are now
ready to define a Brownian motion.

Definition 9.2.9 Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold, Ay be the
corresponding Laplacian. An M-valued stochastic process (X;);>0, defined
on a probability space (X, F, P) and adapted to a right continuous complete
filtration (F;), is said to be a Brownian motion on M starting at the point
me M if

(i) Xo=m,
(ii) foralmostallw € X, t — X;(w) € M is continuous, and
(iii) for every smooth real-valued function f on M there exists a local martin-
gale (Z,f )r>0 (which depends on f) such that

1 t
7060 = £ = 5 [ o(nexods +2/.

There are several equivalent definitions of a Brownian motion on M, and our
choice as above is referred as the martingale characterization in the classi-
cal theory. This is the one which admits a straightforward generalization in
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the algebraic language. We do not give the construction of Brownian motion
on M, but assume that it exists. Let us denote by (X;") a Brownian motion
starting at m. From the above definition it is 1mmedlate that Zf 0 for
all f, and hence EO(Z ) =0 for all > 0, as (Z ) is a local martingale.
Thus, Eo(f(X}")) = f(m) — 5 fO(Aof)(Xg")ds. It follows from this that
Eo(f(XM) = (e~2%0 £)(m). In other words, Brownian motion is nothing but
a stochastic dilation of the heat semigroup. Given the importance of the heat
semigroup from the geometric point of view, it is quite natural that one can
extract many interesting geometric information from a Brownian motion on
the manifold. There is a very rich set of stochastic tools to analyze Brownian
motions on manifolds, and we refer the reader to [46] for a discussion of such
topics.

Our discussion on classical analysis of manifolds cannot be complete with-
out a brief mention of the Dirac operator on spinor bundles. Historically, Dirac
operators were introduced to write down a square root of the Laplacian. Recall
that the Laplacian defined by us is given by > ;; j 8ij 7 a Iy plus a first-order
operator which involves curvature of the Riemannian metric. This first-order
term is in fact zero for a flat manifold. For simplicity, let us consider the flat
manifold R” and look for a first-order differential operator of the following for

0
Dzzyla_%s
1

where the y;’s are some formal symbols, but azssumed to be independent of
x. We want D? to be equal to Ag = — Z,] pl which is equivalent to the

following commutation relations among the symbols yi’s
vivj +vivi = —2dij,

where J;; denotes the Kronecker delta. For a more general manifold with the
Riemannian metric given by (g;;), we need to modify the above relations by
replacing d;; on the right-hand side above by g;;. This is made possible by the
next result.

Proposition 9.2.10 Given a finite dimensional real vector space V with an
inner product (-, -), there exists a (unique upto isomorphism) algebra C1(V)
over R, equipped with an injective linear map j from V to CI(V) such that the
algebra generated by j(V) is the whole of CI(V), and for everyv € V,

@) =—(v,0). (9.8)

The algebra CI(V) is called the Clifford algebra of the inner product space V
and by identifying v € V with its image j(v) € CI(V), we consider V as
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a linear subspace of CI(V). Thus, the relation (9.8) can be written as v? =

—(v, v), and from this, it can be deduced that u.0 = —(u,v) forall u,0 € V.
It is also not difficult to prove that C1(V') as a vector space has the dimension
2" (where n is the dimension of V'), thus isomorphic as a vector space (but
not as algebra) with @}_,, A¥ V| and inherits the natural inner product coming
from that of V. We shall need to consider the complexification of C1(V), that
is, CI(V) ®pr C, to be denoted by Clc (V). It should also be mentioned here
that there is a representation k,, : Clc(V) — L(X,), where X, denotes C?
if n is even, and (C% ® (C% if n is odd. We refer the reader to [53] for the
definition of the representation x, and its further properties. Thus, forv € V,
K, (v) is a linear map from X, to X,,.

Now, let us consider the compact oriented Riemannian manifold (M, g),
and suppose that we can construct a complex vector bundle £ = Clg(M) on
M with the fibre X,,. The construction of such a bundle, called the Clifford
bundle or the spinor bundle on M, depends on the existence of the so-called
spin structure on M. This is a stronger requirement than orientability, and we
refer the reader to [53] for the definition and more details. We do not go into
that, but remark that a large class of manifold admits a spin structure, and
thus it is possible to talk of the bundle of spinors. Such manifolds are called
Riemannian spin manifolds, and let us assume that M is one such. Let S denote
the space of smooth sections of this bundle, and define a pre-inner product
(-,)s on S by

(51, 52)5 = /M (51(x), $2())dvol (x),

for 51,52 € S, where (s1(x), s2(x)) denotes the usual inner product on X,,.
The Hilbert space obtained by completing S with respect to the above pre-
inner product is denoted by L2(S) and its elements are called the square inte-
grable spinors. The Levi—Civita connection on M induces a canonical affine
connection on the bundle E, which will be denoted by VE . To understand the
construction of this connection, it is necessary to discuss in some details the
concept of principal and associated bundles and connections on them. We refer
to the Appendix in the book [53] for a discussion on this topic.

We are now in a position to give a precise definition of the Dirac operator
on M.

Definition 9.2.11 The Dirac operator is the self-adjoint extension of the fol-
lowing operator D defined on the space of smooth sections of E = Cl¢(M):

n
(Ds)(m) = >k (Xi (m))(V,5)(m),
i=1
where (X1, ..., X,) are local orthonormal (with respect to the Riemannian
metric) vector fields defined in a neighborhood of m, and VE is the canonical
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connection on E mentioned before. Note that here we have viewed X;(m) €
TnM as an element of the Clifford algebra Clg (7, M), hence x, (X;(m)) is
a map on the fibre of E at m, which is isomorphic with X,. The self-adjoint
extension of D is again denoted by the same notation.

We observe that A = C°(M) acts on S by multiplication, and this action
extends to a representation, say z, of the C*-algebra C(M) on th Hilbert
space L?(S). One can verify by a simple computation that for f € C*®(M),
[D, = (f)] has a bounded extension. Furthermore, the Laplacian and the Dirac
operator D on a compact manifold have compact resolvents. It may be
remarked here that a similar definition of spinors and the Dirac operator can
be given for a noncompact manifold also. However, the analysis of the Dirac
operator will become more delicate, and the resolvents of D will no longer
be compact. Nevertheless the commutators of D with compactly supported
smooth functions will continue to be bounded. The operator D in fact has a
lot of information about the underlying Riemannian metric g, since one can
recover the metric from D, as was shown in [28]. As we have seen above, the
Dirac operator gives an indirect way of looking at the differential structure on
a manifold and it is this route which will form the main path in the road to
noncommutative geometry.

9.3 Noncommutative geometry

In this section, we briefly outline the basics of noncommutative geometry.
Recall from the previous section that the classical Dirac operator, viewed as an
unbounded self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert space L>(S), has bounded com-
mutators with the multiplication operators by smooth functions. This property
has been taken to be the definition of a ‘Dirac operator’ in Connes’ formulation
of noncommutative geometry.

Definition 9.3.1 A spectral triple or spectral data is a triple (A, H, D) where
‘H is a separable Hilbert space, A is a x-subalgebra of B() (not necessarily
norm-closed) and D is a self-adjoint (typically unbounded) operator such that
for each a € A, the operator [ D, a] admits bounded extension. Such a spectral
triple is also called an odd spectral triple. If in addition, we have y € B(H)
satisfying y = y* =y !, Dy = —y D and [a, y] = O for all ¢ € A, then we
say that the quadruplet (A, H, D, y) is an even spectral triple or even spectral
data. The operator D is called the Dirac operator corresponding to the spectral
triple.

Furthermore, given an abstract *x-algebra B, an odd (even) spectral triple on B
is an odd (even) spectral triple (7 (B), H, D) (respectively, (z(B), H, D, y))
where 7 : B — B(H) is a x-homomorphism.
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Since in the classical case, the Dirac operator has compact resolvents if the
manifold is compact, we say that the spectral triple is of compact type if D has
compact resolvents. Most of the examples discussed by us later in this chapter,
except the noncommutative plane, are of such type. Let us now briefly explain
how the concepts similar to those in de-Rham cohomology can be generalized
in the noncommutative situation. We begin with the notion of universal deriva-
tion, which the next proposition, stated without proof (and a proof can be found
in [28] and [87]), makes precise.

Proposition 9.3.2 Given an algebra B over R or C, there is a (unique upto
isomorphism) B-B bimodule Q' (B) and a derivation ¢ : B — Q' (B) (that is,
d(ab) = d(a)b + ad(b) for all a, b € B), satisfying the following properties:

(i) QY(B) is spanned as a vector space by elements of the form ad(b) with
a,b e B; and

(it) for any B-B bimodule E and a derivation d : B — E, there is an B-B
linear map n : Q' (B) — E such thatd = 5 o 6.

The bimodule Q!(B) is called the space of universal 1-forms on B and 6 is
called the universal derivation.

We can also introduce universal space of higher forms on 5, QF (B), say, for
k=2,3,---, by defining them recursively as follows:

QL (B) = QF(B) @5 Q' (B),

and also, set QO (B) = B. The universal space of forms, denoted by Q(B), is
defined to be the algebraic direct sum @; Q¥ (B), which has an algebra structure
by tensor multiplication. This is sometimes referred to as the algebra of univer-
sal forms on B. It is straightforward to see that the space Q(B) is spanned as
a vector space by elements of the form agd(ay) - - - d(ax), for ag, ..., ar € B.
Note that here we have suppressed the tensor product symbol between d(a;)
and d(a;+1), and we shall continue to do so as long as there is no possibility of
confusion.

Now, suppose that we are given a spectral triple (A, H, D). We have a
derivation from A to the A — A bimodule 5(H) given by a +> [D, a]. There-
fore, by Proposition 9.3.2, we can obtain a bimodule morphism from Q! (A) to
B(H), and in fact, this is also clear from the definition of the algebra of uni-
versal forms that this morphism extends to an algebra homomorphism, say 7,
from Q(A) to B(H), such that 7 (@) = a and 7 (6(a)) = [D, a]. Then we have
the following.

Proposition 9.3.3 Let Jy be the kernel of the restriction of m on Q*(A) C
Q(A), and let Ty = Jp + 6(Jx—1) for k > 1, and Ty = Jo = {0}. Then
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T := @Iy is a two-sided ideal in Q(A) which is also a graded differential
ideal, that is, 6(Z) C Zy+1 for all k.

Using this result, we can construct the quotient algebra Qp(A) := (Q(A))/Z,
and in fact we have Qp(A) = @kQ]l‘) (A), where QkD (A) = (QX(A))/Tx. We
call the space QkD the space of k-forms corresponding to the spectral triple
(A, H, D). For o € QF(A), we shall denote by [w]p the element pi(w) €
Q]z, (A), where py is the quotient map from Q¥ (A) to Q]‘D (A). Similar to the
classical case, we have a well-defined map d : Qp(A) - Qp(A) given by

d(lagd(ar) - - - 6(ak)1p) = [6(ao) - - - 6(ak)Ip.
Clearly, d> = 0, and thus we have a differential complex (QkD (A), d).

Definition 9.3.4 The cohomology of the complex (Q"D (A), d) is called the
Connes—de-Rham cohomology of the spectral triple.

‘We have a natural notion of unitary equivalence of two spectral triples.

Definition 9.3.5 We say that two spectral triples (1 (A), H1, D) and (72 (A),
‘Ha, D7) on A are unitarily equivalent if there is a unitary operator U : H; —
H> such that Dy = UD U™ and n2(-) = Uny(-)U*, where 7, j = 1,2 are
the representation of A in ;, respectively.

One can prove that two unitarily equivalent spectral triples will have same
Connes—de-Rham cohomology. However, it turns out that Connes—de-Rham
cohomology is not as useful in the noncommutative context as its classical
counterpart, namely the de-Rham cohomology. In fact, another cohomology
theory, formulated by A. Connes, called the cyclic cohomology, has been found
to fit naturally with the concept of spectral triples. Using the so-called Chern
character constructed from a spectral triple, and its canonical pairing with the
C*-algebraic K-theory (which is a generalization of the topological K theory),
one can obtain many interesting information about the spectral triple. There is
a natural notion of nontriviality of a spectral triple using the above-mentioned
pairing. However, we do not want to go into such aspects of noncommutative
geometry.

We shall end the present section with a discussion of concepts like volume
form, scalar curvature, etc. in the context of noncommutative geometry. Before
that, we need to discuss the notion of Dixmier trace. Let H be a separable
Hilbert space. A singular trace on B(H) is a functional ¢ defined on some
ideal of B(H) containing all trace class operators, with the trace property, that
is, ¢ (ab) = ¢(ba), such that ¢ vanishes on the trace class operators. Such
a functional can never be normal. The scalar mutiple of the usual trace is
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the only normal faithful semifinite functional on B(H) with the trace prop-
erty. While investigating whether there exists a non-normal functional with the
trace property, Dixmier came up with the so-called Dixmier trace, which we
define now. Consider a positive compact operator 7" such that its eigenvalues
are given by the sequence A1 > Ay > ---, with 4, — 0. Suppose furthermore
that the sequence 4, behaves like % in the sense that u, := log+n) S Akisa
bounded sequence, that is , (x,) € [°°(IN). For a suitable Banach limit Lim ,
on [*°(IN) associated with a bounded functional w € (I®°(IN))*, we define
the Dixmier trace of T with respect to Lim 4, denoted by Tr,(7"), by setting
Tre,(T) = Lim 4 ((un)). We require certain additional properties of the Banach
limit Lim 4, to ensure that Tr,, has the trace property. In fact, we need Lim (, to
satisfy the following for the above purposes.

(#) Lim 4((cp)) = 01if (c,) is a sequence with ¢, > 0 for all n.
(if) If (¢,) € [°°(IN), such that lim,_, » ¢, = ¢, then Lim 4 ((c,)) = c.
(iii) Lim 4 ((c,)) = Lim ,((c,)), where ¢’ denotes the sequence (cy, ¢1, ¢2,
D)

We refer the reader to the book [28] for the proof that such a Banach limit
exists. Let us just mention one choice without proving that it satisfies the con-
ditions (i)—(iii). Given a sequence ¢ = (c,) in [*°(IN), we consider a function
fe :[0,00) = Rby f.(t) =c,if n — 1 <t < n.Define M(f,.) on (0, c0) by
M(f)(A) = logl(/l) fl'l f‘[(t) dt. Then the functional ¢ +— limsup,_, . M(f:)(4)
is one choice of Lim .

We say that T € K(H) belongs to the Dixmier trace class, or it has finite
Dixmier trace if the eigenvalues of |T| := /T*T, given by the decreasing
sequence (4,), satisfy the following

1 n
= ——S" 4 =0().
# log(n)kzzl k= 0O(1)

We shall denote by £!-°° () the set of all such operators. For a compact self-
adjoint operator T € £"°°() it can be shown that the positive and negative
parts of T, denoted by T+, T~ respectively, also belong to £1>°(H). For a
choice of Lim 4, as discussed before, we define the Dixmier trace of T by
Try,(T) := Try,(TT) — Tr,(T ™). For a not necessarily self-adjoint compact
operator T = Re(T) + i Im(T), such that Re(T) and Im(T) are in £ (H),
we define
Tr,(T) := Trp,(Re(T)) + i Tr,(Im(T)).

The following properties of the Dixmier trace Tr,, which are simple conse-
quences of the definition, will be useful later on. The reader is referred to [28]
for a proof of this result.
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Lemma 9.3.6 (i) £LV°(H) is a both-sided ideal in B(H). Furthermore, for
T € LY°(H), S € B(H), one has Tr, (T S) = Tro,(ST).

(ii) If T € LV(H), S € K(H) (that is, S is a compact operator), then
Tt (T S) = 0.

(iii) Tr,, is a positive linear functional on £,

It is clear that the Dixmier trace of a given operator may depend on the
choice of Lim ,. However, for a large class of operators the Dixmier trace is
actually independent of choice of the Banach limit, and this class is called the
class of measurable Dixmier trace class operators.

Let us briefly discuss the relevance of Dixmier trace in the context of geome-
try. For a (possibly unbounded) self-adjoint operator 7 with finite dimensional
null space, we denote by T its restriction on the orthogonal complement of
the null space, that is T := TP+, where P is the projection on Ker(7"). Now,
consider an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold (M, g) with spin
structure, and let D be the corresponding Dirac operator on the Hilbert space
'H of square integrable spinors. Since D has compact resolvents, the null space
of D is finite dimensional, and we have the following proposition.

Proposition 9.3.7 The operator |ﬁ|_17 is in L°°(H) if and only if p > n.
Moreover, Try(| D|_n) is nonzero and independent of the choice of Lim .

Thus, the dimension n of the manifold has a purely operator theoretic descrip-
tion, namely,
n=min{p >0 : |D| ¥ e £ M)}

In fact, since |b|_ 1s compact for any positive p, it is clear that Tr, (]| b|_ )=
Trw(|b|_n|f)|_ ) =O0forall p >n (by (i1) of Lemma 9.3.6); that is, n is
the unique value of p for which Trw(|D| ) is finite and nonzero. This can be
used as the definition of dimension in the noncommutative context. We make
the following definition.

Definition 9.3.8 We say that a spectral triple (A, H, D) of compact type has
dimension d if d is the flninimum value of p > 0 satisfying |D|_p belongs to
£1°(H) and Tr,,(|D| ) is nonzero.

For a general spectral triple, we cannot of course guarantee existence of such a
dimension. Moreover, even if a dimension d in the sense of the Definition 9.3.8
exists, it need not be an integer, though the non-integrality of dimension can be
seen even in classical situations like fractals.

Not only the dimension, many other geometric and topological quantities
associated with the manifold M can be captured by Dixmier trace of appro-
priate operators. For example, the volume form is obtained by the following
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formula: J
/ fdvol = c(d)Tr,(Ms|D| "),
M

where M y denotes the operator of multiplication in the Hilbert space of square
integrable spinors by f € C°°(M), and c¢(d) is a universal constant depending
only on the dimension d of M. This formula in fact extends to noncompact
manifolds. If M is a noncompact d-dimensional manifold with a spin structure,
we can still define the spinor bundle and the Dirac operator D, but it will not
have compact resolvents any more. However, for compactly supported smooth
functions f and any 4 > 0, the operator M ¢ (| D| + )~ will be compact and in
fact, will have finite Dixmier trace which is equal to ¢(d) f y Sdvol. Thus, it is
natural to define the dimension of a not necessarily compact type spectral triple
(A, H, D) to be the number d if there exists a dense *-subalgebra Ay € A such
that for all a € Ag, 4 > 0, the operator a(|D| + i)_d has finite Dixmier trace,
and Tr,, (a(|D] 4+ 4)~%) # 0 for some a. This will be illustrated in the context
of the noncommutative plane.

9.4 Examples

We first outline a general scheme of constructing spectral triples from a C*-
dynamical system, that is, a C*-algebra equipped with a group action. It should
be pointed out that all the examples of noncommutative manifolds considered
by us are constructed following this scheme.

Let (A, G, a) be a C*-dynamical system with G an n dimensional Lie group,
and 7 a G-invariant trace on 4. Let A% be the space of smooth vectors, K =
L%(A,7) ® CN, where N = 21"/2]_Fix any basis {X|, X2, ... X,,} of the Lie
algebra of G. Since G acts as a strongly continuous unitary group on ‘H =
L*(A, 7) we can form skew-adjoint operators dx, on H. Let D : K — K be
given by

D= idy, ® . 9.9)
k
where y1, ...y, are self-adjoint matrices in My (C) such that yry; + y7x =
—26y;j. Then (A, K, D) is a candidate of a spectral triple, and for such a Dirac
operator, [D, A*°] € A*° ® My (C). It may be noted that for a nonabelian G,
D? # — > d)z(k, and whether D has compact resolvents or not has to be
verified case by case.

9.4.1 Spectral triples on noncommutative torus

For a fixed @, an irrational number in [0, 1], consider the C*-algebra Ay (which
appeared briefly in Chapter 3) generated by a pair of unitary symbols subject
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to the relation:
UV =exprif)VU = AV U. (9.10)

It is known that 4y is a simple C*-algebra, that is, it has no two-sided ideal
other than the trivial ones, namely {0} and .4y itself. For details of the properties
of such a C*-algebra, the reader is referred to [28] and [112]. The algebra has
many interesting representations.

(i) H = L*(T"), T! is the circle, and for f € H, (z1(U)f)(z) = f(A2).
(T (V) ) =2f (), z €T
(if) In the same H, with the roles of U and V reversed:
for f € H, (m2(V) f)(2) = f(42), (m2(U) f)(z) = 2f(2), z € T.
(i) InH = L*(R),
(m3(U) fHx) = fx+ 1), (@3(V)f)x) = 2" f(x).

While the first two were inequivalent irreducible representations, the ultra-
weak closure of the third one is a factor of type II; (see also Example 2 in
Section 3.2).
There is a natural action of the abelian compact group T? (2-torus) on Ay
given by
0(z1,22) (Z amn U™ V’l) — z amnz’lnzg umnvnt,
where the sum is over finitely many terms and ||z1]| = [|z2]] = 1. a extends as

a x-automorphism on 4y and has two commuting generators d; and d> which
are skew x-derivations obtained by extending linearly the rule:

di(U)y=U, di(V)=0
d(U)=0,dr(V)=V. 9.11)

Both d; and d; are clearly well defined on 4p>* = {a € Ag | z — a;(a)
is C®} = {3, ez@mnUn V" | sup,, , Im*n'ay,| < oo for all k,I € N}.
Clearly, AZ° is a dense *-subalgebra of Ag. A theorem of Bratteli ef al. [22]
describes all the derivations of Ay which maps Ag° to itself : for almost all ¢
(Lebesgue), a derivation 6 : Ag° — AZ° is of the form 6 = c1dy +cada +[r, .1,
with r € Ag°, c1, c2 € C. Another important fact about Ay is the existence of
a unique faithful trace 7 on 4y defined as follows:

r (Z Apn U™ v") = ag. 9.12)

Then one can consider the Hilbert space H = L?*(Ag, 7) (see [96] for an
account of noncommutative L? spaces.) and study the derivations there. It is
clear that the family {U™ V"},, ,cz constitute a complete orthonormal basis in
‘H. The next simple theorem is stated without proof.
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Theorem 9.4.1 The canonical derivations dy, d» are self-adjoint on their nat-
ural domains: Dom(d)) = {Zaan’" Vrol S 4 mP)|am? < oo}
Dom(d) = {Zaan”’ VS 4 n?)|amn | < oo} Furthermore if we
denote by d, = [r, Jwithr € Ag C L*°(Ay, ) acting as left multiplication
in'H, then d,* = d,» € B(H)

We define, following Connes, the ‘standard’ or ‘canonical’ spectral triple on
AZ° by choosing the Hilbert space H = L*(7) & L?(r), with the Z,-grading

. 10 .
given by y = ( 0 -1 ) , and the Dirac operator

0 di+id
Do = .
0 (dl—idz 0 )

Note that Ag° is embedded as a subalgebra of B(H) by a — (g O) . The
a

associated ‘Laplacian’ is given by Lo = —%(a’l2 + d22).

We now construct a family of ‘perturbed’ spectral triples by perturbing the
above canonical triple by a bounded element of .Ag° in a suitable sense. To this
end, choose and fix r € Ag°. We define a spectral triple with the same Hilbert
space, grading and representation of the algebra as before, but with the Dirac
operator Dy replaced by D = D, given by

0 d,
D, = D .
r 0+(dr*0)

We claim that this new spectral triple is in general not unitarily equivalent (in
the sense described below) with the canonical one. This claim is proven by
computing the Connes—de-Rham cohomology groups.

Recall that we say that two spectral triples (A, H1, D) and (A3, Ha, D7)
are unitarily equivalent if there is a unitary operator U : H; — H; such that
Dy = UD{U* and n2(-) = Um(-)U*, where z;, j = 1,2 are the repre-
sentation of A; in ; respectively. Now, we want to prove that in general the
perturbed spectral triple is not unitarily equivalent to the unperturbed one. Let
Ol (.Ago) be the universal space of one-forms ([28]) and 7 be the representation
of Q! = Q!(A%°) in H given by

m(a)=a® Iz, 7n(d(a)) =I[D,al,

where ¢ is the universal derivation.
Note that [D, a] = i[6;(a)y1 +52(a)y2], where ri = Re(r), rp = Im(r), &) =
d\+d,,, 0 = dr +d,,, and y1, y are Clifford matrices ((1) (1)) and ( O, ! )

respectively.
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Theorem 9.4.2 (i) Letr = U™, then Qb (AX) := n(Q!) = AP & AF.
(ii) Q2(AP) =0 forr =U".

Proof:

(i) Clearly 7 (Q") C A y1 + Ag°y2. The other inclusion follows from the
facts that 0,(U*) = 0, 5;(U¥) is invertible, and that ,(V') is invertible for
sufficiently large /.

(ii) Let J1 = Ker w|q1, J» = Ker 7|q2. Then J 4 dJ; is an ideal, implying
that 7 (0J;) = n(J> + 6J1) is a nonzero submodule of 7 (Q?) C AP @ ARX.
Since AZ° is simple there are two possibilities, namely either 7 (6.J1) = AZ°,
or z(6J1) = A° ® Ap°. To rule out the first possibility we take a closer look at
Jiand (0J1). J; = {Zl a;io(b;)| Zi a;jo1(b;) =0, Zi a;o (b)) = ()}. Using
the fact that Jy, &, are derivations we get for D a;d(b;) € J;

D 61@)dbi) = = D aior(S2(bi)) 9.13)

D 0(@)di(bi) = = D" aidr(61(bi)). (9.14)
Moreover,
r ( > 6(az-)5<b,->)
= D Gila)y1 + 62(a)y2) @1 (bi)y1 + 02(bi)72)

= D> (01(a)d1(bi) + 02(a)d2 (b)) + D (01(a)d2(bi) — 62(ai)d1(bi)712,

where y12 = p1y2 = —y2y1. Taking x = U'6(U) + US(U™") € Qlitis
straightforward to verify that x € J and 7 (6(x)) = —2. This proves A°®0 C
7 (0J1). We show that the inclusion is proper by showing the nontriviality of
coefficient of y1>. Using (9.13), (9.14) we see that the coefficient of yiy is
> ajldi, 01(bj) = > —im aj[r1,bj]. As before we can find ng such that
for [ > no, 52(V’) is invertible. If we now choose a; = I,b; = V"0, a) =
=5 (V™) (VY by = Vas = (—ai161(b1) — axd2(b2)U1, b3 = U,
then the vanishing of the coefficient of y will imply that [r], V0] = g, (V")
S (VH~ry, V! for all I > ng and we note that while the left-hand side is
nonzero and independent of 1, the right-hand side converges to 0 as | — oo
leading to a contradiction. Therefore AS° @ Ag° = 7 (6J1) € T(Q%) C AX @
A% Hence Q3 (AX) = %{?j}% =0. O
Thus we have the following theorem.

Theorem 9.4.3 The spectral triples (Ay°, H, Do) and (AZ°, H, D) are not
unitarily equivalent forr = U™.

The proof is clear since QZDO AP)=AF #0 = Q%) (AD).
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9.4.2 Noncommutative 2d-dimensional plane

In this subsection we shall discuss the geometry of the simplest kind of non-
compact manifolds, namely the Euclidean 2d-dimensional space and its non-
commutative counterpart. Let d > 1 be an integer and let A, = C (Rz‘i), the
(non-unital) C*-algebra of all complex-valued continuous functions on R??
which vanish at infinity. Then 8;(j = 1,2, ..., 2d), the partial derivative in
the jth direction, can be viewed as a densely defined derivation on 4., with
the domain A® = C(R??), the set of smooth complex valued functions
on R? having compact support. We consider the Hilbert space LZ(R>*?) and
naturally imbed .A2° in it as a dense subspace. Then i9; is a densely defined
symmetric linear map on L*(R>¢) with the domain A2°, and we denote its self-
adjoint extension by the same symbol. Also, let 7 be the Fourier transform on
L*(R*!) given by

F) = (FHK) = @) / ek ()dx,

and M, be the operator of of mult1phcat10n by the function ¢. We set M,/, =
F~ lM F, thus i9; = M A= MZ 2 is the self-adjoint positive operator,

called the 2d-dimensional Lapla(:lan Clearly, the restriction of A on A2° is the
differential operator Z =1 6]2. Let h = L*(R?) and U,, Vj be two strongly
continuous groups of unitaries in 4, given by the following:

Wa O = [+ @), (VpH@) =P f(1), a,f.r €RY, [ e CERY.
Here ¢./3 is the usual Euclidean inner product of R¥. It is clear that

UaUy = Uyyar,

VeV = Vpips

Uy Vg = e *PVpU,.
(9.15)

For convenience, we define a unitary operator W, for x = (a, f) € R* by
W, = U, Vge 5P,

so that the Weyl relation (9.15) is now replaced by W, W, = Wx+yeép @.y)
where p(x, y) = x1.y2 —x2.y1, forx = (x1, x2), y = (y1, y2)- This is exactly
the Segal form of the Weyl relation ( [51]). For f such that f € L'(R*), we
set

b(f) = /de f(x)Wedx € B(h). (9.16)

Let A be the *-algebra generated by {b(f) : f € CX°(R*?)} and let A be the
C*-algebra generated by A with the norm inherited from B(#). It is possible
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to verify using the commutation relation (9.15) that b(f)b(g) = b(f © g) and
b(f)* = b(f"), where

FoRm = [ fle=at)etreaxs 1w = f(-x)
We define a linear functional 7 on A by setting 7 ((b(f)) = f 0)
(= @2n)™¢ | f(x)dx), and verify ([51], page 36) that it is a well-defined faith-
ful trace on A% It is natural to consider H = L?(A>, 7) and represent A in
B(H) by left multiplication. From the definition of 7, it is clear that the map
c R 5 f + b(f) € A® C 'H extends to a unitary isomorphism from
L?(R??) onto H and in the sequel we shall often identify the two.

There is a canonical 2d-parameter group of automorphism of A given by
0a(b(f) = b(fa). where fu(x) = €**f(x), f € CP®RM), a € R¥.
Clearly, for any fixed b(f) € A*®, a — ¢, (b(f)) is smooth, and on differen-
tiating this map at o = 0, we get the canonical derivations d;, j = 1,2, ...,2d
as 0;(b(f)) = b(j(f)) for f € CX (R?). We shall not notationally distin-
guish between the derivation J; on A and its extension to H, and continue
to denote by id; both the derivation on *-algebra A and the associated self-
adjoint operator in H. It is clear that we can write down a candidate of spectral
triple using this action of R2? following the scheme outlined in the beginning
of this section. Indeed, we consider a suitable integer N such that the 2d-
dimensional Clifford algebra can be represented in My (C), and let y1, ..., y2q
be N xN matrices satisfying the Clifford relations y;y; + y;y; = 0ifi # j,
and —21 fori = j. We take H' = H®C", and represent A in B(H') by trivial
ampliation A 3 a — a ® Icv. We continue to denote this ampliation again

by a. Let
D= Ziéj Q7Yj-
J

It is indeed straightforward to verify that [ D, a] is bounded for all a € .A. How-
ever, this is not a compact type spectral triple, as the resolvent of the associated
Dirac operator is not compact.

9.4.3 Spectral triples on quantum Heisenberg manifold

Let G be the Heisenberg group.

1 x z
G = 0 1 y :x,y,2€R
0 0 1

For a positive integer c, let H, be the subgroup of G obtained when x, y, cz are
integers. The Heisenberg manifold M, is the quotient G/H,. Nonzero Poisson
brackets on M, invariant under left translation by G are parametrized by two
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real parameters u, v with /42 +2 # 0 (see [111]). For each positive integer
¢ and real numbers u, v, Rieffel constructed a C*-algebra AZ"}) as example of
deformation quantization along a Poisson bracket [111]. These algebras have
further been studied in [1], [2] and [129]. It was also remarked in [111] that
it should be possible to construct example of noncommutative geometry as
expounded in [28] in these algebras also.

In what follows, for x € R, e(x) will denote ¢27i*

Definition 9.4.4 For any positive integer ¢ let S¢ denote the space of C* func-
tions @ : R x T x Z — C such that

(@) ®(x +k,y, p)=elckpy)®(x,y, p) forallk € Z

(b) for every polyn0m1a1 P on Z and every partlal differential operator
X = % on R x T the function P(p)(X(I))(x v, p) is bounded on
K x Z for any compact subset K of R x T.

For fixed real numbers 7, x and v such that x2 + v2 > 0, let Ap° denote S¢

with product and involution defined by

(©+W)(x,y,p) = D> ®x —h(g — p)u.y —h(g — p)v.q)
q
xW(x —hqu,y —hqv, p—q)
9.17)

O*(x, y, p) = (x, y, —p). (9.18)

Consider 7 : A — B(L*(R x T x Z)) given by

@ (@) (x, y,p) = D ®(x —h(g —2p)p, y —h(g —2p)v, q)
q
x¢(x, y, p —q). 9.19)

This gives a faithful representation of the involutive algebra Ap°. Let AZ’;’,
denote that norm closure of 7 (AP°). It is called the Quantum Heisenberg
Manifold.

Let Nj be the weak closure of 7 (A7°) .

We shall identify AP° with 7 (A;°) without any mention. Since we are going
to work with fixed parameters c, i, v, 7 we will drop them altogether and
denote A;hv
cent of Heisenberg only to distinguish it from a general algebra.

simply by Aj here the subscript remains merely as a reminis-

We mention the following result without proof.
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Proposition 9.4.5 For ¢ € S¢, (r,s,t) € R?® = G, (as a topological space)

Lsn®)(x, 3, p) i=e(pt +es(x —r))ex —r,y —s,p)  (9.20)

extends to an ergodic action of the Heisenberg group on A;ff)
Moreover, T : A° — C, given by t(¢) = fol Jpé(x,y,0)dxdy extends to
a faithful normal tracial state on Np.

It is simple to verify that 7 is invariant under the Heisenberg group action. So,
the group action can be lifted to L?(A2°). We shall denote the action at the
Hilbert space level by the same symbol.

Proposition 9.4.6 Let V¢, Wy, X, be the operators defined on LR x T x Z)
by
(Vi) (x,y, p) = f(x, )S(x, y, p),
(Wi)(x, 3, p) = e(=ck(p*hv + py)E(x +k, y, p),
(X (x,y, p) =< = 2hrp, y — 2hrv, p+7r).
Let T € B(L>*(R x T x Z)). Then T € Ny, if and only if T commutes with the
operators Vg, W, X, forall f € L°(R x T), k,r € Z
A proof of this can be found in [129].

Lemma 9.4.7 Let S; | be the set of all y : R x T x Z — C such that:

(i) w is measurable,
(il) Yn = SUP,cR yeT lw(x,y,n)| is an Iy sequence,
(iit) y(x +k,y, p) =elckyp)y (x, y, p) forall k € Z.

Then for ¢ € S¢ 7 (@) defined by the same expression as in (9.19) gives a

00,00, 1’

bounded operator on L*(R x T x 7).

Proof:
Let ¢’ : Z — Ry be given by

Y= sup 1, y.n)| =
xeR,yeT
Then |(z (@)E) (x, y, p)| < (¢ x |E(x, vy, .))(p), where x denotes convolution
on Z and |&(x, y, .)| is the function p — |£(x, y, p)|. By Young’s inequality,
1@ (@) (x, v, I, < g™ *ISCe, y, Il < g I 1€ (x, ., )iy, which shows
that [z (@)1l < Iplloc,00,1 = 1911y O

Remark 9.4.8 (i) The product and involution defined by (9.17), (9.18) turn
Sgo’ 0.1 into an involutive algebra.
(ii) ¢ = lPlloc,00,1 is a x-algebra norm.
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Lemma 9.4.9 The algebra 7 (S€ ) is a subset of Nj.

00,00,1

Proof:
It follows from the Proposition 9.4.6, which characterizes Np. O

Theorem 9.4.10 The Hilbert space Lz(.Ago, ) is unitarily isomorphic with
L*(T x T x Z) = L%([0, 1] x [0, 1] x Z).

Proof:

For ¢ € S, defineI'gp : R x T x Z — C by

,00,1?

_ | e(=cxyp)p(x,y,p) fory <1
oty )= <¢(X,Y,P) fory=1"

Then ' (x +k,y, p) =Td(x,y, p).So,'pisamap fromT x T x Z to C.

1
(@) = [ ] D16t~ hany —hgv.—q)Pdxdy
q

! 2
=/O /Tzqnqs(x,y,qn dxdy

since |p(x +k,y, p)| = |p(x,y, p)|forallx e R,y € T, k, p € Z. Therefore
T(¢* xp) = ||ITg|?, thatis, T : L2(A®, 1) — L*(T x T x Z) is an isometry.
To see I' is a unitary observe the following conditions.

(i) N C LZ(A,;’O, 7), since 7 is normal.
00) mn = { e(cxyp)e(mx +ny)dy,, for0<y <1
m,nk =

Oxpe(mx) fory=1
is an element of S5 | € Nj
(iii) {r¢”1s”’k}m,n,keZ is an orthonormal basis of L?(T? x Z). O

Remark 9.4.11 ¢ — @l[0,11xTxz gives a unitary isomorphism.

Corollary 9.4.12 Let My, be the multiplication operator by the function yp on
H = L*(T x T x Z). If we consider AL as a subalgebra of B(H) by the left
regular representation, then [M,, A>°] € B(H)

Proof:
Note that for ¢ € A, (M,,¢)(x,y, p) = ypp(x,y, p) gives an element in

C
So.00.1° hence a bounded operator. Moreover,

(Myp, Pl (x,y, p)
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=>(p— (v —hgv)(p — )¢ — h(g — p)u,y — hig — p)v. q)
q
Xy (x —hqu,y—hqv,p—q)

=> " q(y—h(g — pw)p&x — h(g — p)u.y — hig — p)v, q)
q
xy(x —hqu,y —hqv, p—q)

= (M}‘[?(¢) * l//)('x: y: p)
for y € A;°. This completes the proof. O

We now construct a class of spectral triples on the quantum Heisenberg
manifold.

Theorem 9.4.13 For the quantum Heisenberg manifold, if we identify the Lie
algebra of Heisenberg group with the Lie algebra of upper triangular matrices,
then D as described by (9.9) becomes a self-adjoint operator with compact
resolvent for the following choice:

01 0 0 0 0 0 0 ca
X1=10 0 0}),X2=(0 0 1],X3=10 0 O},
0 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 O

where a € R is greater than one.

Proof:
We define D by setting
3
Dom(D) :=D®C?, D(f ®u):= Y id;(f) ®0;(w),
j=1

with
D:={feL*[0,1] x[0,1] x Z) :
f(x,0,p) = f(x,1,p), f(1,y, p) = elcpy) f(O, y, p)

pf. o U e L?}, where o ;s are the spin matrices and d; are defined by:

’5’0_)7

fai(f) = 12 ida(f) = ~2mepef Gy, p) — i
X ay

i d3(f) = —2mpcaf(x,y, p).

Lety: LZ([O, 1] x[0,1] X Z) — L2([0, 1] x [0, 1] x Z) be the unitary given
by
e(=cxyp) f(x,y,p) fory <1
x’ b =
1D =] pe, . p) for y = 1
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Let D’ be defined by
Dom(D') = (3 ® I,)Dom(D), and D' = (5 x L)D(n @ )~
Then we have Dom(D’) = D’ ® C2, where
D :={f e L*(0,1] x [0,1] X Z) :
F0,0.p) = £ 1P, FO, v, p) = F Ly, p), 2

P € L2 ’
2y pf }

and D'(f @ u) = Zi‘:l i d}(f) ® 0 (u) where
0
4 (), v, ) = ~2micypf (3, p) = (5,7, )

dy(f)(x,y,p) = —%(x, v, p)s dy(f)(x,y, p) =2mipcaf(x,y, p).

On Dom(D’), D’ =T + S where S and T are defined as:

0 0
S =2rcM,, ® o1, T=—ia®01 —i5®02—2ncaMp®03,

with Dom(7) = Dom(D’) € Dom(S),

and they are self-adjoint operators on their respective domains. Also note that
T has compact resolvent and the conclusion follows from the Kato—Rellich
theorem (see [77]), since S is relatively bounded with respect to T with relative
bound less than % < 1. O

Theorem 9.4.14 Let H = Lz(Ag", 1) ® C2, and let AP° be viewed as a sub-
algebra of B(H). Then (A;°, H1, D) is an odd spectral triple of dimension 3.

Proof:

We shall use the notation used in the statement and proof of the Theorem
9.4.13. That (A;°, H1, D) is a spectral triple follows from the Theorem 9.4.13.
We only have to show |D|~3 € £(1:%) the ideal of Dixmier trace-class opera-
tors. To this end, observe the following.

(i) Since T is the Dirac operator on T2, 1, (T~ !ger 72) = O(1/n'/3), u,
stands for the n-th singular value.
(i) S is relatively bounded with relative bound less than é < 1, hence
“— —1,—1
IS(T+ )7 < Land |1+ ST+ |l < 7%
@@ii) un(AB) < u,(A)| B, for bounded operators A,B.

Applying (i),(if),(iii) to (D" + i)_1 = (T + i)_l(l + S(T + i)_l)_l we get
the desired conclusion for D’ and hence for D. O
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Corollary 9.4.15 Let T, S, D, D’ be as in the proof of Theorem 9.4.13 and
A= 0®hL)™'T(n Q b). Then (A2, Hy, A) is an odd spectral triple of
dimension 3.

Proof:

We only have to show that [A, Af°] € B(H;). Let B = (1 ® L)Y 'S ®
I>). Since n ® I, commutes with S, we have B = S. By Corollary 9.4.12,
[B, A;°] € B(H1). Now we complete the proof by applying the arguments
used in the proof of Theorem 9.4.14 along with D = A 4+ B completes the
proof. O

Remark 9.4.16 One can similarly show (A, Hi, A, = A + tB) forms an
odd spectral triple of dimension 3, for t € [0, 1]. It may also be noted that
D, A constructed above does depend on a.

9.5 Asymptotic analysis of heat semigroups and Laplacians

We do not try to build any general theory here; instead, we just analyze the
behavior of heat semigroups and Laplacians in some of the examples discussed
in the previous section.

9.5.1 Volume form and scalar curvature on noncommutative torus

Weyl asymptotics for Ay

For classical compact Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimension d with met-
ric g, recall how we obtain the volume and integrated scalar curvature from the
asymptotics of heat semigroup (see equations (9.6),(9.7)). For the noncom-
mutative d-torus ( with d even ) one possibility is to define its volume V and
integrated scalar curvature s by analogy with their classical counterparts as:

VA) =V = Jim 1424, (9.21)
1
s(Ag) =s = ¢ Jim 12 T, — 1742y (9.22)

where the heat semigroup 7; in the classical case is replaced by the semigroup
associated with the Laplacians mentioned in the preceding section, Tt0 = e'Lo
and the perturbed one 7; = e'~, with £ = —1{(d1+d,,)>+(d2+dy,)*} on H =
L%(Ay, 7). Before we can compute these, we need to study the operators L
and £ in L?(r) more carefully. The next theorem summarizes their properties
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for d = 2 and we have denoted by B, the Schatten ideals in B(H) with the
respective norms.

Theorem 9.5.1 (i) Ly is a negative self-adjoint operator in H = L2(1) with
compact resolvent. In fact Lo(U™ V™) = —%(m2 + 0 U™V m,n € 7
so that (Lo —z)™' € B,,(L2(r))f0r p > landz € p(Ly).

(ii) If r1,r2 € AZ° and they are self-adjoint, then L = Lo + B + A, where
B = —3(d* +d2 +du, ) +das(ry)) is bounded and A = —d, dy —dy, db,
so that A is compact relative to Ly and L is self-adjoint on Dom(Lg) with
compact resolvent.

Ifry,ry € Ag, then —L = —Lo— B— A as quadratic form on (Dom(—E())%)
and

(cLnd) " = (Lotn®) 2+ 2 (~Lo+nd) 2, (923)

where Z,, = (—Lg + nz)_% (B+A)(—Ly + nz)_%, is compact for each n with
B =—4(d* +d%), A = —3(didy, +dy di +drdy, +dyydy). This defines L as
a self-adjoint operator on L*(t) with compact resolvent. Furthermore, in both
cases of (ii) , the difference of resolvents (L — z) ™' — (Lo — 2) ™" is trace class
forz € p(£) N p(Lo).

Proof:

The proof of (i) is omitted. For proving (i7), we first verify by straightforward
calculation that £ = Lo + B + A on Ag° and that A(—Lo + nz)_1 is compact
foreveryn = 1,2, .... Therefore

(L = Lo)(=Lo+n?) " = (L~ Lo)(=Lo+ D7 (=Lo+ D(~Lo+nP) ",

which goes to 0 in operator norm as n — oo. By the Kato—Rellich theorem
(see, for example, [77]), L is self-adjoint and since

(—L+n?) = (Lo+nd) 1+ (Lo— L)(—Lo+nD) ]

for sufficiently large n, one also concludes that £ has compact resolvent. Fur-
thermore, for z € p(£) N p(Lo),

L-2"=(Lo—2)" = (Lo—2) 1+ (L - Lo)Lo—2) "1
x (Lo — L) (Lo —z)"

Since (£ — Lo)(—Lo +n?)~ : is bounded, (—Lo + n?)~ : e B3(L2(‘L')) and
since (Lo +2)" ' € B3/2(L2(T)) it follows that (£ —n?)" — (Lo —n )
is trace class forn = 1, 2, - - - by the Holder inequality.

When r1, 5 € Ay, we cannot write the expression for £ as above on Ag°,
since r1, r, may not be in the domain of the derivations dy, d;. For this reason,
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we need to define —L as the sum of quadratic forms and standard results as
in [107] can be applied here. From the structure of B and A it is clear that
Z, is compact for each n and hence an identical reasoning as above would
help us conclude that || Z,|| — 0 as n — oo. Therefore, (I + Z,)~! € B(H)
for sufficiently large n and the right-hand side of (9.23) defines the operator
—L associated with the quadratic form with Dom((—[,)%) = Dom((—[,o)%).
Clearly,

(—L+ 1) —(—Lotn®) ™ = (Lo + 1) (L + Z) Zu(—Lo +n?)
= —(=Lo+n?) "2+ Z) " (—Lo+n) "2 (B + A)(—Lo + 1)~
for sufficiently large n, and since
(—Lo+n2) "% € By, (—Lo+n>) 2 A(=Lo +n?) " € B,

o -1 —-1.

it is clear that (£ — n?)" — (Lo —n?)" is trace class. O
The next theorem studies the effect of the perturbation from Ly to £ on the
volume and the integrated sectional curvature for Ay.

Theorem 9.5.2 (i) The volume V of Ag(d = 2) as defined in (9.21) is invari-
ant under the perturbation from Ly to L.

(ii) The integrated scalar curvature for r € Ag°, in general is not invariant
under the above perturbation.

Proof:

We need to compute tr(e’S — ¢'£0). Note that if 1, > € AZ°, then

t
oL gL _ _/ (L — royesLods,
0

which on two iterations yields:

t t
etﬁ _ etﬁo — _/ e(t_S)EO(E _ £0)8.Y£0ds +/ dtle(t_tl)LO (£ _ [:0)
0 0

1 t
x / dtre1=2Lo(L — £)e2f0 — / die"E(L = L)
0 0
x /tl dtze(tl—tz)ﬁo (L — Lo) /[2 dt3e(f2—t3)ﬁo (£ — £0)6f3ﬁo
0 0
= L) + L) + () (say ). (9.24)

For estimating the trace norms of these terms, we note that the ,-norm of
£ - Eo)eSEO is estimated as

(L — Lo)e* ||, = II(B + A)e* 0|, < [|B]llle*~0 ) ,+
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sL, sL, L sL,
ci(ldie”™0N, + lld2e* =1 p) < " (el p + lld2e* 0]l )
- - 11
<c(s7P : + 5P 1_%) <cs P =3

for constants c, ¢y, ¢, ¢’ since we are interested only for the region 0 < s <
t < 1. Using Holder inequality for Schatten norms and the fact that

2
1L = n®) "M < (Lo — nH) ™ 1 4 (£ = Lo) (Lo —n®) 17! < >

for sufficiently large n, We get for the third term in (9.24)

t 1
10l <2 / di, / disl|(L — Lo)e D50, x
0 0
15}
/0 dss)|(C = Lo)e®™ L0, (L — Loy Lol

to_1
< C(Pl,Pz,P3)/ t, *dty = 0
0

ast — 0 where pl_l +py s 123 '=1.A very similar estimate shows that
t
s , _1
1@ S/ ds||e" 0|, 1(L — LoYe 0| p, < ct™2
0
(with p» > 2 and p;' +p;' =1)and

t
IO < / diy e,
0
1
X / )| (L — Lo)e =50 (L — Lo)e o), < ¢,
0

(with pl_l + p2_1 + p3_l = 1, in particular the choice p; = p» = p3 = 3 will
do) a constant independent of ¢. From this it follows that
lim ¢ tr(e'L — "0y = 0.
t—0+
Thus the invariance of volume under perturbation is proved.

In the case when ry, 2 € Ag, then £L — Lo = B+ d\ By +dyBy + Bjd; +
Bld; where B, By, B{, B2, B), are bounded. Therefore a term like =)Ly,
Bietto = [¢5Lo Bid, e"=9)Lo1* admits similar estimates to those above and the
same result follows.

(if) From the expression (9.22) for the integrated scalar curvature s, we see that
ford =2

1
S(L0) =s(Lo) = ¢ 1_i)r(1)1+tr(e'£ — e'Foy, (9.25)
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if it exists, and conclude that the contribution to (9.25) from the term I3(¢)
vanishes as we have seen in (i). We claim that tr/>(¢) — 0 as t — 0+. In fact
since the integrals in /> (¢) converge in trace norm, we have

t 1
trl> (1) :/ dtl/ ditr((L — EQ)e(“_n)Eo(ﬁ _ £0)6(l_tl+t2)£0),
0 0
and by a change of variable we conclude the following:
t
lwh()| <t / I(£ — Loy (L — Lo)e" V50| ds.
0

For r € Ag°, the perturbation (£ — L) is of the form by + b1dy + bady with
b; € B(H) fori =0, 1, 2; and the Hilbert—-Schmidt norm estimates are:

1
1L = Loye 12 < Nbollle 2 + ~V2(1b1 ]| + 521D I1(=Lo) 2 e 50l

1 3
< cl7E 457,

A

where c is a positive constant.

Therefore
t
[trlr(2)| < ct/ (s_% —i—s_%)((t — s)_% + (t — s)_%)ds,
0

which clearly converges to zero as t — 0+.
This leaves only the contribution from the term /; (), so that one has

6(s(L) = 5(Lo)) = = lim r1((L ~ Lo)e' L.
t—0+
As before we note that (£ — L) contains two kinds of terms:
2

1 1
B = —E(a'rz1 +d2), A= _E(drldl + didy, + dr,d> + dod,,).

The term tr(Ae'“) = 0 for all #+ > 0 will follow if we can show that
tr(d,dye'“0) = 0 for r € AS° and for this we note that

tr(d,dye'~0)
= D UV ddie U V"))

m,n
t
= Zm exp (—z(m2 + nz)) t(V'U"d,.(U"V")
m,n
t
= Zm exp(——(m2 + nz))r(V_”U_mrUmV" —r)=0.
m,n 2
Finally we consider the contribution due to B. Thus,

1
$(£) = s(Lo) = 3 Jim 1 tr((d? + d2)e' ), (9.26)
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if it exists. However since {¢ tr((drl2 + drzz)e“;o)} is bounded as t — 0+, we
shall interpret the above limit as a special kind of Banach limit as is done in
page 563 of [28], denoting the same by Lim. We thus have

s(L) = s(Lo)
1

= Lim 1((dy, % + dy,2)e'™0) (9.27)
1 ~ —

= = Tro((dn +d ) o Y. (9.28)

Let us now show that in general, the right-hand side of (9.26) is strictly
positive. For example, set i = (U + U~!) and r, = 0. Clearly, r1, > € A,
and

6(s(£) — 5(Lo))
= Lim % mzy;exp (—%(m2 + nz)) (umv", dfl(UmV”))
— Lim % > exp (—%(m2 + nz)) (1 = Y222

m,n

+(1 =272y 2= 2" = AT

o0 o0
t
= Lim 3 (2 Z e~mt/2 | 1)(8 Z sinz(nﬁn)e_”zt/z).

m=1 n=1

Next note that for 0 < ¢ < 2,

o0
NG z sin’(r Gn)e_"zl/2

n=1
Neln )
= Vi Y sin’(wome ™
n=1
[v2/1]
e VD) S W sinte 0 — )
n=1

= e '(V2 = VHEGin’z X)),
where foreach 0 <t <2, X;isa[0, 1]-valued random variable with

Probability (X, = k6 — [k@]) = [ 2/t] fork=1,2,..., [\/;] ,

and F is the associated expectation. Since 6 is irrational, it is known [65] that
as t — 0+, the random variable X, converges weakly to one with uniform
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distribution on [0, 1] and therefore

e ) [v2/1] R
limi .2 —n2t)2 . .2 —n%1)2
;glégf«/stm (mOn)e > IE%1+J? Z sin“(z0On)e
n=1 n=1
1
—1
> \/Ee_l/ sin’z xdx = (\/Ee) .
0
We also have by ( [28], page 563) that

t—0+ \/5

By the general properties of the limiting procedure as given in [28], we have

that Zf
s(L) — s(Lo) > 3—”

o0
lim V7> g2 _ VT
m=1

Remark 9.5.3 From the expression for s(Ly), we see that for d = 2,
1%
65(Lo) = lim (tr(efﬁo) - —) .
t—0+ t

Since the expression for tr e"Loand the volume V are exactly the same as in
the case of classical two-torus with its heat semigroup, the integrated scalar
curvature for Lo is the same as in the classical case, which is clearly zero.
Therefore s(L) is strictly positive for the case considered here.

Volume form

As in [28], the volume form v(a) on Ay is the linear functional v(a) =
%Trw (a|l§|_2P), where P is the projection on Ker (D)*. We shall now prove
that the above volume form is invariant under the perturbation from Lo to L.

Lemma 9.5.4 Let T be a self-adjoint operator with compact resolvent such
that T~" is in LY°(H). Then for a € Ay and every z € p(T), one has
Try (@l ' P) = Tryy(a(T —2)7 ).

Proof:

A -1
Note that (T —z2) ' = (T —z) P& —z'PL anld P is finite dimensional.
Therefore Tr, (a(T — z)~ ') = Trw(PaP(f” —z) P). On the other hand,

~ A —1 A A —1
Try(PaPT~'P — PaP(T —z) P)= —zTr,(PaPT (T —2) P)=0,

A A -1
by an application of Lemma 9.3.6, since 7! is in £ (H) and (T —z) is
compact. O
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A )
Theorem 9.5.5 If we set vo(a) = +Try (a|Do|~2) and v(a) = L1Tr,(a|D| )
fora € Ay, then vg(a) = v(a).

Proof:
Note that D? = —2 (L(:)l £O2 ) , Where

Ly = Lo+ drde+ + (didy+ + dyrdy) + i(dodix — drdp)
and

»CZ = »CO + dyxdy + (dldr + dr*dl) + i(d2dr* - drd2)~

Moreover, by Theorem 9.5.1, both £1 and £, have compact resolvents with
Py, P, being the projections on Ker(ﬁl)l and Ker([ﬁz)L respectively. Thus,
by applying Lemma 9.5.4 with Im(z) # 0, we get

v(a)

= Try(a(—£)) ' P+ Try(a(—Ls) " Po)

= Try(a(—L1 —2) "' +a(-L2—2)7")

= Try(a(—Lo—2) " +a(—Lo—2)"") + Try(a(—Ly —2)~!
—a(—Lo—2)") + Tryla(-La —2) ' —a(—Lo—2)7")

= vg(a),

since (—L; —2) ™' — (=Ly — z)_1 is trace class fori = 1, 2. O

9.5.2 Volume form for noncommutative 2d-plane

In this subsection, we shall use the notation of Subsection 9.4.2. We fix a pos-
itive integer d, and A be the noncommutative 2d dimensional plane, defined
and studied in Subsection 9.4.2.

Let us first look at the classical counterpart of the noncommutative 2d-plane.
As a Riemannian manifold, R*¢ does not posses too many interesting features;
it is a flat manifold and thus there is no nontrivial curvature form. Instead, we
shall be interested in obtaining the volume form from the operator-theoretic
data associated with the 2d-dimensional Laplacian A. Let 7; = e~ 2% be the
contractive Co-semigroup generated by A, called the heat semigroup on R,
Unlike compact manifolds, A has only absolutely continuous spectrum. How-
ever, forany f € C*(R*¥) and e > 0, M (A +e )~ has discrete spectrum.
Furthermore, we have the following theorems.

Theorem 9.5.6 M7, is trace-class and tt(M y7T;) = 4 [ f(x)dx. Thus, in
particular, v(f) = [ f(x)dx = t?te(MT,).
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Proof:
We have tr(M7;) = tr(FMyF ™ Moy s 5 2)and FM FF Mgy )
is an integral operator with the kernel &, (x, y) = f(x — y)exp(—% > yjz). It
is continuous in both arguments and f lk;(x, x)|dx < oo, we obtain by using
a result in [57] (p. 114, Chapter 3) that M7, is trace class and tr(M;7;) =
[ ke (x, x)dx = Qa)? =4 f(0) = t=40(f). m
As before, we get an alternative expression for the volume form » in terms
of the Dixmier trace.

Theorem 9.5.7 For e > 0, Ms(A + €)™ is of Dixmier trace class and its
Dixmier trace is equal to v (f).

For convenience, we shall give the proof only in the case d = 1. We need the
following two lemmas.

Lemma 9.5.8 If f, g € L?(R?) for some p with2 < p < oo, then MfAP/I:, is
a compact operator in L*(R?).

Proof-
This is a consequence of the Holder and Hausdorff—Young inequalities and a
proof can be found in [109]. O

Lemma 9.5.9 Ler S be a square in R?> and f be a smooth function with
supp(f) C int(S). Let A denote the Laplacian on S with the periodic bound-
ary condition. Then Tr,(Ms(As + e H=n J fx)dx.

Proof:
This follows from [82] by identifying S with the two-dimensional torus in the
natural manner. O

Proof of the theorem:
Note that for g € Dom(A) C L*(R?), we have fg € Dom(Ag) and

(AsMy —MypA)(g) = (AMy — MyA)(g) = Bg,
where B = —Mpay +2i 23: 1 Mo, () o 0. From this follows the identity
Mp(A+e) ' —(As+e)7 My
= (As+¢e) 'B(A+e)". (9.29)

Now, from the Lemma 9.5.8, it follows that B(A + e)’1 is compact, and since
(As + €)™ is of Dixmier trace class (by the Lemma 9.5.9), we conclude that
the right-hand side of (9.29) is of Dixmier trace class with the Dixmier trace
= 0. The theorem follows from the general fact that Try, (xy) = Tr,(yx), if y
is of Dixmier trace class and x is bounded (see [28]). O
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Similar computation can be done for the noncommutative case. The Lapla-
cian £ generated by the canonical derivation J; on A is given by

1
LB ==5b(A)), [ € C(R™).

Since in L2(R??), %A has a natural self-adjoint extension (which we continue
to express by the same symbol), £ also has an extension as a negative self-
adjoint operator in H = L?(R??), and we define the heat semigroup for this
case as T; = e'£. A simple computation using (9.16) shows that

1 1
Lb(f)) = —Eb(A(f)) =3 > Apj. pj. b(HN + Lg;. [g;, O,
J
(9.30)

where p; = —idj, q; = My;. The second form of £ will be the one that will
appear naturally in the later discussion of the stochastic dilation of T;.
By analogy we can define the volume form on .A* by setting

o(b(f)) = lim tu(b(f)T).
t—>0+
Then we have the following theorem.
Theorem 9.5.10 v (b(f)) = [ fdx

Proof:
The kernel K, of the integral operator b( )T} in H is given as

I?l(x, y) = f@ — X)e*ﬂ.\’|2/2eip(x,y)/2'

As before we note that K; is continuous in R?4 and K, (x, xX) = ki(x,x) =
f0)e! P2, Using [57] we get the required result. O

9.6 Quantum Brownian motion on noncommutative manifolds

We recall the martingale definition of Brownian motion on a manifold given
earlier in this chapter. To extend the notion of Brownian motion to the noncom-
mutative setting, let us first introduce a notion of operator-valued martingale.

Definition 9.6.1 A filtration on a Hilbert space H is given by an increasing
family (Py);>0 of projections in H satisfying the following conditions.

(i) P; — I in the strong operator topology as t — 00.
(i) Forall t > 0, limg_,;+ P; = Py in the strong operator topology.
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Given such a filtration (P;), we say that a family (¥;),;>0 € B(H) is an operator-
valued martingale with respect to the filtration (P;), or just that (¥;) is an (Pr)-
martingale, if

P,Y; P, =Y, for alls <t.

One can also introduce the notion of an operator-valued local martingale, For
this, a definition of quantum stop time is necessary. We do not discuss this here,
and refer the reader to references [14], [15] and [101] for more details.

Now, let M be a compact Riemannian manifold, and for m € M, let (X}");>0
denote M-valued Brownian motion defined on a probability space (Q2, F, P),
and satisfying X{j' = m. Consider A = C(M), and j, : A — A® L*(P)
given by

(D) = fXM).

We have already seen that j; is a dilation of the heat semigroup on C(M).
Moreover, j;(f)—jo(f) —% f(; Js((L(f))ds is an operator-valued local martin-
gale, where £ denotes the Laplacian. Motivated by this, we take the viewpoint
that a quantum Brownian motion on a noncommutative manifold is nothing
but an Evans—Hudson dilation of the heat semigroup on the underlying C*-
algebra. To justify the above viewpoint, we observe the following. If j; : A —
A" ® B(I'(L>(Ry, ko))) is an E-H dilation of a Q.D.S. (7}) with the generator
L= 08 on A, satisfying the Q.S.D.E. dj;(a) = za)ﬁ j[(ﬁg (a))dAg(t) with
jola) =a® I, fora € Ay € A (where 0;‘ : Ag — A), then for a € Ao, we
have

(@) — o@) — [ o (Llayds = @5 @)dAL(s).
ji(@) — jo(a) /0 Jo(L(@))ds a,ﬂ:%#m /0 Jo(05@)d AL (5)

It follows that j;(a) — jo(a) — fé Js(L(a))ds is an (P;)-martingale, where P,
denotes the projection in T'(L?(Ry, ko)) given by the following:

Pre(f) :=e(f x10.1)-

Let us make some general remarks regarding the possibility of such a dila-
tion in the light of our discussion in Chapter 8. Recall the general scheme of
constructing a spectral triple from a given C*-dynamical system (A, G, a),
where G is a Lie group. Clearly, the heat semigroup associated to such a spec-
tral triple will be covariant. If G is also compact, we can apply the results of
Chapter 8. The complete smoothness of the generator of such heat semigroup
is verifiable from Lemma 8.1.28 and Remark 8.1.29. However, we prefer to
discuss the construction case by case.

A note on the notational convention for the rest of the book: we shall use
the generic notation I to denote the symmetric Fock space I'(L?(Ry) ® C")
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(where n will be clear from the context); and IE will denote the vacuum expec-
tation in the Fock space T'(L?(R;) ® C"). Following [100], we shall identify
the n-dimensional standard classical Brownian motion (w1 (¢), .. ., w, (1)) with
the n-tuple of commuting self-adjoint operators ((a1(t) +a'(¢)), ..., (a,(t) +
aj; (1))) acting on T'. In particular, the classical stochastic integration with res-
pectto w; (i = 1,2, ...,n) will be understood as the quantum stochastic inte-
gration with respect to da; (t) + daj' ®).

9.6.1 Brownian motion on noncommutative torus

From the quantum stochastic point of view, the two ‘Laplacians’ £y and L are
equally good candidates for driving the Brownian motion on the noncommuta-
tive manifold Ay. Since £ has been obtained by ‘perturbing’ Ly, it is natural
to construct the quantum Brownian motion corresponding to Ly first, and then
from that the Brownian motion corresponding to £ by some kind of perturba-
tion at the quantum stochastic level. We achieve this in the theorem below. We
take n = 2 and thus I' = I'(L?*(R4) ® C?) here.

Theorem 9.6.2 (i) There exists a solution of the following quantum stochas-
tic differential equation (Q.S.D.E.) for x € A, and jto extends to a *-
homomorphism from Ag to Ag ® B(T).
djf (x) = j i ()dwi (1) + j{ (id2 () dw2 (1) + i (Lo())dr;
) =xe1. 9.31)

In fact, the solution is given by

-0
Jit ()C) = O(exp 2miwi (1), exp 27ri11)2(t))(x):
where (w1, wy)(t) is the standard two-dimensional Brownian motion. More-

over, IEjO(x) = e'“o(x).
(ii) The following Q.S.D.E. in H ® I' has a unique unitary solution:

2
- 1
AUy = 3 Ui i (mdar’ () + 1% (r)dar () = 2 i (v ),
=1
Uy = 1. (9.32)

Furthermore, setting j;(x) = U,jto(x)Ut*, one has the following Q.S.D.E.:

2

dji(x) = D 60 day” (1) + ji @6 (0))dar(0)} + ji(L(x))dr, (9.33)
=1

and [E j;(x) = ' (x).



276 Noncommutative geometry and quantum stochastic processes

Proof:

The proof of (i) is a straightforward application of the quantum It6 formula,
hence the details are omitted. For (ii), we first note that the existence, unique-
ness and unitarity of the solution of the Q.S.D.E. (9.32) follow from Theorems
5.3.1 and 5.3.3. The Q.S.D.E. (9.33) satisfied by j; can be verified by quantum
It6 formula, as done in ref [43], for example. d

9.6.2 Noncommutative 2d-dimensional plane

We briefly discuss the stochastic dilation of the heat semigroups on the non-
commutative 2d-planes considered by us. For the classical (or commutative)
C*-algebra of Co(R??) the stochastic process associated with the heat semi-
group is the well known standard Brownian motion. For the noncommutative
C*-algebra A we first realize it in B(L?(R?)) by the Stone—von Neumann the-
orem on the representation of the Weyl relations [51]

(Ua f)(x) = f(x + B)
(Vs f)(x) = "™ f(x). (9.34)

Let gj, pj(j = 1,2...d) be the generators of Vs and U, respectively, in
fact they are the position and momentum operators in the above Schrodinger
representation. For simplicity of writing we shall restrict ourselves to the case
d = 1, and consider the Q.S.D.E. in LZ(R) ® T'(L*(R4, C?)):

1 1
dX, = X,[ —ipdwi(t) — Epzdt —ig dwi(t) — qudt:|, Xo = 1;(9.35)

where w1, w, are independent standard Brownian motions, identified as oper-
ators on I'(L%(R., C?)) as explained before.

Theorem 9.6.3 (i) The Q.S.D.E. (9.35) has a unitary solution.
(ii) If we set ji(x) = X,(x @ I;)X] then j; satisfies the Q.S.D.E.:

dji(x) = ji(—=ilp, xDdwi(t) + ji (—ilg, xDdw(t) + j, (L(x))dt

forall x € A% and IE j,(x) = e'£(x) for all x € A, where L is given by
(9.30).

Proof:
Consider the following Q.S.D.E. in F(L2(R+)) for each 4 € R and for almost
all wq,

1 a
AW = W (=i Gt wi )dwa (1) = 5+ wr0)*de), Wy = 1.
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It is clear that W,()‘) = exp(—i fot (4 4+ wi(s))dwa(s)) which is unitary in
I'(L*(Ry)) for fixed A and w;. Next we set W, = Jr E1(d1) ® th which
can be clearly seen to be unitary in L?(R) ® I'(L*(R..)) for fixed w1, where
E4 is the spectral measure of the self-adjoint operator ¢ in L?(R). Writing
X; = W;e™ P10 it is clear that X; is unitary in L>(R) ® ['(L>(R,, C?)). A
simple calculation using It formula derived in Chapter 5 shows that X, indeed
satisfies (9.35).

The second part of the theorem follows from the observation that for fixed w1
and wy, X and b(f)® It with f € C2°(R?) map S(R)®I'(L*(R, C?)) into
itself. It is also straightforward to see that j; (x) = X,x X = e~/9w2()=ipw1()
xetPwi () piquwa(t) — B4 (1),—wr (1)) (X)- 0

9.6.3 Quantum Heisenberg manifolds

We recall the notation introduced in the Subsection 9.4.3, and choose I' =
['(L*(R4, C3)). Let us define the self-adjoint operators i dJ(.O), j =123,
by setting dj(o) =d; for j = 1,3, and taking d2(0) = —%. Denote by r the
unbounded operator on the Hilbert space H = LZ([O, 1] x [0, 1] x Z) given by

r=-=2nc(M;®1®Mp),

where M, and M, denote multiplication operator by x and p respectively. It
is clear (see for example [107]) that r is essentially self-adjoint on the product
domain L2([0, 1]x[0, 1])®agDom(M ), and we denote the self-adjoint exten-
sion again by r. Let us also observe thatid, = i déo) + r. Since the unbounded
self-adjoint operators idéo) and r commute, being nontrivial in the different
tensor components, it follows that Dom(D) (where D is the Dirac operator on
the quantum Heisenberg manifold) is a domain of essential self-adjointness for
all the operators i dj(.o), i dj and r; and we denote the self-adjoint extensions by
the same notation. Furthermore, we note that i dj(o)’s commute amongst each
other. We set

3
uy = uy = exp iZdj(.O)wj(t) ,
j=1
where w(t) = (w1 (t), wa(t), w3(t)) is a three-dimensional standard Brownian
motion. Clearly, for almost all w, u; is unitary, and we also define the homo-
morphism a; : B(H) — B(H) ® L>°(w) by setting for a € B(H),

as(a) = urauy.

Next we want to take into account the perturbation of the commuting triplet
i d,i d,i d) by (0,r,0), somewhat along the lines of [43]. But r is
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unbounded, so the method of [43] cannot be directly applied. However, the
following simple observation comes to the rescue. There is a natural ‘imprimi-
tivity’ between the map e/#?1 and M, viz.

PO M P = o
X 9

(9.36)
where a + b := (a + b) mod 1. Thus, u, leaves the domain of r invariant and
a;(r) = uruf = 2rc(M—-— o) ©1® Mp,

from which it is clear that o, (r) is a self-adjoint operator with Dom(D) being a
domain of its essential self-adjointness for almost all w. Furthermore, observe
that a;(r) and a;(r) commute for all s, > 0. Similarly, we can make sense of
a,(r?).

Now, let us consider the following Q.S.D.E. with unbounded coefficients in
the Hilbert space H @ I' = H @ T'(L*(R4, C?)) = H ® L*(w):

dU; = Udio,(r)dwa(t) — %a,(rz)dt}, Up=1. (9.37)

By the results of Chapter 7, the above Q.S.D.E. is seen to have a unitary solu-
tion. In fact, we can explicitly write down its solution in terms of classical

stochastic integral:
t
Uy =exp (l/ O (r)dwz(s)) .
0

Jia) =U; (al(a))Ut*

for a € A, it follows that j; satisfies the equation

Finally, if we set

3
dji(a) =Y ji(li dj, a)dw;(t) + ji(L(@))dt,
j=1

where 3
1
Lla) =5 jz_';[d,-, [d;, all

Thus, j; satisfies the desired Q.S.D.E.. To conclude that it is indeed an E-H
dilation of the Q.D.S. generated by the Laplacian £, that is, j; is a quantum
Brownian motion on the quantum Heisenberg manifold, we have to prove that
the range of j, is in A” ® B(I'). However, it is not clear whether o, maps A
into A, so the explicit definition of j; as given above does not give informa-
tion about the range of j;. To conclude that j,(A4) € A” ® B(I'), we need to
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take an indirect route of appealing to the construction of Chapter 8; more pre-
cisely to the Theorem 8.1.38 and Remark 8.1.39. The structure maps [id;, -]
and £ appearing in the Q.S.D.E. satisfied by j; are clearly completely smooth
with respect to the action of the Heisenberg group, by Proposition §.1.28 and
Remark 8.1.29. Moreover, the elements ¢, , x introduced earlier in this chapter
(Subsection 9.4.3) belong to A%, from which it follows that A%, is dense in
A. Thus by Remark 8.1.41, we can adapt the arguments of Theorem 8.1.38
to obtain an E-H flow with the above structure maps, which maps A into
A" ® B(I'). By Remark 8.1.39, this flow must coincide with j, on A% , which
proves that the range of j; is a subset of A" ® B(I').
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