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Quadratic Representations of the
Canonical Commutation Relations

By

Martin PROKSCH*, George REENTS** and Stephen J. SUMMERS * * *

Abstract

This paper studies a class of representations (called quadratic) of the canonical commutation
relations over symplectic spaces of arbitrary dimension, which naturally generalizes coherent and
symplectic (i.e. quasifree) representations and which has previously been heuristically employed in
the special case of finite degrees of freedom in the physics literature. An explicit characterization of
canonical quadratic transformations in terms of a ‘standard form’ is given, and it is shown that they
can be exponentiated to give representations of the Weyl algebra. Necessary and sufficient condi-
tions are presented for the unitary equivalence of these representations with the Fock representa-
tion. Possible applications to quantum optics and quantum field theory are briefly indicated.

I. Introduction

Since the canonical commutation relations (henceforth, the CCR) were in-
troduced by Dirac in 1927 as generalizations of Heisenberg's commutation rela-
tions in order to discuss radiation theory [6], they have received a great deal of
attention. Rigorous mathematical analysis of the CCR for the purposes of quan-
tum field theory began in the 1950’s, when it was also realized that in the case
of infinitely many degrees of freedom, which is of relevance in quantum statisti-
cal mechanics and quantum field theory, there are (uncountably) infinitely many
inequivalent irreducible representations of the CCR [8], and that the choice of
the proper representation is crucial in any physical application. Various classes
of representations of the CCR have been introduced and studied, and in this
paper we wish to examine mathematically another class of representations. We
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shall introduce this additional class in a setting that makes clear that it is a
natural generalization of two classes that have been intensively studied earlier -
the coherent representations and the symplectic representations (also called
quasifree representations). It should be mentioned that special cases of this class
of representations have already been introduced and heuristically studied in the
physics literature for a single degree of freedom [3] [16] and for a finite num-
ber of degrees of freedom [5]. We give here the first mathematically rigorous
treatment of the entire class of quadratic representations, and we do so without
restriction on the number of degrees of freedom.

We first give a brief introduction to these classes of representations. Let H
be a real test function space with a symplectic form o defined on it, and let
{@(f)|fEH} be a family of densely defined linear operators acting on the com-
plex Hilbert space A and satisfying

[0(f), D)) Cia(f, 9)1, f gEH. (1.1)

In other words, @ (f) is a representation of the CCR over (H, o). The best
known such representation is that of Fock (cf. [4] for the first mathematically
rigorous discussion of the Fock representation). Representations of the CCR are
the basic building blocks in the theory of bosonic systems. The number of
physical degrees of freedom of the system determines the dimension of H — in
particular, dealing with infinitely many degrees of freedom necessitates handling
infinite dimensional spaces H, whence the mathematical problems alluded to
above arise. Different, i.e. unitarily inequivalent, representations of the CCR
over (H, o) manifest different physical properties in general. Roughly speaking,
the choice of the symplectic space (H, o) corresponds to a choice of kinematics
in the model, whereas the choice of representation corresponds to a choice of
dynamics. (For an elaboration of this point, see the texts [7] [25] [9]). A stand-
ard technique for constructing such representations is to start with a Fock rep-
resentation and then perform a canonical transformation, i.e. transformation
O (f)~®& (f), f €EH, such that equation (1.1) holds with @ replaced by @'. If
the new representation @ (f) is not unitarily equivalent to @ (f), then one has
the chance of modelling different physics. In this paper, a new class of repre-
sentations of the CCR, which are not unitarily equivalent to the Fock repre-
sentation and which therefore open up the opportunity to model new physics, is
displayed.

The simplest class of canonical transformations is that of the coherent
transformations

()@ (f)=0(f) +2(f)1,

where A is a real-valued functional on H, which are intimately related with the
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coherent states used in quantum optics and elsewhere [12] . Another
well-studied class of canonical transformations is that of the symplectic (or
quasifree, or Bogoliubov) transformations

O(f) =0 (f)=0(Tf)=0(f) +0((T—1)f),

where the operator T : H—H is symplectic, i.e. satisfies o (Tf, Tg) =0 (f, 9).
Together, the coherent and symplectic transformations constitute the group of
inhomogeneous linear canonical transformations, have been intensively studied
(see, for example, [1]), and have found application in many branches of theo-
retical physics. It is known that the coherent representations are unitarily
equivalent to the Fock representation if and only if the linear functional A is
bounded [1], and the symplectic transformations are unitarily equivalent to the
original Fock representation if and only if the operator 1—|T|=1— (T*T)V2 is
a Hilbert-Schmidt operator [26].

To avoid technical definitions (which will be given later in the body of this
paper) in this introduction, we shall illustrate some of the basic points to be
made with a class of easily describable examples. Let {gx, pz}5=1 be a system of
densely defined operators acting on the complex Hilbert space A and satisfying

lgs, pu) =10 1,

and for the standard annihilation and creation operators ax E% (g +ipr) and
al = % (gr — ipn) let there be a vector Q@ € X such that a,Q =0 for all

EEN. In other words, we consider the Fock representation of a bosonic system
with infinitely many degrees of freedom. In this setting, the coherent, resp. sym-
plectic, canonical transformations can be written as

(4) qrqr, PepetAr ¢ 1,
(B)  qx™qr, pebrt 2 Anig,
]

where A, Ap are real and A, = A, for each &, I. Both transformations have the
general structure q,"q Pr—pe+ Fr (g1, ga...), where the Fy (g, gs,...) are real
functions of the operators ¢i, gz,... Note that the transformations above are

generated by the choice F} 5667}1' with

(A) F(xy, JCzy---) = %'{k\rk.

1 . .
(B) F(x1, x2,..) zfgxkt N % E%th(ﬁfﬂz_%‘am).

k)l
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1

It is a natural next step to choose F= 3 2 Apim - TeX1Tm - , which would give

k,l,m
rise to the transformation [22]

qrqe, Pk’_’Pk+IZ/2mm S qigm - . (1.2)

(In order for this transformation to be canonical, the coefficients Apm € R must
be totally symmetric in the indices.) We find it natural to call these transforma-
tions (and the resulting representations) higher-order! transformations (represen-
tations) of the CCR.

After defining general quadratic transformations below, those which are
canonical will be characterized. It will be shown that for any canonical quadratic
transformation, there exists a choice of basis in (H, ¢) in terms of which the
transformation can be brought into the form (1.2)? with X, A2 <. More-
over, it will be proven that any such transformation can be exponentiated to
yield a representation of the corresponding Weyl algebra over (H, 0), and that
the transformation produces a representation of the CCR unitarily equivalent
with the original Fock representation if and only if 2 1mA%im <. As we shall
see below, this condition can be equivalently expressed in terms of a certain
operator being Hilbert-Schmidt.

The paper is organized as follows. After establishing the notation and
general setting in Chapter II, quadratic transformations are defined and studied
in Chapter [, where the canonical quadratic transformations are explicitly
characterized. In Chapter IV it is shown that any canonical quadratic trans-
formation may be exponentiated, and the mentioned necessary and sufficient
conditions for their unitary implementability are proven. Finally, further de-
velopments, speculations and possible applications are discussed in Chapter V.

Some of the results presented in this paper have been announced in [22].

II. Notation and General Setting

For us the basic starting point is a real (nondegenerate) symplectic space
(H, o) with an associated (regular) Weyl system (#, W (f)) consisting of a
complex Hilbert space A and a mapping W : H—% (X) from H into the group
U (H) of unitary operators on # which satisfies the following axioms [13]:

'In the case (1.2), the transformation is called quadratic; for a brief discussion of transformations
of degree greater than 2, see Chapter 5 and [22].
% which we call standard
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W(f) W(g) =e ?Y92W (f+g), Vf, gEH, (2.1)
W (f)*=w(—f), VfEH, (2.2)

and
R2t—>W(f) €EB(H) is weakly continuous for all fEH. (2.3)

(B (H) denotes the set of all bounded linear operators A : X+ X.) Condition
(2.3) entails that the map R2t=>W (tf) €EB(X) is actually strongly continuous,
hence by Stone’'s Theorem one knows that for each f € H there exists a
self-adjoint operator @ (f) on X such that W (/) =¢™®? for all t €ER and by
(2.1) the map f—®@(f) is (real) linear. In fact, there exists a dense domain of
vectors DwC A which is a core of and left invariant by every @(f) [19] [10]; it
is on this domain that the linearity just mentioned can be verified. On this do-
main one also verifies that the generators satisfy the CCR:

O(f) D) —0(9) 0(f)=ia(f,9)1, Vf gEH. (2.4)

We therefore also call the Weyl system (#, W (f)) and its associated gener-
ators as above a regular representation of the CCR over (H, o).

We shall denote by & (H, o) the C*-algebra on A generated by the oper-
ators {W(f)|f €H}. As the notation indicates, the algebra & (H, ¢) does not de-
pend on the choice of representation of the Weyl operators {W (f) |f € H} [28]
[2, Theorem 5.2.8]. o (H, 0) is a simple, nonseparable C*-algebra [28] [13].
There are, in fact, many different C*-algebras one can associate with the CCR
(see [11] for a discussion of some of the alternatives), and the one we have
chosen is minimal in the sense of set containment [15]; but, for practical pur-
poses the choice is moot, since one is generally interested in a von Neumann
algebra which is ‘generated’ by the C*-algebra, and all the C*-algebras dis-
cussed in [11] (realized concretely on a given representation space) have the
same weak closure.

For any real linear map J : H—H satisfying o (Jf, J9) =a(f, 9), —o(Jf. f) >
0 (fﬂF 0), and J2= —1, one can introduce a complex structure on H as follows®
[11]: (a+iB) f=af + BJf, for all fEH, and a, B E R. Moreover, {f, > x=
—o(Jf, 9) +io(f, 9) defines a scalar product on H such that (H, (*,*>%) is a
complex preHilbert space [11]. If on the other hand one begins with a complex
Hilbert space # with scalar product < - , * >, then with o (f, 9) =Jm<f, 9.
(H, 0) is a real symplectic space of the sort with which we began, and with

31t should be mentioned that such a J does not necessarily exist for arbitrary choice of symplectic
space (H, 0).
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{f, 9> =Re {f, @, then (H, <+, +>) is a real Hilbert space.

With a choice of a o-admissible complex structure J on (H, o), there is an
important representation of & (H,0) called the Fock representation. This is
given as the GNS-representation {#, m, Q} associated with the state [14] w;
determined on & (H,0) by

w; (W (f)) =eourns, (2.5)

Given such a representation, one can define the following ‘annihilation’ and
‘creation’ operators:

a(f)= /—(@(f)ﬂd)(]f)) a' (f) = f(@(f)—z@Uf)) (2.6)

where (W (tf)) =¢'®Y. One has then a (f) Q=0 for all f EH.

For the purposes of this paper, we shall assume that a choice of
o-admissible complex structure J has been made on (H, g), so we have the com-
plex one-particle space # and a corresponding Fock representation. Since as
sets H=#, we shall distinguish notationally the vector f viewed as an element
of the real Hilbert space H from the same vector, denoted asf, viewed as an ele-
ment of the complex Hilbert space #. If {¢4} sy forms an orthonormal basis in
#, then with Jer = ep, the set fex) = lew, er} = {er, Jer (in this paper,
large-lettered indices K, L, M,... are understood to run through the set {1, 1°, 2,
2', ..}, whereas small-lettered indices k, I, m, .. run through {1, 2, 3, .} =N)
forms a symplectic orthonormal system in H, in particular

U(Ek, 61) =0(ek’, el') =0, 0'<6k, er) =0,
<ek, ez> = <ek', e1r> :5):1, <ek, ey) =O,

where in our notation the last line can be written as <ex, er> = 0kr.
With the choice of complex structure made as above, the corresponding
Fock state denoted by wr : & (H, 6) »C now satisfies

(W(f)) =e1r12

and the associated GNS-space may be represented by the symmetric Fock space

F+ (#). We recall that the Fock space F (#) = @5 o™ (#°=C, #” the n-fold
tensor product of # with itself), and that %4 (#) is the totally symmetric sub-
space ®5_oP.#" of F (#), where P, is the projection
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~ ~ 7= 1~ ~ o7
P, (®(® & —sznm Bfr2) @ Bfz(m
4

(f, € #, 7 permutation on the set {1, 2, ..., n}). The projection operator Py :
F (#) = H#" projects onto the n-particle subspace, and we shall write ¢™ =Py
as the n-particle component of ¢ €EZF (#). The vector Qo= (1, 0, 0, ...) EF, (#)
is the Fock vacuum. %, is the finite-particle subspace, i.e. the linear span of the
ranges of {Pn},cy. The GNS-representation for the Fock state may be identified
with {F. (#), r, Qo}.

With a (f) the usual annihilation operator in #; (#) for fE# and the ad-

joint operator a(f)* the corresponding creation operator, then the linear self-

adjoint operator @; (f) =L @(f) +a(f)*) (the bar denotes the closure of the
V2

operator) is called the Segal field operator in ¥, (#). If we also view fE# as
an element of H, then we have @, (f) = @ (f), after identifying & (H, 6) with
7r (4 (H, 0)) (since they are isomorphic). %, is a core for @ (f), and for 9 EF,,
@ (f) satisfies the bound @ (f) @ |<v2 Vn,+1|fll e, where n, equals the
smallest # €N such that Py¢ =0 for all N>n. If (fn)s-1 converges in H to f,
then for every @ €%, the sequence (@ (f,) @)y converges in F,(#) to D (f) ¢.
To make a notational connection to the discussion in Section I and in keeping
with common harmonic oscillator conventions, if {ex} is a symplectic orthonor-
mal basis in H, then the ‘position operator’ and the ‘momentum operator’ corres-
ponding to the k-th degree of freedom are given by

G=0s(@) =0 (er), pr=Ds(er) =D (Jer) =D (ew).

III. Quadratic Transformations

In this chapter we rigorously define what we mean by quadratic trans-
formations and then explicitly characterize those which are canonical, i.e. those
which lead to a representation of the CCR. We shall show that any such trans-
formation can be written in the standard form of equation (1.2). In the follow-
ing, D (0) (resp. R(0)) will denotes the domain (resp. range) of the operator O.

§3.1. Two-Particle Operators and Generators

We first define and study the two-particle operators and their associated

n
transformations. Let F € HOH have the form F= X a; (f; ®9;), with o, €R, fi, 9

1=1
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€H and n€N. We define an operator ¥ (F) acting on the domain FoC F4 (#)
by

U(F) = W(:Zlai (fi ®gi))¢5 Zzlai CO(f)0(9:) L, QEF,,
where the Wick ordering is taken with respect to the Fock vacuum Q,, i.e.
L0(1)0(9) 1 =0u(7) 0.0) — 5T, Pl =0(1) D) — 3£, 1= 5o (£ )1

It is easy to verify that this definition is independent of the special choice of
linear representation for F (see [18], pp. 14-15).

Lemma 3.1.1. For each ¢ € %, the mapping F— ¥ (F) ¢ from HOH to
F+(#) is bounded with

17 F) ¢l <2/2v/ s +2) e+ 1) IF] 191, (3.1.1)

for any QEF . Hence it may be extended uniquely to a continuous linear map from H

®H(=H? to F.(#) . Consequently, for each F € H? there exists a linear operator
with domain F,, which shall again be denoted by U (F) and which satisfies the
same bound (3.1.1).

n
Proof. 1. With F= X a; (f, ®g,), there is a finite orthonormal and symplec-

i=1
tic system {ey, Jeu, ..., em, Jem) = el K=1, 1', ..., m, m’} = {ex} ke 4, with M={1, 1",

o m, m'}, 2m <n, such that F= 2 Bk (ex ®er). This can be seen by consider-
KLEM

ing the subspace of # spanned by }?1 ]7;, 71, .... » and choosing an orthonor-
mal basis {h, ..., i} for it. {e;} will denote the corresponding vectors in H, i.e.

~ m m
@:=h;. Then one has fi= 2.7;¢; if and only if fi= 2 Re7ie;+Jm7i Je; (similarly
i=1 i=1

for the other test functions). With F now expressed as F= 2 B (ex®ey), de-
KLEM

fine F= X Pxi(6x ®z1) EH2 Then one has | F|< 2| Fll, which can be verified
KLEM

by direct computation.
2. One then computes:

U(F)p= 2 Bxr®(ex) Dler):¢

KLEM
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Z Brila* @x) a* (@) +a(ex)a (@) +a* @x)a (1) +a*@)a @x)} ¢;

KLEJl
llllT(F ) ¢’" <5 {" Z .BKL(I* @x)a* (eL) ¢||+" Z .BKLa (ex)a (eL) (b“
+" Z BKLa ex)a e;_) (/)”"‘” Z ,BKL(Z* (eL)a eK) ¢]l} (3 1. 2)

3. Now, in particular, one has

| 2 Bria*(ex)a™* @) ¢"2=§3“ > Bra* @) a* (@) oI
KLEAM n=0 KLEM
=3 T Bu/nF2/nTIP.&x®5 @G|

n=0 KLEM

=3 (0 42) e 4+1) [P F @™
n=0

< (a02) (ot D IEF Sl P
<2(ng+2) g+ D IFFIF.

Thus, the map ¢® —a* (€%) a* (¢7) ¢ is a bounded linear map from P,#” to
P,#"? with norm bounded by v2 y+2) w+1) |F|. The map ¢™? —

a (@x) a @) "2 is (a restriction of) its adjoint and therefore satisfies the

bound: “ Z ,BKLa @x)a @) ¢™?|<V/2 Y WF2) w+1) [Flll¢p™*? |, which entails
|| Z ,BKLa ex)a(eL) I <2y +2) (ng+1) [FIFII.

4. Similarly, one finds

2 Bra* (@x)a (er) 9=

KLEM

(BkL+1'.Bk L) a* (ek) a (eL) (b(”)

|| M§ fM&

J_ Pié; ® [a( Z (Bee—iBwr)er) ¢™].

In light of the standard bound [la (f) ¢™(|<nllf]l llp*|, it now follows that
| = Bra*(E@x)a @) o™ F<ndn | X ButiBer) el o™
KLEM k=1 LEM

<2nfFlllp=I.

Thus one has the inequality | = Bxza* @x)a @) ¢IF <2 (ne+2) (ne+1) IFIPl@I.
KLEM

The same bound is applicable to the remaining term in (3.1.2).
Putting together Steps (2)-(4), one may conclude
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[T gI<3 - 4/2/ s F 2 aaF 2 1] )
U

Of course, a consequence of this lemma is that if {F,} CHZ? converges to F
€ H?, then the operators ¥ (F,) converge strongly to ¥ (F) on %, This would
not be true if in the definition of the two particle operators ¥ (F) normal order-
ing had not been used (see [18], p.20). Another technically important fact is
also implied by the previous lemma.

Corollary 3.1.2. For any FEH? W(F) is a symmetric operator for which the
equality U(F) =W (P,F) +W(P_F) =W (P,F) obtains.

Proof. That U(F)*¢=U(F) ¢ for FEH®H and ¢ €%, is obvious. The
continuity property established in Lemma 3.1.1 then entails that the operator
¥(F) is symmetric on %, for all FEH2

Moreover, since ¥(f ®g) =¥ (g ®f), the equality ¥ (F) =¥ (P,F) follows
for FEH®H and once again by continuity for FEH?. O

Therefore, with fEH and FEH? we have (@ (f) +TF))*D0(f) +¥T(F)*
DO (f) +¥(F), so that the operator @ (f) + ¥ (F) is symmetric and closable. If
A I HPP.H? is a linear, densely defined operator, then we define a quadratic
transformation of the field to be

D(f)=Pa(f) =0(f) +¥(4f), fED(A), (3.1.3)

where @ (f) +¥(Af) denotes the closure of @ (f) + ¥ (Af) on %, It is easy to

verify that @4 (f) = @ (f) {9D+W(Af) and @4 (f) =0 (f) +¥(Af) (see [18], Satz
3.1). We next shall see that @4 (f) is self-adjoint.

Proposition 3.1.3. For every f EH and F EH? the operator @ (f) + ¥ (F) is
essentially self-adjoint (on Fo). In particular, for every f ED(A) the operator @4 (f)

=0 (f) +T(Af) is self-adjoint.

Proof. Let ¢ be a finite particle vector, i.e. let ¢ = (¢™) o0, 9™ EPLH™,
and ¢™ =0 for all #>ng. As a shorthand we write: @= & (f) + T (F) for arbit-

rary fixed f€EH and FEH? as well as aE||f||+2||F||. Since @ maps every finite
particle vector onto a vector in %, one has

peC=(®) = N5oD ().
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Furthermore, one has
1Dgl=1 () p+ ) pI<|® (1) gl + 1T (F) ¢l
< V2V 11 9l +2v2+ e +1) (e +2) |F gl

For the first term of the last line see e.g. the proof of Theorem X.41 in [21]; for
the second term see the proof of Lemma 3.1.1 above. Therefore one has

1Bl <2V e F1) tneF2) (IfI+21FN) Igl=v2 ot/ Tng+1) Gy F2) 6.

In light of the fact that the application of D to a finite particle vector increases
the highest ‘particle-number’ at most by 2 (since it contains two creation
operators), one concludes that

18*01<VZal (g2 —1) +1) (g +2 (—1) +2) 1V 19
< 2n/2a,n [ (’VL¢+ 1) (1’L¢|+2) e (1'L¢+2'n) ] 1/2”(/)“
<220/ Tng+2n)1[g]l.

In order to obtain a sufficient condition for the convergence of the series

=o%]|5"¢||t” (t>0), one can apply the ratio test to its majorant
2;’;0%2"/20(%"«/ myT2n)1)l¢ll to find that

(272 /n) a™™ (ng+2n)1
@@-v2/(p—1)) a1 (n,F2m—1))1

=—2atJ (ng+2n—1) (ny+2n)

‘/_at me+2n) — 2,2 at.

7n—o0

Thus one has 25 o_‘||<1)”gb||t"<°° for t<——— 5 J— , SO ¢ is an analytic vector for 0.

Since therefore all ¢y € %, are analytic vectors for @, since F, is dense in Fock
space and left invariant by @ and since @ is symmetric, the essential self-

adjointness of @ follows from Nelson’s Theorem (see e.g. [21], Theorem X.6).

O

Remarks. 1. Also the operator ¥'(F) is essentially self-adjoint, as one sees
by setting f=0. The proof cannot be applied to an N-particle operator &® (F),
F € H" with N> 2, since then 4/ (ns+2n)! becomes 4/ (ny+Nn)!, and the ratio
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test no longer yields convergence.

2. Because of the essential self-adjointness of ¥ (F) and the proven con-
tinuity property, one may conclude from standard theorems that if {F,} C H?
converges to F € H?, then the operators ¥'(F,) converge to ¥'(F) in the strong

resolvent sense, and ¥'(F) is the strong graph limit of {¥(F,)} (see, e.g., [20],
Theorems WI.25 and VI.26).

§3.2. Canonical Quadratic Transformations

In this section we determine necessary and sufficient conditions on the
linear, densely defined map A : H—H?=H ® H such that the quadratic field
transformation

O(f)=0,(f) =0 () +¥(AF), fED(4), (3.2.1)

is canonical. In light of Proposition 3.1.3, for every f€D (A) the transformed
field operator @, (f) is self-adjoint. We assume A to be linear, so that @4 (f) ¢
is linear in f, analogously to @ (f) ¢ (for ¢ € %,). Moreover, D (A) should be
dense, so that there exists no nonzero f 1D (A), ie. no degree of freedom, for
which the transformation (3.2.1) would not be defined. On the other hand,
D(A) =H is not required, as we wish to admit unbounded A. Due to Corollary
3.1.2, the range R (A) of A may be taken to lie in P,H? without loss of general-
ity. For convenience, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 3.2.1. Let £ be the set of all linear, densely defined operators
from H to P H?, and let Lccr T EL be the subset of £ consisting of elements A such

that the transformation @ (f) =@, (f) =@ (f) +T(Af), fED(A), is canomical, i.e.
one has

[@4(f).Da(g)] Cio(f, 9)1, (3.2.2)
whenever f, g €D (A).

Note that since %, is an invariant core for @y ( f), it suffices to verify equation
(3.2.2) on the elements of %, We introduce now a symplectic bilinear form on

H.
Definition 3.2.2. For F, GEH? let o(F, G) =<(J®1)F, G>.

The map ¢ | H2X H2—R is bilinear and alternating, since J ®1 is unitary
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and we have

o(F, G)=<(J®1) (JO1F, (J1)&
={(—1®1)F, (J®1)e>=—<(J®1)G, P=—0(G,F).

In addition, this form is nondegenerate, since if ¢ (F, G) =0 for all FE H?, it
follows that

0=0(— (J®1)G, G) =—<(JX1)2G, G) =<G, &>=|GI",

which entails G =0. We remark that for simple tensors fi1 ®f,, 91 ®92 € H? one
has

O'(fl ®fs, 91 ®92) = <(]f1) ®fs, 91 ®gy = <]f1, gv <f2, g2 =0'(f1, gl) <f2, g2,
(3.2.3)

where the final ¢ naturally is the symplectic form on H.

Definition 3.2.3. For any f €EH and FEH?, let b(f, F) denote the element of
H such that

Gb(f F),9>=0(f®g, F) (3.2.4)

holds for all g€ H.

b is a well-defined map from H X H? into H, as can be seen as follows. Con-
sider the map

g—o(f®g,F),g€H, (3.2.5)
which is a bounded linear functional on H, since

lo(r @g, F)|=I<(ir) ®, P>I<I(1r) ®gll I FI=117l gl IFI=171 1 £l 9]

Therefore, according to the Riesz representation theorem there exists exactly
one vector in H, which we shall denote by b (f, F), so that equation (3.2.4)
holds for all ¢ €H. In addition, Riesz’ theorem entails that the norm of b (f, F) is
equal to that of the map in (3.2.5), hence we have [b (f, F) |<|fl | Fll. Thus b is
linear and continuous in each entry, and for F=f; ® f, one sees that

Wb(f, f19f2), 9 =0(f®g, /18f) =0 (f, 1) <g, f2 =<0 (f, f)fa 9.
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Since this obtains for all § €H, one has
b (f, /1®f) =0 (f, f)fe (3.2.6)

Thus, we could have defined b via linear and then continuous extension of
(3.2.6). We define next a related map B.

Definition 3.2.4. For any F, GEH?, let B (F, G) denote that element of H?
for which b (h, B(F, G)) =b(b(h, F), G) holds for all hEH.

Lemma 3.2.5. B is a well-defined bounded linear map from H* X H® into H>.

Proof. 1. Let {es} be an orthonormal basis in H and fix F, G € H%. Then
{Jes} is also an orthonormal basis, and one has

Fzzars (]er) ® (/es) =2 Uer) ®fr,

with a,s€R and f,= 2sa,¢Jes. Define furthermore the vectors Bs€ H?, Bs= (Jes)
®b(b(es, F), G), which are mutually orthogonal and whose norms satisfy

Bdl=1 (& (es, F), G I<Ilb Ces, F) [ Gl
="b (es, Er: (]er) ®fr” ”G"=ZO-<357 jer)fr” ”G“
=||§ <Jes, Jer> fill lGI=I 74l IGI.

(The continuity of b was used.) Therefore,

SIBP<lcPZl sl =lGIFlFP < oo,

and 2.4B; is a well-defined vector in H2 But for this vector, one has

b(h, 22Bs) =2b(h, Bs) =20 (h, Jes)b(b(es, F), G)

=b(b(Zh, Jeses, F), G)=bB(h, F), G).

2. Let B; and B, be two vectors in H? such that b(h, B;) =
b(h, By) =b(b(h, F), G) YhEH for given F, GEH? Then b (h, By—B,) =0 and
<b(h, Bi—B,), 9> =0(h ®yg, Bi—B,) =0 for all g, hEH. Since, however, o(*, *)
is linear and continuous in the first entry, one has therefore ¢ (K, B;—B;) =0
for all K €HZ But by the nondegeneracy of o, it follows that B;=B,.
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3. From step (1) one obtains the bound "B (F, G) ||S||F|| ||G|| and thus the
continuity of B. O

Note that from the above arguments, if {es} is an orthonormal basis in H
and f1, f2, 91, 92€H, then

B(f1®fz, 91®g2) =2 (Jes) ®b (bles, f1®f2), 91992)

:ZU(es. fl)O'(fz, gl) (fes) ®g,
=0 (fa 91) 2 Jes, fr (Jes) ®ga=0(f2, 91)f1 ®93,

in analogy to (3.2.6).
We have introduced the maps b and B, because they appear in the computa-
tion of the commutators of transformed fields, as we see in the next theorem.

Proposition 3.2.6. For every f €EH, F, GEPH? and ¢ EFo omne has

[2(f), T(G)e=2i0( (1. G)) o, (3.2.7)
[TF), T(G)]o=4iT(P.B(F, G)) p+2ic(F, G) ¢. (3.2.8)

It thevefore follows that for any AEZL, one has

[04(f), @a(g)]o=io(f, 9) o+2i0 (b (f, Ag) —b (9, Af)) ¢
+4T(P,B(Af, Ag)) p+2ia(Af, Ag) . (3.2.9)

Proof. To begin, let G be of the form G=P, (¢, ®¢;). Then one computes

[D(f), T(P,(9:®92))]@=[D(f), T(9:®9.)1o=[D(f),: P9 D(92) : ]
=[0(y), 0(9) 0(g2)] ¢
=[0(f), 2(91)10(g.) o+ @ (9,) [D(f), Plg2)] @
=i0(f, 91) D(92) oFio(f, 92) D(g1) @
=i0(b(f, 9:1®92) +b(f,9:®91)) ¢
=20 (f, Py (4:992))) ¢. (3.2.10)

This equation holds as well for the dense linear span of such simple tensor prod-
ucts and hence for all G € P,H? as soon as it is seen that both sides of the
equation are continuous in G. First, the map G—2i® (b (f, G)) ¢ is continuous,
since both maps G—b (f, G) and h—® (k) @ are continuous. The map G~ [D (),
T(G)] ¢ is also bounded:
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It (5., ¥@]el<lo () TG ol +1T @) 2(5) ¢l
<V2u, F3NNT©G) ol +2v24 o +2) e +3) lGI 2 () 0
<8/, +1) (e F2) o F3) Il Gl ol

(see (3.1.1)).
With {es} an orthonormal basis in H, F= 2., syser ®es, G = 2p.47pees ®ea
Ays=— Usy, ququpER and o-rsEo-(Er, es) , one haS

[T (F), qf(G)]go=Em[!F(F), D(ep) Pled) g
=Enq{¢(ep) [T(F), D) ]+ [TF), Ple,) 1D (eg)} o
=_21:E7’pq{¢(ep)¢(b(eq- F))+®(b (e, F)) Pleg)}
=—2%Z750{ 3 0(e) D e F)): +3ep, bleq, F)
+20(ep blea 1))+ 2 O (ep F)) Do)

+5b (e F), e +50(b(es, F), e}
=—2 I,ZTM{W(Z% (Ogres ®es+ Opres Beg) )
4 7,8

+20(eg®ep+es e, F) +(0 ey, bleq, F)

—0(eq bles F))) Yo

The last term vanishes, because it is antisymmetric and 7, iS symmetric in p
and ¢, so with

P,B(F, G) =?rpq2arsdspP+ (er ®eq)
4 s
1
=‘2‘<Z7’pq2a730}p€5 ®eq+ ZTMZO@SO‘M% ®es)
.4 7,S b.a 7,8
and

o(F,G) =I)ZTM0'(Fy €p ®eq) =172:qu0 (F, €q ®ei>>,
q P

one obtains the right side of equation (3.2.8). ]

Remark. Note that the first two equations in the Proposition are valid only
for symmetric F, G EHZ

A first result characterizing canonical quadratic transformations can now
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be given.

Proposition 3.2.7. Let AE¥. The transformation @ (f) =@, (f), fED(A),
is canomical if and only if, for all f, gED (A), me has

b(f, Ag) =b (g, Af) (3.2.11)

and

P.B(Af, Ag) =0. (3.2.12)

Proof. 1. (&) If equations (3.2.11) and (3.2.12) are satisfied, then by
(3.2.9) the transformation is canonical, whenever o (Af, Ag) =0 holds. This,
then, will be proven. Choose an orthonormal basis {es} in H and write

Af= Zarser Bes= Zer ®f,= Zfr ®e,
7,5 r r
(ars =as, € R, frE Zsarses) and correspondingly Ag = Zﬂs ®e¢s. Then one sees
that

0=P,B (Af, Ag) :P+ZB (er®fr, gs ®es) =Za(fr' gs)P+ (er ®es),

in particular, a(f,, g9,) =0 for every 7, and thus
O'(Af, Ag) :ZU(fr®€r, gs®€s) =Za(fry gs) ey, €50 =Za(fr- gr) =0.
7,8 7,8 v
2. (=) On the other hand, if @(f)—®,(f) is canonical, then by equation
(3.2.9) one has

2UK) o+ @ (k) o+0o(Af, Ag) =0 V @EF,, (3.2.13)

where the quantity P+B (Af, Ag) has been designated by K and b (f, Ag) —b (g,
Af) by k. One must therefore show that K=0 and #=0. With this goal in mind,

by (3.2.13) one has
0=[@(1),[D (), 2¥(K) + D (k) +a(Af, Ag)1]] ¢
=2[0 (), [ (h) T(K)]]19p=4i[® (1), P (b (h2, K)) ] @

for all k1, h2€H, ¢ €F,, where in the last step equation (3.2.7) was used. This
leads to
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0=—40(hy, b(h2 K)) o= —40(h2® (Jh1), K) o=—4<(Jh2) ® (Jn1), K> @,

so that K=0. Equation (3.2.13) then entails that @ (k) ¢+ 0o (Af, Ag) ¢=0, from
which it follows that k=0, O

Remark 3.2.8. We next note that if F=2.,f, ®¢,= 2,2, ®f,€P.H? and G=
ngs ®es:Zses ®QSEP+H2, then
2P+B (F, G) :ZO'(fr. gs) (er ®es+es ®er)
7.8
=Z (U(fry gs)er®es_0(gs, fr)es ®er) =B (F, G) —B (G, F),
7,5

thus one has P+B(Af, Ag) =0 if and only if B (Af, Ag) =B (Ag, Af).

A variant of Proposition 3.2.7 will now be presented, which demonstrates
that if the quadratic transformation is canonical, then not only the symmetric
part of B(/lf. Ag) must be zero, but, in fact, also the antisymmetric part
vanishes.

Proposition 3.2.9. Let ASZ. The transformation ©(f) @4 (f), fED(A),
is canomical if and only if, for all f, g ED (A), one has

b(f, Ag) =b(g, Af) (3.2.14)

and

B(Af, Ag) =0. (3.2.15)

Proof. Given the preceding proposition, one may assume that (3.2.14) and
(3.2.12) hold. Using the equality

(B, G), (Jn) @ (Jr)>=0® 0, F), b, G))

(for general F, GEP.H? h, kEH) and Remark 3.2.8, one finds for f, g, h, k€
D(A):

<B(Af, Ag), (Jn) ® (J&)> =0 (b (h, Af), b(k, Ag)) =—0 (b (k, Ag), b(h, Af))
=—<B(Ag, Af), (Jr&) ® (Jn)>=—<B(Af, Ag), (Jr) ® (Jn)>
=—0(bk, Af), b(h, Ag)) =—0 (b (f, Ak), b(g, Ah))
=—<B(Ak, An), (Jf) ® (Jg)>=—<B(An, Ak), (Jf) ® (Jg)>
=—0a((f, An), b(g, Ak)) =—0 (b (r, AF), b(k, Ag))



MARTIN PROKSCH, GEORGE REENTS AND STEPHEN J. SUMMERS 773

=—<B(Af, Ag), (Jh) ® (Jr)>.

Since D (A) is dense in H, the set of vectors of the form (J#) ® (Jk) is total in
H?; hence it follows that B (Af, Ag) =0. ]

We next reformulate condition (3.2.15) in a more symplectic geometrical
context.

Lemma 3.2.10. Let AEZ. The condition (3.2.15) holds exactly when there
exists a closed isotropic subspace MCH (i.e. 0 (m, n) =0, Ym, n €M) such that
R(A)CM®M.

Proof. Since it has been shown that the range of A consists of symmetric
vectors, the relation R (A) CM ®M may be replaced by R (A) CP. (M ®M).

1. (&) Letf,9€D(A) and {n;} be an orthonormal basis in M, which by
hypothesis must satisfy ¢ (n;, ;) =0. Since by assumption the vectors Af and Ag
are elements of M ® M, one may write Af=2; fi ®u; and Ag = 2 m; ®g;, with f;,
g;€M. Employing the continuity of B, one obtains

B(4Af, Ag) =ZZ_B (fi ®ni, n; ®g;) = Z_ZG(W:', n;) fi®9;=0.

2. (=) In this direction the isotropic subspace will be explicitly con-
structed. If {es} is an orthonormal basis in H and one writes FER (A) in the
form F= 2 f; ®es, then one obtains the vectors fi, fa, fa ... € H. This leads to a
map from an element FER(A) to a set {fs} of vectors. The range of this map,
as F runs through R (A), will be called M,. The closure of the linear span of M,
will be called M. This will be shown to be the desired subspace.

Let f and g be chosen from D (A) ; then one has Af= 2.f, ®¢, = 2,2, ®Ff,
(since Af is symmetric), Ag= 295 ®es, and f,, 9sEMo. If

0=B (Af. Ag) :ZZU(fr, gs)er®e&

then o (fy, 9s) =0 and o (f, 9) =0 hold for all f, § € M,. Since the set My is total
in M, it therefore follows that ¢ (m, n) =0 for all m, n EM.

On the other hand, if FER(A), then also FEM ®H, and therefore one may
write F=Xm; ®f;, with an orthonormal basis {#: in M and f;€H. For an arbi-
trary element #; of this basis and an 42 €H, one then has

CF, ny ®hd =3 g, npd <fu, b = <Fj, b
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But F is symmetric, so one also has

CF, n;®h> =<F, h ®np =X ns, b> <fi, n).

Choosing & from the orthogonal space M* to M, one concludes <E, n =0, Vhe
M*, in other words one has f; €M** =M= M. But since then all f; in the sum

F=2m; ®ﬁ belong to M, one clearly has FEM ®M, which completes the proof.
O]

We summarize the main results of this section up to this point in the fol-
lowing theorem.

Theorem 3.2.11. The transformation @ (f) =@, (f), fED(A) with AEZL is
canonical (i.e., AELccr) if and only if b (f, Ag) =b (g, Af) for all f, 9 ED(A) and
R (A) CM®M for some closed, isotropic subspace M of H.

§3.3. The Standard Form of Canonical Quadratic Transformations
In this section we shall prove that if A € Pccg, then there exists a suitable
basis in H in terms of which the map A has a particularly convenient form. In
fact, we shall be able to explicitly characterize the elements of £ccg in this man-
ner. This technical point is crucial in the arguments of the following sections.
Proposition 3.3.1. For any A € Lccr there exists a symplectic orthonormal

basis {ep, ew} =1lex 1 K=1,1, 2,2, .} in H and real numbers A, 1, j, k=1, 2, 3,
..., Which are completely symmetric in the three indices, and satisfy

2 A% <00
i,j
for every k, such that the operator A may be expressed as:
Af=2222i0 (e, f) ei ®e;, (3.3.1)
i,j k
for all fED (A).

Proof. 1. From Theorem 3.2.11 it is known that there exists a closed iso-
tropic subspace M of H with R (A) EM ®M. Let {m;} be an orthonormal basis in
M and consider the corresponding vectors #; in #. Since one has &, Mp x=
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<mi, mp +io (m, mj) = {m;, my> =0ij, these vectors form an orthonormal system,
which can be completed in the case that it is not already complete in #. From
the discussion in Section 2, the resulting orthonormal basis {#:} in # can be
transformed into a symplectic orthonormal basis s, e} = ne, nert = g} in H.
In the subset {n;} of this system are contained the original vectors m;. Calling
N C H the closed subspace spanned by {n:}, one has by construction: M C N,
R(A) CN®N and o(m, n) =0, for any m, n €N. One may therefore replace M by
N, which has the hypothesized properties of M and which, moreover, has the
advantage of being a maximal isotropic subspace of H. Note that one has JN=N*
and N® (JN) =H.

Next let f€ED(A),9E€H and nENND(A). Since Af EN ®N, it may be writ-
ten as Af = 2., fi ®4¢, with f;, g, €N. Thus one has ¢ (n ®g, Af) =20, f;) <9,
g =0. Using (3.2.14) one finds then that

o(f®g, An) =<b(f, An), 9> =<b(n, Af), 9> =0 ®g, Af) =0,

which entails An=0. One may therefore extend A to an operator /i by defining:

D(A) =D(A) +N={r€H|f=1+n, IED(A), nEN},
Ar=AG+n)=Al, (3.3.2)

where f=1+n €D (A), IED (A), and n €N. Since the decomposition f=1+n
need not be unique, it must be checked that the definition (3.3.2) makes sense.
Therefore, consider two decompositions f=1;+n,, f =l +n, of fED (/D (I, 1€
D(A), ny, n2€N). Since n1—n,=I,—11, one has n1—n:ENND (A): hence A n—
nz) =0, as has just been shown above. Thus one has Al,=A (ny —ny,+1,) =Al,
and A (l+ns) =Al,=AlL,=A (1 +n,) . It is straightforward to verify that D (A)
is a linear subspace of H, and that A is linear. Moreover, one also has R (A) =
R(A) and A€EL.

If A€ Pccr, then also for its extension one has A € Lec, as can be seen:
Since the condition R (1) =R (A) CN ® N has already been verified, one needs

only check (3.2.14). But for arbitrary fi=lL+ny, fo=Il+n, €D (/’D one com-
putes

b (f1, Afz) =b (litny, Als) =b 1y, Alz) =b (15, Aly) =b (f2, Af2).

2. Since Af=Af, for any f €D (A), it will suffice to show that the theorem
holds for the extended operator. This will be technically easier. Let P be the
orthogonal projection onto the subspace N, so that P =I—P is the orthogonal

projection onto N*=JN. The set P D (A) is dense in N* and is a separable pre-
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Hilbert space; therefore it contains an orthonormal basis few}, which is also an

orthonormal basis for P*D (/D =N*. Hence {—Jer} is an orthonormal basis in
—JN*=—]JJN=N, and if one sets —Jex =es, then Jer=¢w and {es, ex} ={ex) is a

symplectic orthonormal basis in H contained in D (A): the containment {ex} CN
SD(A) is clear. Now, if f is an arbitrary element in D (A), then PFENCD (A)
and P{f=f—PfE€D (A). In other words, PD (A) €D (A). However, as {ex} is

by construction a subset of P*D (/D, one also has {ex} CD (/’D
3. It shall be seen that the constructed basis {ex} and the numbers de-

fined by Aix = <e; e, A Jer> satisfy the conclusions of the proposition. First,
since AJes €P.H? it follows that Aije=Ajir. Moreover, one has

Ain=—0((Je:) ®e;, AJer) =—<b(Jes, Ales), > = —<b (Jer, Aes), e> = Ansi.
This implies that A;; is invariant under exchange of the first with the second,
as well as the first with the third index, so it is completely symmetric in the

three indices.
Next it is noted that

o0 > | Aesl=| IZJJ Ser ®ey, AJewer ®ef
=3 <e;®e, Aler>22 X <ei ®cj, Aler>2=Z A%,
I, i i
for every k, since Jex €D (A). Further, for f €D (A) one has

Af=X4e; ®ey, Afye; ®ey=<e; ®ej, A Jex, f>Jex>er ®ey.
L L K

Employing once again (3.2.14), one sees that for any ey, ¢; the linear map

frler®ey, AP =—<b (Jer, Af), ey =—<b (f, AJer), ep

is bounded, since ||b (f, F) ||S|[f|| ||F” Thus, one may pull the infinite sum through
the scalar product above to obtain

/Tf=22<]em 7 <e;®ey, /T]eK)eI ®e;.
IJ K

Since on the one hand, AJex €N ®N, and on the other hand, AJN* =AN= {0}, it

follows that the only scalar products satisfying <e; ®e;, /T]e;& # 0 are those for
which e;, e;, ex €N, in other words, the vectors must come from {e;}. Thus, one
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has finally
/Tf: ZZ <]e;,, f> <e,- ®€j, /T]e;)e,- ®ej= ZZO’(@};, f) Z,-jke; ®ej.

ij k 1,j k

]

The next step in our program to explicitly characterize the elements of
Pccr is the following proposition, which is in some sense the converse of the
preceding result.

Proposition 3.3.2. Let {ex} be an orthonormal system in H with o (e, e;) =0
for all k, 1, and let A;jr be real numbers which are completely symmetric in the three

indices satisfying iA%< for every k. Then the operator A . H—H? defined by

D(A) = {fEHIZ@zﬁka(ek,f) )2<°°},
AfE ZZ/?.,‘jk,O'(ek, f)ei ®9jy
i,j k

for fED(A) is contained in Lccr, i.e. the quadratic transformation @ (f) — @4 (),
feD(A), is canonical.

Proof. 1. It shall be assumed that {e;} is an infinite orthonormal system,
and that the indices 7, 7, # run from 1 to infinity, since the finite case is relative-
ly trivial. The first step is to show that for every 4, j and f € H the series
2 Aijn0 (er, f) is absolutely convergent. Since {Je,} is also an orthonormal sys-
tem in H, Bessel's inequality yields |[f[?= X, e, > 2= 240 (er, f) 2 for fEH.
Thus the sequence ¢ = {|a (e, f) |, |o (ez, £) 1, |0 (e, £) ...} belongs to £ (R) and
lol2<I7I%. In addition, the sequence As;= {|Ainl, |Aij2l, |Aiisl, ..} €4 (R), since
221 A%;; <0 entails 22;4%;;<0. In the Hilbert space £ (R) the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality implies:

Qijs @ 6, = %:uiikl lo (e, A=< 1Auillolllls, < oo, (3.3.3)

so that 22, 2;,0 (ex, f) is absolutely convergent.
2. The next step is to show that A€ £. The linearity of A is clear, once it
is seen that f, g €D (A) implies that f+9 €D (A). But, in fact,

%‘(%Z,-,-ko(ek, f+g)>2=§<§ﬂijk0'(€k, f) +Zk:/1ijko<ekv 9) )2

SZ%{(Z}Z:Z,-,-ka(ek,f) )2+(§/lijk0'(ek, g))z]
=2§(Zk:l,~,~k0'(ek, f)>2+2§<§lijk0'(ek, g)>2<°°,
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where the trivial fact (@+8)2< (a+B)2+ (a—p)2=2 (a?+B? for real num-
bers was employed.

From Step (1) of the proof of Proposition 3.3.1, it is already known that
there exists a symplectic orthonormal basis i, nr} ={nr} of H with {n} 2 {e,).
For any element n; of this basis the quantity o (es, nz) is nonzero for at most
one choice of k, and since 2;;A%; <, it must be the case that n;, €D (A) .
Hence, the linear operator A is defined on the linear hull of {ng} and conse-
quently is densely defined. The relation R(A) S P.H? is trivially fulfilled,
because of the symmetry of A;j. It has therefore been proven that A€ Y.

3. Since the sufficient condition of Lemma 3.2.10 is clearly satisfied, it
suffices to demonstrate that equation (3.2.14) holds in order to conclude that
AEPccr. For f, €D (A) one verifies that

b(f, Ag) =b(f, sz:ﬂijko'(ek, 9)e; ®e;) =Z§2iik0(ek, 9)b(f, e:®e;)
=ZZ§2ijk0-<ek, 9)a(f, ei)ej=2§zlijk0(ei, 9)a(f, ex)e;

and

b(9.Af) = Zz%‘lﬁko‘(ek,f) a(g, eie;.

These two expressions are equal, if the sums 2.; and 2 can be exchanged, and
that will be the case if the double sum

Z%Zf,-ko(ek, f) U(g, e,-)

is absolutely convergent. To demonstrate that this is the case here, consider the
sequences ¢ and A;; from the first part of this proof and also the sequences

léz,--.);

o= (loler, 9)1, loles @)1, lo(es, 9)...), A= (”lu‘”zp [421lle, 1255

¢ is an element of 4 for the same reason that ¢ is, and also A; belongs to &,
since 2l Al =22k A%, < 0. Therefore, one has

00 >lplly <45, 9 o=l ZNAullel o s, 9)| 2 Z%Iliﬁa“(f(ek, Nloles, 9)],

where equation (3.3.3) was used in the last step. This demonstrates the de-
sired absolute convergence, and b (f, Ag) =b (g, Af) follows. 1
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We next shall show that each A € £ccr has a maximal extension Amax €
Pccr. To this end we make the following definition.

Definition 3.3.3 For a given A € Lccg determine the quantities {ex) and
Aujr as i Proposition 3.3.1, and then define with these an operator via Proposition
3.3.2. The resulting operator will be denoted by Amax.

The fact emerged in the proof of Proposition 3.3.1 that the basis {ex} and
the numbers A are not necessarily determined uniquely by A. It shall be made
clear that the operator Amax is independent of this choice of {ex} and Az An
immediate consequence of Proposition 3.3.2 is that Amax i an element of Lcck;
moreover, for any f€D (A) we have

lAflE= X (§lzjk0'(ek,f))2<°°.

t.j

so that f€D (Apax), and Amax is indeed an extension of A. We next see that Amax
is a maximal extension of /A in the class Lccr.

Proposition 3.3.4. If A'EPccr is an extension of A, then A’ C Ayay. Furth-
ermore, Amax 15 a closed operator.

Proof. 1. First consider the case A'DAmax. If FED(A), then set A'f= e,
®f;, where {e;} is the symplectic orthonormal basis from which A and Apay are
constructed, and the vectors f;€H are obtained from

b (Jer, A'f) =§0‘(/ez, en)fr= —%:5[”’]: —fr.

Since Je;€D (Amax), by assumption one also has Je;€D (A’), so that

fr=—b(es, Af) =—b(f, AJer) =—b(f, Amax Jer)
= —b<f, Z Zk:]mnkO' (ek, fez) em ®en> = Z Zlmnkaklo (fy em) en.

mn k

Therefore, fy=0 and f,= 22n 2 mAmni0 (em, f)en, which entails

“A’fllzz ;"fl”zz ZZ (Z/zmnio(em, f) )2

Since this quantity must be finite, it follows that fED (Amay) .

2. In general, one cannot assume that D (A) or D (A’) contain a symplectic
orthonormal basis, but, as has been argued before, there exists an orthonormal
basis {ks} for the scalar product in H such that Jes€D (A) €D (A’). Using this
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basis we write as above

Amax f= ks ®lmax,s (f) =2 Imax,s (f) ®ks,
Imax,s (f) =—b (]kSv Amaxf) , fJED (Amax)

and

Ag=2ks®l5(g) =25 (9) ®ks, 1s(g) =—b(ks, A'9), gEDA).

Since f€D (A) entails Amaxf =Af =A'f, Imaxs (+ ) and Is( =) coincide on D (A).
Because Imax,s (f) =—b (f, AmaxJbs) and 15(g) = —b (g, A'Jks), the linear maps fH>
Imax,s (f) and g+1Is(g) are continuous. Thus, since the continuous extension of a

linear, continuous, densely defined operator is unique, lmaxs( © ) and I5( ) are
restrictions of the same continuous map Is( + ) defined on all of H.

If f€ED (Amay) and 9 €D (A'), then the sum 2sks ® Is (f+9) converges
strongly, since by construction 2 ¢ks ®1s (f) and 2gks ®1s(g9) converge. One may

therefore define an operator A by

Ah st®ls(h) le(h) kg,
€D (A) =D (Amax) +D<A’)—{f+gleD(Amx) geD(A)}.

One clearly has AD Amax and ADA'.
It will next be shown that A€ Pcc. First it is noted that since A (h) =A(f
+9) = Amaf + A'g EPLH?, one has AE L. With f,9ED (A) one has

B(Af, Ag) = Za(lr(f) 15(@)) ke, ®ks

and
b(f, Ag) =20 (f, 15(9)) ks.

Choosing two sequences (f,) and (9,) from D (A), which converge to f, resp. ¢
€D (A), it follows from B (Afm, A9,) =0 that ¢ (I, (fu), Is @,)) =0 and from

b (fm, Agn) =b G, Afm) that 0 (fm, Is Gn)) =0 G, Is(fm)), for every 7, s, m and .
Thus,

O'(Z,(f),ls(g)) 0( (hmfm) ls(g>) (hmlr(fm) ls( ))
_hma(lr(fm) ls(g))_lun hma(lr(fm) ls(gn))_
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entails B (Af, Ag) =0, and

o (f, 1s(9)) =lim im0 (fm, Is () ) =lim limo (¢, L5 (fm)) =09, 1s(f))

entails b (f, Ag) =b(g, /Tf). Hence one has A€ Pccg. From the first step of this

proof, it then follows from AD Amax the equality A= Amax, so that A CA=Apax.
3. Finally, one turns to the closedness of Amax. To this end, one considers
Anax in the form

D (Amax) ={f€HIZn, (f)[P<0}, Amaxf=Ze, ®h,(f)

with the continuous functions %, (f) = —b (Je,, Amaxf) = 2j 212420 (er, f) ej. Let
(fx) be a sequence in D (Amax) which converges to f€H so that (Amaxfx) con-
verges to FEP,H? Set F=21e;®¢;, so that ¢,=lim, h,(f,) and g;=0, since

Amaxfnzzet ®hn, (fn)—ni)F=ZeI ®gl-
1 I

But because of the continuity of &, ( * ), &;(fs) converges to h,(f). Therefore, ¢,
=n;(f), so F= 2, ®h, (f), which implies X2, (f) |?=|IF|? and thus also f€
D (Amax) and Amax f=F, concluding the proof. O

From the proof of this last proposition we see that for every A€ Pccr there
is a unique maximal extension Amax € Lccr. Moreover, each such A is closable,

since it possesses a closed extension (namely Amax), and, of course, A C Apax=
Amax. It may be the case that A= /pax, but this has not been determined.

Since Amax uniquely exists, it is henceforth admissible to consider A as
being defined on the symplectic orthonormal basis {ex}, where it takes the
values Ae,=0 and Aep = 22;;,ir¢: ®e¢j. We can now finally state what we mean
by the standard form of a canonical quadratic transformation @ (f) =@, (f) in
terms of the field operators @ (ex), where {ex} is a symplectic orthonormal basis
in which A takes the form (3.3.1).

qr =0 (er) ~ D4 (er) =D (e) + ¥ (Aer) =g,

and

Pe=0(er) P Dy (er) =D (ew) + ¥ (Aey)
=ppt (X Aijee; ®e;)
1,j
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=pe+ 22 ¥le: Be;)
1,]

=Pk+2/{iik( - qig; - |_70)~
i,j

In short, the standard form of a canonical quadratic transformation is

07 qe, pe—pet i (D qigi gy (3.3.4)
6,7

The above results demonstrate that every canonical quadratic transforma-
tion can be written in this standard form, so that the apparently special case in-
troduced in [22] was already perfectly general.

IV. Unitary Equivalence Characterized

In the previous section, we have characterized the canonical quadratic
transformations, but in general there is certainly no guarantee that a repre-
sentation of the CCR can be exponentiated to obtain a representation of the cor-
responding Weyl algebra. The first section of this chapter is dedicated to the
proof that, in fact, representations of the CCR which are obtained from the Fock
representation via canonical quadratic transformations can be exponentiated.
Then we present the proof of the main theorem of this paper, which character-
izes those quadratic representations which are unitarily equivalent to the Fock
representation. In particular, we shall prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let A€ Lecg and let g (f) be the corvesponding representa-
tion of the CCR. @4 (f) is unitarily equivalent to the Fock representation @ (f) if
and only if the map A . H—H ®H is Hilbert-Schmidt. Moveover, the corresponding
Weyl representation Wy (f) is unitarily equivalent to the Fock representation W (f)
if and only if the map A . H—H ®H is Hilbert-Schmidt.

§4.1. Quadratic Transformations and Weyl Algebras

First we shall prove that any canonical quadratic representation can be ex-
ponentiated to obtain a representation of the Weyl algebra.

Theorem 4.1.1. Let A€ PLccr and define the unitary operators Wy (f), fE
D(A), on F o (#K) by Wa(f)=e'®. Then for any f, g ED(A),

(@) Wa(—f)=Wa(f)*and (b) Wa(f) Wa(g) =e Y 22W, (f+g).
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Proof. 1. The unitarity of Wa (f) is an immediate consequence of Proposi-
tion 3.1.3, and assertion (a) is clear: Wy (—f) = ¢/ = 1% =W, (f) *

Thus, only assertion (b) is nontrivial. The proof of (b) uses analytic vectors

and the exponential series for ¢'®Y’. An analogous proof for the Segal field @

instead of @, is in [21] (see Theorem X.41).

If /=0 or =0, then the Weyl relations (b) obtain trivially. Hence, it shall
be assumed that f#0 and g #0 are chosen from D (A). Define the functional @€
D(A) by a®) =|nl+ 2||Ah|| and let k be a natural number so that #>44/2 max

(@(y), ae)) and 0<p=7<; fmax{al( gy Finally. let 9= (o,

oy @0, ...) be a finite-particle vector.

0) (1)
’

From Proposition 3.1.3 one knows that the series Zz=o%||@,1 B +B9) "ol

converges for all ¢ such that 0<¢t<1/2,/2a (ff+B9) and that ¢ is an analytic
vector for @4 (Bf+B9). Thus one has

ezdiA(Bf+Bg) Zj 1_‘ (.Bf+.39> ™
since B8 has been chosen to satisfy |4 <m. Therefore, one may write

1061802y (BF+Bg) o=~ B B0)/2 i _i_l@"l (B +B9) ™

=% 51 (——)”B”*’”a(f 9)" (@4() +4(0) "0,
(4.1.1)

On the other hand, ¢ is also an analytic vector of @, (8g), and
10,(8g) s 1" m
=30y (Bg)"p.
m=0"""

From the proof of Proposition 3.1.3 it is already established that

|04 (1) gl <272 ()" [ (1) (ng+2) -~ (ng+2n) 120,

where a(f) =|fl+2llAf]. Thus one obtains

@4 (£)"@a @) ™| <272 ()" [ (np+2m+1) -+ (ny+2m+2n) 1Y% @4 (9) ¢
<272q(f)m2m?q(g)™ [ (ne+1) -+ (ny+2m)
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« (np+2m+1) -+ (ny,+2m+2n) 12|

<2mm 20 (£) gy (g) ™y g F 2mF20) 1 ol
Sz(n+m)/2a (f) "o (g) m (n«,+4n) !1/4 (VL¢+4’WL) !1/4"§0”.

The last inequality follows from the straightforward estimate (n + m) !

</ (@n)1(2m)!. Hence one may bound 22m=o$”@/1 Bf) @4 (Bg) "¢ |l from
above by

(i 2 (8" ) z“)( 5272 0 (B0) ™ (nt-4m) 1““)llqol|.

1
n=0 M- m=0 M!

Applying again the ratio test to, e.g., the second of the series in this product,
one obtains

(2/m!) a (Bg) ™ (ny+dm) 1"
@2m-172/ (m—1)1) a(Bg) ™ (ny+4m —4) 14

=2 (89) o [y + dm—3) = (g -4m) ]

—

<V2a(Be) (o t-4m) = 4/2a(Ba).

After a similar argument for the first of the series in the product, one may
thereby conclude that the double series (4.1.1) converges whenever 442 Ba (f)t
<1 and 442 Ba(g) <1. The latter condition is satisfied by the specified choice

) 1
of B. Thus one may conclude that (4.1.1) converges if t <—=-———, where
A Y (4.1.1) converges if ¢t <{7mp oy W

also the case t=1 is included. Hence for arbitrary =,

3 104 (504 (80) "0l <o,

~m
from which one may conclude that 25—o %@A (Bf) *®@, (Bg) ™ converges. Since

@, (Bf) " is self-adjoint and therefore closed, it follows from this conver-

m
gence that of 2= %@A (Bg) ™, which entails that Wy (89) ¢ is in the domain
of definition of @, (8f)” and also that

04 (B)" W (B) 0= 5 2104 (8)"04 ()"0,
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The above estimates imply that W4 (89) @ is in fact an analytic vector for
@, (Bf), and one may use the exponential series again, i.e.

’l:n+m

oo
e m,,(ﬁf)e ;m(ﬁy)(p___ Z o
nm=0 V0

B Dy (f) "Dy (g) ™. (4.1.2)

Since the double series (4.1.1) and (4.1.2) are both absolutely convergent, one
can arbitrarily re-order the series without changing the sum with the aim to
compare terms of the same degree in 3. Then, in the same manner as one estab-
lishes the validity of the Baker-Hausdorff formula (e4ef=¢“452%4+8 for [A, B]
€(C), one verifies the equality of (4.1.1) and (4.1.2). For any ¢ €%, one has

proven the validity of the equation Wyx (Bf) Wa (Bg) p=e¢~2°"5 W, (Bf+fg) ¢.
Since the Weyl operators are unitary, this relation is also fulfilled for all other
vectors in Fock space.

2. In order to eliminate the quantity 3, one writes

Wa(f) =W, (kBf) =e*2C0 =W, (B)* and Wa (f) Wa(g) =Wa (Bf)*W, (Bg)*.
But

W4 (Bf) Wa(Bg) =e~*7®/ 5072y, (Bf+Bg)
=, —iu(Bf,By)e—ia(ﬁy,ﬂf)/ZWA (,Bg +Bf)
= —10(Bf.Bg) WA (‘Bg) WA (,Bf) )

Thus the product W, (f) Wa(g) can be rewritten:

Wa(f) Walg) =Wa(Bf)* e~ 7@ B2y, (Bg) Wa (Bf) Wa (Bg) .

By repeating this commutation one can manipulate Wa (f) Wa(g) until only the
products W4 (Bf) Wa(Bg) arise. Every such commutation yields a factor
¢ T19B1ED and the required number of commutations is (¢—1) + (¢—2)+--+ (&

—(—1)) =%k (k—1). In this manner one obtains the desired result:

Wa(f) Wa(g) =e=i0 8805400 (W7, () W, (Bg) ) *
=, ~Lrke=1)0(87.89) ¢~ 5061 B0) W (Bf+B89)*
=o 10 IW, (B +A0)) =B OWa (fHe). O

Consider the C*-subalgebra & (D (A)) of the CCR-algebra & (H, o) gener-
ated by the set {W(f) €4 (H, 0)|fED(A)}. If A is bounded, then D (A) =H and



786 QUADRATIC REPRESENTATIONS

4 (D(A)) =4 (H, o). But if A is unbounded, we may consider it maximally de-
fined by replacing it with Amax. The resulting algebra & (D (A)) is then ([2],
Theorem 5.2.9) a proper subalgebra of & (H, 6). By the uniqueness of the
CCR-algebra over a preHilbert space, the algebra o (D(A)) is just the
CCR-algebra over (D(A), o). On the other hand, the C*-algebra #, (D(A))
generated by the operators Wy (f) = ¢’ f € D(A) on Fock space is, by
Theorem 4.1.1 and [2], Theorem 5.2.8, isomorphic to & (D(A)), i.e. there ex-
ists a unique C*-isomorphism m; from & (D(A)) onto A4 (D(A)), such that
s (W(f)) =W, (f) for all FED(A).

Corollary 4.1.2. For any A€ Lccr, T4 is a faithful, regular, irreducible rep-
resentation of the CCR-algebra o (D (A)).

Proof. Since the other assertions are obvious, only the proof of the claim of
irreducibility will be sketched. If A€ B(F, (#)) commutes with all elements of
A4 (D(A)), then it commutes with every @4 (f). Since g, and pi can be express-
ed in terms of the @, (e;) (which is clear from the standard form (3.3.4)), A
commutes also with all g, and p,. Since the Fock representation is irreducible, A
must be trivial. |

We comment that the representation 7, iS not quasifree in general. In fact,
since <Qo, @4 (f) Qe =0, the truncated three-point-function equals

(Qo, D4 (f1) Oa (f2) Da(f3) Qo
and the truncated four-point-function is

(Qo, P4 (f1) Oa(f2) Da(fa) Os(f) Qo

—<Q0, D4 (f1) Pu (f2) Qo> <Qo, D (f3) D4 (fo) Q0
—<Qo, P4 (f1) s (f3) Qo> <Qo, Pa (f2) Ds (fo) Q0
- <Qo, @A (fl) @A (f4) Qo> <Qo, @A (fz) Dy (fs) Qo>-

If one chooses Af=20 (e, f)e ®e with AER\{0} and ¢ €H a unit vector, and sets
fi=f:=¢e, f3=fs=Je, then one finds that neither of these truncated functions
vanishes. Of course, that does not exclude the possibility that 7, is unitarily
equivalent to a quasifree representation. But note that since quadratic repre-
sentations are irreducible and since pure quasifree states are Fock states [14],
T4 is unitarily equivalent to a quasifree representation if and only if it is uni-
tarily equivalent to a Fock representation (though, of course, not necessarily
the original Fock representation) . It appears that, in fact, a quadratic repre-
sentation is unitarily equivalent to a quasifree representation if and only if both
are unitarily equivalent to the original Fock representation [23]. Moreover, m4



MARTIN PROKSCH, GEORGE REENTS AND STEPHEN J. SUMMERS 787

is unitarily equivalent to a coherent representation if and only if once again both
are unitarily equivalent to the original Fock representation [23]. These results
will be proven elsewhere.

§4.2. Unitary Equivalence Implies A Hilbert-Schmidt

Though, as has just been shown, the algebras & (D(A)) and &4 (D (A)) are
isomorphic, what is of primary physical concern is whether they are unitarily
equivalent. (Unfortunately, it is a common mistake in the physics literature to
overlook the difference between these two notions.) To specify exactly what we
shall mean below, we shall say that the transformation @ (f)—®, (f) is unitari-
ly implementable (or the two representations @ (f) and @4 (f) are unitarily
equivalent) , when there exists a unitary operator U : %4 (#) =%, (#) such
that U® (f) U*p=@4 (f) ¢ for all fFED (A) and all pED (D4(f)). (Recall that
we have defined the operators @ (f) and @, (f) to be closed and have shown
that they are, in fact, self-adjoint.) This entails, in particular, that U*D (@, (f))
CD(®(f)), for all fED(A), and these domains of definition can indeed depend
upon the choice of f. Note that by Theorem 4.1.1, @(f)—®,(f) is unitarily im-
plementable if and only if UW (f) U*=W, (f) for all fED(A). First we consid-
er the proof of the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2.1. Let A€ Lccr. If the canonical transformation D (f)— @4 (f)
is unitarily implementable, then A is bounded.

Proof. 1. Let U be the unitary such that U® (f) U* = @, (f) for all fE
D (A). Thus the set U%, is dense in %+ (#) and is contained in the domain of
definition of @, (f). Using the closedness of @, (f), let ¢ EUF,CD (@4 (f)) and
{¢r} CF, converge to ¢ in such a manner that @4 (f) ¢x—Pa (f) ¢. Then, since
W(Af) is quadratic in the creation and annihilation operators, it is clear that

Pn®D, (f) Qb:lim Py®y4 (f) </)k=lim P,D4 (f) (Pn—2+"'+Pn+2) ¢k-

k—oo

But since P, @, (f) is closed, it follows that P,®4 (f) ¢ =Pp®4 (f) (Pp_p+ -+
Pu+2) ¢. Arguing similarly on the components @ (f) and @ (Af) and using the
comments following equation (3.1.3), one obtains

PUD(f) U*p=Py @4 (f) p=Pn(®(f) + ¥(Af)) (Ppzt**+Ppsz) ¢
=Pn@(f) (Pn—1+Pn+1> ¢+in(Af) (Pn—2+Pn+Pn+2) ¢.

in particular, for n=2:
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PUD(f) U*p—Py® (f) (Pr+Ps) g=Po ¥ (Af) (Py+P2+Ps) .

But since U*¢ EF, and (P, +Ps) ¢ E F,, the maps f @ (f) U*Q and f— @ (f) (P,
+ P3) ¢ are continuous, and thus so are the maps f—=P,U® (f) U*¢ and f—
@ (f) (P,+Ps) ¢. Hence it follows that the map f—P.¥ (Af) (Po+Py+Py) ¢ from
D(A) to F+(H) is continuous.
2. Consider now the expression P;¥ (Af) (Po+P;+Py) ¢. One has

1P (Af) (PotPo+Py) gl=IP.W (Af) (Po+Pz+Py) gllA-I| =P (Af) (P24-Py) ¢l
_"PZ Af) (P2+P4) ¢’"
> P, ¥ ( (Af) (Po+P2+Py) 9—P, U (Af) (P2+Py) ¢"
—|P,w( U(Af) (Py+Py) ¢"
=[P T (Af) Pop|— [P (Af) (P2+Py) ¢ (4.2.1)

Now, of course, Po¢p=(¢?, 0, 0, ...) =¢@Q,, where ¢@ EC. Since AELccr,
Theorem 3.3.1 yields A=Zi,j2k/1,-,-ka(ek, ° )ei®ej, and one finds

Pzw(Af)Pogb:gb“”PZZF(ZZz,-,-ka(ek, fe; ®e,.>s20
"¢‘°’ZZZ,,ko(ek FIP; > Dle;) Dles) - Qo
_¢(°’222ijk0(ek, fa (@) *a (&) *Qo

=1 “/—gb“”ZZx,,ka(ek £) (0,0, & ®z+¢©¢;, 0, ...)

=_ﬁ¢(0)<0, 0, izd;%:l;jk(f(ek,f)e,-®e,-, 0,0, )

Since {¢;} is an orthonormal basis in #, one finds for the norm squared:
1 2_1
P 40) Poplt =16 P2 ( S0 en, 1)) =316 larl
1]

Up to this point ¢ was an arbitrary vector from U%,, which is dense in
Fock space. Thus choose ¢ such that [¢p— Qo <e; then one has

e>[g—Qult=] (6@ —1, @, 9@, ) p=|p@ 1]+ Zlpl, (4.2.2)
n=1

which implies e>[1—¢©@|>1—|¢@|, yielding |¢@|>1—e. Thus one finds that
for this choice of ¢, one has ||P, ¥ Af)Po¢||>—||Af||

Now to the second term in (4.2.1). In thlS case one has
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1P (Af) (Po+Py) PILIT(Af) (Po+P,) ol
<[ (Ay) () gl +1T (A7) Pagl
<2/2/3 - dlAf| @l +2v2 /5 6llAf] o]

(see (3.1.1)). From (4.2.2) one extracts the bounds [¢®[<e and |¢p*“|<e for
the specified choice of ¢, so that [[P.¥(Af) (Pa+Py) ¢l <242 (V3445 6) ellAf]
<2/2 (V& - 4+/6 - 6) ellAf|=2042¢llA7].

With these two results, one can now continue (4.2.1):

e () (Pt PartP) 912 (1 —20/2¢ larl=

with BE%—ZO[Z_E. Choosing e<4L1, one finds 8>0. Therefore, for arbitrary

fED(A) one has found that

IAFI< gIPT (A7) (PurtPtPO .

Since it has already been demonstrated that the map f=>P. ¥ (Af) (Po+Pz+Py) ¢
is bounded, this implies that the operator A is bounded, completing the proof. []

This lemma is then used in the proof of the next proposition.

Proposition 4.2.2. Let A€ Lcck. If the canonical transformation @ (f)—
@, (f) is unitarily implementable, then A is Hilbert-Schmidt.

Proof. 1. By Lemma 4.2.1 it may be assumed that A is bounded and
everywhere defined. Certainly Amax is bounded, so A C Amax is everywhere de-
fined. But it is straightforward to show that U® (f) U*= @, (f), for all fE€
D(A), entails UQ (f) U*= @4 (f), for all f€D (A) =H, since it has already been
remarked that f,—f in H implies that the self-adjoint @ (f) is the strong graph
limit of the self-adjoint @ (f,) (see [18], pp. 62-63 for further details).

It may therefore be assumed that U® (f) U* = @, (f) for all fEH, A is
bounded and U is unitary. Choose a symplectic orthonormal basis {ex, ex} in H,
in which A takes on its standard form, and consider

Q= UQO,
=0 @) =%<¢<ek> +i0(Jey)) =%<qk+ipk>,
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o

1 . 1 ; ; . ;
UakU*:ﬁ(@A (ek) +10, (]ek)) :ﬁ(%"'lpk‘i"t%:n]mm « qi9m - |g)

where (3.3.4) has been used. With Q =UQ,, one has Ua,U*Q =0, so that (for
n=2)

0=P,Ua,U*Q=P,Ua,U* (Py_pt+**+Ppi2) Q
=P,,<ak 24/—2/{’”"1 (afas+2af am+a1am)>(P,,_2+~"+P,,+2)Q
akPn+1Q+2/—Zlk,m (aFak PusQ+2aFam PaQ+aiam Pri2Q). (4.2.3)
Expanding with respect to the basis {¢;}, one writes P, = (0, ..., 0, Q™ 0, ...)
and Q™ =2 im O inéis ®+ ®F;,, with m €N and w{™ ;,EC, totally sym-

metric in the m indices. Setting this into (4.2.3) and isolating a particular com-
ponent ¢; ®--- ®¢;,, one finds for every n=2,.

Jn+1 CU;:’;L:-D Zx/_ {ﬁ > ki, tuw:f_é)ﬂm

vu=1
vEu
+22 Zkah}wmil 1n+V (n+2) (n+15 2 /lklma)lmu 1,,}_0, (424)
m=1y=1 I,m=1

where the symbol ~ over an index signifies that it should be left out of the sum.
2. For any m €N, one has [Q™|2= 3, iwl@™:u|?<1 and, in particular,

2@, |? <o, for an arbitrary fixed index k. Moreover, since 2, ;A%
< oo (see Prop. 3.3.1), one also has

( 2) (-2
o0 > Z/Zk;y:.,z'w - ...in|2= 2 |/zkiuiua)i:l...ﬂ...ﬂ...inlz

iv,dn i, iuto

(n— )
=X ukmnwu BB mlz-
i iudo

To study the term Xme1demi@u.d.in in (4.2.4) choose a vector

Zomivibsin ReWP, B iem ® -+ ®ey, from H®” (the n-fold direct product of H
with 1tself) and apply to it the operator (AJ) ®I®", which is continuous and de-

fined everywhere. This results in a vector from H®"*

(A] ®I®n> Z ER@CU%L Boinem @ Bey,

m,i1,... in

= Z}\ mewmu...ﬁ...tn (A]em) ®- ®ein

Myilyeenstny..in
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= Z;\ mew;y?t?l...ﬂ...in<zxkim ek ®ei) ®-- Qejy.
B ko

1,00l in

The square norm of this vector equals 2iin,...5....in (ZmArim Rewih #..i) 2 and
must be finite. The same considerations employmg the imaginary part of
wmu B...in yield Zktu in (Zmlzktmsmwmu .. 1n>2<°° and together they lead
to
2 - 2
o> X (Zﬂkim %ew%’gl...ﬁ...in> + 2 (Zﬂmm Smwﬂil...é}...in>
ByisityerBentn N k,i,h,...,ﬁ,...,in m
2 2
= 2 {(mezﬂmmw%l...ﬁ...in> +(8m lekimw%t)l...ﬂ...in> }
BydsityenBByennrin m
= Z/\ |22k1mwmu...n...mlz
k,i\i1,.., 0, in M

For the last term in (4.2.4) the operator (AJ)* is useful. With AJe, =
2imArimer ® em, one has (A]) ¥e; ® e = 24 Apimer, and since AJ : H—H ® H is
bounded, its adjoint (A])* : H®H—H and (A]) *®I1°"! . (H®H) ®H®" '>H°®"
are bounded (and everywhere defined). Thus one has

(A]) *@ren-l Z mewlmu in€ Bey Bej @+ B¢y,

lLim,i,i1...in-1

= Z mew?;ntf .in (szlmek) ®ej @ Qe

1,m,i1,...,in-1

with the square norm satisfying 2 ei,,..in (ZimArim Rewimi2 i,) 2<oo. With this
and the corresponding bound for the imaginary part, one finds as above that

| Z A eim@? ial* < 0.
Baitsin L

3. Pick v, p€11, .., n} with v#p, and write i=1,, =1, and relabel {i, ...,
ty.dy.iny by s .., in). One has seen that all the terms in (4.2.4) except possi-
bly Awijw{?72 are square summable over k, i and 7, so that all other quantities

entering into (4.2.4) and indexed by &, i and j can be viewed as vectors in
0, ®0,80, Therefore solving (4.2.4) for Awjw?72, it follows that
(Aeij W 8) hij=1a... must be an element of £, ®4,®4, ie.,

2wl Al = w5 Z A3ij <00,
ki k,1,j

so that 2z,ijA%; <o (one can always find a nonzero w{-% for some #, since Q
j Yy

#0). With this the proof is completed, since
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”A"§= 2”/16’1{”2: 2 ey ®ey, Aex?= > /1%;';',
K K.IJ

k,i,j

so that JA[; < oo. O

§4.3. A Hilbert-Schmidt Implies Unitary Equivalence

We next wish to prove the converse to Proposition 4.2.2, i.e. that A€ Lccr
Hilbert-Schmidt entails that the canonical transformation @ (f) = ®, (f) is uni-
tarily implementable. The previously demonstrated standard form of the ele-
ments of Lccr will be crucial here, since it will enable us to use @-space tech-
niques to facilitate the explicit construction of the desired unitary U. Once the
quadratic transformation has been written in standard form (3.3.1), the uni-
tary implementing the transformation should be (at least formally):

U=exp(—4 Do ) 0(e) Do) ), (4.3.1)

1,

as can be verified with the help of the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula
e*Be~4=B+[4, Bl +5:[4, [4, Bl +3[4, [4, [4, BI]]++

However, proving that if A is Hilbert-Schmidt, then (4.3.1) actually defines a
unitary operator intertwining the two representations is not trivial.

Let A€ Pccr be given and then written in standard form, with {Am} s1.mex
the resulting sequence of real numbers totally symmetric with respect to per-

mutations of the indices b, I, m, and 2 A%, <0, and let {es, ep} ={ex|K=1, 1,
k,,m=1

2, 2/, ..} CH be the resulting symplectic orthonormal basis. Moreover, let x =
(1, 2, ...) be a point in Q= X%-; R, and 2 be the o-algebra generated by the
cylinder sets of @ with Lebesgue measurable base. Then y = ®j%-; tr, where

. . 1 _ . .
each yy is the Gaussian measure dye = 7w 2e ~**dxs, is a probability measure on
Q 2.
It is well-known that there exists a unitary map S of %4 (#) onto L% (Q,

dy) such that [24] [27] [21]

SQe=1 and SP, (¢s, ®cs, ®--- ®zz,) = () _%(ﬂ)' B % UL T
SO (ex) S'=¢,= (multiplication by) xx, and
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1 0
o Sl=p, == 3 —+i
SO (Jes) De i Oz Lk,

where the operator equations are understood to hold on the dense set S%,. We
shall occasionally drop the symbol S, when the identification is clear.

Let k= {k1, k2, .., b} be a multiple index in N = X7_;N, {2x} reyo a se-
quence of real numbers, totally symmetric in k, 23,A%2<%°, and In={E|max{k1, ko,
o by} <n}. Then

=22 Aser, e, ® - ®ep,, EH,

k€I,

with [/ P = X 2% Since with m <n, we have |7’ — /2 | = 2 e\, AR and
KEL
2 renAs converges with n—o0, it follows that

f;[r)_>f(r) = Z’zkelu ®Bep, @+ ®ey, in H”.
k

We want to study the sequence of operators

A(D)= 2 A - Olew) Do) Dles,) -,

keln

the Q-space realization of which is given by Ax=A (i) = Ziernlk - TusThe "L+ .
Note that since it is a polynomial, A,=A,(x) is in L2(Q, dy) with

ladr=2-n Z ag=2-nI7" I,

keln

and A, —AnlP=2"1 |9 =131 (432)

(cf. the proof of Lemma 1.18 of [27]). Therefore, A,(x) converges in L2(Q, dy),
and we shall call the a.e.~defined limit A (x) = 23Ax  ZrZTrs"*"Tk, - , which up to
a factor of v/7 (4/2) 7" corresponds to f1”.

The advantage of the @-space formulation is that all functions of {®@(e;), &
=1, 2, ..} become multiplication operators on L2(Q, du). A,(x) and A (x) are
measurable, real-valued functions on Q which are finite a.e. [¢]. So with D (4)
={plApEL?(Q, du)} (similarly for D(A4,)), (A,0) (x) =A,(x) @ (x) and (Ae) (x)
=A (x) @(x) are self-adjoint operators (cf. [20], V. 3 Proposition 1). Thus, for
every f” €P,H” A (f”) represents a well-defined self-adjoint multiplication
operator.

We collect a number of useful technical results concerning these operators.
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Lemma 4.3.1. 1. L*(Q, du) CL*(Q, du) is a common core for all An, A.

2. As operators on L2(Q, dy), Ay—A in the strong resolvent sense.

3. On L*(Q, dy) the operator family A (f) is strongly continuous in f7 €
P+H(r).

4. Let f be a bounded continuous function on R. Then f(An) o—f(A4) @ for all
©E€L%(Q, dy), and especially, e *A"—e ™4 strongly for each t ER. Moreover, A is the
strong graph limit of Ap.

Proof. 1. Of course, L* (Q, dut) is dense in L?(Q, dy). For any vector ¢ €
L™ (Q, du), one has [|4»¢]<ll@le|Anl <o and |4 @l <[ol[4]<co, showing that
L= (Q. du) CD(A,) and L™ (Q, du) CD(A), respectively. An, A are multiplication
by real-valued functions. Hence, for all tER, one has ¢*" : L°(Q, dy) =L~ (@,
dy) and e 1 L™ (Q, dpu)—L" (Q, du) . Assertion (1) now follows from [20],
Theorem VI.11.

2. For ¢ €L* (Q, du) one has 4,0 —A@|<|pllllA» — A — 0. Hence,

fimseo

Anp—Aq for each ¢ €L” (Q, dyt), which according to [20], Theorem V.25, im-
plies A,—A in the strong resolvent sense.
3. For ¢€L"(Q, du) one has from Step (2) and equation (4.3.2)

A (F) =4 7) plF <2 nlgll =g 7IP.

4. Assertion (4) follows from the previous steps and standard theorems
(see, e.g. [20], Theorems V.20, V.21 and VI.26). O

Remark. Assertion 4 means in particular that if f, = 2%-1aker — fFE H
n

— 00

then @ (f) is the strong graph limit of @ (f,). Since the role of p, and ¢, as mul-
tiplication operators could have been interchanged, it is also true that if g, =

2 \BuJer— 9 €EH then @(9) is the strong graph limit of @ (g,).
n

—00

In the next lemma we want to show that F,CD (A4 (f7) for all f” € H?,
that in contrast to L* (Q, du) , %o is invariant under A (f’) and that the ana-
logue of Lemma 4.3.1, Assertion 3, also holds on %, Note that on %,, we have

D (er) =%(a* (@) +a @)). Inserting —;?(a* () +a @) for each P(ex) in A

() =Zerds * O le) @le,) @ (ew,):, we observe that A (fi) is a finite sum
of finite products of a* (6%,), a (¢5,) under which %, is invariant. Hence, %, D
(A,) for all n.

In order to express A (f7) in terms of a®(ez,), a (2r,) we define for 0 <r
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B;j (f;zr)) =kZI Zka* (E}IH)G* (a;mz) eeq® (57") a (ﬁ;)a ('e”k,-l) ta (?37:1) .

Since with k€I, we sum over a symmetric index set and since A is totally sym-

metric in &, B; (f{’) does not depend on the specific ordering of the indices {k;,

ks, ..., k). Taking into account this symmetry we see that on %, the equality

AU = (/)

/4
j=

G B; (7 (4.3.3)

0

holds. Let us denote by H{) the subset of P+H™ which consists of finite sym-
metrized linear combinations of the basis ex, ®ex, ® *** ®ey,. Hence, £ is a typi-
cal example of a vector in H3.

Lemma 4.3.2. Let f”€P.H”. Then
1. DA (f7)),
2. Fois invariant under A (7)),

3. A(f7) is strongly continuous n 7 o F.

Proof. By the preceding discussion, assertions (1) and (2) are obvious for
P E€HY. Let o =A{¢?, ¥, ¢?, .} EF; and ¢ =0 for s>u, By a natural
embedding ¢ =10, .., 0, ¢, 0, ..}. Consider the expansion ¢ = 2, 7;, ®2,
®--- ®z7, with ¢ €C, totally symmetric in i={i,, ..., is}. Then, for j <s<n,,

B (fi) ¢
=P, Z Z/z_k_(p{” (S, ]., 7) 5k1i15kziz"'5k1i: E;a:u ®:--- ®E;zr®é7:+1 ®--- ®E;s
keln i

=P+ Z Z zkwkl...kliﬂ-l...isn (Sv jv 1’) E;an ®::- ®E;¢r ®’e\1:1+1 ®:-- ®E;Sy

kEInise1...is

where n (s, j, ) = /s(s—1) - (s—j+1) /(s—+1) s—j+2)-s—5+r—p) .
Taking into account that P; is a projection operator, using the Schwarz inequal-
ity and |n (s, 7, ) [2<s’ (s+7) " < (s+7)7, one gets

IB; () @< (s+0)7IF [Pll 2. (4.3.4)

Note that B; (fi”) ¢ =0 for j>s, so the inequality (4.3.4) holds also in
this case. Since s <ny, = 2220" and [lp®[F<llo[? IB; (f) ¢l < (o +1) (ot

7z | ||l by the triangle inequality. Inserting A (f9°) in the form given by
equation (4.3.3) we arrive at
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lA (£ @l < (V2) 7 (e +0) 21171 ol (4.3.5)

Consequently, A @) o—A4 (b)) g|=]4 @7 = h") @ < (VZ) " (o +7) 5+ g —
B2\ ol for all g, n” € HY, proving assertion (3) for f” €HY. Choosing f,
fo for ¢, K in (4.3.5), one sees that A (fi) ¢ converges, and, since A (f")
is the strong graph limit of A (f7’), ¢ €D (A4 (f)) and A (f7’) o—A (f7) ¢.
This proves assertion (1) and together with (4.3.5) also assertion (3). Note
that for all #, A (f’) creates at most 7 particles. Thus (4 (f7) ¢)® =0 for s>
ne+r, which is then true also for the limit A () @, i.e. A (f7) 9 €E%,. O

We now come back to the standard form of A and decompose f€EH as f°+
7 = Zaues, ™= ZiBiles, so that Af= 3 2 s AumPrer ®em. Note that [|Af[?
=2 (A eimBr) 2 < Xk tmAbim||f|2 < o0 showing AfEP+H® for all fEH.

In Proposition 3.1.3 above it has been shown that @4 (f) = @ (f) + & (Af)
is essentially self-adjoint on %, On %, we have @4 (f*+f™) = @, (f°) +
O, (f™) =@ (f°) + @ (f) + TAF™) with T(A™) =21 mZdemBe: D (1) D (em) .
It shall be shown that on %, which is a core for @,(f), one has

Q4 (1) =D (f°) =UD(f°) U* and
O, (fm) =0 (fm) +T(Af™) =UD(f™) U,

with the unitary operator U=¢"54Y® where O =2k imArmer ®e; ® ey and
A(fD) =ZimArim - Oler) De) Dlem) - .
In L2(Q, dy), A (F®) is multiplication by A (x) = 2 himAsim - TrliZm - and

U* is multiplication by o FAW), Similarly, @ ("), is multiplication by @sre(x) =
>z, with D (@ (79)) ={o|® (f®) ¢ €L%(Q, dy) }. Therefore, D (@ (7)) is left
invariant by U¥, and, obviously, U® (f¢) U*¢=® (f°) ¢ for all p €D (D (f°)) D
Fo.

Next consider @4 (Je;) = @ (Je;) + T (AJes) = D (Je,) + ZimAitm - Dle)) D lem) -,
which on S#,CL2(Q, dy) takes the form

Dy (/ei) =Pi+zlzilm L Xixm - with [J;=% ‘a@“l'il‘i.
l,m

L i

Lemma 4.3.3. A (x) =24 mAem + TeXim - is differentiable by every x; and

g_;-q‘. (.Z‘) =321.m2i1m . XiXm .
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Proof. Writing A (x) in the form

A (I) =in :x‘? : +3Z/1m :I?xz 32 Aitm * T * T 2 /zklm N % % A

I1#i l,m=*i k,l,m#*1
=Z,,,fo+3r?222,,,xl+3x, Z/{”m:l‘]x‘m:"‘ Z /{klm:xkxlxm:
I#i ILm=*i klm*i

one sees that

0A _ . . . . . .
ax,- (I) —3(/1:'::' « XiXi « +21§iﬂm « XiXy - +l,mz*i2”m s Lim - )
_—_lezi!m v
I,m

The convergence of the respective infinite sums is the same as discussed follow-
ing (4.3.2). ]

Since 2 mAime; ®em EPLH?, we see by Lemma 4.3.2 that U*%,C D (p;) ,

%g—i ))(p(x). Hence
piU*§0=(pi+lZ/211m XX - )QD' (436)

ie. UD (Je,) U@ = @4 (Je;) ¢ for all ¢ € F,. Equation (4.3.6) also implies
UD (f™) U*= @, (f™) on %, for those f™ which are finite linear combinations of
{[e;;}‘;;l. Now letﬂ,m= Z‘:l,B;Jek _’fmeH Then, with §Dego,

O U*=U* 0 () 9=U*(@ (1) + Z S Auimfs : D) D) )
=U* (@ (i) p+A (47" ). «.3.7)

Since A is bounded, Afi"— Af™ € P.H® and by Lemma 4.3.2, A (Afi") ¢o—
A (Afim) ¢. Taking limits on both sides of equation (4.3.7) yields, according to

the remark after Lemma 4.3.1, U® (™) U*@= O, (f™) ¢ for all p EF,.
We summarize the results of this section as

Proposition 4.3.4. Let @ (f) = @4 (f) be a quadratic transformation of the
CCR. If A€ Lccr is Hilbert-Schmidt, then @y (f) is unitarily equivalent to the Fock
representation @ (f).

It is clear then that Theorem 4.1 is a consequence of Theorem 4.1.1, Corollary
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4.1.2, and Propositions 4.2.2 and 4.3.4.

V. Additional Comments and Developments

In this chapter we collect a number of relevant comments on further de-
velopments and possible applications of quadratic transformations.

Heuristic Comments on General Quadratic Canonical Transformations

Combining the purely quadratic transformations we have rigorously studied
above with the well-known inhomogeneous linear transformations of [1], we
obtain the general (formal) quadratic transformation of @: @ (f) = @gen (f) ,
where

Ggen (f) = z (e () i+ (f) ax)

+k%1 (aw (f) afai+@u (f) arai+2Bu (f) aia) +4(f) . (5.1)

with f€ H, ae, @, Qkt, i, Bri, £ (complex-valued) linear functionals on H and
ar=a @), af=a (%) * annihilator and creator for the k-th degree of freedom
({3} is an orthonormal basis in #). A term of the form a,af can be absorbed
into the afa;~and #-terms using the commutation relations. @gen (f) should be
symmetric, whence it follows that @ (f) =ax (f), @ (f) =aw (f), and Bu (f) =
Bix(f), 2(f) ER. Since a} commutes with af, one may assume without loss of

generality that au (f) =au, (f).
The ‘linear’ part of @y, (f) can be written as

(o (f)ai +au (f)as) = O(TS),

Ms

k

1

with T . H—H defined by
Tf= ﬁé (Recws () ent Imas () ew?, (5.2)

or equivalently Tf=y2 Xz (f) 7. Defining, in addition, the operator I : H+
P.(H®H) by

H:IEYKL(]C)@K®€L, TKL (f) ER, ‘)’KL(f) =TLK(f),
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with 7% (f) =Re (o (f) +Bei (f)), 1o (f) =Re (—aw () +8u (). 1er (f) =
Im (e (f) = Bri (f)), and 72 (f) =Im (e (f) +Bei (f)) and setting it into the
two-particle operator ¥( ), we obtain

VUY) =5 S0 (1) (0 ) ¥ () *+a ) @) +20 G *a @)

=5 () =7 (1) it (1) i () aal

+ (e () =700 (F) =700 (f) —i71 () ) aas
+2 (r () 10 (F) —irr () Hirwi (F) ) afaid,

which is exactly the quadratic part of Dgen(f), since 7x: (f) — 701 (f) Fiver (f)
+iren (f) =20 (f), and 70 () + 700 (f) —i7er () +ives () =2B (f) . Hence
we have

Deen () =D (Tf) +W(IF) +£4(f), (5.3)

so that, at least formally, the two-particle operators ¥ (*) we have been work-
ing with are sufficiently general to reproduce the transformations (5.1).

As in the proofs in Section 3.2, we see that if the transformation @ (f) =
@Dyen (f) is to be canonical, then the operator T must be symplectic. In particu-
lar, one has

[Been (f), Deen(9)1=i0(Tf, Tg) +2i® (b (Tf, I'y) —b(Ty, IF))
+4iT(P.B(IF, Iy)) +2i0 (I, I79).

Thus, as before, requiring [@ (h1), [D (h2), [Dgen (f), Dgen @)11]1 =[@ (n1),
(@ (hy), i0(f, g)I1] =0 for arbitrary hi, he€H, we find P+B (I'f, Iy) =0, which
implies o (I'f, I'y) =0. Therefore, we conclude that o (Tf, T9) =0 (f, g) . ie. T is
symplectic.

Now, since T is symplectic and ¢ (-, *) is nondegenerate, T is injective,
and, assuming that 77! is defined on all of H (in infinitely many dimensions,
this is not always assured), we can write @gen (T7Y) =@ (f) + T (I'T7Y) +
2(T7Y), and [Dgen (T7Y) , Ggen (T79)] =[@ (f) + T UTY), @ (9) +
U(I'T"'g)]. Since T7! is also symplectic, it follows that

[Dgen (T7Y), Pgen (T7Y9) ] =io(f, 9),
so that the transformation @ (f) = @ (f) + ¥ (I'T ~}f) must be canonical. Thus,

the resulting conditions on I'T'=A (le. I'=AT) are A € Lcr (ie., see
Theorem 3.2.11 and Proposition 3.3.1). To summarize, we have seen (at least
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formally) that necessary and sufficient conditions for the general quadratic
transformation (5.1) to be canonical are that the operator T defined in (5.2) is
symplectic and together with the operator I" defined in (5.3) must satisfy I'T 7!
EZLccr-

We compare this result with the special case dim# =1 handled previously
in the literature [3], where a general quadratic canonical transformation was
understood as

¢—Q=a; (g+yp)2+tag+bp+a,,
pP=ax (g+yp) *+cq+dp+b, (5.4)

with ay, a4, by, a, b, ¢, d, x, y ER satisfying the conditions

bxr—d
ax—c’

ad—bc=1, y=

In fact, this is subsumed in our class of transformations; explicitly, with H spann-
ed by the symplectic orthonormal basis ¢ and Je=¢, then our @gen (¢) becomes
their Q and Dgen () becomes P, if we set £(e) =aq, £(e’) =bs, Te=ae+be’, Te'=
cetde’, and '=AT, with A=0(l, - )I®I, 1=+ ¢, A=al?(ax—¢c)'? and A'=
i/-’i _(_Jit%/?
(ax—c)
since after pulling out the factor "["3 it is in standard form.

T is symplectic, since o(Te, Te’) =ad—bc=1, and also A€ Lccr,

Quadratic Transformations and Automorphisms of the Weyl Algebra

It is known [13] that the coherent transformation @ (f) =@ (f) +A(f)1, f€
D (), induces an automorphism on the C*-algebra & (D (1)) via W (f) ~
e*OW(f). The same is true on the algebra & (D (T)) for the symplectic trans-
formation @ (f) =@ (Tf), fED(T), via W(f) »W (Tf), whenever R(T) =D (T).
But the canonical quadratic transformations do not induce such automorphisms,
in other words, in general there exists no automorphism a on & (D (4)), such
that mr (@ (W (f))) =¢'®Y (recall that 7 denotes the Fock representation, so
that e (W (f)) =e*®), for all fED (A). This is due to the fact that in general
the operator ¢‘®" simply does not lie in the norm closure of the set {¢’??|f€
H}. This assertion is demonstrated in [18] for the simplest nontrivial example
— H two-dimensional with symplectic orthonormal basis {e, Je} and Af= 20 (e,
fle®e, 1>0.
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Transformations of Order Higher Than Quadratic

It is, of course, natural to consider higher-order transformations which go
beyond the quadratic [22]. Define an 7-particle operator & by

rm (F)(PEéai CO(f1) P(fo) D (fr) L @, QEF, (5.5)

n
for F=2Za;(f1,®f2 ®* ®f,;) (r, nEN, &y ER, fo; €EH). As with the two-particle
1=1

operator ¥, one finds that the map F— ¥ (F) ¢ is bounded when ¢ € %,, so
that again ¥ (F) ¢ can be continuously extended to all of H”. Because of the
normal ordering in (5.5), ¥? (F) =¥ (P,F) once again, and T (F) is a
symmetric operator. Thus a canonical transformation of order 7 could be defined
mathematically as @ (f) =@ (f) +T " (Af), FED(A), where A is a densely de-

fined linear operator from H to P.H” such that the transformation is canonical.
However, the techniques of this paper break down at two important points

for ¥>2. It turns out that the norm of the map F ¥ " (F) ¢ with ¢ €%, in-
volves a factor (n,-+7) "% which for > 2 prevents the finite-particle vectors

from being analytic vectors of ¥ (F) . It is therefore not evident that

O(f)+T"(F) is self-adjoint, nor that the exponentiation of such a trans-
formation would result in a representation of the corresponding Weyl algebra.
In fact, showing that an operator like 7 (F) is essentially self-adjoint for »>
2 is an old and difficult problem in quantum field theory. One possibility to deal
with these difficult operator-theoretic questions is to go to the @-space formal-
ism, as in Section 4.3. But in order to do that usefully, it would be necessary to
use the additional information A € £ to bring the operator A into a suitable
standard form, which leads to the second sticking point.

Here the problem is that if A is to be brought into standard form (we write
only the case r=3)

Af= 22 2,ju0 ny, f)m: ®n; ®@ny,

i,j.k 1

with a symplectic orthonormal basis {ng} in H, then because of R(A) SN®N ®
N, 0(m, n) =0VYm, nEN it would be necessary for the entire vector

2 UpasBuvwOsu ey ®eq ®e, Bey,
.4,8u,0,w

to vanish, and not just its symmetric component. We did not succeed in deriving
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this condition from the requirement that the transformation be canonical (see
[18] for further details).

It should also be pointed out that the commutator of an - and an s-particle
operator yields a sum consisting of an (#+s—2)-, an (#+s—4)-, an (r+s5—6)-
particle operator, and so forth. Thus the operators 1, @ (f) (f € H) , and
U@ (F) (FEP,H? form a Lie algebra, whereas a Lie algebra which contains a
cubic (or higher) operator also contains all higher-order operators. Thus, both
algebraically and analytically, the quadratic case has a special status.

Some Applications of Canonical Quadratic Transformations

As previously indicated in the introduction, an important application of
quadratic transformations will be to generate non-Fock representations in
which one can more suitably model and compute quantities of physical interest.
This is exemplified heuristically in [17] and especially in [16]. Such trans-
formations should also be of use in constructing exactly soluble models and
have applications in the field of special functions (see [5] and the references
given there).

Next consider the following formal Hamilton operator:

=S {9 A=) 2 r b+ g ) ()

Ms

{wraFartip, @F+aftar—a¥ a2—ad) +v, (@F2+2aka,+a2)?

k=1

)

where we, Ue, Vr ER and g, v, >0. The canonical quadratic transformation
4 =qr, e =petAe i gk - (5.6)
yields

a)klk

2v2

+ (uk +%+%ﬂ%) (aF?+2aFar+a?) 2},

) (@F+afar—afali—ad)

H—H =2 [wkafak-i‘i (ﬂk‘l'
k=1
which with respect to H merely has a different coupling constant. But then with
the choice A,= —Zﬂ‘g—)k;, the transformed Hamiltonian becomes purely quartic:

oo 2
H=72 {a)kafak-l- (W‘%) (a¥?+2aka,+a?) 2}.

k=1
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This operator H', for suitable choice of the energies and coupling constants we,
Uk, Vi is well-defined in Fock space and bounded from below, whereas the orig-
inal Hamiltonian may not be. And if, in fact, the transformation (5.6) is not un-
itarily implementable, i.e. when 25-,4% diverges, but H is well-defined on Fock
space, then H is not a well-defined operator on Fock space. If, on the other
hand, the quadratic transformation is unitarily implementable, then the original
operator H is well-defined on Fock space and bounded from below (and the
physics of the system described by H may just as well be described by H’) .
Thus, such quadratic transformations may be used to transfer information from
one representation to another.

Finally, we mention that the @-space formulation of quantum field theory
implies that every result on the unitary equivalence (resp. nonequivalence) of a
given representation of the CCR with the Fock representation yields a corre-
sponding result of the equivalence (resp. nonequivalence) of measures on
infinite-dimensional spaces. However, we shall not take more space to spell out
these results here. For further applications, see Chapter 9 of [18].
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