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Symmetry reduction of states I
Philipp Schmitt and Matthias Schotz

Abstract. In this article, we develop a general theory of symmetry reduction of states on (possibly
non-commutative) *-algebras that are equipped with a Poisson bracket and a Hamiltonian action of
a commutative Lie algebra g. The key idea advocated for in this article is that the “correct” notion
of positivity on a *-algebra + is not necessarily the algebraic one, for which positive elements are
sums of Hermitian squares a*a with a € #, but it can be a more general one that depends on the
example at hand, like pointwise positivity on *-algebras of functions or positivity in a representation
as operators. The notion of states (normalized positive Hermitian linear functionals) on # thus
depends on this choice of positivity on #, and the notion of positivity on the reduced algebra A, red
should be such that states on +,,.req are obtained as reductions of certain states on »4. We discuss
three examples in detail: reduction of the *-algebra of smooth functions on a Poisson manifold M,
reduction of the Weyl algebra with respect to translation symmetry, and reduction of the polynomial
algebra with respect to a U(1)-action.

1. Introduction

Symmetry reduction, like Marsden—Weinstein reduction of symplectic manifolds or coiso-
tropic reduction of Poisson manifolds, uses a well-behaved action of a symmetry group to
reduce the number of degrees of freedom of the system at hand. Roughly speaking, there
exist two approaches: the geometric approach considers a symplectic or Poisson manifold
M , and symmetry reduction amounts to restricting to a levelset Z,, of fixed momentum g
and dividing out the action of the corresponding symmetry group. This way, one obtains a
reduced symplectic or Poisson manifold M, ..q. In general, the ordering of the two steps
is important, but they commute in well-behaved cases. Dual to the geometric approach
is the algebraic approach, which considers the associated Poisson algebra of functions
A = €%°(M), usually referred to as the “algebra of observables” in physics. Here, one
divides out the vanishing ideal of Z,, and restricts to the subalgebra of functions that are
invariant under the action of the symmetry group; thus, one obtains a reduced algebra:

eA)u,—red = €w(Mu—red)~

This algebraic approach has the advantage that it allows for a non-commutative gener-
alization applicable to quantum physics by considering more general algebras +4. See,
e.g., [1,6,14,15,18].
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The aim of this article is to examine a “bidual” version, the reduction of states on the
algebra of observables. It seems reasonable to expect that states on the reduced algebra
should correspond to states on the original algebra in some way. This, however, is not
trivially fulfilled in a naive approach: the definition of states requires a notion of positiv-
ity on the algebra of observables; and while there is a canonical notion of positivity on
every *-algebra by declaring Hermitian squares to be positive, this is not enough to obtain
a reasonable theory of reduction of states in general. An example of this is discussed
in Section 6. Ordered *-algebras [8,21,22,28-30, 32, 33], which, from a different point
of view, are also discussed in (non-commutative) real algebraic geometry as ‘“*-algebras
equipped with a quadratic module”, offer the required flexibility, and allow us to make the
correspondence between states on the original and reduced algebra precise.

Ordered *-algebras are unital associative *-algebras over the field of complex num-
bers, for which the real linear subspace

Ay =1{a € Ala=a"*}

of Hermitian elements is endowed with a partial order fulfilling some compatibilities. A
state on an ordered *-algebra »4 is a normalized Hermitian linear functional w: A — C,
positive with respect to the order on +y. Such a state w associates to any observable
a € 4 its “expectation value” {w, a). The setting of ordered *-algebras is general enough
to cover a great number of examples, especially the smooth complex-valued functions on
a manifold M with the pointwise order, A = €°° (M), or the adjointable endomorphisms
on a pre-Hilbert space D, A = £*(D). Examples of states are evaluation functionals at
points of M or vector functionals a + (¥ |a(y¥)) corresponding to normalized vectors
¥ € D. Despite their generality, ordered *-algebras still allow for the development of some
non-trivial results concerning their structure and representations and therefore might be
seen as a suitable generalization of C *-algebras that also comprises unbounded examples.

We develop our theory of reduction in Section 3 for ordered *-algebras +, endowed
with a Poisson bracket and a Hamiltonian action of a commutative Lie algebra g, i.e., an
action induced by a momentum map §:g — . Denote the g-invariant elements of 4
by #9. We define the reduction # req of 4 for any “momentum” u € g*, & — (u. &)
by a universal property and show that the reduction always exists. The construction is
built in such a way that it behaves well with respect to states under some minor technical
assumptions.

Reduction of states. There is a bijective correspondence between states @ on o req and
states @ on A which satisfy

(@, (F() — (m. £)D)*) = 0.

Moreover, under the technical assumption of the existence of an averaging operator, all
such states can be obtained by restriction of states on .

This might be seen as a partial justification of our setting: on the one hand, the assump-
tions that we made are sufficiently strong to obtain a reasonable theory of symmetry
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reduction of states. But on the other hand, there are still plenty of examples, which we
discuss in Sections 4—06, showing that our assumptions are not too strong.

The fact that the interpretation of the reduction of states as the “bidual” of a geo-
metric reduction procedure is not just a mere heuristic can best be seen in the exam-
ple A = €% (M) of smooth functions on a Poisson manifold M with the pointwise
order, which we discuss in detail in Section 4. Indeed, €°° (M) constitutes an example
of an ordered *-algebra, and assigning to every point x € M its evaluation functional
8x:€° (M) — C allows one to identify the manifold M with the unital *-homomorphisms
€*°(M) — C, which in turn are just the extreme points of the convex set of states on
€°(M). Given any smooth Hamiltonian action of a connected commutative Lie group
G on M, the general reduction procedure for ordered *-algebras and states, applied to
this special example of €°° (M) and its evaluation functionals, results in a Poisson alge-
bra W (M, rq) of functions on a reduced topological space M, req and the evaluation
functionals on M,,..q. Under the usual additional regularity assumptions, this procedure
is equivalent to Marsden—Weinstein reduction.

As a first non-commutative example, we discuss the Weyl algebra of canonical com-
mutation relations in Section 5. In the Schrodinger representation as differential operators
on the Schwartz space S(R!*"), the momentum map for the translation symmetry is sim-
ply given by the usual momentum operators —i%. It will be shown that the reduction
with respect to one of the momentum operators yields the Weyl algebra on S(R") with
the operator order. In this example, there are no states on the Weyl algebra satisfying the
above reducibility condition (due to the lack of an averaging operator), yet the reduction
procedure still produces the expected result.

More involved non-commutative examples arise in non-formal deformation quantiza-
tion, but their detailed study will be postponed to future projects. In this article, we discuss,
as our last example in Section 6, the case of the polynomial algebra on C!*” with the stan-
dard Poisson bracket. By reduction with respect to a U(1)-action, one obtains algebras of
polynomials on, e.g., CP” or the hyperbolic disc D”. This is the classical limit of some
well-known non-formal star products, which can also be obtained by symmetry reduction
of the Wick star product on C 147 see, e.g., [2,4,5,7,9,11,26]. These examples are espe-
cially relevant as the starting point for studying non-formal deformations of *-algebras.
But these examples also demonstrate that it is in general not sufficient to simply consider
*-algebras with the canonical algebraic order given by sums of Hermitian squares. In these
cases, finding a suitable algebraic characterization of the order on the reduced algebras is
well known to be a non-trivial problem already in the commutative case, but one that
has been solved in great generality with the Positivstellensatz of Krivine and Stengle or
similar results [13, 16,27, 34]. This raises the question whether and how similar algebraic
characterizations can also be obtained in the non-commutative case, where they would be
especially valuable because the idea of a pointwise order on an easy-to-describe reduced
manifold is no longer applicable. For the star product on CP”, this problem will be solved
in [25].
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2. Notation and preliminaries

The notation essentially follows [32]. See also [31] for an introduction to *-algebras and
quadratic modules on them (but be aware of some differences in notation).
The natural numbers are denoted by

N:={1,2,3,...} and Nj:={0}UN,

and the fields of real and complex numbers are R and C, respectively. A quasi-order on a
set X is areflexive and transitive relation < on X. Given two sets X and Y, both equipped
with a quasi-order <, and amap ®: X — Y, then @ is said to be increasing (or decreasing)
if ®(x) < ®(x') (or ®(x) = ®(x')) holds for all x, x’ € X with x < x'. If ® is injective
and increasing, and if additionally x < x’ holds for all x, x" € X for which

P(x) S P(x).

then @ is called an order embedding.

2.1. Ordered *-algebras

A *-algebra A is a unital associative C-algebra endowed with an antilinear involution
-*: A — s such that (ab)* = b*a™ holds for all a, b € A. Its unit will be denoted by 1,
or, more explicitly, 1 4. It is not required that 1 # 0, which means that {0} is a *-algebra.
An element a € # is called Hermitian if a = a™, and

Ay ={a € Ala=a"}

clearly is a real linear subspace of . A quadratic module on a *-algebra +4 is a subset @
of Ag that fulfils
a+be@ d*ade@, and 1e€Q

for all a,b € @ and all d € 4. Similarly, a quasi-ordered *-algebra is a *-algebra A
endowed with a reflexive and transitive relation < on #Ay that additionally fulfils the con-
ditions

a+c<b+c, d*ad <d*bd, and 051

for all a, b, c € Ay with a < b and all d € A. We simply refer to the relation < as the
order on A. An element a € Ay is called positive if 0 < a, and the set of all positive
Hermitian elements of 4 will be denoted by

Af = {a € An|0 < a}.

It is easy to check that A;_l" is a quadratic module on +4. Conversely, any quadratic module
@ on any *-algebra «+ allows one to define a relation < on Ay fora,b € Ay asa < b if
and only if b — a € @, and then + with < is a quasi-ordered *-algebra for which

AL = @.
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An ordered *-algebra is a quasi-ordered *-algebra whose order < is also antisymmetric,
hence a partial order. Equivalently, a quasi-ordered *-algebra « is an ordered *-algebra if
and only if

(=) N AL = {0).

In the case of ordered *-algebras, the order relation is usually written as <.

Ordered *-algebras, or quadratic modules on *-algebras, occur, e.g., in the literature
on representations of *-algebras, sometimes as “*-algebras equipped with an admissi-
ble cone” as in [22]. They can be seen as abstractions of the *-algebras of (possibly
unbounded) adjointable endomorphisms on a pre-Hilbert space, similar to the way C *-
algebras are abstractions of bounded operators on a Hilbert space. In [8], it is shown
that the order gives rise to a C*-seminorm on bounded elements, and in sufficiently
well-behaved cases, one can generalize constructions or representation theorems from
C *-algebras to ordered *-algebras; see, e.g., [32, 33]. Quadratic modules are also stud-
ied in real algebraic geometry, especially in the commutative case where they describe
properties of the cone of sums of squares of real polynomials. However, some ideas of
real algebraic geometry can also be adapted to the non-commutative case; see, e.g., [30]
for an overview.

A linear map ®: A — B between two *-algebras + and B is called Hermitian if

®(a*) = ®(a)* foralla € A,

or equivalently if ®(a) € By for all a € Ay. A unital *-homomorphism is such a Hermitian
linear map ®: A — B that additionally fulfils

®(1y) =1g and D(ad’) = P(a)P(a’) foralla,a’ € .

If both A and B are quasi-ordered *-algebras, then a Hermitian linear map ®: A — B
is said to be positive if its restriction to an R-linear map from +Ay to By is increasing, or
equivalently if ®(a) € B; for all a € #;;. Similarly, ® is said to be an order embedding
if its restriction to Hermitian elements is an order embedding. Especially, if 8 = C (with
the usual order on Cy = R), then we write A* for the dual space of A whose elements
are linear functionals : A — C, and use the bilinear dual pairing ( -, - ): A* x A — C,
(w,a) — {(w, a) to denote the evaluation of a linear functional v € A* on an algebra
element a € . Similarly, we write 4j; for the real linear subspace of Hermitian linear
functionals on # and A" for the convex cone of positive Hermitian linear functionals
therein. Note that clearly Aw + up € A:I’+ forallw, p € A:I’Jr and all A, u € [0, oo[, and
that the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality for the positive Hermitian sesquilinear form

AX A3 (a,b) > (0,a*h) e C forw e AT

shows that
Hw,a*b)|* < (w,a*a){w, b*b) 2.1
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for all a,b € A. A state on A is a positive Hermitian linear functional that fulfils the
normalization (@, 1) = 1, and the set of states on 4 will be denoted by §(+4). Setting
a = 1 in (2.1) shows that (w, 1) = 0 implies @ = 0, so

(A ) N AT = {0},

and every non-zero positive Hermitian linear functional can be rescaled to a state. This
allows one to reformulate most statements for positive Hermitian linear functionals to
equivalent statements for states.

If 4 is a quasi-ordered *-algebra, then any unital *-subalgebra S of 4, i.e., a linear
subspace S C + with 1 € S which is stable under - * and closed under multiplication, is
again a *-algebra and becomes a quasi-ordered *-algebra with the restriction of the order
of 4. We will always endow unital *-subalgebras with this restricted order. Similarly, if
I is a *-ideal of #, i.e., a linear subspace I C +4 which is stable under -* and which
fulfils ab € I for all a € 4, b € I, then the quotient vector space #/I becomes a *-
algebra in a unique way by demanding that the canonical projection [-]: A — A/I be a
unital *-homomorphism. This quotient *-algebra even becomes a quasi-ordered *-algebra
with the order whose quadratic module of positive elements is {[a] |a € 4} }; this order
will be called the quotient order. This way, [-]: A — /I becomes a positive unital *-
homomorphism, and it is easy to check that the usual universal property of quotients is
fulfilled: whenever ®: A — B is a positive unital *-homomorphism (or, more generally,
positive Hermitian linear map) to any quasi-ordered *-algebra 8B such that

I Ckerd = &1 ({0}),

then there exists a unique positive unital *-homomorphism (or positive Hermitian linear
map) ¢: A/ I — B that fulfils

®=gol].
2.2. Constructing quadratic modules

There are two canonical classes of examples of ordered *-algebras, namely, ordered *-
algebras of functions, which are unital *-subalgebras of the ordered *-algebra C¥ of all
complex-valued functions on a set X with the pointwise operations and pointwise order,
and O*-algebras, which are unital *-subalgebras of the ordered *-algebra £* (D) of all
adjointable endomorphisms a: O — D on a pre-Hilbert space O with inner product ( - | - )
(antilinear in the first, linear in the second argument) with the standard operator order.
Here, adjointable is to be understood in the algebraic sense, i.e., a: D — D is adjointable
if there exists a (necessarily unique and linear) a*: & — D such that

(@la()) = (a*(®) V)

holds for all ¢, ¥ € D. The operator order for a,b € £*(D)y is determined by a < b if
and only if

(Y la()) ={y|b(y)) forally € D.
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There are essentially two possibilities to endow a *-algebra with a suitable order: either
by demanding that certain Hermitian elements should be positive or by demanding that
certain Hermitian linear functionals should be positive. More precisely, given a *-algebra
4 and any subset S of 4y, then

M

«S»qm = {Z a:nsmam

m=1

M € Ng;aq,....,ap € A;81,...,5M € SU{]I}} 2.2)

is the quadratic module generated by S, which clearly is the smallest (with respect to )
quadratic module on + that contains S. As a special case, let

AT = (0)gm 2.3)

be the quadratic module generated by the empty set, hence the smallest quadratic module
on . Its elements are, by construction, the sums of Hermitian squares a*a with a € A,
and will be referred to as algebraically positive elements. The resulting algebraic order
on A gives a canonical, non-trivial way to turn any *-algebra into a quasi-ordered *-
algebra. However, in many examples, this is not the “correct” one (the meaning of which,
of course, depends on the context). A Hermitian linear functional on a *-algebra 4 which
is positive with respect to this algebraic order will be called algebraically positive, and
an algebraic state therefore is a normalized algebraically positive Hermitian linear func-
tional. For example, the usual order on the Hermitian elements of a C*-algebra can be
described as the one whose positive elements are those with spectrum contained in [0, o],
or equivalently as the one whose positive elements are precisely the algebraically positive
ones.

In the commutative case, quadratic modules that are closed under multiplication are
especially interesting (and referred to as “preordering”). Thus for a commutative *-algebra
A and any subset S of Ay, the preordering generated by S is

(S, = <<{ s

m=1

MeN;sl,...,sMeS}» , 2.4)
qm

which is the smallest (with respect to €) quadratic module on # that is closed under
multiplication and contains S.

Moreover, quasi-ordered *-algebras can also be constructed by demanding that certain
algebraic states be positive: let 4 be a *-algebra, and let - > -: A X A* — A™ be the left
action of the multiplicative monoid of # on #* by conjugation, i.e.,

({a>w,b) = (w,a*ba)

foralla,b € 4 and all w € A*. A set of algebraically positive Hermitian linear functionals
on a *-algebra + that is stable under this action gives rise to an order on Ay.
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Proposition 2.1. Let A be a *-algebra and S a set of algebraic states on A such that
a>w € S holds forallw € S and a € A with (w,a*a) = 1. Then

= {a € Ay|(w.a) = 0forallw € S} (2.5)

is a quadratic module on A, so A can be turned into a quasi-ordered *-algebra with
AL = Q. Similarly,

I'={aea|(w.a)=0foralweS}

is a *-ideal of A, and the quotient *-algebra 4 /I with the quotient order is an ordered
*_algebra. Moreover; for every w € S, there exists a unique state @ on A/ fulfilling
@o|-] =wwith[-]: A — A/I the canonical projection onto the quotient, and

(A/D)f; = {la] € (A/Du | (@.[a]) = 0forall w € S}. (2.6)

Proof. Note that for w € S and a € +, one either has (w,a*a) > 0, hence

—1/2

(w,a*a)Yav>w) = (w,a*a) YV2a)bwesS, or (wa*a)=0,

in which case
({avw,1) =0,

and therefore, a > w = 0 as a consequence of the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. It is now
straightforward to check that @ is a quadratic module. It is also clear that I is a linear
subspace of # and stable under - *, and I is a right ideal, hence a *-ideal, because for all
acl,be A ,andw € S, one has

3

Z (b +i1)>w,a) = 0.

(w,ab)

-l>~ |

The quotient order on 4 /I is even a partial order: given [a] € (A/I)g with [0] <
[a] < [0], then there exist representatives @y, a, € [a] N #4y such that 0 < a; and da, <0,
s0 0 < {w, a,) = (w,az) <0 for all w € S because d; — a, € I, which shows that
[a] = I = [0]. Moreover, essentially by definition of I and the quotient order, every
€ § descends to a unique state @ € §(/ 1) fulfilling@ o [-] = w.

The inclusion “C” in (2.6) follows from the definitions of the quadratic module @ and
the quotient order. Conversely, let [a] € (4/1)y be given such that (@, [a]) > 0 for all
w € S, and choose any Hermitian representative @ € [a] N sy (for example, take the real
part @ := (@* + a@)/2 of an arbitrary representative @ € [a]). Then, (w,a) = (@, [a]) > 0
for all w € S shows that & € @ = A;:, so [a] € (A/ ). L]

The order on +4 that was constructed in Proposition 2.1, (2.5) will be called the one
induced by S. If 4 is a quasi-ordered *-algebra, then we especially say that its order is
induced by its states if the given order on # is the one induced by S (), or equivalently,
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if for all a € Ay \ A; there exists w € §(A) such that (w,a) < 0. It is a standard con-
sequence of the Hahn—Banach theorem; that is, this is the case if and only if Ag is closed
in some locally convex topology on Ay, e.g., the strongest one. Identity (2.6) just means
that the order on the quotient 4/ in Proposition 2.1 is induced by its states.

Ordered *-algebras + whose order is induced by their states have some desirable
properties. For example, if a € « fulfils (w,a) = 0 for all w € §(+4), then also

(w,a+a*)=0 and (w,i(a—a*))=0

for all w € § (), which implies that 0 <a + a* <0and 0 <i(a —a*) <0; hence, a = 0.
Similarly, one proves the following.

Proposition 2.2. Let : A — B be a unital *-homomorphism between two quasi-ordered
*-algebras 4 and 8B, and assume that the order on B is induced by its states. Then, ® is
positive if and only if p o ® € §(A) holds for all p € §S(B).

Proof. If @ is positive and p a state on B, then p o @ is again positive, hence a state
on 4. Conversely, if po ® € §(+4) holds for all p € $(B), then P is positive because
(p, ®(a)) = (po ®,a) > 0 shows that ®(a) € B forevery a € A. |

For example, the pointwise order on an ordered *-algebra A € C¥ of functions on
a set X is the one induced by the set {8x | x € X} of evaluation functionals éx: A — C,
a > (8x,a) := a(x). Similarly, the operator order on an O*-algebra A C £*(D) on a
pre-Hilbert space D is the one induced by the set

{xy |V € D with |y || =1}

of vector functionals yy:A — C,a — (xy,a) = (¥ |a(y)).

Relating quadratic modules that are constructed “analytically” as in (2.5) to suitable
“algebraically” constructed quadratic modules as in (2.2) or (2.4) is a typical problem of
(possibly non-commutative) real algebraic geometry. The most famous results are Artin’s
solution of Hilbert’s 17th problem and the Positivstellensatz of Krivine and Stengle [13,
34] that give an algebraic description of the pointwise order on polynomial algebras.

2.3. Eigenstates

Especially for those ordered *-algebras that occur as algebras of observables in physics,
the notion of states (which describes the actual state of a physical system) is of major
importance, generalizing the concept of vector states on O*-algebras. There is also an
abstraction of the idea of vector states constructed out of eigenvectors of an operator.

Definition 2.3. Let 4 be a quasi-ordered *-algebra and a € 4. An eigenstate of a is a
state @ on A that fulfils

(w,a*a) = |{w,a)|?,
and the complex number (w, a) then is called the eigenvalue of w on a. The set of all
eigenstates of a with eigenvalue i € C will be denoted by S, (4).
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It can also happen that one state is an eigenstate of several elements of «#, in which
case we call it a common eigenstate of these elements. The notion of eigenstates occurs
once in a while in the literature on C *-algebras [19,23,24], but their basic properties are
fulfilled in greater generality.

Proposition 2.4. Let A be a quasi-ordered *-algebra, a € A, and w € S(A). Then, the
following are equivalent:

(i)  There exists a complex number | such that
(@, (@ —pl)*(a — pl)) =0.

(i1)  The identities

(w,a*b) = (w,a){w,b) and {(w,b*a) = (w,b){w,a)
hold for all b € A.
(iii) The identity
(,a%a) = [(0,a)|?
holds; i.e., w is an eigenstate of a.

Moreover, if the first point (i) holds for some p € C, then i = (w, a) is the eigenvalue of
w ona.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as for eigenstates on C *-algebras and is repeated
here for convenience of the reader. First, assume that some p € C fulfils (w, (a—ul)*(a —
#1)) = 0. Then, it follows from the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality that

0 < |{w,a—pl)]* < (0. (a— p1)*(a - pl)) =0,
SO
(w,a) = {0, pn1) = p.
Moreover, for any b € 4, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality shows that
[(@,a*b) — (@, a)(,b)|” = (@, (@ — p1)*b)|* < (o, (@ — p1)*(a — p1))(w,b*b) =0,

S0
(w,a*b) = (w,a){w, b).

By complex conjugation, it follows that

(w,b*a) = (w,b){w, a).

We conclude that (i) implies (ii). As (ii) trivially implies (iii) by choosing b := a and as
(iii) implies (i) with u = (w, a) because then

(@, (@ - p1)*(@ - pl)) = (0.a"a) — [{@.a)* = 0,

these three statements are equivalent. ]
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Proposition 2.4 above especially shows that the concept of eigenstates on a quasi-
ordered *-algebra - can be seen as a weakening of positive unital *-homomorphisms from
A to C. More precisely, a state w on # is a positive unital *-homomorphism if and only if
it is a common eigenstate of all elements of +. The next example shows that eigenstates
can also be interpreted as generalizations of vector states associated to eigenvectors.

Example 2.5. Consider the ordered *-algebra of operators £* (D) on a pre-Hilbert space
D. For every y € D, the vector functional

Xy (D) —> C. ar (yy.a) =Y la@))

is Hermitian and positive, and it is a state if and only if ||| = 1. Now, let a € £*(D),
Y e O with ||| =1, and p € C be given. Then, the statement ||a(y¥) — uy|| = 0 is
equivalent to a () = py and also equivalent to

(X (a —pl)*(a — pl)) =0.

This shows that ¥ is an eigenvector of a with eigenvalue u if and only if y is an eigen-
state of @ with eigenvalue u.

Moreover, for a normal element a of a C*-algebra +, one finds that eigenstates exist
precisely to eigenvalues which are elements of the spectrum of a (see [24]) essentially
because all C-valued unital *-homomorphisms of the commutative C *-subalgebra of 4
that is generated by a can be extended to states on 4 by a Hahn—Banach type argument.
However, we will see in Proposition 5.9 that this does not generalize to the unbounded
case.

3. Reduction of representable Poisson *-algebras

3.1. Representable Poisson *-algebras

In applications to classical or quantum physics, ordered *-algebras appear as the algebras
of observables, with their order induced by their states. Such observable algebras are usu-
ally endowed with a Poisson bracket: in quantum physics, this Poisson bracket is derived
from the commutator, but in classical physics, it is an additional structure on the algebra.
This leads to the following definition.

Definition 3.1. A representable Poisson *-algebra is an ordered *-algebra 4 whose order
is induced by its states and that is equipped with a bilinear and antisymmetric Poisson
bracket { - , - }: A X A — 4 fulfilling the usual Leibniz and Jacobi identity and which is
compatible with the *-involution in the sense that {a, b}* = {a*, b*} holds for all a, b €
. Given two representable Poisson *-algebras + and B and a unital *-homomorphism
®: A — B, then D is said to be compatible with Poisson brackets if

®({ay,az}) = {P(a1), P(az)}

holds for all ay, a, € .
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Recall that in the general non-commutative case, where the order of the factors is
important, the Leibniz identity for a, b, ¢ € 4 is

{ab,c} ={a,c}b+aib,c}.

The algebras defined above are “representable” in the following sense: since the order is
induced by the states, the underlying ordered *-algebra admits a faithful representation
as an O*-algebra on a pre-Hilbert space, which can be constructed as an orthogonal sum
of GNS-representations [31, Chapter 4.4]. We are especially interested in two types of
representable Poisson *-algebras.

Example 3.2. Let 4 be an ordered *-algebra whose order is induced by its states, e.g., an
O*-algebra on some pre-Hilbert space O, and let # € R \ {0}. Then, 4 with the rescaled
commutator as Poisson bracket,

_ ab — ba

{a,b} : =

3.1
for all a, b € 4, is arepresentable Poisson *-algebra. All unital *-homomorphisms between
such representable Poisson *-algebras (with the same value of %) are automatically com-
patible with Poisson brackets.

If the underlying *-algebra of a representable Poisson *-algebra +4 is sufficiently non-
commutative, then there exist some general conditions under which the Poisson bracket
of A necessarily is of the form (3.1); see [10]. For this reason, more general notions of
“non-commutative Poisson algebras” like in [36] have been developed, an approach that
we, however, will not pursue any further.

Example 3.3. Let A be a commutative ordered *-algebra whose order is induced by its
states, e.g., A = €°°(M ), the smooth C-valued functions on a smooth manifold M with
the pointwise order. Then, any bilinear and antisymmetric bracket on the real subalgebra
An of #A which fulfils Leibniz and Jacobi identity gives rise to a Poisson bracket { - , - }
on whole A (by C-linear extension) with which 4 becomes a representable Poisson *-
algebra. In the case A = €°°(M), such a bracket can always be derived from a (real)
Poisson tensor with which M becomes a Poisson manifold.

One might wonder why Definition 3.1 does not require any form of compatibility
between the Poisson bracket and the order. The reason for this is that in the case of smooth
functions on a Poisson manifold as in Example 3.3 there does not seem to be any such
compatibility.

If A is a representable Poisson *-algebra and B a unital *-subalgebra of A which
is closed under the Poisson bracket, then it is easy to check that 8 with the operations
and the order inherited from « is again a representable Poisson *-algebra because all
positive Hermitian linear functionals on # can be restricted to 8. Quotients, however, are
somewhat less well behaved as we will shortly see.
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Definition 3.4. Let 4 be a representable Poisson *-algebra. A subset I of 4 is a repre-
sentable Poisson *-ideal if I is a *-ideal of + which is also a Poisson ideal, i.e., {a,b} € T
for all @ € 4 and all b € I, and if additionally I arises as the common kernel of a set
of states on A, i.e., for all @ € A \ I there exists w € §(+) for which (w, a) # 0 and
I C kerw hold.

For example, if ®: A — B is a positive unital *-homomorphism between representable
Poisson *-algebras 4 and B and compatible with Poisson brackets, then

ker ® = {a € 4| P(a) = 0}

certainly is a *-ideal and a Poisson ideal of #, and it is the common kernel of a set of
states on +, hence a representable Poisson *-ideal. Given a € 4 \ ker ®, then ®(a) # 0
so that there exists p € §(B) with (p, ®(a)) # 0 because the order on B is induced by its
states. Consequently, p o ® € §(-4) fulfils

(po®,a) #0.

Proposition 3.5. Let A be a representable Poisson *-algebra, I a representable Poisson
*-ideal of A, and [-]: A — A/ I the canonical projection onto the quotient *-algebra
A/ I. Then, the Poisson bracket descends to A/ I i.e., there exists a (necessarily unique)
Poisson bracket { - , - } on A/ I fulfilling

{[a], [b]} = [{a,b}] foralla,b € A.

The quotient *-algebra A/ I, endowed with this Poisson bracket and with the order whose
quadratic module of positive Hermitian elements is

(/I = {[a] |a € oAy such that (w,a) > 0 forall w € §(A)
for which T C kerw}, (3.2

becomes a representable Poisson *-algebra. This way, the projection [-]: A — A/ T

becomes a surjective positive unital *-homomorphism compatible with Poisson brackets.
Moreover, whenever a state w on A fulfils ker|[ -] C ker w, then the unique algebraic state
@ on A/ I that fulfils w = @ o [ -] is positive, hence a state on A/ 1.

Proof. The quotient *-algebra 4/ I with the order defined by (3.2) is an ordered *-algebra
whose order is induced by its states because it is obtained by the construction of Proposi-
tion 2.1 with

S = {a) € S(A) | IcC kera)};

the conditiona > w € S forall w € S and all a € A with (w,a*a) = 1 holds because I is
a *-ideal. The Poisson bracket on »/ I is well defined because I is a Poisson ideal, and it
is easy to check that this way #/ I becomes a representable Poisson *-algebra and that the
canonical projection [-]: A — /I becomes a surjective positive unital *-homomorphism
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compatible with Poisson brackets. Given any state w on + that fulfils ker[-] < ker w, then
I C kerw, and it is clear that there exists a unique algebraic state @ on +/ I that fulfils

w=0ao]].
It is an immediate consequence of (3.2) that @ is also positive, hence a state. ]

Note that the order from (3.2) in general does not coincide with the quotient order
of *-algebras defined in Section 2.1; it is the smallest order induced by states that con-
tains the quotient order. While the construction of the quotient representable Poisson
*-algebra from the above Proposition 3.5 has all the properties that one would expect from
an abstract point of view, there is a problem within the definition of representable Pois-
son *-ideals: without any compatibility between Poisson bracket and order, it is unclear
how such a representable Poisson *-ideal I can be constructed explicitly in the general
case because it simultaneously has to be a Poisson ideal and the common kernel of a
set of states. The solution to this problem depends on the example at hand: in the non-
commutative case of Example 3.2, every *-ideal automatically is a Poisson ideal, while in
the commutative case of Example 3.3, one can often apply geometric arguments, which
will be discussed further in Section 4.

3.2. Symmetry reduction

From the compatibility between Poisson bracket and *-involution, it follows that the real
linear subspace of Hermitian elements of a representable Poisson *-algebra with the re-
striction of the Poisson bracket is especially a Lie algebra. This leads to a notion of well-
behaved actions of real Lie algebras on representable Poisson *-algebras.

Definition 3.6. Let - be a representable Poisson *-algebra and g a real Lie algebra. Then,
a momentum map from g to + is a morphism J: g — sy of real Lie algebras (with respect
to the Poisson bracket on +4y). Given such a momentum map, then we define the induced
right action - < -: A X g > A,

(@,§)—>a<§:={a g

One can easily check that - < - is indeed a right action of the Lie algebra g on 4, i.e.,
that

((a<§)an) —(a<n) <§) =a<[n]

holds for all a € A and all £, € g, where [ -, - ] denotes the Lie bracket of g. This right
action is also compatible with the Poisson bracket in the sense that

{a,by af =la <&, by +{a, b <t (3.3)

holds for alla,b € A and all £ € g.
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Definition 3.7. Let V' be a vector space endowed with a right action - <« -: V xg - V
of a Lie algebra g, then

Ve = {veV|Vneg:v<1n:0}
denotes its linear subspace of g-invariant elements.

While in similar settings there do exist reduction procedures for, e.g., free and proper
actions of arbitrary Lie groups, like Marsden—Weinstein reduction or the reduction of
formal star products via BRST cohomology from [6], we will only consider the simpler
case of abelian Lie groups, in which case the Lie bracket of the associated Lie algebra is
zero (yet we will consider arbitrary momenta).

Proposition 3.8. Let A be a representable Poisson *-algebra and §: g — Ay a momen-
tum map for a real Lie algebra g. Then, A8 with the restriction of the relevant operations
of # and the restricted order is again a representable Poisson *-algebra. Moreover, if g
is commutative, then § (&) € AS forall £ € g.

Proof. As & € g acts on # by an inner derivation { -, $(§)} with Hermitian (&), their
common kernel A8 is a unital *-subalgebra of +. From (3.3), it follows that A4S is also
closed under the Poisson bracket. Since the restricted order on A8 is still induced by its
states, A8 is a representable Poisson *-algebra. If g is commutative, then

FE) an={4E). g} = 4(&.1) =0
holds for all £, 7 € g, s0 F(§) € AS. |

Restriction to #A$ is the first step in the reduction procedure; the second step is to
divide out a suitable representable Poisson *-ideal I, interpreted as the “vanishing ideal
of the levelset Z,, of the momentum map ¢ at u”. Of course, the concept of a levelset
or vanishing ideal is not applicable in the general case considered here, especially not for
O*-algebras like in Example 3.2. For the general definition of the reduction, we therefore
fall back to requiring a universal property to be fulfilled, which essentially reduces to
a characterization of I, as the smallest representable Poisson *-ideal that contains the
image of § — u. An alternative description of the reduction as a quotient by an actual
“non-commutative vanishing ideal” will be given in Theorem 3.19.

Definition 3.9. Let A be a representable Poisson *-algebra and ¢: g — #y a momentum
map for a commutative real Lie algebra g. Given that i € g*, then the &-reduction of A at
w is a tuple (A red, [+],) Of a representable Poisson *-algebra 4, r.q and a positive unital
*-homomorphism [-],,: A% — +,req compatible with Poisson brackets and which fulfils
()] = (i, &)1 for all £ € g such that the following universal property is fulfilled.
Whenever ©: A% — B is another positive unital *-homomorphism compatible with Pois-
son brackets into any representable Poisson *-algebra B that fulfils Cb(g (E)) =(u, &)1 for
all £ € g, then there exists a unique positive unital *-homomorphism @, req: A red — B
compatible with Poisson brackets for which ® = ®,,;4 o -], holds.
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Note that the §-reduction at i (once we have shown that it exists) is determined up to
unique isomorphism. The existence of the reduction is indeed guaranteed, which will be
shown in Theorem 3.11.

Definition 3.10. Let + be a representable Poisson *-algebra, §: g — Ay a momentum
map for a commutative real Lie algebra g, and p € g*. Then, denote by {(J — /1)) iq the
*-ideal of +9 that is generated by all #(§) — (u, £)1 with £ € g.

Theorem 3.11. Let A be a representable Poisson *-algebra, §:q — #y a momentum
map for a commutative real Lie algebra g, and v € g*. Then, the intersection

I, = ﬂ{I | I is a representable Poisson *-ideal of 48
fulfilling (& — W) wig S I} (3.4)

is a well-defined representable Poisson *-ideal of AS8. Moreover, given a representable
Poisson *-algebra A, req and a positive unital *-homomorphism [ -],,: A% — A req cOM-
patible with Poisson brackets, then (A red, [ 1,) is the -reduction of A at | if and only
if the following two conditions are fulfilled:

(i) [-1u is surjective and its kernel isker -], = 1.

(i) Whenever w € §(AS) fulfils ker [-],, € kerw, then the unique algebraic state &
on A req that fulfils = & o [ -], is positive, hence a state on 4, req.

Finally, the §-reduction of A at i always exists and can, e.g., be realized as the quotient
representable Poisson *-algebra A rq = A8/ I, as in Proposition 3.5 together with the
canonical projection onto the quotient [-],: A% — AS/I,,.

Proof. AS itself is a representable Poisson *-ideal of #9 fulfilling {§ — i) 4q S #49, so
I, asin (3.4) is a well-defined subset of A9, which clearly is a *-ideal and a Poisson
ideal, and also is the common kernel of a set of states, hence a representable Poisson *-
ideal. For all a € A8 \ I, there is some representable Poisson *-ideal I of A9 fulfilling
{F — D sia S T and a ¢ I, and therefore, there is w € S(A9) fulfilling (w, a) # 0 and
I C kerw, and especially also I, C kero.

Now, assume that #_req and [ -], fulfil the two properties above, and let $: A% — B
be a positive unital *-homomorphism compatible with Poisson brackets into another rep-
resentable Poisson *-algebra 8B that fulfils ®(f(£)) = (u, )1 g for all £ € g. Then,
ker @ is a representable Poisson *-ideal of AS as discussed below Definition 3.4, and
F(E) — (i, E)L 40 € ker @ holds for all & € g; hence, {(§ — 1) g S ker @. It follows
that I, C ker @, and as a consequence of property (i), there exists a unique unital *-
homomorphism @ req: #;red — B compatible with Poisson brackets such that & =
D1 red © [+ ] Moreover, every state p on B can be pulled back to a state po ® =
p o Dyreqo[-], on A8, and property (ii) then implies that p o @ req is a state on A req.
By Proposition 2.2, this means that ®,,_.q is positive, and we conclude that (A red. [ ]1)
fulfils the universal property of the §-reduction at p.
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Finally, the quotient representable Poisson *-algebra o, req := #48/I,, together with
the canonical projection [-],,: A% — A8/ I, clearly fulfils the first property, and it fulfils
the second one by Proposition 3.5. So, (#48/1,,[].) is the g-reduction of 4 at p. This
also means that for every other realization (A7, .4, [-]};) of the g-reduction at u there
exist two mutually inverse positive unital *-homomorphisms ¢: A red A9%/1, and
Y:AS/T, — A, fulfilling

w-red
pol-ly="0 and yol]u=I[]

which are compatible with Poisson brackets. Using these, it is easy to check that A,
and [-]; also fulfil properties (i) and (ii). [ ]

In order to determine the reduction of a representable Poisson *-algebra, it is there-
fore is crucial to determine the representable Poisson *-ideal I, constructed above. This,
however, might be a rather hard task in general without any compatibility between Poisson
bracket and order available.

Finally, we note that in the non-commutative Example 3.2 the reduction can also be
characterized via its representations.

*

Example 3.12. Let A be a representable Poisson *-algebra like in Example 3.2; i.e.,
assume that there exists # € R \ {0} such that the Poisson bracket on +4 fulfils

{a,b} = (ab — ba)/(ih) foralla,b € A.

Moreover, let §: g — Ay be a momentum map for a commutative real Lie algebra g and
€ g, and let (A red. [-],) be the f-reduction of 4 at . Then, the Poisson bracket on
A yred 18 again derived from the commutator; more precisely,

{[ale, l} = [{a, b}l = [ab - bal, _ lalulblu - [blulal,

ih i

Consider the quotient *-algebra A%/ {($ — (1)) 4iq With the quotient order and [-]: A% —
A8/ {(§ — 1)) 4iq the canonical projection; then, {(§ — u)).;q € ker[-],, so that there exists
a unique positive unital *-homomorphism t: A8 /{(§ — 1) iq = Hjrea fulfilling o [-] =
[]u- Now, let O be any pre-Hilbert space and ®: A8 /{(F — 1)) wig = £* (D) any positive
unital *-homomorphism, i.e., any representation of AS/{(J — ) .iq on O. Then, o [-]is
a positive unital *-homomorphism from A% to £* (D) which is compatible with Poisson
brackets if £* (D) is also endowed with the commutator bracket (3.1), and ®([F(§)]) =
(1, &)1 holds for all £ € g because f(§) — (i, &)1 € {(F — 1)) «iq- By definition of the
reduction, there exists a unique positive unital *-homomorphism (® o []) y-red: A y-red =
£*(D) such that (P o [])rea © [ ]u = P o[-]; hence,

(®o ['])M—red or= Q.

In this sense, every representation ® of A8/ {(J — 1)) ,iq factors through oA, req. This prop-
erty even characterizes #,, rq completely because s, .4 admits a faithful representation
as discussed under Definition 3.1.

foralla,b € AS.
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3.3. Non-commutative vanishing ideals

There is an important special case in which the representable Poisson *-ideal I, of The-
orem 3.11 can be described explicitly as a “non-commutative vanishing ideal”. Before
discussing this, however, we need some definitions.

Definition 3.13. Let + be a representable Poisson *-algebra. Then, we say that Poisson-
commuting elements in A commute if ab = ba holds for all a, b € 4 that fulfil {a,b} = 0.

It is immediately clear that Poisson-commuting elements commute in Example 3.2,
where the Poisson bracket is induced by the commutator, and in Example 3.3 of commu-
tative ordered *-algebras with an arbitrary Poisson bracket. However, there are also more
pathological examples which do not have this property: take, e.g., any non-commutative
ordered *-algebra whose order is induced by its states and endow it with the zero Poisson
bracket.

Definition 3.14. Let 4 be a representable Poisson *-algebra and §: g — 4y a momentum
map for a commutative real Lie algebra g. Following the notation introduced in Defini-
tion 2.3, the sets of common eigenstates of all J(£), & € g, with eigenvalues (i, &) will
be denoted by

Sg.u(A) = () Sg@.ue(A) and Sz (A%) =) Sge).(ue (A°%).
eg eg

If Poisson-commuting elements commute, then the *-ideal {( — 1)) ,;q 1S especially
well behaved.

Proposition 3.15. Ler A be a representable Poisson *-algebra such that Poisson-commut-
ing elements commute, §:q — Ay a momentum map for a commutative real Lie algebra
g, and [u € g*. Then, the *-ideal {(§ — L)) ;g Of A8 can explicitly be described as

M
(8 = s = { 3 am @) — (. 5n1) ' M € Notar.....an € AS:
m=1

El,...,éMeg} (3.5)

and {(§ — ) wiq automatically is also a Poisson ideal of AS. Moreover, any state @ on A8
Sulfils {§ — 1) 4iq S kerw if and only if w € Sg,,,(AS).

Proof. The inclusion “2” in (3.5) is clear. Conversely, the right-hand side of (3.5) cer-
tainly contains § (&) — (i, &)1 for all £ € g and clearly is a linear subspace of 48 and
even a left ideal. Now, let a € A% and £ € g be given; then, {a, $(£)} = a <& = 0 implies
thata §(§) = & (&) a because Poisson-commuting elements in 44 commute by assumption.
Therefore,

@(FE) — (. 6)1)" = (FE) — (. §)Da)* = a™(F () — (1. )1).
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from which it follows that the right-hand side of (3.5) is also stable under - *, hence a *-
ideal, and consequently, “C” holds in (3.5). Similarly, for a,b € A8 and £ e g, one finds that

{b,a(F(E) — (. Y1)} = {b.a}(d(€) — (. 5)1) +a{b. ()} —aib.(un.§)1}
=0 =0
(=1 v - -

because {b, §(£)} = b <& = 0. It thus follows from (3.5) that {J — u)),;q is a Poisson
ideal of AS.

Now, let a state @ on A9 be given. If (§ — 1)) ,iq < ker w, then especially ($(§) —
(1, €)1)? € kerw for all § € g, so w € Sg,,(4%) by Proposition 2.4. Conversely, if
w € Sg ., (AS9), then it follows from Proposition 2.4 that

(@, a(gE) — (. E)1) = (w.ad(©)) — (w.a)(p.§) = (@, a) (0. (&) — (1.§)) =0

holds for all @ € A% and all £ € g, and therefore, {(§ — 1)) .iq S kerw by (3.5). |

However, {(§ — 1)) ,q is not necessarily the common kernel of a set of states, hence in
general not a representable Poisson *-ideal. In those cases where ({(§ — (1)) ,iq IS a rep-
resentable Poisson *-ideal, it coincides with I, as an immediate consequence of the
definition of I, in Theorem 3.11.

As common eigenstates of the momentum map § with eigenvalues u are precisely the
states that vanish on the *-ideal generated by § — u by the above Proposition 3.15, one
might be tempted to interpret these as a generalization of the evaluation functionals on the
levelset Z,, of ¢ at u in the geometric approach to symmetry reduction. This idea leads
to the following definition.

Definition 3.16. Let 4 be a representable Poisson *-algebra in which Poisson-commuting
elements commute, §: g — 4y a momentum map for a commutative real Lie algebra g,
and u € g*. We write

Ry = {a € Af | (w.a) = 0forall o € Sg (A%} (3.6)
and define the vanishing ideal of & at u as
Vi = {a € A% | (w,a) = 0forall w € Sg,, (A%)}. 3.7)

We say that y is regular for § if 'V, is a Poisson ideal of AS.

Note that
v/t = (:R/L N (_ﬁu)) + i(ﬁu N (_Ru))'
In the special case of regular momenta, the ideal I, which is the key to the J-reduction

at i1, coincides with this vanishing ideal V,,.

Proposition 3.17. Let A be a representable Poisson *-algebra such that Poisson-commut-
ing elements commute, §: g — Ay a momentum map for a commutative real Lie algebra g,
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and . € g*. Then, R, is a quadratic module of AS and 'V, is a *-ideal of AS. Moreover,
let I,, be the representable Poisson *-ideal defined in Theorem 3.11. Then, {§ — [4)) xia S
V., € I, holds, and if u additionally is regular for {, then even 'V, = I .

Proof. Given that w € §g,,(A9%) and a € A9 with (w,a*a) = 1, then a > w clearly is a
state on AS. Moreover, a*(§(£) — (u, £)1)%a € ($ — i) 4iq holds for all £ € g, and as
(¢ — 1) wia € ker w by Proposition 3.15, this implies (a > w, (§(£) — (u, &)1)%) = 0 for
all§ € g,ie.,a> w e Sg ,(A9). Proposition 2.1 now applies to 48 and S = Sg ,, (A9)
and shows that R, and V,, are a quadratic module and a *-ideal of #48, respectively. From
(& — 1) siq S kerow for all w € Sg ,,(A9), it also follows that (§ — ) 4iq S Vu-

Now given that a € A9 \ I, then there exists a state w on 48 with I, C ker w such
that (w,a) # 0 because I, is a representable Poisson *-ideal of #A%. As {§ — u) 4ia S Lpu
by definition of I, this implies that w € Sg ,, (49) by Proposition 3.15 again. But now,
it follows from (w,a) # O thata ¢ V,, and we conclude that V,, € 1.

Finally, V,, by definition is the common kernel of a set of states on 48, and if u is
regular for ¢, then V,, also is a Poisson ideal, hence a representable Poisson *-ideal of
A9 It then follows from ((§ — i) 4iq € Vy that I, € V,;; hence, V), = I,. |

The most obvious case of a momentum y that is regular for a momentum map ¢ is the
one of Example 3.2 where the Poisson bracket is derived from the commutator because in
this case, every *-ideal is a Poisson ideal. In Section 4, we will discuss Poisson manifolds,
and we show that all momenta are regular for the momentum map in this case, too.

Corollary 3.18. Let 4 be a representable Poisson *-algebra in which Poisson-commuting
elements commute, §: g — Ay a momentum map for a commutative real Lie algebra g,
and . € g* regular for §. Moreover, let w be a state on AS; then, the equivalences

Iy Ckerw <=V, Ckero <= (§ — ) q S kero <= w € g, (A®%)

hold.

Proof. Proposition 3.17 above shows that I, C kerw < 7V, Ckero = (J —
1) «ia € ker w holds. The last equivalence holds by Proposition 3.15. If w € Sg ,,(A9),
then V,, C ker @ by definition of V,,. m

The key to understanding the reduced algebra is to understand the common eigen-
states of the momentum map, which determine the quadratic module &R, and the non-
commutative vanishing ideal V,,. This way, we can simplify the characterization of the
reduced algebra from Theorem 3.11.

Theorem 3.19. Ler A be a representable Poisson *-algebra in which Poisson-commuting
elements commute, §: g — Ay a momentum map for a commutative real Lie algebra g,
and | € g* regular for §. Moreover, let A, req be any representable Poisson *-algebra
and [ -]y AS — e any positive unital *-homomorphism compatible with Poisson
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brackets; then, (Airea. [+ ]u) is the §-reduction of A at p if and only if the following two
conditions are fulfilled:

(i) [-]u is surjective and ker[-],, = V.
(ii) Whenever an element a € A fulfils [a],, € (Au_red);, thena € R,.
Finally, if (Ayred, [+ 1) is the §-reduction of A at u, then

JRM = {a S Ag | [Cl]p, € (‘A’M—red)l_-ll—}'

Proof. The two conditions given here for (red, [ - ],) being the g-reduction of #4 at p
are equivalent to those from Theorem 3.11.

By Proposition 3.17, I,, = 'V, holds so that the first condition here and in Theo-
rem 3.11 are equivalent. Now, assume that [-],,: A% — A, req is surjective with ker[-],, =
V,, = I,. Given a state w on A8, then Corollary 3.18 shows that I, C kerw if and
only if w € 8g,,(49). In this case, write @: A, — C for the unique algebraic state
on A eq that fulfils @ o [-], = w. On the one hand, if every element a € J’oﬁ with
[a]y € (Apurea)s fulfils a € Ry, then @ is positive on A, e for every w € Sy, (49)
because (@, [a],) = (w,a) > 0 for all @ € R, and in particular for all a € A with
[a]y € (Apred)r - On the other hand, if & for every € Sg,,,(A9) is positive on 4, reds
then every a € A with [a],, € (Aprea)s; fulfils a € R, because (w,a) = (@, [a],) > 0
forall w € Sg,,,(A9).

Finally, if (A;ired. [+ ],) 18 the §-reduction of + at u, then

Ry 2 {a € AY|[aly € (Aprea)is)

by the second condition above. Conversely, as [-],: A8 — oA, rq iS a positive unital *-
homomorphism, every @ € §(A,.red) can be pulled back to a state w == @ o -], on A8,
and even w € Sg ,(49) by Corollary 3.18. So, given thata € R, then

(@,[aly) = (w,a) >0 forall® € §(Ared),

which shows that
la]. € (A,L_red);{". ]

If Poisson-commuting elements commute and if p € g* is regular for  so that V,, =
I, by Proposition 3.17, then Theorems 3.11 and 3.19 especially show that the §-reduction
of a representable Poisson *-algebra # at u can be constructed as the quotient *-algebra
Ayred = A8/V,, together with the canonical projection [-],: A% — A, .req Onto the
quotient and endowed with the order whose quadratic module of positive Hermitian ele-
ments is

(Apred)is = {[alu |a € Ry}

and with the Poisson bracket on s, rcq that is defined as

{la)u, [blu) = [{a,b}], foralla,b € AS.
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As an application, we continue the discussion of representations as operators from
Example 3.12.

Example 3.20. Let 4 be a representable Poisson *-algebra in which Poisson-commuting
elements commute, §: g — 4y a momentum map for a commutative real Lie algebra ¢,
and u € g*. Like in Example 3.12, consider again a representation & of the quotient *-
algebra A8/ {(§ — 14)) «iq On a pre-Hilbert space D, i.e., a positive unital *-homomorphism
D: AS/(F — 1) g = LT (D). Then, the pullback of any vector state on £*(D) with P
is a common eigenstate of ¢ with eigenvalues p as a consequence of Proposition 3.15.
Therefore, disregarding Poisson brackets, ® factors through the quotient *-algebra A8/
V,., which coincides with #4, eq for regular p.

3.4. Reduction of states
We are finally in the position to discuss the reduction of states.

Definition 3.21. Let + be a representable Poisson *-algebra, §: g — 4y a momentum
map for a commutative real Lie algebra g, and i1 € g*. Moreover, let (A red. [-],) be the
J-reduction of 4 at u. We say that a state @ on A is §-reducible at  if there exists a
(necessarily unique) state w;;req ON Ay req fulfilling (w, a) = (Wi req, [a],) for all a € AS.
In this case, w,.req Will be called the {-reduction of w at ji.

Note that this definition is independent of the realization of the reduction; i.e., every
construction that fulfils the universal property from Definition 3.9 leads to the same notion
of reducibility of states because all realizations of the reduced algebra are isomorphic.

In Theorem 3.11 we have already seen how states on the reduced representable Poisson
*-algebra #,.rcq are related to those on A%. Moreover, there are many cases in which, for
geometric reasons, all states on 49 can be obtained by restricting states on +4 to AS.

Definition 3.22. Let 4 be a representable Poisson *-algebra and §: g — sy a momentum
map for a commutative real Lie algebra g. An averaging operator for the induced action
of g on 4 is a linear map - ,,: A — A% which is a projection onto 48, Hermitian, and
positive, i.e., a,y = a for all a € A8, a,, € Ag for all a € Ay, and a,, € (AQ‘);_'Ir for all
a € Af.

Note that necessarily 1 € A8, so 1,, = 1. If the action of g is obtained from differ-
entiating the action of a connected Lie group G that is compatible with - *
preserving, then an averaging operator can oftentimes be constructed by averaging over
the action of G. Two examples of this will be discussed in Sections 4 and 6.

Averaging operators, if they exist, are a quite useful tool because they clearly allow
the extension of states on a *-subalgebra of invariant elements to the whole space.

and order-

Proposition 3.23. Let A be a representable Poisson *-algebra and §: g — Ay a momen-
tum map for a commutative real Lie algebra g. Denote by - | 4a: A* — (AS)* the restric-
tion of linear functionals on A to #AS. Then, w|4s € Sg ., (AS) for all w € Sg ,,(A),
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and conversely, if there exists an averaging operator - . A — AS, then for every & €
8.1, (A8) there exists w € Sg ,, (A) With w|as = O, e.8, ® =@ 0 4.

Proof. Clear. ]

So if there exists an averaging operator - ,,: 4 — 49, then in the definitions of the
quadratic module R, in (3.6) and of the non-commutative vanishing ideal V,, in (3.7),
the condition “w € Sg ,(4%)” can be replaced by “w € S4 ,,(4)”. For the reduction of
states, this yields the following theorem.

Theorem 3.24. Let A be a representable Poisson *-algebra, §:q — g a momentum
map for a commutative real Lie algebra g, and . € g*.

(i) Ifastate w € S(A) is §-reducible at u, then w € Sg , (A).

(ii)  Ifthere exists an averaging operator - ,,: A — AS, then for every p € § (A red)
there is a state w € S (A) that is §-reducible at |1 with wy_req = p (thus especially
w € 8g 4 (A))

(iii) If Poisson-commuting elements of A commute and if u additionally is regular
for &, then every w € Sg ,,(A) is f-reducible at |u.

Proof. Let (A red; [],1) be the -reduction of #4 at u constructed in Theorem 3.11.
If for some @ € § () there exists @y red € S (Airea) sSuch that (@, a) = (®y-reds [a] )
holds for all a € A9, then

(@, (F) — (. E)D)?) =0 forall§ €g

because ker[ -], is a *-ideal of A9 that contains § (&) — (i, &)1 for all £ € g by definition
of [-],,. This proves the first point.

Now, let any state p on S(s,eq) be given. If there exists an averaging operator
cavih — A8 thenw = po[-], 0 -5 A — C is astate on 4 that fulfils

(.a) = (p.[an]u) = (p.[a]u) foralla € AS,

i.e., w is g-reducible at u with wy..a = p and especially w € Sg,,,(4) by the first part.
This proves the second point.

For the third point, given o € Sg,,,(#4), then w|4a € Sg,,,(A9%), and by Theorem 3.11
and Corollary 3.18, there exists a state @y req On oy red fUlfilling wyrea 0[] = w|as. =

For a representable Poisson *-algebra «+ in which Poisson-commuting elements com-
mute, equipped with a momentum map ¢: g — +y that admits an averaging operator, and
for regular momenta p € g*, the states on the reduced algebra 4, req thus are just the
reductions of the common eigenstates of § with eigenvalues given by p. This matches the
heuristic about the reduction of states discussed in the introduction.

Note also how part (ii) above makes use of the notion of ordered *-algebras: this
statement is only true because the reduced algebra is endowed with an order obtained
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from the reduction procedure, but would fail if one considers *-algebras endowed always
with the algebraic order. We will see examples of this in Section 6.

Since many properties of the reduction that were discussed in this section depend on
the correct choice of the order on the reduced algebra, it is always desirable to find a clear
description of this order, or at least of all its states. A description as reductions of common
eigenstates is already given by Theorem 3.24 above, but one might still strive for a descrip-
tion independent of the reduction. This can be seen as a problem of (non-commutative)
real algebraic geometry and will be discussed further in the following examples.

4. Reduction of Poisson manifolds

The first example to discuss is the reduction of Poisson manifolds, i.e., of the representable
Poisson *-algebra €©>° (M) of smooth C-valued functions with the pointwise order on a
smooth manifold M, endowed with a Poisson bracket which, in this case, can always be
obtained from a Poisson tensor.

Note that the pointwise order on €°°(M) is in general not the algebraic order: for
example, if f € €°°(M)y is (in some local coordinates) a homogeneous polynomial
function which cannot be expressed as a sum of squares of polynomial functions, like the
homogeneous Motzkin polynomial, then considering Taylor expansions at 0 shows that
f cannot even be expressed as a sum of squares of smooth functions; see [3] for details.
Nevertheless, all algebraically positive Hermitian linear functionals on €°°(M) are also
positive with respect to the pointwise order because +/ f + €1 is smooth for every smooth
function f: M — [0, 00[ and all € € ]0, oo|.

For the rest of this section, we will assume that M is a Poisson manifold so that
€>®°(M) with the pointwise order is a representable Poisson *-algebra. Moreover, we
assume the following:

e The Poisson manifold M is endowed with a smooth left action - > -:G x M — M,
(g, x) — g x, of an abelian connected Lie group G, which induces a right action
-1 €®(M) x G — €°°(M) by pullbacks, i.e.,

(f<g)x)= f(grx) forall f € €°(M), g€ G, andall x € M.

* Therightaction - < -: €*°(M) x g — €°°(M) of the (finite-dimensional) Lie algebra
g of G on €°°(M), which one obtains by differentiating the right action of G, is
induced by a momentum map ¢: g — €°(M )y as in Definition 3.6; especially, f <
E={f F&)} forall f € €°(M), & € g. Note that we use the same symbol < to
denote the actions of the Lie group G and of its Lie algebra g.

We also fix a momentum p € g* and define the pu-levelset of &:

Zy={xeM|FE)(x) = (&) forall§ € g}.
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Proposition 4.1. For every u € g*, the quadratic module R, and the generalized van-
ishing ideal from Definition 3.16 are

Ry ={f € €°(M){| f(x) > 0forall x € Z,} 4.1

and
V= {f € €®(M)8| f(x) = Oforall x € Z,}. 4.2)

Proof. We start with (4.1). Every evaluation functional §,: €*°(M)8 — C, f+> (6%, f):=
f(x) with x € Z, is an element of Sg ,(€°°(M)%) by definition of Z,. Therefore,
f(x)>O0forall f € R,,x € Z,, which proves the inclusion “C”.

Conversely, consider any f € € (M) fulfilling f(x) > 0forallx € Z,.Leta:R —
[—2, oo[ be a smooth function that fulfils ¢(y) = y for all y € [—1, 00 and a(y) = —2
for all y € |—o0, —2], and define the smooth function B: R — R, y > B(y) =y — a(y).
Note that (y) = 0 forall y € [—1, oo[. Then, for all k € N the identity kf = (@ o kf) +
(Bokf)holds,andaxokf > —2-1.

Moreover, B okf € (§ — i) 4iq- Indeed, let ny, ..., n; € g with £ € Ny be a basis of
g (which is finite-dimensional by assumption) and define

4
=Y (30 — () D € (F — ) s

j=1

then any x € M fulfils x € Z,, if and only if h(x) = 0. Consequently,

Bokf =hgk € (§ — mhwia With gx € EX (M)

defined by requiring that gz (x) = (B o kf)(x)/h(x) for all x € M with f(x) < 0 and
gr(x) = 0forall x € M with f(x) > —1/k. Note that g is indeed g-invariant because
f and h are g-invariant.

For any w € Sg,,(€°°(M)$), we now have (w, 8 o kf) = 0 by Proposition 3.15, so

(w, Y=k No,aokf)+k Hw,Bokf)>—-2k"' forallk e N;

hence, (w, f) > 0, and therefore, f € R,,. This shows that (4.1) holds, which also implies
(4.2) because
Vi =(RuN(=RYW) +i(Ry N (=RW)). n

Corollary 4.2. Every v € g* is regular for § in the sense of Definition 3.16.

Proof. We have to check that the *-ideal 'V,, of €>°(M )9 is a Poisson ideal, i.e., { f, g} €
V, forall f € €*°(M)8, g € V,. This follows from the observation that §(§) for every
& € g is constant on every integrating curve y:]—e¢, [ — M of the Hamiltonian flow of f
so that y remains in Z,, if y(0) € Z,,. See [1, Theorem 1] for details. m

We thus recover the universal reduction procedure of [1], adapted to Poisson mani-
folds.
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Theorem 4.3. Retain the assumptions from the beginning of this section, fix u € g*, and
define the quotient topological space M, rcq ‘= Z,,/G and the *-algebra € (M, 1cq) of
continuous C-valued functions on M,,...q with the pointwise operations. For every [ €

€°(M)8, define [ {1, € €(Myreq) as

[fu(x]e) = f(x) (4.3)

for all [x]g € M,,.rcqa with representative x € Z,,. Then, the §-reduction of €*° (M) at u
is given by (W (M red), [-1,1), where W (M, req) is the unital *-subalgebra

Woo(Mu—red) = {[f]M | f € EOO(M)Q}

of € (M, rea) with the pointwise order, equipped with the Poisson bracket that is given by

{1 (8} = [{£.8}],, (4.4)
forall f,g € €°(M)8 and where [-],,: € (M )8 — W(M,,req) is the map from (4.3).

Proof. Poisson-commuting elements of €°°(M) commute trivially, and p is regular for
& by Corollary 4.2 above. Therefore, we only need to check that the conditions of Theo-
rem 3.19 are fulfilled.

As the Lie group G is connected by assumption, every f € €°°(M)$ is G-invariant,
so the function [ f],,: M},rea = C of (4.3) is well defined, and [ f],, is continuous by def-
inition of the quotient topology on M, rq. It is now easy to check that W (M, req) is a
unital *-subalgebra of €(M,.q). The Poisson bracket (4.4) is well defined as a conse-
quence of Corollary 4.2 above, and the pointwise order on W°° (M, eq) is induced by its
states by definition. So, W (M, rq) is a representable Poisson *-algebra.

The map [-],: € (M)S — W (M, rq) clearly is a positive unital *-homomorphism
with kernel V,,. It is surjective and compatible with Poisson brackets by definition of
WOO(M M—red)'

Now, consider an element f € €°(M)f; such that [ f],, € W™ (M,L_red)fg, ie, [flu
is pointwise positive. This means that f(x) = [f],.([x]g) > 0forall x € Z,,s0 f € R,
by Proposition 4.1. ]

The algebra W (M, req) consists of the Whitney smooth functions on M, req as
in [1]. Under some additional standard assumptions (proper and free action, p a regular
value), M, req can even be given the structure of a Poisson manifold and W (M req) =
€%°(M,,req). Especially in the symplectic case, it was shown in [1] that this construction
then gives back Marsden—Weinstein reduction.

We now turn our attention to the reduction of states on €°°(M ). By Theorem 3.24 and
Corollary 4.2, a state w on €*° (M) is §-reducible at p if and only if w € Sg , (€ (M)).
Especially for the evaluation functionals 6,: €*°(M)$ —-C, f+> (6%, f):= f(x) with
X € M this means that §, is §-reducible at p if and only if x € Z,. It is also easy to see
that in this case, the corresponding reduced state is just (8x) ji-red =8[x]g €S (W (M yirea))s
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the evaluation functional at [x]g € M, req. Note that the evaluation functionals at points
of M are precisely the multiplicative states on €°° (M) (this result is sometimes referred
to as “Milnor and Stasheff’s exercise”; see, e.g., [12] for a proof in a setting much more
general than just smooth manifolds) and the multiplicative states in turn are precisely the
extreme points of §(€°(M)); see, e.g., [31, Corollary 2.61 and Theorem 2.63] or [33].
The reduced space M q therefore is just a geometric manifestation of the reduction of
the reducible extremal states.

Theorem 3.24 also shows that every state on W (M, r.q) can be obtained as a reduc-
tion of some reducible state on €°° (M) if there exists an averaging operator for the action
of g. We close this section with the observation that this is indeed the case if the action of
G on M is proper.

Proposition 4.4. If the action of G on M is proper, then one can construct an averaging
operator - 5,. € (M) — €°(M)8.

Proof. The averaging operator can be constructed essentially like in the proof of [17,
Proposition 5.3]; see also [20, Chapter 4]. For all f € €>°(M), define

o ZZEN (fei)cp-avfé
- Z(eN(eé)cp—avW ’
Here, - cp.ay is the G-average of a compactly supported smooth function; (6¢)¢en is a
compactly supported smooth partition of unity on M ; and (7¢)¢en is a G-invariant smooth
partition of unity (see [18, Proposition 2.3.8 (v)]) subordinate to the open G-invariant
cover that is given by preimages of |0, oo[ under (0¢)cp-av- L]

Jav

5. Reduction of the Weyl algebra

In this section, let S(R™) with m € N be the Schwartz space of rapidly decreasing func-
tions on R™ with the usual L2 inner product over the Lebesgue measure on R™. The Weyl
algebra W(R™) is the unital *-subalgebra of £*(S(R™)) that is generated by the usual
position and momentum operators ¢;, p; € £*(S(R"™)), which are defined as

0
gif =xjf and p;f = —ia—f for all ' € S(R™),
Xj

where x; denotes the jth standard coordinate function on R™. We endow 'W(R™) with
the usual operator order like in Section 2.2. As discussed in Example 3.2, the Weyl algebra
W(R™) together with the Poisson bracket that is defined as

{a,b} .= —i(ab — ba) foralla,b € W(R™)

is a representable Poisson *-algebra. A basis of ‘W(R™) is given by {p¥q* |k, £ € N{*}
where

gt = (PR - (pm) (g™ - (gm) "™
forall k, £ € Ng'.
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As noted in [35], the order on W(R™) is not the algebraic order, even if m = 1:
consider the number operator N := %(q +ip)*(q +ip) € W(R); then, it follows from
N being essentially self-adjoint with spectrum Ny that (N — 1)(N —21) € "W(R)a' , but
one can check that (N — 1)(N —21) ¢ W(]R);,H' because

K
(N-1)(N —20) = Y biby with K € Nandby.....bx € W(R)
k=1

would require all by with k € {1, ..., K} to be of degree at most 2 in the generators
a = q +ip and a* and to have the 1- and 2-eigenspaces of N in their kernel. From
[31, Theorems 10.36 and 10.37], it then follows that there even exists an algebraically
positive state on 'W(IR) which is not positive. An algebraic characterization of the positive
Hermitian linear functionals on ‘W(R™) can be obtained from the Positivstellensatz for
the Weyl algebra from [28]. A Hermitian linear functional w on ‘W(R™) is positive if and
only if (w, a) > 0 holds for all those a € W(R™)y for which there exists b € N such
that bab € W(]Rm)g *, where A is the set of all finite products of elements N — A1 with
A € R\ Ny and with

1 & , .
N =23 (aj +ipj)*(q; +ipj) € WR™)E
j=1
being the m-dimensional number operator.
Throughout the rest of this section, we make the following assumptions:
e n e N is a fixed dimension, the coordinate functions on R'*” will be numbered
X0, . .., Xy, and those on R” will be numbered xq, ..., xy;
* g = Risthe I-dimensional Lie algebra, and we choose any momentum p € g*, which
we will identify by abuse of notation with p := p(1) € R;
 the momentum map is g: g — W(R' ™)y, L > g(1) := Apy and therefore is com-
pletely described by pg = Z(1).

Note that the corresponding action of the Lie algebra g can be obtained by differentiating
the action of the Lie group R by translation of the 0-component. The space of invariant
elements under this action can of course be described more explicitly.

Lemma 5.1. W(R!*™)S is the unital *-subalgebra of W(R'™™") that is generated by
qi,--.,4n and po, p1,. .., Pn, Which is the linear subspace spanned by the basis elements
p*qt withk, £ € N(}Jr", Lo = 0. Moreover, we have the decomposition

WR™)S = (po — 1) ia ® (415 -+ dns P12+ P sares
where
{Po — mhwia = €& — 1) sia

is the *-ideal of W(R'T™)S generated by po — ul and where {qy.....qn. P1+-- -+ Pn W cale
is the unital *-subalgebra of W(RT™)S generated by {q1,...,qn, P1, ..., Pn)-
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Proof. It is clear that W(R'*")8 is a unital *-subalgebra of £*(S(R'*")) and that ¢; €
W(R™)S forall j € {1,...,n}and p; € WRT™)8 forall j € {0,...,n}. Conversely,
from {qo, po} = 1, it follows for all k, £ € Né*‘” that { p*q*. po} qo = Lop¥q*. So, given
any
a= Y oeptqt e WRTS
kLeNjt"
with complex coefficients ag ¢, then {a, po} = 0 implies {a, po} go = 0, which implies
ag e = O0forall k, £ € Ng™ with £y # 0.
It is clear that

«PO - /“L»*id n «ql’ -osqns P15 s pn»*alg = {0}
so that the sum of these linear subspaces of W(IR!*")$ is direct, and from

ko—1
k -
Po’ — ko1 = (po — ul) Z pko~1 "po € {Po— ) xias

m=0

it follows that

WR™S = (po — 1) ia ® (91.-- - Gn- P12+ -+ Pn st "

Definition 5.2. The map [-],: W(R!T")8 — W(R") is defined as the unique linear map
that fulfils [p¥¢*],, = ko p¥'q¥ € W(R™) forall k, £ € Ny ™" with £ = 0, where k' :=
(k1,....kn) e NJ and £’ :== ({1, ..., 4,) € N{.

It is easy to check that the kernel of [-],, is {{ po — i)} +iq and that the restriction of [- ],
to the complement (¢1, - - ., qn, P1,- - -+ Pn))xag 1S the unital *-homomorphism that maps
kgt € WR'™™)S with k, £ € NJ™ and ko = £y = 0 to pF'¢g¥ € W(R"). Therefore,
[-]u: WRT™)S — W(R™) is a unital *-homomorphism, and one might expect that the
po-reduction of W(R!*7) at y is given by (W(R”), [-] M). However, it is not so easy to
show that [ -], is positive: as ker[-], = {(po — 1)) +iq, Proposition 2.2 and Corollary 3.18
show that [ -], is positive if and only if y4 o [-],., for every vector state x4 on W(R") with
¢ € S(R"), ||¢]| = 1, is an eigenstate of po with eigenvalue . Such eigenstates, however,
could only be obtained as weak-*-limits of vector states because py does not admit any
eigenvector.

Definition 5.3. For k € N, let 15: S(R") — S(R!'*"), ¢ > 1;(¢) be defined as
(@) X0y X1s -y Xp) = kY 2eiX0e T /@R (e

for all x € R1*7,

Lemma 5.4. For every k € N, the map tx: S(R") — S(R'™) is an isometry and

adjointable, with adjoint i : S(R'T") — S(R™), ¥ +> 1} () given explicitly as

W) (X1, .. xp) = k_l/Z/Rl//(xo,xl,...,x,,)e_i“x%_”x%/(z"z) dxo. (5.1)
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Proof. Forall ¢ € S(R") and all x1,...,x, € R, one has
1 2712
Gu(@) (X1, xp) = %/ e K p(x1, ., xn) dxo = P(x1, ... Xn),
R

and it is also easy to check that (i (V) | ¢) = (¥ | 1k (¢)) for all Y € S(R'*") and all
¢ € S(R") with ¢ as in (5.1). L]

The isometries (x can be used for mapping vector functionals from £*(S(R")) to
£*(8(R'™)). We will eventually be interested in their limit for k — oo.

Lemma 5.5. For every k € N, the identities qjix = txq; and p;i = i p; hold for all
J €{l,....n}, where q; and pj denote the position and momentum operators on both
S(R") and S(R'*™). Moreover, for every £ € N, there exist sequences (0¢ m:k)ken in C
forallm € {0,..., L} such that

¢
(po— 1)y = ) aomudl (5.2)

m=0

holds for all k € N, and limg_, o0 kK™ 0tg m:x = 0 forall £ € N and allm € {0, ..., L}.

Proof. The identities for ¢; and p; with j € {1,...,n} are immediately clear. Now, con-
sider the case £ = 1 in (5.2); then, for all ¢ € S(R"), one has

_iik—l/ZeiMxoe—”xg/(Zkz)(p(xl’ e Xn)
axo

= (1 + imxo) k2)k ™1/ 2eimx0e X/ Gk gy )
= (u + imxo/k*)(Ucp) (X0, X1. . ... Xn).

(Potkc®) (X0, X1, ..., Xn)

and therefore, (po — pul)iyx = ink‘zqotk. So, (5.2) is fulfilled for £ = 1 with complex
coefficients aq,0.x = 0 and 3,1, = irk ™2, and clearly, limy _, o k™1 mx = 0 for both
m € {0, 1}. The general case of (5.2) is proven inductively.

Assume that for some L € N, there exist complex sequences (0g u;x)ken such that
(5.2) holds forboth £ € {L, L — 1} and all k € N. This is especially true for L = 1 because
the case £ = 1 has just been discussed, and in the somewhat exceptional case £ = 0, one
has ag 9 x = 1 forall k € N. Using the commutator formula

(o — k1) g0 — qo(po — p1)* = i{(po — p1)*, qo} = —iL(po — p1)F71,

one then finds

(po — p1) Ty = (po — pl)Fink 2qou

= ink?(go(po — u1)* —iL(po — p1)* )ik
L L-1
= Z ik 2o muqy i+ Z k™2 Lor 1 mekqn .-

m=0 m=0
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This shows that (5.2) is again fulfilled for £ = L + 1 with suitably chosen complex coef-
ficients o 1 m:k, and if the sequences (k"¢ .k )ken for all m € {0, ..., £} and both
£ € {L, L — 1} are bounded, then

klim k™oap+1mx =0 forallm e{0,...,L +1}. [
—00

Proposition 5.6. The unital *-homomorphism [-],: W(R!T™)8 — W(R") is positive.

Proof. Given a Hermitian and positive element a of W(R'*")8, then in order to show
that [a],, € W(R™){[, it is sufficient to show that limy_,oo (fatk)(¢) = [a],.(¢) holds for
all ¢ € S(R™) with respect to the topology on 8(R") that is induced by the inner product,
because then

(¢ [lalu(@)) = lim (4 (@) [a(u($)) =0 forall$ e S(R™).

As gjix = xq; and pji = 1 pj forall j € {1,...,n} and all k € N by Lemma 5.5
above, and as (i = idgr=) by Lemma 5.4, one has (LZaLk)(¢) = [a]u(¢) forall a €
(g1, -+ qn, P1, -, Pn))sag and all k € N, and this clearly also holds in the limit k —
oo. Using the fact that pg is central in ' W(R!™")$ and starting with the highest power
of po, every a € W(R!*")8 admits a decomposition as a = Zfzo(po — pul)ta, with
some L € Ny and with a; € {(q1,--..qn, P1,-- -, Pn))say for all £ € {0, ..., L}. Then,
aply = txlag), forallk e N, £ € {0,..., L}, and Lemma 5.5 shows that

L L ¢

et = Z‘lt(PO — )y lacl = laolu + Z Z e miktedo telael,
£=0 {=1m=0

for all k € N. Itis easy to see that (;q¢'tx = Cm k idsrn) for all m € No and all k € N,
with prefactors ¢, x € C given explicitly by

1

k
which is proportional to k™ (for fixed m € No). So, ag m:kt;qq tklae]. 7% 0 for all

£e{l,...,L}andallm € {0,..., £} as a consequence of the estimates from Lemma 5.5.
It follows that
lim () (@) = [0l (@) = al,(¢) forall ¢ € SR"). .

As the Weyl algebra W(R!*") is an instance of Example 3.2, i.e., its Poisson bracket is
just the rescaled commutator, the assumptions of Theorem 3.19 are automatically fulfilled
(Poisson commuting elements commute and the momentum g is regular). Because of this,
it makes sense to determine the quadratic module R, and the non-commutative vanishing
ideal 'V,, from Definition 3.16.
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Proposition 5.7. We have 'V,, = {(po — ) «iq and
((po — mhwidn + (WRFMHE = R, = {a € WR'™E | [al, € WR)EY.

where

({Po = 1N wiad = (Po = Whia N WRTM)E

Proof. As ker[-], = {(po — 1)) +q> Proposition 5.6 above especially shows that every
linear functional y¢ o [-],: W(R!™")8 — C, for any vector state x4 € S(W(R")) with
¢ € S(R™), ||p]| = 1, is a state on W(R!*")8, and y4 o [-], even is an eigenstate of po
with eigenvalue p by Proposition 3.15. From this, it follows that [V,,],, < {0}, so

Vi Ckerl-]u = (po— s and  [Rpulu € WR™)S.
Conversely, V,, 2 {po — t)) «iq holds in general; see Theorem 3.19, so

Vi = (po = ) sia-

The inclusion ({po — () «ia)u € R, holds as a consequence of Proposition 3.15; it is
clear that

(WRIFHE C R, and Ry, € {a € WR™)S | [a], € WERM)

holds because [R,],, € W(R"™);\. Finally, let any a € W(R*")8 with [a],, € W(R"){:
be given. By Lemma 5.1, there exist unique b € ({(po — U),iq and ¢ € {q1, ..., qn,
P15+« Pn))xalg SUCh thata = b + ¢, and from a = a*, it follows that b = b* and ¢ = ¢*
because ((po — ) ia and (G1.- -, Gn. P15 - - -+ Pn)) xag ar€ stable under - *. It only remains
to show that ¢ € (W(R!*+m)8) .

Note that [c],, = [a],, € W(R™);{. Forall ¢ € S(R'*") and all xo € R, the function

Yo' R" = C,  (X1,...,X0) > Yxo(X1,...,Xn) = ¥ (X0, X1,...,Xn)

is an element of S(R"), and (c(¥))x, = [c]u(¥x,) holds because this can easily be
checked for products of the generators ¢;, p; with j € {1,...,n}. Therefore,

(Y lec) = /};{(lﬂxol(C(W))xo)de = /wao [ [e]u(¥xp)) dxo = 0

holds for all ¥ € S(R!'*™), so indeed, ¢ € (W(RF")8)}. n

Theorem 5.8. The tuple (W(R"),[-],) is the po-reduction at w of the Weyl algebra
W(Rl+n).

Proof. As [+]u: W(R!T™)8 — W(R") is a positive unital *-homomorphism by Proposi-
tion 5.6 and automatically is compatible with Poisson brackets, we only have to check that
the two conditions of Theorem 3.19 for the po-reduction at w are fulfilled.
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Surjectivity of [-],: W(R!*")8 — W(R") is clear, and Proposition 5.7 above shows
that
ker[-]u = {(Po — ) wia = Viu
and that every a € W(R!™™)} which fulfils [a],, € W(R");t is an element of Ry |

While this result for the reduction of the Weyl algebra is the naively expected one,
which might be seen as further justification for the general definition of the reduction in
Section 3, it should be noted that this example is ill behaved with respect to the reduction
of states discussed in Section 3.4, so the reduction of representable Poisson *-algebras
behaves better than the reduction of their states.

Proposition 5.9. There is no eigenstate of pg on W(R!T™),

Proof. By Proposition 2.4, any eigenstate @ of py on W(R!*") would have to fulfil

0 = (@, q0){@, po) — (@, po){@. q0) = {@.q0p0 — Pogo) = i{w. 1) =i. u
Corollary 5.10. There is no averaging operator - W(R!T") — W(R!T")8,

Proof. The existence of an averaging operator would lead to a contradiction between
Proposition 5.9 and Theorem 3.24, part (ii). ]

The non-existence of an averaging operator in this case is surprising in so far as in
the analogous commutative case there does exist an averaging operator for the translation
in the 0-coordinate. Consider the polynomial algebra with pointwise order on the cotan-
gent space T*R*" with standard coordinates qo,---+4n, Po, - - -, pn and Poisson bracket
obtained from the canonical symplectic form. An averaging operator is given by restrict-
ing polynomials to the hyperplane of T*R!™” where g vanishes and extending the result
to polynomials constant in gg-direction. This, however, does no longer work for the Weyl
algebra because g2 + p2 — 1 € WR)f but p2 — 1 ¢ WR)}.

6. Reduction of the polynomial algebra

Fix some n € N for the rest of this section. It is well known that the complex projective
space CP" can be obtained as the quotient of the (1 + 2n)-sphere S! 2" C C!*" by the
action of U(1) via multiplication. A similar construction for different signatures yields
the hyperbolic disc as a quotient; see, e.g., [26]. This procedure can be understood as
Marsden—Weinstein reduction, and in this section, we discuss its algebraic analogue in
terms of representable Poisson *-algebras. One has a choice of the class of functions that
one wants to consider: taking the smooth functions €% (C !*") results in a special case of
the reduction of Poisson manifolds as described in Section 4. Another choice is to work
with the polynomial functions P(C ™), which allows a non-formal deformation to the
non-commutative setting. This deformation is the main topic of Part II of this article, and
here we lay the foundations by describing the reduction in the commutative case.
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Fori € {0,...,n},let z;,Z;: C'*" — C, z;(w) = w;, Z; (w) = w; be the standard
coordinates and their complex conjugates on C!*”. The algebra of polynomials in z; and
z; will be denoted by P(C'*"). It is (Z x Z)-graded by the holomorphic and antiholo-
morphic degree, i.e.,

:P(Cl+n) — @ :P((:1+n)K,L
K,LeZ

with P(C1*+") KL spanned by zgo ---Z,]f”Ego .. -Eﬁ" with kg, ..., kn, 4o, ..., L, € Ny sat-
isfying kg 4+ -+ + k, = Kand £y + --- + £, = Lif K, L > 0, and P(C'T")KL = (0}
otherwise.

Various objects in this section will depend on the choice of a signature s € {1,...,1 +
n}. One of them is a tuple of coefficients v®) € {—1,1}1*” which is defined as vl.(s) =1if
ie€{0,...,s—1}and vl-(s) = —1ifi €{s,...,n}. We will usually omit the superscript *)

from our notation; e.g., we will write v; instead of vl-(s). It is easy to check that for any
signature s,

o w._ I\~ (0f 3 Of dg
{f gt ={/g" = ;;)VJ (gg - gg)
defines a Poisson bracket on P(C!*"). Let u; = {iaz1 |a € R} be the abelian Lie alge-
bra of the Lie group U(1), and consider the momentum map ¢:u; — P(C'*7"), ial
oY i _oviziZi. Since uy is 1-dimensional, ¢ is uniquely determined by the image of il,
and we abuse notation and write

g =g = gG0) = Y vz
i=0

also for this image. The momentum map ¢ induces a right action - <t -: P(C!'*") x u; —
P(C'*™) by derivations, which is, on monomials, given explicitly by

zr < (lal) = a{zg, §} = iazp and Zp < (iol) = af{zy, §} = —iazy

for all k, £ € {0, ..., n}. In particular, this action integrates to the usual action of the
Lie group U(1) on P(C'*") by automorphisms, z; <1e'* = el%z; and z; < €!* = e71%Z,.
Again, we use the same symbol for the actions of the Lie group U(1) and of its Lie
algebra 1;. Since U(1) is connected, f € P(C!*") is u-invariant if and only if it is

U(1)-invariant, which is the case if and only if

f e @ T(Cl+n)k’k.

kGNo

We endow P(C 1) with the pointwise order, i.e., the order induced by the evaluation
functionals 8y,: P(C'*™") — C, f + (Sy. f) := f(w) with w € C'*™" like in Propo-
sition 2.1. This order is, by construction, induced by its states, and therefore, P(CH™)
becomes a representable Poisson *-algebra. It is well known that the pointwise order on
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the polynomial algebra does not coincide with the algebraic order, and, contrary to the case
of smooth functions, there even exist algebraically positive Hermitian linear functionals
on P(C1*7) that are not positive with respect to the pointwise order; see, e.g., [31, Theo-
rems 10.36 and 10.37].

Since the U(1)-action on P(C'*") preserves the degree, it follows for fixed f €
P(C'*7) that all polynomials f < u for u € U(1) lie in a finite-dimensional subspace
of P(C1*7). This makes it easy to check that - ,,: P(C1*7") — P(C1H7)u1,

2m

1 .
[ foi=— (f <% da,
2 0
defines an averaging operator in the sense of Definition 3.22.

6.1. The reduction

For a momentum u € u}, we again abuse notation and write p := (i) € R also for the
image of il. In this sense, we will always assume that i > 0. The goal of this section is to
determine the ¢-reduction of P(C!*7) at i, so we first determine an explicit description
of the quadratic module R, = !R,(f) and of the *-ideal V,, = 'V,(f) from Definition 3.16.
We denote the p-levelset of ¢ by

Zy =29 = {weC"™|gw) = pu}.
Lemma 6.1. Using the notation
(& = 1D sian = (F — mhuia N PCTM,
we have
(F = thsia = Vi = {f € PC'TH™M | f(w) =0 forall w € Z,}
and

((F — 1D wi)u + (PCHTyEOE
=R, ={f ePCHY | f(w) =0forallw € Z,}. 6.1)

Proof. From Proposition 3.15, it follows that {(§ — i) 4iq € V.. and that ({§ — 1) wi)u S
R, The inclusion (fP((CH")u‘)ﬁ C R, is clear. Moreover, as all evaluation functionals
Sw: P(CHMYM — C, f > (S, f) == f(w) with w € Z,, are eigenstates of § with
eigenvalue u, every f € 'V, fulfils f(w) = 0 for all w € Z,,, and every f € R, fulfils
f(w) >0 forall w € Z,. It only remains to show that every f € P(C!+")"1 that fulfils
f(w) =0 for all w € Z, is an element of {($ — /1)),;q and that every f € P(C1H7)!
that fulfils f(w) > 0 for all w € Z,, is an element of ({§ — ) yia)u + (P(CLFm)BI)E,
For any f € P(C'*7)%1 define its homogenization:

d
fo=) (¢ /w fr e P,

£=0
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where f; € P(C'T")5¢, ¢ € Ny, are the homogeneous components of f so that f =
> i J¢ and where d € Ny is minimal such that f; = 0 for all £ € No with £ > d. Then,
Jo(w) = f(w) forallw € Z,, and

d d—tq _ qd—t
o=,
£=0 K

d—1
—-p Y
=0

d—{
LT e e 62)
k=1

Note also that f;, is Hermitian if f is Hermitian.
Now, consider the case of a polynomial f € P(C!*")%1 that fulfils f(w) = 0 for all
w € Z,. Then

fo(w) = Fw)4/? fi(§ (W) 2w) = g(w)4/? f(F(w)?w) =0

for all w € C'*" with g(w) > 0, which form an open and non-empty subset of C1 77,
Therefore,

Sfo=0 and f=f—fae{d—iha

by (6.2).
Similarly, if a polynomial f € P(C!*")}}! fulfils f(w) > O for all w € Z,,, then also
Jfu(w) > 0 forall w € C'™" with g(w) > 0. Consequently,

7= @) E - p DX (W2 + D+ S

fulfils f~(w) > 0 for all w € C'*" with g(w) > 0, and for w € C'*" with ¢ (w) < 0,
one also finds that f~(w) > 0 because then

CuH N (Fw) — 0> =1/2 and  fiu(w)? + 12 2| fo(w)].

We therefore have f~ € (P(C'F") 1) and as f — fi € (($ — 1) wia)u by (6.2) and
clearly also f, — f~ € ({§ — i) xia)u. it follows that

[ € ((F = mhwiadn + (PECTHHE. .
Recall that the complex projective space CPP” is the quotient manifold
(€ {op/C*,
where the multiplicative group C* = C \ {0} acts on C!*7 \ {0} by scalar multiplication.
Definition 6.2. Let

Myea = M3y = {[w] € CP" [ 4 (w) > 0}.
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For f € P(C'*)"1 we define [ f]: Myrea = C by [ ([w]) == Sz, (w) where w €
Z,, is a representative of [w] € M, _rca. We call

T(Mu—red) = {[f]lL | f € iP((CH_n)ul}
the space of polynomials on M req.

Note that M), eq is well defined since the choice of representative w € C!+" \ {0} for
[w] € CPP" has no influence on the sign of §(w), that Z,, and M|, .4 depend on the choice
of signature s since ¢ does, and that every [w] € M, req has a (non-unique) representative
w € Z,. It is easy to check that P(M,,rq) With the usual pointwise multiplication of
functions, the pointwise complex conjugation as *-involution, and the pointwise order
becomes an ordered *-algebra whose order is induced by its states and [-],: P(C1T7)%1 —
P(M,req) is a positive unital *-homomorphism.

Theorem 6.3. The momentum p > 0 is regular for §, and ker[-],, = (& — ) xiq- More-
over,

{1 181} = [{£.8}],, (6.3)

forall f, g € P(CH")"1 defines a Poisson bracket on P(M . req) and the tuple (P(M req),
[-1,) is the §-reduction of P(C1*") at .

Proof. The kernel of [-],, clearly consists of precisely those elements of P(C!+")"1 that
vanish on Z, so {§ — 1) i = Vu = ker[-], by Lemma 6.1, which is a Poisson ideal
of P(C1*Tm)%1 by Proposition 3.15. So, u is regular for ¢, and the Poisson bracket of
P(CHm)u1 descends to a well-defined Poisson bracket (6.3) on P(M), req). With this Pois-
son bracket and with the pointwise order, P(M,.q) is a representable Poisson *-algebra
and [-], is a positive unital *-homomorphism compatible with Poisson brackets. More-
over, Theorem 3.19 applies, and as Lemma 6.1 also shows that &R, coincides with the set
of Hermitian elements in the preimage of P(M,, )iy under [-],,, it is easy to check that
(P(Myirea), [-1u) is the g-reduction of P(C!H7) at p. n

Note that this Poisson bracket on M, ..q coincides with the one of the Fubini—Study
symplectic form (with signature), which is obtained by Marsden—Weinstein reduction of
C!'*" with respect to the U(1)-action. In particular, if s = 1 + n, then M (+nm) . cpn

w-red
as Poisson manifolds, and if s = 1, then M ;Sjr)ed and the complex hyperbolic disc D" are
isomorphic. See [26] for details. Moreover, only the Poisson bracket of P(M_.q) actually

depends on p, but not the underlying ordered *-algebra.

6.2. Comparing pointwise and algebraic order

One key point why the reduction of representable Poisson *-algebras works well is that
we have certain freedom in choosing the order on the reduction, in the sense that we do
not always endow *-algebras with their canonical algebraic order (the one whose posi-
tive elements are sums of Hermitian squares). It is a priori unclear how the order on the
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reduced algebra P(M,,rq), i.€., the pointwise order, relates to the algebraic order. In this
last section, we want to discuss this relation, which can be described using the methods of
real algebraic geometry.

The first step is to identify the unital *-homomorphisms from P(M,,.req) to C. As we
show below, they are in bijection with

~

My = MOy = {[w] € CP" | g(w) # 0}.

If s =1+ n, then ¢ (w) > 0 forall w € C'*" \ {0}, and therefore, Ml(:r;") = Mﬁlg’) For
s # 1 4+ n, however, M lf_zed M ,E?ew In the special case s = 1, it was already observed

in [11] that there are more C-valued unital *-homomorphisms on P(M (1)

M_red) than one

would naively expect, i.e., not only evaluation functionals at points of M ;ﬁr)ear

Lemma 6.4. For every [w] € M Lu-red> the matrix
X = ($) ™ i) je0,...my € CHTXIHN
is well defined and fulfils
PX)? =9X, X*=X, and u(®X)=1, (6.4)

where ¥ := diag(vy, ..., vy) is the diagonal matrix with entries vy, ..., v, along the
diagonal. Conversely, for any X € CUFWxU+n) sarishing the conditions (6.4), there
exists a unique (W] € M, req such that

.....

X = X*. Moreover,

((0X))y = Y Fw)viwwrvewew; = ¢ w)~ viww; = (DX);
k=0

holds for all i, j € {0,...,n}, and

r(dX) = gw)™" Y viwiw; = 1.

i=0

Conversely, assume that X € CA+mx(1+n) satisfies (6.4). Then, DX is diagonalizable
with eigenvalues contained in {0, 1} because DX is idempotent. Since tr(DX) = 1 it fol-
lows that the eigenvalue 1 occurs precisely once so that the image of DX has dimension
1. Consequently, there exist non-zero v, w € C'*” such that (0 X);; = v;w; foralli, j €
{0,...,n}, orequivalently X;; = v;v;w;. Next, X* = X implies that w;v;v; = v;v;w;
holds for all i, j € {0,...,n}, and it is an easy algebraic manipulation to show that this
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is enough to guarantee that v = Aw for some A € C \ {0}, even A € R \ {0}. Conse-
quently, X;; = Aw;w; foralli, j € {0,...,n}, and tr(DX) = 1 implies that 1 = A (w),
so Xj; = g(w)_lwiw_j. Since the 1-dimensional range of X is spanned by w, w is deter-
mined uniquely up to multiplication with a non-zero complex constant, so [w] € M w-red 18
determined uniquely. ]

For every [w] € M 1u-red» We define the unital *-homomorphism 81: P(M . rea) = C,

o) L
[l e g [ 1) =3 fow) [ =—) 6.5)
8 g EO (z<w>)

where f = Y72, f¢ € P(C'T")"1 is any representative of [ /], € P(M;rea) With homo-
geneous components f; € P(C'T")64 and where w € C1+7 \ {0} is any representative
of [w] € M 1u-red- 1t 18 easy to check that fy,) is well defined. For [w] € M, rc4, this unital
*-homomorphism 8[,,] is just the usual evaluation functional at [w].

Proposition 6.5. For every unital *-homomorphism ¢: P(M,req) — C, there exists a
unique point (w] € M,.rcq Such that ¢ = Jyy).

Proof. Consider the matrix X € C1+*(U+7) with entries X;; = " (¢, [2;Z;],). Then

(0X)?)ij = =2 Z Vivi{@, [ziZkzkZj 1)
k=0

= 1l (22 #1u) = 1 vile, [2iZ51k) = (0 X)yj,
and the other two assumptions of Lemma 6.4 above are easily checked. So, there exists a

unique [w] € M;,L-red such that X;; = ¢(w) 'w;w; foralli, j € {0,...,n}. This means
that 8[,,) and ¢ coincide on the generators [z;Z}],,, or equivalently on all of P(M;.req). =

Proposition 6.5 above shows that M u-red 18 a real algebraic set, while M}, q is not if
s # 1 4 n. However, M|, 1.q is a subset of M, .q that can be described by a polynomial
inequality: for a commutative *-algebra 4 and a subset § C Ay, we write

ZT (A, 8)
= {(p: A — C |g0 a unital *-homomorphism fulfilling {¢, g) > Oforall g € ‘5}.

Proposition 6.6. The identity

n

24 (20 { Yoz} ) = 601 0] € M

i=s

holds.
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Proof. By Proposition 6.5 above, all unital *-homomorphisms from P(M,.rcq) to C are
of the form 4] with [w] € M, 4. The identity

(31 Yolerze) = 100 e Yol

holds for all [w] € M L1-red With representative w € C117 \ {0}. Therefore,

<8[w]7 Z[Zifi]u> >0

holds if and only if £(w) > 0: on the one hand, (w) > 0 clearly implies that

<5[w], Z[Zi?i]u> > 0.

i=s

On the other hand, assume that (8[,], > ;—,[ziZi]u) = 0. Then, either Y ;_ |w;|*> > 0so
that #(w) > 0 by the above identity or Y ;_|w;|* = 0 so that

s—1 n
Fw) = [wil> = wi> >0
i=0 i=s

because w # 0. |

Corollary 6.7. For unital *-homomorphisms ¢: P(M,+ea) — C, the following are equiv-
alent:

(1) @ is positive with respect to the pointwise order;
() (g, YisslziZilu) 2 0;
(iii) there exists [W] € M, req such that ¢ = Jjy).

Proof. Using Proposition 6.6 above, it is easy to see that (i) = (ii) = (iii)) = (). [ ]

In particular, if s # 1 4 n, then there are multiplicative algebraic states on P (M _req)
which are not positive. This shows that it is not possible in general to describe the order
on the reduced algebra in the commutative case as the one induced by all multiplicative
algebraic states, even if the order on the original algebra is of this type. From the point of
view of real algebraic geometry, this is not surprising: the type of structures that enjoy a
reasonable stability under many constructions are not the real algebraic sets but the semi-
algebraic sets, i.e., sets that can be defined by a finite number of polynomial inequalities.

One problem arising in real algebraic geometry is to give an algebraic description of
quadratic modules or preorderings that are defined via their (multiplicative) states. If one
succeeds, such a result also yields an algebraic description of the states, and in some cases,
these two results are even equivalent. Recall the definition of the preordering generated
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by a subset of Hermitian elements of a commutative *-algebra from (2.4). The following
theorem is an adaption of the Positivstellensitze of Marshall [16] and Schmiidgen [27] to
our setting.

Theorem 6.8. Ler A be a finitely generated commutative *-algebra and {x,, ..., x¢} a
finite set of Hermitian generators of . Moreover, let § be any finite subset of Ay. Given
p €1+ (G)),, for which there exists A € [0, oo such that |{¢,x;)| < A{g, p) holds for all
peZT(A,8)andall j €{1,...,L}, thenfor every a € Ay, the following are equivalent:

(i) {p.a) >O0forall p € Z1(A,8);
(ii)  thereis my € Ny such that for all ¢ € |0, oo there is m, € Ny for which p™2(a +
ep™) € (9 ) po-
Moreover, such an element p € 1 + (§)),,, with the property required above exists: for
example,

would always be a valid choice, and if ZT (A, §) is weak-*-compact, then one can even
take p := 1.

Proof. As 4 is commutative and finitely generated, its Hermitian elements form a finitely
generated real commutative unital algebra

Ag %R[Xl,...,xd/f,

where I is an ideal of the polynomial algebra R[x1,...,x¢] and finitely generated because
R[x1, ..., x¢] is Noetherian. Let hq, ..., h, € I be generators of I and consider the
preordering

T = «{g/lv'"sg]/(’hlv'"7h}‘n’_h15"'5_hm}»p0

of R[xy,...,x¢], where g7,..., g, € R[xy,..., x| denote any representatives of the
elements g1, ..., gx of §. Then [16, Corollary 3.1] applies and gives a characterization of
those elements @’ € R[xy, ..., x¢] which fulfil a’(y) > 0 for all those y € R¥ for which
gi(y)=0andh;(y)=0holdforalli e{l,...,k}andall j €{1,...,m}. After projecting
down onto sy, one obtains the above statement. The special case of weak-*-compact
Z* (A, §) and p := 1 has appeared earlier in [27, Corollary 3]. |

This Positivstellensatz especially applies to the quadratic module &R,,, which gives
some insight into what types of orderings can be obtained as a result of the reduction
procedure.

Corollary 6.9. Write
n
g = { Zz,-z,-} c P(CHtm,

i=s
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andlet p € 1 + () ym be an element for which there exists A € [0, oo[ such that Ap(w) >
|w; |2 holds for allw € Z,, and alli €{0,...,n}. Giventhat f € P(C**")}! then f € R,
if and only if there is m; € Ny such that for all ¢ € 10, 0o[ there is my € Ny for which

P +ep™) € ((F — 1) wia)y + (9 ) gm-
Here,
((F = 1D wia)y = (F — 1) wia N PCTHMF

Proof. Note first that {(§)),, = (¥)),, because § contains only one element. The finite
subset

U {[ziZj + zjZilu. ilziZ) — 2 Zilu} € P(Myurea)un

generates the *-algebra P(M ;. rcq). Moreover, the estimate
2A (8101, [P)) = 2Ap(w) = |w; > + |w; |* = |wiw; + wwi| = [(Sfw]. [2:Z7 + 27Zi] )]

holds forall i, j € {0,...,n} and [w] € M, r.a With representative w € Z,,, and similarly
also

2208w [Plu) = 18wy, i[2iZ) — 2 Zil )
Using Proposition 6.6, this means that Theorem 6.8 can be applied to P(Mred), [F]u,

and [p].
It follows from Lemma 6.1 that f € R, if and only if [ /], € P(M,ireq) is pointwise

positive. Using Proposition 6.6, this is equivalent to

(@.1f1u) =0 forall ¢ € Z¥(P(Mrea), [§]0)-

By Theorem 6.8, this is the case if and only if there exists m; € Ny such that for all
€ € ]0, oo there is my € Ny for which [p™2(f + ep™!)]. € ([¥],)

P (f +ep™) € ((F — mhwid)n + (5 po-

because ker[ -], = (& — 1) xiq and [(F) ol = ([F], 0 po- m

In contrast to (6.1) of Lemma 6.1, Corollary 6.9 above gives a purely algebraic char-
acterization of the quadratic module &, . For the special case of CIP", we even obtain the
following corollary.

pos OF equivalently,

Corollary 6.10. For signatures =1 +n, i.e, M lglr':d" )

R = {f e PCHE | f + 6l € ((F — mhwian
+ (P(CHHyr)Et forall e € 10, oo} (6.6)

=~ CP", the identity

holds, where

(& — 1 widdn = (& — 1D NPCTHMY
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and where (P(C'T)21) ™+ denotes the algebraically positive elements of P(CTm)%1
like in (2.3), i.e., the sums of Hermitian squares. Moreover, every algebraic state w on
P(CP") is positive, hence a state.

Proof. Equation (6.6) is just Corollary 6.9 for s = 1 4+ n and p := 1. Given any algebraic
state @ on P(CP"), then this shows that (w, [f].) = (o, [f + €1],) — & > —¢ for all
e €0, colandall f € R ™™ because [(& — i) wialu = {0} and [(P(C+)=1)FT], <
P(C ]P’");I' *. So, w is positive with respect to the pointwise order on P(CIP"). [

However, for other signatures s € {1,...,n}, it is necessary to add an additional gen-
erator, like Z:l: s ZiZj, to the description of :R(s), and there do exist algebraic states on

P(M l(f_zed) which are not positive because they yield negative results on Y i_ [2;Z;] ., €.g.

the functionals §f,,) defined in (6.5) with [w] € M)\ M)

jured- From a purely algebraic

point of view, this might be rather unexpected.

These algebraic characterizations of the quadratic module R, hence of the order
on P(M, rq), are especially interesting with respect to a possible generalization to the
non-commutative case described in [26]. If one treats the reduction of non-formal star
products from C!*" to M, 4 in the context of representable Poisson *-algebras, can one
give similar characterizations of the corresponding quadratic module &,,? In the special
case s = 1 4 n, i.e., for the deformation quantization of CP", such a characterization will
be obtained in Part II of this article; see [25].
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