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Abstract

We study the spectral properties of a class of many channalltémians which contains those of systems

of particles interacting through+body and field type forces which do not preserve the numbpadicles.

Our results concern the essential spectrum, the Mourmrmatgj and the absence of singular continuous

spectrum. The appropriate formalism involves gradé&ealgebras and Hilbe®*-modules as basic tools.
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1 Introduction and main results

In this section, after some general comments on the algebpgiroach that we shall use, we describe our
main results in a slightly simplified form. For notations d@atminology, see Subsectidns14.1]3.1 5.1

1.1 An algebraic approach

By many-body systemie mean a system of particles interacting between thenstiveughk-body forces
with arbitraryk > 1 but also subject to interactions which allow the system t&ertaansitions between
states with different numbers of particles. The second btfpieteractions consists of creation-annihilation
processes as in quantum field theory so we call them field tytpesictions.

We use the terminologi¥-body systenm a rather loose sense. Strictly speaking this should betesyof

N particles which may interact throughbody forces withl < & < N. However we also speak of-body
system when we consider the following natural abstractieershe configuration space of the system is
a locally compact abelian groulg, so the momentum space is the dual group, and the “elementary
Hamiltonians” (cf. below) are of the fori(P) + >, vy (Q). Hereh is a real function onX*, theY” are
closed subgroups of, andvy € C,(X/Y). One can give a meaning to the numbéeven in this abstract
setting, but this is irrelevant here.

Similarly, we shall give a more general meaning to the notbmany-body system: these are systems
obtained by coupling a certain number (possibly infiniteNebody systems. Our framework is abstract and
allows one to treat quite general examples which, even jf tleenot have an immediate physical meaning,
are interesting because they furnish Hamiltonians witlch many channel structure. Note that here and
below we do not use the word “channel” in the scattering theense, speaking about “phase structure”
could be more appropriate.

The Hamiltonians we want to analyze are rather complicalbgelots and standard Hilbert space techniques
seem to us inefficient in this situation. Instead, we shalipach strategy proposed in [GI1, GI2] based
on the observation that often tii¢*-algebra generat@cby the Hamiltonians we want to study (we call
themadmissibl@ has a quite simple and remarkable structure which allovestoulescribe its quotient with
respect to the ideal of compact operators in more or lessoitpkms. And this suffices to get the qualitative
spectral properties which are of interest to us. We shadirrief thisC*-algebra as thélamiltonian algebra

(or C*-algebra of Hamiltonians) of the system.

To clarify this we consider the case df-body systems [DaG1]. LeX be a finite dimensional real vector
space (the configuration space). [Jebe a set of subspaces &f. In the non-relativistic case an Euclidean
structure is given oiX and the simplest Hamiltonians are of the form

H=A+> vy(ry(z)) (1.1)
YeT

whereA is the Laplace operatory is a continuous function with compact support on the quotpace
X/Y,andnmy : X — X/Y is the canonical surjection (only a finite numberwf is not zero). Such

t A self-adjoint operatoff on a Hilbert spacé is affiliated to aC*-algebraz’ of operators o if (H +14)~! € €. If & is a set
of self-adjoint operators, the small&st-algebra such that alf € & are affiliated to it is the”*-algebra generated k9.



Hamiltonians should clearly be admissible. On the othedh#&ma Hamiltonianh(P) + V' is considered
as admissible theh(P + k) + V should be admissible too because the zero momeritum 0 should
not play a special role. In other terms, translations in maon@ space should leave invariant the set of
admissible Hamiltonians. We shall now describe the sntaflésalgebra®’x (S) such that the operators
(@.3) are affiliated to it and which is stable under transtaiin momentum space. L&tbe the set of finite
intersections of subspaces frofmand

Cx(S) =Y csCo(X/Y) = normclosure ofy "y . s Co(X/Y).

Note that one may think afx (S) as aC*-algebra of multiplication operators di¥ (X ). LetC*(X) be the
groupC*-algebra ofX (seef3.1). Then Corollarf AM gives:

€x(S) =Cx(S) - C*(X) = closed linear subspace generated by&fiewith S € Cx(S),T € C*(X).

It turns out that this algebra is canonically isomorphidwitie crossed produ€ty (S) x X. This example
illustrates our point: the Hamiltonian algebra of Arbody system is a remarkable mathematical object.
MoreoverCx (S) contains the ideal of compact operators and its quotiefitregpect to it can be computed
by using general techniques from the theory of crossed pitad@11]. On the other handx (S) is equipped
with anS-gradedC*-algebra structuré [BGL, Mal, Ma?] and this gives a methambaiputing the quotient
which is more convenient in the framework of the present pape

The main difficulty in this algebraic approach is to isoldte torrecC*-algebra. Of course, we could accept
an a priori giverg asC*-algebra of energy observables but we stress that a colreitiecis of fundamental
importance: if the algebr& we start with is too large, then its quotient with respect® ¢ompacts will
probably be too complicated to be useful. On the other hdnitljid too small then physically relevant
Hamiltonians will not be affiliated to it. We refer to [GI1, &IGI4,[Ge0] for examples of Hamiltonian
algebras of physical interest.

The basic object of this paper is th&-algebras” defined in Theoref 11.1. This is the Hamiltonian algebra
of interest here, in fact for us a many-body Hamiltonian &t ja self-adjoint operator affiliated 6. We
shall see that this is a very large class. On the other hahdni$ out that” is generated by a rather small
class of “elementary” Hamiltonians involving only quanttigid like interactions, analogs in our context of
the Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonians.

As in the N-body case[[ABG] the natural framework for the study of mémgly Hamiltonians is that of
C*-algebras graded by semilattices. In fact, we are able teeraadystematic spectral analysis of the self-
adjoint operators affiliated t&” becauses” is graded with respect to a certain semilatifeWe shall see
that the channel structure and the formulas for the es$spgatrum and the threshold set which appears in
the Mourre estimate are completely determinedshgf. Remarl1.79.

Hilbert C*-modules play an important technical role in the constarctf ¢, for example the component
¢xy of € is a Hilbert4y-module wheresgy is an N-body type algebra (i.e. a crossed product as above).
But they also play a more fundamental role in a kind of secarahtjzation formalism, seffL. 1.

We mention that the algebfé is not adapted to symmetry considerations, in particulapplications to
physical systems consisting of particles one has to assoieme distinguishable. The Hamiltonian algebra
for systems of identical particles interacting throughdigipe forces (both bosonic and fermionic case) is
constructed in[Geo].

1.2 The Hamiltonian C*-algebra%’



Let S be a set of locally compact abelian (Ica) groups such thakidr € S:

(i) if X D Y then the topology and the group structur&o€oincide with those induced by,
(i) XnY €S,
(iii) thereisZ € SsuchthatY UY C Z andX + Y is closed inZ,
(v) X 2 Y = X/Y is not compact.

If the first three conditions are satisfied we say tSais aninductive semilattice of compatible groups
Condition (iii) is not completely stated, a compatibilitgsaimption should be added (see Definifiod 6.1).
However, this supplementary assumption is automaticatlgfied if all the groups are-compact (countable
union of compact sets).

The groupsX € S should be thought as configuration spaces of physical sgste the purpose of our
formalism is to provide a mathematical framework for theadiggion of the coupled system. If the systems
are of the standar@/-body type one may think that th€ are finite dimensional real vector spaces. This,
however, will not bring any significative simplification dfe proofs.

The following are the main examples one should have in mind.

1. Let X be ac-compact Ica group and |&t be a set of closed subgroups@fwith X € S and such
thatif X, Y e SthenX NY € S, X + Y is closed, and{/Y is not compactifX D Y.

2. One may take equal to the set of all finite dimensional vector subspaces\actor spac@ver an
infinite locally compact field: this is the main example in tontext of the many-body problem.

3. The natural framework for theonrelativistic many-body probleis: X is a real prehilbert space and
S a set of finite dimensional subspaces¥fsuch that ifX,Y € SthenX NY € SandX +Y
is included in a subspace 6f (there is a canonical choice, namely the sealbfinite dimensional
subspaces ot). Then eachX € S is an Euclidean space hence much more structure is available

4. One may consider an extension of the usMabody problem by taking ag&” in example 1 above a
finite dimensional real vector space. In the standard fraonefDeG1] the semilatticé consists of
linear subspaces o¥f or here we allow them to be closed additive subgroups. We iprettiat the
closed additive subgroups &f are of the formX = E + L whereF is a vector subspace af andL
is a lattice in a vector subspaéeof X’ such thatt’ N F* = {0}. More preciselyL = )", Zf; where
{fr}isabasisinF'. ThusF/L is atorus and if7 is a third vector subspace such thdt= E®¢ F & G
then the spac&’/X ~ (F/L) @ G is a cylinder withF'/ L as basis.

We assume that eacti € S is equipped with a Haar measure, so the Hilbert spacs¥) = L2(X) is well
defined: this is the state space of the system Withs configuration space. We define the Hilbert space of
the total system as the Hilbertian direct sum

H=Hs=dxH(X). (1.2)

If O = {0} is the zero group we takg(O) = C. There is no particle number observable like in the
Fock space formalism but there is a remarkattealued observablé [ABG;8.1.2] defined by associating
to X € S the orthogonal projectiof x of H onto the subspack (X).

We shall identifyIT% with the canonical embedding &f(X) into 7. We abbreviafe

XXYZL(’H(Y),H(X)), %XYZK(’H(Y),H(X)), and fxzfxx, Ty = Hxx.

T L(E,F)andK (€, F) are the spaces of bounded and compact operators respebiireleen two Banach spacgsF.



One may think of an operatd’ on # as a matrix with componenxy = IIxTII} € Zxy and write
T = (Txy)x,ves- We will be interested in subspacesioft{) constructed as direct sums in the following
sense. Assume that for each couplgY” we are given a closed subspa#Zey C Lxy. Then we define

R = (Zxvy)xyes = Y xyesUxZxyIly (1.3)

where}_“ means closure of the sum. We say that#hg,- are the components o#.

For an arbitrary paiX,Y € S we define a closed subspaggy C Zxy as follows. Chos¢ € S such
thatX UY C Z and lety be a continuous function with compact supportnlt is easy to check that
(Txy (p)u)(x) = [y ¢(x—y)u(y)dy defines a continuous opera®@(Y) — H(X). Let Ixy be the norm
closure of the set of these operators. This space is indepénflthe choice o and 7xx = C*(X) is
the groupC*-algebra ofX. Let 7 = Js = (Ixv)x,ves be defined as in(1.3). This is clearly a closed
self-adjoint subspace df(7{) but is not an algebra in general.

If X, Y € SandY C X letny : X — X/Y be the natural surjection and I8t (Y) = C,(X/Y) be the
C*-algebra of bounded uniformly continuous functionsXrof the formy o my with ¢ € Co(X/Y). If
XY e SandY ¢ X letCx(Y) = {0}. ThenletCx = Y 5 Cx(Y), thisis also aC*-algebra of bounded
uniformly continuous functions oX. We embed’x C .%x by identifying a function with the operator on
H(X) of multiplication by that function. Then let

C=Cs =dxCx, (1.4)
this is aC*-algebra of operators oH. Moreover, for eacly € S let
C(Z)=Cs(Z) = oxCx(Z) = ®x52Cx(2), (1.5)
this is aC*-subalgebra of and we clearly havé = >~7, C(2)
Theorem 1.1. The spad@(f = 7 - 7 is aC*-algebra of operators oft{ and we have

¢=7.C=C-T (1.6)

ForeachZ € S let
€ (Z C(z2)y=C(2) 7. a.7)

) =
This is aC*-subaIgebra of¢ and {€¢(Z)} zcs is a linearly independent family @f*-subalgebras of¢’
suchthaty"}, €(Z) = ¢ and¢(2')¢(Z") c ¢ (Z' nZ")forall Z',Z" € S.

This is the main technical result of our paper. Indeed, bpagisather simple techniques involving graded
C*-algebras and the Mourre method one may deduce from ThdorBimmportant spectral properties of
many-body Hamiltonians. The last assertion of the theoseamiexplicit description of the fact thét is
equipped with aib-gradedC*-algebra structureWe seté” = s when needed.

The choice of6 may seem arbitrary but in fact is quite natural in our context only all the many-body
Hamiltonians of interest for us are self-adjoint operas#dfiiated to%’, but alsd¢ is the smalles€*-algebra
with this property, cf. Theorei 1.7 for a precise statement.

tIf £, F, G are Banach spaces afd, f) — ef is a bilinear maif x F — Gandif E C £, F C F are linear subspaces then
EF is the linear subspace ¢fgenerated by the elemertg with e € E, f € F andFE - F is its closure.



Remark 1.2. Note that¢xy = ZCZ €xy (Z). In matrix notation we have
¢ = (€¢xv)x,yes Where €xy =Cx - Ixy = Ixv -Cy
and¥¢(Z) = (¥xv(Z))x,yes Where
Cxyv(Z)=Cx(Z) - Txy = Ixy -Cy(Z) f ZCXNY andéxy(Z)={0} f Z¢ XNY.

We mention that itZ is complemented iX andY then@xy (Z) ~ C*(Z) ® #x/zv/z-

Remark 1.3. If X D Y then the spac€xy is a “concrete” realization of the Hilbe¢t*-module introduced
by Rieffel in [Ri] which implements the Morita equivalencettveen the group'*-algebraC*(Y") and the
crossed produdf,(X/Y) x X. More precisely,7xy is equipped with a natural Hilbe@*(Y")-module
structure such that its imprimitivity algebra is canonligégomorphic withC,(X/Y) x X. In Sectior # we
shall see that for arbitrary, Y € S the spaceZxy has a canonical structure of Hilbéé, (X /(X NY)) x
X,Co(Y/(XNY))xY) imprimitivity bimodule. This fact is technically importafor the proof of our main
results but plays no role in this introduction.

Remark 1.4. A simple extension of our formalism allows one to treat mdes with arbitrary spin. Indeed,
if £ is acomplex Hilbert then the last part of Theofend 1.1 remiairesif ¢ is replaced byg'* = ¢ ® K (E)
and the?' (Z) by ¢(Z) ® K(E). If E is the spin space then it is finite dimensional and one obtéifis
exactly as above by replacing th&(X) by #(X) ® E = L?(X; E). Then in our later results one may
consider instead of scalar kinetic energy functibrself-adjoint operator valued functiohs X* — L(E).
For example, we may take as one particle kinetic energy tqarthe Pauli or Dirac Hamiltonians.

The preceding definition &f is quite efficient for theoretical purposes but much lesgfactical questions:
for example, it is not obvious how to decide if a self-adjaperator is affiliated to it. Our next result is an
“intrinsic” characterization o¥’xy (Z) which is relatively easy to check. Sin@éis constructed in terms of
the@xy (Z), we get simple affiliation criteria.

Forz € X andk € X* (dual group) we define unitary operators#(X) by (U,u)(z') = u(z’ + x)
and (Viyu)(z) = k(z)u(z). These correspond to the momentum and position observablesPx and
Q = Qx ofthe system. IfX, Y € S then one can associate to an elemeat X NY a translation operator
in H(X) and a second one iH(Y"). We shall however denote both of them Gy since which of them is
really involved in some relation will always be obvious fréine context. I1fX andY are subgroups of a Ica
groupG (equipped with the topologies induced 6§ then we have canonical surjectiof¥ — X* and
G* — Y* defined by restriction of characters. So a characterG* defines an operator of multiplication
by k| x on(X) and an operator of multiplication byy- on?{(Y"). Both will be denoted’;,. In our context
the Ica groupX + Y is well defined (but generally does not belongSjoand we may také’ = X + Y, cf.
RemarK6.B. Below we denoté* the polar set off C X in X*.

Theorem 1.5.1f Z C X NY then%xy (Z) is the set of € .Lxy satisfyingUTU, = T if z € Z and
such that

() ||(Us — 1)T|| — 0if z — 0in X and|T(U, — 1)|| = 0if y = 0in Y,
(i) |ViTVi —T|| = 0if k — 0in (X 4+ Y)* and||(Vx — 1)T|| — 0if k — 0in Z+.

Theoreni 1.b becomes simpler and can be improved in the darft&xampld B pagel4. So let us assume
thatS consists of finite dimensional subspaces of a real prehifiperce. Then eack is equipped with an
Euclidean structure and this allows to ident¥y* = X such thatl;, becomes the operator of multiplication
by the functionz — ¢**I¥) where the scalar produét|k) is well defined for anyz, k in the ambient
prehilbert space. FoX D Y we identify X/Y = X © Y, the orthogonal o¥ in X.



Corollary 1.6. Under the conditions of Examplé 3 page 4 the spéatg (Z) is the set ofl' € Lxyv
satisfying the next two conditions:

() UTU, =Tforze Zand||V;TV, - T| - 0if z - 0in Z,
(i) | T(Uy—-1|| = 0ify - 0inY and||T(Vx —1)]| = 0ifk - 0inY/Z.

Condition 2 may be replaced with:
(i) (U, —1DT|| = 0ifz—0inX and||(Vx — 1)T|| —»0ifk = 0in X/Z.

1.3 Elementary Hamiltonians

Our purpose in this subsection is to show tifais a C*-algebra of Hamiltonians in a rather precise sense,
according to the terminology used [n [Gl1, GI2]: we show tiais the C*-algebra generated by a simple
class of Hamiltonians which have a natural quantum fieldritgointerpretation. Since our desire is only
to motivate our construction, in this subsection we shakenavo simplifying assumptionss is finite and

if X,Y € Swith X DY, thenY is complemented iX .

For each coupleX,Y € S such thatX O Y we chose a closed subgroufyY of X such thatX =
(X/Y) @ Y. Moreover, we equipX/Y with the quotient Haar measure which gives us a factorinatio
H(X) = H(X/Y) @ H(Y). Then we definebxy C Zxy as the closed linear subspace consisting
of “creation operators” associated to states fraffiX/Y"), i.e. operatora*(6) : H(Y) — H(X) with

0 € H(X/Y) which act asy — 6 ® u. We setdyx = &%, C Ly, this is the space of “annihilation
operatorsa(f) = a*(0)* defined byH(X/Y). This definesb xy whenX,Y are comparable,i.eX > Y
or X C Y, which we abbreviate by ~ Y. If X +« Y then we takebxy = 0. Note thatd xx = Clx,
wherelx is the identity operator ofi{ (X ), becausé{(O) = C.

The spacebxy for X D Y clearly depends on the choice of the complemEpt”. On the other hand,
according to Definition 417 and Proposition 4.19, we have

CHX) - Bxy =Pxy -C* (V)= Txy X~V (1.8)

This seems to us a rather remarkable feature because naofgnlyis independent oX /Y but is also well
defined even it is not complemented iX .

Now we defined = (Pxy)x ves C L(H). Thisis a closed self-adjoint linear space of bounded dpesa
on H. A symmetric element € ® will be calledfield operator this is the analog of a field operator
in the present context. Giving such¢ais equivalent to giving a family = (6xy)x-y of elements
Oxy € H(X/Y), the components of the operaidr= ¢(#) being given by:¢xy = a*(Oxy)if X DY,
thengxy = a(fyx) if X C Y, and finallygxy = 0if X # Y. Note thatdxx = Clx because
H(O) =C. If u= (ux)xes then we have

(u|pu) = ZXDY2%<9XY ® uy |ux).

A standard kinetic energy operatis an operator ofi{ of the formK = ®xhx(P) wherehx : X* — R
is continuous antimy_, » |hx (k)| = co. The operators of the foriy + ¢, whereK is a standard kinetic
energy operator angl € ® is a field operator, will be calleBauli-Fierz Hamiltonians

The proof of the next theorem may be found in the Appendix.

Theorem 1.7. Assume thas is finite and thatt” is complemented iX if X D Y. Then% coincides with
theC*-algebra generated by the Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonians.



Remark 1.8. Itis interesting and important to note thétis generated by a class of Hamiltonians involving
only an elementary class of field type interactions. Howeswe shall see iffiL.5, the class of Hamiltonians
affiliated to % is very large and cover®d’-body systems interacting between themselves (i.e. foringr
N) with field type interactions. In particular, th¥-body type interactions are generated by pure field
interactions and this thanks to the semilattice structéig. o

1.4 Essential spectrum of operators affiliated tes’

The main assertion of Theordm11.1 is tiais anS-gradedC*-algebra. The class @f*-algebras graded
by finite semilattices has been introduced and their rol@énspectral theory aV-body systems has been
pointed out in[[BG1 BG2]. Then the theory has been extendéufinite semilattices in [DaG2]. A much
deeper study of this class 6t*-algebras is the subject of the thesis [Mal] of Athina Magégee also
[Ma2,[Ma3]) whose results allowed us to consider a sentkatfi of arbitrary abelian groups (and this is
important in certain applications that we do not mentionhiis paper). We mention that her results cover
non-abelian groups and the assumption (iv) (on non-contpaattents) is not necessary in her construction.
This could open the way to interesting extensions of our &dism.

In §5.7 we recall some basic facts concerning gradéehlgebras. Our main tool for the spectral analysis of
the self-adjoint operators affiliated ¥ is Theoreni 5.2. For example, it is easy to derive from it thetraiot
HVZ type description of the essential spectrum given in Teed5.3. Here we give a concrete application
in the present framework, more general results may be fauSeéction§b anld 7.

For eachX € S we define a closed subspacetoby

Hox = Py xHY). (1.9

This is associated to the semilattiSe x = {Y € S | Y D X} in the same way a& is associated t&.
Let ¢~ x be theC*-subalgebra o#” given by

C>x = Z;DX Z(Y) = (Z;DX%EF(Y))EQFDX (1.10)

and note tha®> x lives on the subspack > x of 7. Moreover,% and%é>x are nondegenerate algebras
of operators on the Hilbert spacésand?{ > x respectively. It can be shown that there is a unique linear
continuous projection?s x : ¥ — %>x such that?>x(T) = 0if T € ¥(Y) with Y 7 X and that this
projection is a morphism, cf. Theorémb.2.

Let H be a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert spg¢affiliated to aC*-algebra of operators” on?. Then
p(H) € o forall ¢ € C,(R). If o is the closed linear span of the elemep{d]) A with ¢ € C,(R) and
A € o/, we say that{ is strictly affiliated to.sr.

Assume that the semilatticg has a smallest elemeniin S. ThenX € S is an atom if the only element of
S strictly included inX ismin S. LetP(S) be the set of atoms &. We say thatS is atomicif each of its
elements not equal tmin S contains an atom. It is clear that if the zero gra@upelongs taS thenO is the
smallest element & and%’(0) = K(H).

Theorem 1.9. If H is a self-adjoint operator ori strictly affiliated to% then for eachX € S there is
a unique self-adjoint operatofl>x = Y>x(H) onH>x such that?s x(p(H)) = ¢(H>x) for all

¢ € Co(R). The operatotH > x is strictly affiliated to%>x. If O € S andS is atomic then the essential
spectrum offf is given by

SpeSS(H) = UXeP(s)Sp(HZX)- (1.11)



1.5 Hamiltonians affiliated to ¢

We shall give now examples of self-adjoint operators dyriaffiliated to 4. The argument is relatively
straightforward thanks to Theordm11.5 but the fact thas allowed to be infinite brings some additional
difficulties. We are interested in Hamiltonians of the folin= K + I where K is the kinetic energy
operator of the system anfdis the interaction term. Formallyf is a matrix of operatoréHxy ) x ves,

the operatof xy is defined on a subspace&f(Y') and has values it (X), and we have{y, = Hy x
(again formally). Thert{ xy = Kxy + Ixy and our assumptions will be that is diagonal, sd(xy =0

if X #Y andKxx = Kx. The interactions will be of the formyy = >, - v~y Ixy(Z), this expresses
the N-body structures of the various systems (with varidyof course). Thettl x x = Kx + Ixx will be

a generalizedV-body type Hamiltonianix x may depend on the momentum). The non-diagonal operators
Hxy = Ixy define the interaction between the systekhandY” (these operators too may depend on the
momentum of the systen?s, Y)). We give now a rigorous construction of such Hamiltonians.

(a) For eachX we choose a kinetic energy operafox = hx (P) for the system having’ as configuration
space. The functiohx : X* — R must be continuous and such that ()| — oo if & — oo. We
emphasize the fact that there are no relations betweenrbédkenergied( y of the systems corresponding
to differentX. If S is infinite, we requirdim x infy |hx (k)| = oo, more explicitly:

for each real there is afinite seI” C S such thatinfy, |hAx (k)| > Eif X ¢ T.
This assumption is of the same nature as the non-zero madgionrin quantum field theory models.

(b) We takeK = @ x K x as total kinetic energy of the system. We derte D(|K|*/?) its form domain
equipped with the nornjullg = ||(K)'/?u| and observe tha§ = ®xG(X) Hilbert direct sum, where
G(X) = D(|Kx|*/?) is the form domain of x.

(c) The simplest type of interaction terms are given by symmetgdmentd of the multiplier algebra o%’.
Then it is easy to see th&#f = K + I is strictly affiliated to%” and that?> x (H) = K>x + Z>x(I)
whereK> x = @y >x Ky and > x is extended to the multiplier algebras in a natural viay [Lal,&.

(d) In order to cover singular interactions (relatively boudid® form sense with respect & but not in
operator sense) we assume from now on that the functignare equivalent to regular weights. This is
a quite weak assumption, see pagé 48. For example, iXttere vector spaces with normis | then it
suffices that|k|* < |hx (k)| < blk|* for some numbers, b, o > 0 (depending orX)and all largek. As

a consequence of this fact thg,, V}, induce continuous operators in the spagéX’) and their adjoints.
These are the operators involved in the next conditions.

(e)ForeachX,Y,Z € SsuchthatX NY D ZletIxy(Z) : G(Y) — G*(X) be a continuous map such
that, with limits in norm inL(G(Y), G*(X)):

(I) UZIX)/(Z) = Ixy(Z)UZ ifze Z ande*Ixy(Z)Vk — Ixy(Z) if k= 0in (X -‘rY)*,
(i) Ixy(Z)(U, —1) = 0if y = 0inY andlxy (Z)(Vi — 1) — 0if k — 0in (Y/Z)*.

The conditions of Propositidn 1.4 are significantly moreagahbut require more formalism. We require
Ixy(Z)* = Iyx(Z) and Setlxy(Z) =0if Z ¢ XnNnY.

(f) Let G, be the algebraic direct sum of the spagé¥) andG the direct product of the adjoint spaces
G*(X). Note thatG, is a dense subspace @f The matrixI(Z) = (Ixy(Z))x,ves can be realized as a
linear operatof, — G*. We shall require that this be the restriction of a contirsmapl(2) : G — G*.
Equivalently, the sesquilinear form associated (&) should be continuous for thg topology. We also
require that/ (Z) be norm limit inL(G, G*) of its finite sub-matriceSl+1(Z)Il1 = (Ixy(Z))x,yeT-



(9) Finally, we assume that there are real positive numpersanda with >, nz < 1 and such that
either+I(Z) < uz|K + ia| for all Z or K is bounded from below anfi{Z) > —puz|K + ia| for all Z.
Furthermore, the seri€s, , 1(Z) = I should be norm summable (G, G*).

Thenthe Hamiltonian defined as a form sukh= K + I is a self-adjoint operator strictly affiliated t&,
we havell>x = K>x + 3,5 xI(Z), and the essential spectrum Kfis given by(1.11).

We consider the case whehis a set of finite dimensional subspaces of a real prehillpatest such
thatif X, Y € SthenX NY € SandX + Y is included in a subspace &t The Euclidean structure
induced on eaclX allows us to identifyX* = X and for any twoX,Y € S to realize the quotient space
X/Y =2 X/(XNY) as asubspace of by taking

X)Y =X/(XNnY)=Xe& (XnY).
ThenforZ Cc X NY we haveX = Z @ (X/Z) andY =Y @ (Y/Z) and we identify
H(X)=H(Z)@H(X/Z) and H(Y)=H(Z)QH(Y/Z) (1.12)
which gives us canonical tensor decompositions:
Cxy(Z)=C"(Z)® Hx/zy/z and Cxy = Cxny @ Ax/vy/x- (1.13)

When convenient we shall identifi(2) ® H(X/Z) = L*(Z;H(X/Z)). Let F; denote the Fourier
transformation in theZ variable. By using[(1.13) an@*(Z) = F,'C,(Z)F7 we get

%XY(Z) = ]:Elco(Z;fx/Zyy/Z)fz.

Example 1.10. We may use this representation to better understand thetigtewof the allowed interactions

Ixy(Z). What follows is a particular case of Propositfon]8.4 (cfe thst part of Sectionl8). We denote
‘H*(X) the usual Sobolev spaces foe R. Assume that the form domains &fy and Ky are the spaces

H5(X)andH!(Y). Definelxy (Z) by the relation

D
Frlxy (Z)F;' = / IZ (k)dk (1.14)
Z

wherel%y : Z — L(H(Y/Z),H~*(X/Z)) is a continuous operator valued function satisfying

supy, [[(1 + [k + [Px/z|)~* 1%y (k) (1 + [K] + [ Py;2) 7] < oo, (1.15)
The operatord %, (k) must also decay in a weak sense at infinity, more preciselyobiiee equivalent
conditions must be satisfied for eakle Z and some > 0:

() IZy (k) : HY(Y/Z) — H~*7¢(X/Z) is compact,

(i) (Vo —1)IZy(k) = 0innorminL(HY(Y/Z),H™*75(X/Z))if x = 0in X/Z.
Fore = 0 the condition (ii) is significantly more general than (i)r fxample it allows the operatd¥,. to
be of orders + t. TheIxy (Z) with IZ,. (k) independent of are especially simple to define:

Let 4, : HI(Y/Z) — H~*(X/Z) be continuous and such that, for some- 0, when considered
as a mapH!(Y/Z) — H~°"(X/Z), it becomes compact. Then we takegy (2) = 1z ® 1%,
relatively to the tensor factorizatioris (1112).
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1.6 Non-relativistic many-body Hamiltonians and Mourre egimate

Now we shall present our results on the Mourre estimate. \&# sbnsider only the non-relativistic many-
body problem because in this case the results are quitecéxplihere are serious difficulties when the
kinetic energy is not a quadratic form even in the much simpése of N-body Hamiltonians, but see
[Bel,[Gerll DaG2] for some partial results which could bepded to our setting. Note that the quantum
field case is much easier from this point of view because okffexial nature of the interactions: this is
especially clear from the treatments|(in [Ger2, Geo], butadse [DeG2].

For simplicity we shall restrict ourselves to the case wies a finite semilattice. In fact, the case when
S is infinite has already been treated|in [DaG2] and the extensi the techniques used there to the case
whenX is infinite dimensional is rather straightforward. But tlenditionlim x infy, |hx (k)| = oo is quite
artificial in the non-relativistic case since it forces usdplace the Laplaciad x by Ax + Ex whereEx

is a number which tends to infinity with.

We denote byS/ X the set of subspacds/X = E N X+, this is clearly an inductive semilattice of finite
dimensional subspaces af which containgD = {0}. Hence theC*-algebrass,x and the Hilbert space
Ms,x are well defined by our general rules Xf C Z ¢ E N F then [1.1B) implies

Cer(Z2) =C(Z2)®@ Hpizr/z =C(X)@C(Z/X)® HE)z.7/2-
Moreover, we have{(Y) = H(X) @ H(Y/X) forall Y O X hence
Hox = H(X)® (©yox H(Y/X)).

Thus we have
%EX:C*(X)@)%S/X and HZX:H(X)®H5/X. (116)

Let Ax be the (positive) Laplacian associated to the EuclideaoesFawith the conventiom\p = 0. We

haveAx = hx(P) with hx (k) = ||k[|?>. We also sefAs = ®xAx and defineAs x similarly. Then for
Y DO XwehaveAy = Ax®1+1 ®AY/X hencewe gef\>x = Ax ® 1 +1® Ag,x. The domain and
form domain of the operatak s are given byH% andH} where the Sobolev spaceg; = #* are defined
for any reals by H* = @& xH*(X).

We define the dilation group ok (X) by (W,u)(z) = e"/*u(e™/?2) wheren is the dimension o . We
denote by the same symbol the unitary operg®pg 1, on the direct suni = @ H(X). Let D be the
infinitesimal generator of W, }, so D is a self-adjoint operator oK such that¥, = ei"”. As usual we do
not indicate explicitly the dependence a&nor S of W.- or D unless this is really needed. The operdibr
has factorization properties similar to that of the Lapacin particulaD> x = Dx ® 1 +1® Dg/x.

We shall formalize the notion of non-relativistic many-gddamiltonian by extending to the present setting
Definition 9.1 from [ABG]. We restrict ourselves to stricthffiliated operators although the more general
case of operators which are only affiliated covers someastirg physical situations (hard-core interac-
tions).

Note that sinces is finite it has a minimal elememtin S and a maximal elememtax S (which are in fact
the least and the largest elements) and is atomic.

Definition 1.11. A non-relativistic many-body Hamiltonian of tyges a bounded from below self-adjoint
operatorH = Hs on’H = Hs which is strictly affiliated to6” = ¥’s and has the following property: for
eachX € S there is a bounded from below self-adjoint operdiigy) x on# > x such that

gzzx(H)EHzxZAx@l—i-l@Hs/x (2.17)
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relatively to the tensor factorization froin (1116). MoreowhenX = max S is the maximal element &,
hencet s/ maxs = H(O) = C, we requireH s, axs = 0.

From Theoreri 119 it follows that eadfis, x is a non-relativistic many-body Hamiltonian of tySg X .

Example 1.12. We give here the main example of non-relativistic many-biddyniltonians. As before we
take H = K + I but this time the kinetic energy I = As = > Ax. With the notations of point (b)
from §1.5 we now havef = H! = ®xH!(X) and the adjoint space & = H~! = &xH 1(X). The
interaction term is a continuous operafor#!' — H~! of the form

I'=(Ixy)xyves =2 zesl(Z) = zcs(Ixv(Z))x ves

with Ixy : HY(Y) — HY(X) of the formIxy = YozesIxy(Z). f Z C X NY we takelxy (Z) =
1z ® IZ, relatively to the tensor factorization (1112), whé#g, : H'(Y/Z) — H~1(X/Z) is continuous
and such that when considered as a Y /Z) — H~17¢(X/Z) with ¢ > 0 it is compact. We set
Ixy(Z)=0if Z ¢ XNY and we requird xy (Z)* = Iyx(Z) forall X, Y, Z. Finally, we assume that
there are positive numbetg;, a with > uz < 1suchthatl (Z) > —puzAs—aforall Z. ThenH = K +1
defined in the quadratic form sense is a non-relativisticyvtaody Hamiltonian of typeS and we have
Hox =Axx + 3555 1(2).

Let us denotexy = min Hg, x the bottom of the spectrum éfs, x. From [1.1¥) we get
Sp(H>x) = [0,00) + Sp(Hs/x) = [7x,00) if X #O. (1.18)
Then Theorerh 119 implies (observe that the assertion ofribygggition is obvious ifD ¢ S):

Proposition 1.13. If H is a non-relativistic many-body Hamiltonian of tySehen its essential spectrum is
SPess(H ) = [1,00) With 7 = minxep(s) 7x Whererx = min Hg/x.

We refer to Subsectidn 9.3 for terminology related to the Meestimate. We tak® as conjugate operator
and only mention that we denote py; (\) the best constant (which could be infinite) in the Mourrereate
at pointA. Thethreshold set-(H) of H with respect taD is the set wherg ,;(\) < 0. Note thatr(H) is
always closed, the nontrivial fact proved below is that itasintable.

If Ais a closed real settheN, : R — [—o0, 0] is defined byN4(\) = sup{z € A | z < A} with the
conventiorsup () = —oo. Denoteev(T') the set of eigenvalues of an operafar

Theorem 1.14. Assume&) € S and letH = Hgs be a non-relativistic many-body Hamiltonian of tySe
and of class”'} (D). Thenp ;;(A) = A — N,z ()) for all real X and

T(H) = UX;éOeV(HS/X)- (1.19)

In particular 7(H) is a closeccountableeal set. The eigenvalues &f which do not belong te(H ) are of
finite multiplicity and may accumulate only to points fre(# ).

Example 1.15. We give examples of Hamiltonians of cla8$(D). We keep the notations of Example .12
but to simplify the statement we consider only interactiafisch are relatively bounded ioperatorsense
with respect to the kinetic energy. Recall that the domaiffcf As is H2 = @ xH?(X). The interaction
operatorl is constructed as in Examile 1112 but we impose strongeritimmsion the operatorkZ,.. More
precisely, we assume:
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() If Zc XnY theni%y : H*(Y/Z) — H(X/Z) is a compact operator satisfyiigZ, )* O IZy and
wesetlZ, = 0if Z ¢ XNY. Then all the conditions of Examgle 1112 are satisfied an@{? — H
is relatively bounded with respect 16 in operator sense with relative bound zero.

(i) Under the assumption (i) the operator

[D,I%y) = Dx/zI5y — 1%y Dyyz : Hioo(Y/Z) = Hioo(X/Z) (1.20)

is well defined. We require it to be a compact operdétY/Z) — H=2(X/Z).

Thenthe operatorH is self-adjoint or#4? and of clas<_'} (D). We indicated by a subindex the space where
the operatoD acts and, for example, we used

Dx =Dz ®1+1® Dy, relatively toH(X) = H(Z) @ H(X/Z).

Note also that
2iDx =x -V, +n/2=V, -x—n/2 if nisthe dimension ofX. (1.21)

Remark 1.16. Ifwe setE = (X NY)/ZthenY/Z = E® (Y/X)andX/Z = E® (X/Y) hence
H(X/Z)=H(E)@H(X/Y), H2(Y/Z)=(H*(E)@H(Y/X))N (H(E) @ H (Y/X)).

Let #% y = K(H?(N), H(M)) for arbitrary Euclidean spacéd, N. Then condition (i) of ExampleZL15

can be written'%,, € Ji/)?/z y,z- On the other hand we have

%)?/Z,Y/Z = f%/E2 ® %/X/YyY/X + A5 ® '%/)?/Y,Y/x

Seef2.3 for details concerning these tensor products.To sfynpiitations we seK HY = X/Y x Y/ X.
Then if we identify a Hilbert-Schmidt operator with its ketrwe get

Hg @ Hxyyy/x O Hg @ LA(XBY)D LX(XBY; 75)
Thusi%, € L*(X BY;.#;2) is an explicit example of operatd¥,- satisfying condition (i) of Example
(see Section 9.5 for improvements and a complete digr)s Such an%,. acts as follows. Let
weHAY/Z) = L2(Y/X; HA(E)). Thenl{yu € H(X/Z) = L*(X/Y; H(E)) is given by
IZyu)(a’) = [y x IZy (@9 Yu(y')dy'.
Remark 1.17. It is convenient to decompose the expressiofiafl%,] given in [1.20) as follows:

[D,I{y] = (Dg + DX/Y)I)Z(Y —I{y(Dg + Dy/x)
= [Dg, IZy] + Dx/y 1%y — 1%y Dy)x. (1.22)

The first term above is a commutator and so is of a rather diffemature than the next two. On the other
hand/{, Dy,x = (Dy,x1Zx)*. Thus condition (i) of Example-I.15 follows from:

[Dg, I%y] andDx/y 1%, are compact operatots®(Y/Z) — H *(X/Z)forall X,Y,Z.  (1.23)
It is convenient to use the representatior3(Y/Z) given in Remark1.16 and also

H2(X/Z)=H*E)@H(X/Y)+H(E)2H 2(X/Y).
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For example, if ¢, € L*(X BY;.#}2) as in RemarkZL.16 then the kernel of the operfits, 1%, is the
map(z’,y') = [Dg, 1%y (2',y')] so it suffices to ask

[Dp, I{y] € (X BY; K(H*(E), L *(E))

in order to ensure thaDz, 1%, ] is a compact operat®{?(Y/Z) — H~2(X/Z). For the termD x ;y 1%,
it suffices to require the compactness of the operator

Dx/y1%y =15 ® Dx/y1%y : H*(Y/Z) = H(E) @ H *(X/Y).

By taking into accoun{{1.21) we see that this is a conditiothe formal kernek’ - V. 1%, (', y'). For
example, it suffices that the operat@ v,y )I%, : H*(Y/Z) — H(X/Z) be compact, which is a short
range assumption. The condition 6, Dy, x is a requirement on the formal kerngl- V,, 1%, («/,y/).

Theoren{ 1.I4 has important applications in the spectrdisisaof H: absence of singularly continuous
spectrum and an optimal version of the limiting absorptiangple. Optimality refers both to the Besov
spaces in which we establish the existence of the bounddmgvaf the resolvent and to the degree of
regularity of the Hamiltonian with respect to the conjugaperatorD: it suffices thati be of Besov class
C11(D). We refer to§9.4 for these results and present here a less refined statemen

LetH, = &xHs(X) where the},(X) are the Sobolev spaces associated to the position obsevall
(these are obtained from the usual Sobolev spaces assbtiaté(X) by a Fourier transformation). Let
C be the open upper half plane add’ = C, U (R \ 7(H)). If we replace the upper half plane by the
lower one we similarly get the sets_ andC*.

Theorem 1.18.1f H is of classC':! (D) then its singular continuous spectrum is empty. The holpirior
mapsC. > z — (H — 2)~! € L(Hs, H_s) extend to norm continuous functions@f if s > 1/2.

If H satisfies the conditions of Example1.15 thee: [D, I] € L(H?,H ™). Then a very rough sufficient
condition forH to be of classo:! (D) is that[D, J] € L(H?,H~2). A much weaker sufficient assumption
is the Dini type condition

1
d
/ W2 IW,. — JHW%J?E < . (1.24)
0
Note that D, J] € L(H? H~?) is equivalent to
IWXIW, — J||n2—u-2 < C|r| for some constant’ and all realr

hence[[T.24) is indeed a much weaker condition. 8B for a discussion of the Dini and’:! classes in
the present context.

Remark 1.19. We stress that there is no qualitative difference betweeN d@wody Hamiltonian (fixedV)
and a many-body Hamiltonian involving interactions whiachribt preserveV if these notions are defined
in terms of the same semilattice More precisely the channel structure and the formulashferessential
spectrum and the threshold set which appears in the Moutireage are identical, cf. Theorerhs.9 and
[L.T4. Only theS-grading of the Hamiltonian algebra matters.

1.7 Comments and examples
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% has an interesting class 8fgradedC*-subalgebras (see the end of Seclibn 6). IE S we set
Cr = Z;,YETCKXY and Hy = BxeTH(X).

Then%r is aC*-algebra supported by the subsp&¢e of H, in fact ¢ = 1I-¢ 11+ wherelly is the
orthogonal projection of{ onto# 7, and is graded by the idelg) . -S(X) generated by in S.

If S is a finite semilattice of subspaces of an Euclidean spaceyaisda totally ordered subset, then the
Hamiltonians considered in [SSZ] are affiliatedd (S). Thus the results from [S$Z] are consequences of
the Theoremis 1.14 and 1]18.

We mention that in the preceding context, due to the factThat totally ordered, the construction &%~

and the proof of the fact that it is afrgradedC*-algebra do not require the machinery from Sectldns 3—
[6. In fact, an alternative abstract framework is much simislehis case. The main point is that we can
write 7 as a strictly increasing family of subspacks C --- C X,, hence we have tensorial factorizations
H(Xg) = H(Xp—1) QH(Xk/Xi—1) forall k > 1. If we setG, = H(X/Xk—1) then we get a factorization
Hn = QF_, Gk, WheretH,, = H(X,). Now letG,,. .., G, be arbitrary Hilbert spaces and define

Hom =®i.Gr and H =, _1Hnm.

Observe that for each couple< j right tensor multiplication by elements &f;<.<;G;. defines a closed
linear subspacef;; C L(Hi,H;) isometrically isomorphic ta;<,<;Gx. Then we seld;; = U;; and
U;; = C. Assume thasS is an arbitrary semilattice ard, is anS-gradedC*-algebra or#,, and define the
closed self-adjoint spac€,, of operators or¥,,, by €,, = Upn - €, - Unm- Finally, we define a space of
operatorss’ on H by the rule%;; = €, - U;;. The interested reader will easily find the natural condigio
which ensure that’ is aC*-algebra and then the compatibility conditions which allowe to equip it with
a rather obviouss-graded structure (see pdgé 42). In fact the toy model quoreting ton. = 2 explains
everything and has a nice interpretation in terms of Hilb&rmodules, cf.[(5]9).

There are extensions of this abstract formalism which argoaie interest and that one can handle. Let
S be a semilattice such that for each couples” € S there isoc € S which is larger than both’ and

o”. Assume that we are given a family of Hilbert spd6¢, } ,cs. Moreover, assume that for each couple
o < 7 we haveH, = H, ® HZ for a given Hilbert spacé(?. Thel,, are defined as before for <
and then one may extend the definition to any coupltein a natural way. Finally, if a family of-graded
C*-algebrasé,, is given and a certain compatibility condition is satisfiede may construct an algebia
and anS-grading on it.

A nice but easy example corresponds to the case Wtistthe set of subsets of a finite detMore generally,
itis very easy to treat the case whgis a distributive relatively ortho-complemented lattiSeich a situation
is specific to quantum field models without symmetry consitiens.

We must, however, emphasize the following important pdink’, Y € S andY C X, and if we are in the
framework of Theore 111, then we do not have a tensor faetton?(X) = H(Y) ® £ in any natural
way (Y is not complemented iX). Moreover, even if a decompositioi = Y @ Y’ is possible, our
algebra? is independent of the choice Bf. This seems to us a quite remarkable property which is lost in
the preceding abstract situations.

We shall make some comments now on the many-body systemiatssbito a standard/-body system by
our construction. We shall see that we get a self-intergatytstem in which although the number of particles
is not conserved, the total mass is conserved.
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We refer to[[DeGl] or ta[ABG, Chapter 10] for details on thédwing formalism. Letm, ..., my be the
masses of th&/ “elementary particles”. We assume that there are no extieids and always take as origin
of the reference system the center of mass of the system.tfib@onfiguration spac® of the system ofV
particles is the set of = (z1,...,zy) € (R such thafy", mia), = 0, whereR? is the physical space.
We equipX with the scalar produdtz|y) = fozl 2myxLy,. Then the Laplacian associated to it has the
usual physical meaning.

A cluster decomposition is just a partitienof the set{1,..., N} and the sets of the partition are called
clusters. We think about a clusterc o as a “composite particle” of mass, = >, ., ms. Let|o| be
the number of clusters of. Then we interpret as a system ofo| particles with masses:, hence its
configuration space should be the set6f (z,)ac, € (R?)!°! such thad", m,z, = 0 equipped with the
scalar product defined as above.

Let us defineX,, as the set ok € X such thats; = z; if 4, j belong to the same cluster and let us equip
X, with the scalar product induced by. Then there is an obvious isometric identificationXof with

the configuration space of the systemas defined before. The advantage now is that all the sp&ges
are isometrically embedded in the saiXie The setS of partitions is ordered as usual in the mathematical
literature (so not as in [ABG], for example), namely< = means that is finer thans. Then clearly < 7

is equivalent taX, C X,. Moreover,X, N X, = X,A-. Thus we see thab is isomorphic as semilattice
with the setS = {X,, | o € &} of subspaces oX .

Now we may apply our construction 8. We get a system whose state spac#is= &, H(X,). If the
system is in a state € (X, ) then it consists ofz| particles of masses,. Note thatnin & is the partition
consisting of only one clustdrl, ..., N} with massM = m; + --- + my. Since there are no external
fields and we decided to eliminate the motion of the center adsnthis system must be the vacuum. And
its state space is indeéd( X.,ins) = C. The algebr& in this case predicts usual inter-cluster interactions
associated, for examples, to potentials defined6n= X/ X, but also interactions which force the system
to make a transition from a “phase’to a “phase™ . In other terms, the system pf| particles with masses
(my)aeo is tranformed into a system &f| particles with masse&ny,)ye-. Thus the number of particles
varies froml to N but the total mass existing in the “universe” is constanteanaal to)M .

1.8 On the role of Hilbert C*-modules and imprimitivity C*-algebras

At a technical level, Hilber€C*-modules are involved in a very natural way in our formaligfor example
the spac&;; = ¢, - U;; introduced on pade 15 is in fact the tensor product in thegeayeof such modules
of the C*-algebr&s; and of the Hilbert spadd;; and one needs this to prove tits graded.

However, the HilberC*-modules play an important role at a fundamental level beealey allow us to
“unfold” a Hamiltonian algebras such as to construct new Hamiltonian algebras. Indeed ssuits show
thatif .# is a full Hilbert «7-module then the imprimitivitg*-algebra/(.#') could also be interpreted
as Hamiltonian algebra of a system related in some naturagl wathe initial one For example, this is a
natural method of second quantizingbody systems, i.e. introducing interactions which cogplesystems
corresponding to different cluster decompositions.

We understood the role in our work of the imprimitivity algelof a HilbertC*-module thanks to a dis-
cussion with Georges Skandalis: he recognized (a particake of) the maid@*-algebras” we have con-
structed as the imprimitivity algebra of a certain Hilb€ft-module. Theorem 6.21 is a reformulation of his
observation in the present framework (at the time of theudision our definition o%” was rather different
because we were working in a tensor product formalism, asagd @b).
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In the physicalV-body situation discussed .1 it is clear that going fromy to the imprimitivity algebra
of .# may be thought as a “second quantization” of ftiebody system: this explains our definitibn 6.20.
The full Hilbert €x-module_#% constructed a la Skandalis in Theorem 6.21 is such thanipsimitivity
algebra is‘@”;? = ¢s(x)- So, more generally, given a full Hilber¥-module.# it is natural to call its
imprimitivity algebra thesecond quantization o determined by .

We mention that the notion of graded Hilbért-module that we use, cff5.3, is also due to G. Skandalis.
He has also shown us a nice abstract construction of suchlasosharting from a given graded*-algebra
and using tensor product techniques, but this method isgeat in the present paper.

If <7 is graded and# is a graded Hilbertz-module thenC(.#) is equipped with a canonical structure
of gradedC*-algebra (Theorem 3.5). If# is an arbitrary full Hilbertez-module it is not clear to us if
there are general and natural conditions.#fiwhich ensure that a grading ¥ can be transported to
K(.#). However, even if the grading is lost, something can be dbaeks to the Rieffel correspondence:
the isomorphism between the lattice of all idealss6fand that oflC(.#) defined by. — K(.# .7).

For example, le{.«%; } ;1 be a family of ideals of7 which generates?. ThenK(.#) is equipped with the
family of idealsiC(.# «7;) such that J, K(.# <7;) generates’(.# ) and

NK(A ;) = K(A ;). (1.25)

Assume thate/ is the C*-algebra of Hamiltonians of a system whose state space iBlithert space{
and that), & = K(#). The interest of these assumptions is that it allows one hopte the essential
spectrum of observables affiliated 48 in rather complicated situations by using the followinguargnt.
Let P; be the canonical surjection of onto the quotien€*-algebraes / «7. If H is an observable affiliated
to 7 thenH; = P;(H) is an observable affiliated t¢’ / <7; and one has [GI1, (2.2)]

Oess(H) = U0 (H;). (1.26)

wherel J means closure of the union. Now assume théts realized as a closed linear subspacé @, G)
for some Hilbert spacg such that#™* - . # = of and. 4 #* 4 C 4. ThenK(H#) = B =4 - A*. If
we set#; = .# <7, then.#; is a full Hilbert.7;-module and we have

MM = s M M-y = - A -y =

and.Z; M; M; C M;. So we getlC( ;) = M; - M = PB;, hence{Z;} is the family of ideals of#
associated td.«7; }. From [1.25) we get

NiB: = K(AN, ) = K(MK(H) = (MK (H)) - (MK H))".

It is clear that# K (#) is the closed linear span ib(#, G) of the set of operators of the froM/ i) (h'|
with h,h' € H. Thus,if .#ZH is dense inG then #K(H) = K(H,G) and from this we clearly get
N;%; = K(G). So we may compute the essential spectrum of an observditiied to the unfoldingZ
of <7 with the help its quotients with respect to the ide@sby using an analog of (1.26).

Acknowledgments:We are indebted to Georges Skandalis for very helpful suggesand remarks.

2 Preliminaries on Hilbert C*-modules

Hilbert C*-modules are the natural framework for the constructionthisfpaper. Some basic knowledge of
the theory of HilberC*-modules would be useful for understanding what followsi®ubt really necessary.
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In this section we shall translate the necessary facts irralyptiilbert space setting to make them easily
accessible to people working in the spectral theory of quartiamiltonians. Our basic reference for the
general theory of Hilber€*-modules is[[La] but see also [BI, UT, RW].

2.1 If E, F are Banach spaces théfE, F') is the Banach space of linear continuous maps» F' and
K(E, F) the subspace of compact maps. Wels@t) = L(E, E) andK (F) = K(FE, E). We denotd g

or just1 the identity map on a Banach spaEe Sometimes we sét;:x) = 1x if X is alca group. Two
unusual abbreviations are convenient:lfyanandclspanwe mean “linear span” and “closed linear span”
respectively. If4; are subspaces of a Banach space fhgn4,; is the clspan ot); A, .

Let E, F, G, H be Banach spaces. £ C L(E, F) andB C L(F,G) are linear subspaces th8 is the
Ispan of the product® A with A € A, B € BandB - Ais their clspan. IC C L(G, H) is alinear subspace
thenC - (B-A)=(C-B)- A=C-B- Ais the clspan of the productB A.

If E, F,G are Hilbert spaces theA* is the set of operators of the forfii* € L(F, E) with T € A. Clearly
(B-A)* = A*-B*and A, C Ay = A C A;. In particular, ifE = F = G andA = A* andB = B* then
A-BCB-Aisequivalenttod - B= 5B - A.

2.2 By idealin a C*-algebra we mean closed self-adjoint ideal.xAomomorphism between two*-
algebras will be callechorphism We write.o/ ~ £ if the C*-algebrasey, 8 are isomorphic and? =~ %
if they are canonically isomorphic (the isomorphism shdaddtlear from the context).

If o/ is aC*-algebra then 8anachs/-moduleis a Banach space? equipped with a continuous bilinear
map«/ x # > (A, M) — MA e .# suchtha{MA)B = M(AB). We denote# - </ the clspan of the
elements\/ A with A € & andM € .#. By the Cohen-Hewitt theorem [FD] for eachh € .# - o7 there
areA € o andM € .# such thatv = M A, in particular.# - o/ = .# </. Note that by module we mean
“right module” but the Cohen-Hewitt theorem is also valid fieft Banach modules.

A (right) Hilbert «7-modules a Banach'-module.# equipped with ars-valued sesquilinear mag-) =
(-|-)r which is positive (i.e. (M|M) > 0) </-sesquilinear (i.e.(M|NA) = (M|N)A) and such that
|M|| = ||[(M|M)||*/?. Then.# = .# </. The clspan of the elementd/| M) is an ideal ofe7 denoted
(M A). One says thaw isfull if (#|.#) = /. If o is an ideal of a0*-algebr&g” then.# is equipped
with an obvious structure of Hilbe#-module.

The examples of interest in this paper are the “concretédéttl”*-modules described 2.4 as HilbertC*-
submodules of (&, F). A Hilbert C-module is a usual Hilbert space. Ay -algebraes has a canonical
structure of HilberteZ-module: thee”-module structure of/ is defined by the action a¥ on itself by right
multiplication and the inner product {3{|B) ., = A*B.

Let .#, .+ be Hilbertes-modules. Thefl’ € L(.#,./) is called adjointable if there 8* € L(.A, #)
such thafTM|N) = (M|T*N) for M € .# andN € .#. The mapl™ is uniquely defined and is called
adjoint of T'. It is clear thatl’ andT™ are</-linear, e.g.T(MA) = T(M)Aforall M € .# andA € <.
The set of adjointable maps is a closed subspadg .o, /") denotedC(.#,.+").

An important class of adjointable operators is defined aeva. If M € .# and N € 4 then the
map M’ — N(M|M’) is an element o (.#,.#") denoted N)(M| or NM*. ThenK(.#,./) is the
closed linear subspace generated by these eleméhésspacedC(.#) = K(# , .#') is aC*-algebra called
imprimitivity algebraof the Hilberts/-module.# . Clearly (<) = .
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If #is aC*-algebra and# is a left Banach8-module then a left Hilber#2-module structure on/# is
defined as above with the help ofZ&-valued inner produck(:|-) linear ande-linear in the first variable.
For example, if.# is a Hilbert.e/-module then clearly# is a left BanachiC(.# )-module and if we set
k) (M|N) = M N* we get a canonical full left HilbeC(.# )-module structure on/.

If .# is a full right Hilbert.7-module, a full left Hilbert#2-module, andz(M|N)P = M(N|P)., for
all M,N,P € ., then one says tha¥ is a (%, </ )-imprimitivity bimoduleand thates and # are
Morita equivalent .# is a (KC(.#'), < )-imprimitivity bimodule and one can show that there is a weiq
isomorphism ofZ onto K(.#) such thatz (M |N) is sent intoM N*.

2.3 Assume that/” is a closed subspace of a Hilbex-module.# and let(.#|.#") be the clspan of
the elementgN|N) in o. If .4 is an.«/-submodule of# then it inherits an obvious Hilber’-module
structure from# . If .4 is not ane/-submodule of# it may happen that there isG@*-subalgebra# C o/
such that/'# c A and(A4'|.4#) C 2. Then clearly we get a HilbeB-module structure on4”. On
the other hand, it is clear that suchZa exists if and only if 4" (4|.4) C .4 and then{_#"|.4") is a
C*-subalgebra of7. Under these conditions we say thdf is a Hilbert C*-submodulef the Hilbert.o-
module.#. Then.#" inherits a Hilbert(.#|.#")-module structure and this defines thé-algebrall(.4).
Moreover, if Z is as above thek(4) = Kz (A4).

If 4" is a closed subspace of a Hilbert-module.# then letlC(.#"|.#) be the closed subspace/6f.#)
generated by the elemem&N* with N € 4. Itis easy to prove that .4 is a Hilbert C*-submodule of
A thenKC(AN|# ) is aC*-subalgebra ofC(.#) and the maf” — T'|_y sendsC(.A|.#) onto/C(.4") and
is an isomorphism of*-algebras Then we identifylC(A"|.#) with IC(.A4").

2.4 If £, F are Hilbert spaces then we equigé, F) with the Hilbert L(E)-module structure defined
as follows: theC*-algebral(€) acts to the right by composition and we take/|N) = M*N as inner
product, wheré\/* is the usual adjoint of the operatdf. Note thatZ (£, F) is also equipped with a natural
left Hilbert L(F)-module structure: this time the inner producigv*.

Now let.# C L(€,F) be a closed linear subspace and it C L(F, &) be the set of adjoint operators
M* with M € .#. Then.# is a Hilbert C*-submodule oL.(£, F) ifand only if Z .#*.# C .

These are the “concrete” Hilbeft*-modules we are interested in. We summarize below some inateed
consequence of the discussiorfjfh3.

Proposition 2.1. Let £, F be Hilbert spaces and le#Z be a Hilbert C*-submodule ofL(£,F). Then
g = M- H and B = # - #* are C*-algebras of operators 08 and F respectively and# is
equipped with a canonical structure 6%, < )-imprimitivity bimodule.

Itis clear that#* will be a HilbertC*-submodule of.(F, £). We mention that#™* is canonically identified
with the left Hilbert«7-modulefC(.#, <) dual to.Z .

Proposition 2.2. Let.#" be aC*-submodule of (£, F) such that/” ¢ .# and 4™ - N = 4* - A,
NN =M A ThentV = 4.

Proof: If M € .# andN € ¥ thenMN* € =4 - ¥*and ANV NV* AN C A henceM N*N € V.
Since/ ™ - ¥ = of we getMA € 4 forall A € &/. Let A; be an approximate identity for the*-
algebra«Z. Since one can factorizel = M’A’ with M’ € .# andA’ € </ the sequenc&l/ A, = M'A’A;
convergestal’A’ = M in norm. ThusM € /. [
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ltisclearthate - £ =€ = #* - F=EandB - F = F = # - £ = F. Moreover:
Ad-E=EandB - F=F < H -E=Fand#*-F=E. (2.1)

If the relations[(211) are satisfied we say thtis anondegenerattlilbert C*-submodule of.(€, F). For
such modules we have the following concrete representafiai(.# ), cf. Proposition 2.3 in[[Ca]. If a
symbol like S™) appears in a relation this means that the relation holdsdtr § and.S*.

Proposition 2.3. If ZF = F then
L(M)={S e L(F)|SWucu}={SecL(F)|SHN%Bc B} (2.2)

where the canonical isomorphism associate$ the mapM — SM.

The proof of the next proposition is left as an exercise.

Proposition 2.4. Let £, F, H be Hilbert spaces and leZ C L(H,£) and 4" C L(H,F) be Hilbert
C*-submodules. Let/ be aC*-algebra of operators o such that#™ - .# and./"* - .4 are ideals ofe/
and let us view# and.#" as Hilbert.e7-modules. ThelkC(.#, ") = 4" - .4 * the isometric isomorphism
being determined by the conditioN) (M| = NM*.

2.5 We recall the definition of the tensor product of a Hilbertapé and aC*-algebrag’ in the category
of Hilbert C*-modules. We equip the algebraic tensor product <7 with the obvious righteZ-module
structure and with they-valued sesquilinear map given by

<Zu€£u ® AU|ZU€£U ® By) = Zu,u<u|v>AZBU (2.3)

whereA,, = B, = 0 outside a finite set. Then the completionfof <7 for the norm|| M || = ||(M|M)||*/?
is a full Hilbert o7-module denoted ® 7. Clearly its imprimitivity algebra is

KE®d)=KE) o . (2.4)

The reader may easily check thatifis a locally compact space thénz C,(Y) = C,(Y;E). Andif X is

a locally compact space equipped with a Radon measurelthgk) @ <7 is the completion of. (X ; &)

for the norm|| [, F(z)* F(z)dz|'/?. HenceL?(X) ® Co(Y) is the completion of. (X x Y') for the norm
sup,cy ([y [F(z,y)[>dz)'/2. Note thatZ?(X;.«/) C L?(X) ® < strictly in general. Ife/ C L(F) then
the norm onZ?(X) ® </ we can also be written as follows:

| [x F (@) F(a)dz]| = sup ez py=1x | F (2) f[|*da. (2.5)
Now assume that/ is realized on a Hilbert spacg. Then we have a natural embedding
EQRAI CL(F,EQRF) (2.6)

which we describe below. For eaghe £ andA € & letju) @ A: F — £E® F bethemapy — u® (Af).
Note that if|u) is the mapC — & given by A — u then|u) ® A is really a tensor product of operators
becauser = C® F. Let (u| = |u)* : £ — C be the adjoint map — (u|v). Then(Ju) @ A)* = (u| @ A* :
&®F — F acts on decomposable tensors as follojys] ® A*)(v® f) = (u|v)A* f. From [2.8) we easily
deduce now that there is a unique continuous linearap?7 — L(&, £ ® F) such that the image af® A
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be|u) ® A and this map is an isometry 6f® <7 onto the clspan of the set of operators of the foun A.
This defines the canonical identificatidn (2.6)of < with a closed linear subspace b{F, £ @ F).

Thus if &7 C L(F) the Hilberte/-module€ ® < is realized as a Hilbel®*-submodule ofL(F, £ ® F),
the dual module is realized ® «7)* C L(£ ® F, &) as the set of adjoint operators, and the relations

Ed) - Ed) =, ERA)- (ERI) " =K(E)RA (2.7)
are immediate.

We consider now more general tensor productst, IF, G, H are Hilbert spaces and? C L(&,F) and
A C L(G,H) are closed linear subspaces then we den#te .4 the closure inL (£ @ G, F ® H) of the
algebraic tensor product o and.#". Now suppose tha¥/ is aC*-submodule of (£, F) and that /" is
aC*-submodule of.(G, #) and lete = .#* - .# andB = A*- 4. Then.# is a Hilberte/-module and
A is a Hilbert#-module hence the exterior tensor product, denoted temifyor# ®ex-+, is well defined

in the category of Hilber€*-modules([La] and is a Hilberty ® 2-module. On the other hand, it is easy to
checkthal.Z @ A4)* = .#* @ #* and then that# ® .4 is a HilbertC*-submodule oL (£ ® G, F @ H)
suchthatl.#Z & A)* - (M @ N) = o/ @ A. Finally, itis clear thatL (£ ® G, F ® H) and 4 Qext N
induce the same? ® %-valued inner product on the algebraic tensor producofind.4". Thus we we
get a canonical isometric isomorphisi Qext N = A Q N .

In the preceding framework, it is easy to see that we have anteal identification
KEF)QKGH) 2K(ERG,FQH). (2.8)

In particularK (£, F @ H) = K (€, F) @ H.
It will be convenient for our later needs to introduce a motteitive notation for certain tensor products.

Definition 2.5. If X is a locally compact space equipped with a Radon meaguend F are Hilbert
spaces, and” C L(&,F)is a closed subspace, thég (X; .#) is the completion of the space of functions
F: X — # oftheformF(z) =3 fu(x)M; with f € C.(X) andM}, € .# for the norm
1/2

1P|l 2 = || [ F(2)" F(z)dz| /2 = sup 1(fxl\F(ar)ell20|~’C)
ecé,|le||=

(2.9)

N

The elements of.2 (X;.#) are (equivalence classes of) strongly measuralde F) valued functions on
X and we havel.?(X;.#) C L2?(X;.#) strictly. For the needs of our examplés(X;.#) is largely

sufficient butL2 (X;.#) = L*(X) ® .4, viewed as a space of operatérs+ L?(X) ® F, is more natural
in our context.

N

3 Preliminaries on groups and crossed products

In this section we review notations and describe some pirding results concerning the locally compact
abelian (Ica) groups and their crossed products withalgebras.

3.1 Let us consider a Ica groufy (with operation denoted additively) and a closed subgrbug X
equipped with Haar measures dnd d;. We shall writeX = Y & Z if X is the direct sum of the two
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closed subgroupg, Z equipped with compatible Haar measures, in the sense that dy ® dz. We set
Zx = L(L*(X)) and#x = K(L*(X)) and note that these af&-algebras independent of the choice of
the measure oX. If X =Y & Z thenL?(X) = L?(Y) ® L?(Z) as Hilbert spaces and’x = #y ® #z
asC*-algebras. It will also be convenient to use the abbreviatio

PLxy = L(LA(Y), L*(X)) and#xy = K(L*(Y), L*(X)).

The bounded uniformly continuous functions &inform a C*-algebraC;!(X') which contains the algebras
C.(X), Co(X) of functions which have compact support or tend to zero atityfiWe embed’! (X/Y) C
Ci(X) with the help of the injective morphism +— ¢ o 7y wheremry : X — X/Y is the canonical
surjection. S&;(X/Y) is identified with the set of functions € C!(X) such thatp(z + y) = ¢(x) for
alz e Xandy €Y.

In particularC,(X/Y) is identified with the set of continuous functiop®n X such thatp(z + y) = ¢(z)
forallz € X andy € Y and such that for each > 0 there is a compadk’ C X such thatp(x)| < e
ifx ¢ K+Y.Byaz/Y — co we meanry (x) — oo, so the last condition is equivalent¢gx) — 0 if
x/Y — oo. To avoid cumbersome expressions kg€ X /(Y N Z)) and also for coherence in later notations
we set

Cx(Y) = Co(X/Y) (3.1)

If X =Y @ ZthenCx(Y) = 1® C,(Z) relatively to the tensor factorizatiat? (X ) = L*(Y) ® L(Z).

We denote byy(Q) the operator in.?(X) of multiplication by a functiony and if X has to be explicitly
specified we sef) = Q x. The mapy — ¢(Q) is an embedding!(X) C ZLx.

The translation operatdy, on L?(X) associated ta € X is defined by(U,u)(y) = u(y + z). We set
7.9 = 7,(S) = U, SUZ for S € L% and also(m,¢)(y) = ¢(y + «) for an arbitrary functiornp on X, so
that, (p(Q)) = (1.¢)(Q). To an elemeny € Y we may associate a translation operafgiin L*(X') and
another translation operator it? (Y'). However, in order not to overcharge the writing we shallaterthe
second operator also I&y,.

Let X* be the group dual t& with operation denoted additiv@.ylf k € X* we define a unitary operator
Vi on L2(X) by (Vyu)(x) = k(z)u(z). The restriction mag — k|y is a continuous surjective group
morphismX* — Y* with kernel equal td& + = {k € X* | k(y) = 1 Vy € Y} which defines the canonical
identificationY* = X*/Y*. We denote by the same symbig| the operator of multiplication by the
charactet € X* in L?(X) and by the charactéry € Y* in L2(Y).

Let C*(X) be the grougC*-algebra ofX: this is the closed linear subspace &k generated by the con-
volution operators of the forry * u)(z) = [y ¢(x — y)u(y)dy with ¢ € C.(X). We recall the notation
©*(x) = ¢(—x). Note that if we seC(p)u = ¢  u, thenC(p) = [ ¢(—x)U,dz.

The Fourier transform of an integrable measuren X is defined by(Fu)(k) = [ k(z)p(dz). ThenF
induces a bijective map?(X) — L2(X*) hence a canonical isomorphissh— F~!SF of Zx- onto
ZLx. If v is a function onX* we sety(P) = F~1MyF, whereM,, is the operator of multiplication by
on L%(X*). The mapy — ¢ (P) gives an isomorphisif, (X *) = C*(X). If the group has to be specified,
we setP = Px.

T Then(k + p)(z) = k(z)p(z), 0(z) = 1, and the element-k of X* represents the functiok. In order to avoid such strange
looking expressions one might use the notafigm) = [z, k].

22



3.2 A C*-subalgebra stable under translation€p{X) will be called X -algebra The operation of re-
striction of functions allows us to associate to edctalgebrad aY-algebrad|y = {¢|y | ¢ € A}. The
mapA — Aly from the set ofX -algebras to the set df-algebras is surjective.

If Ais anX-algebra then therossed product ofl by the action ofX is an abstractly define@*-algebra
A x X but we shall always identify it with th€*-algebra of operators ob?(X) given by

AxX=A-C(X)=C"(X) - AC Zx, (3.2)

see, for example, Theorem 4.1 in [GI1]. The next result, dueaindstad/[Ld], gives an “intrinsic” charac-
terization of crossed products. We follow the presentdtiom [GI4, Theorem 3.7] which takes advantage
of the fact thatX is abelian.

Theorem 3.1. A C*-algebraes C #x is a crossed product if and only for eaghe o/ we have:
o if k € X*thenV, AV}, € o andlimy_, ||VF AV, — Al =0,
o ifz € X thenU, A € & andlim, ¢ ||(U, — 1)A|| = 0.
In this case one has/ = A x X for a uniqueX -algebraA C Cj(X) and this algebra is given by

A={peCX)|p(Q)S € o and@(Q)S € o forall S € C*(X)}. (3.3)

Note that the second condition of Landstad’s theorem isvedgrit toC* (X)) - o = <7, cf. Lemmd3.B.

We discuss now crossed products of the fafg(Y) x X which play an important role in th&/-body
problem. To simplify notations we set

Cx(Y)=Cx(Y) x X =Cx(Y)-C*(X) = C*(X) - Cx (V). (3.4)
If X =Y & Z and if we identifyL?(X) = L*(Y) ® L?*(Z) thenC*(X) = C*(Y) ® C*(Z) hence
Cx(Y)=C"(Y)® H7. (3.5)

A useful “symmetric” description of’x (V') is contained in the next lemma. L¥t?) be the closed subgroup
of X2 = X @ X consisting of elements of the fory, y) withy € Y.

Lemma 3.2. ¥x (Y) is the closure of the set of integral operators with kerrfets C.(X2/Y ().

Proof: Let % be the norm closure of the set of integral operators with ddsrth € C'(X?) having the
properties: (1P(z + y,2' + y) = 0(z,2") for all z,2’ € X andy € Y; (2) supp C Ky + Y for some
compactky C X2. We show# = ¢x(Y). Observe that the map ik defined by(z,2’) — (z — 2/, 2')
is a topological group isomorphism with inverge, zo) — (z1 + =2, 22) and sends the subgrog?
onto the subgroug0} @ Y. This map induces an isomorphis®?/Y(?) ~ X @ (X/Y). Thus any
0 € Co(X2/Y @) is of the formf(z,z') = 6(z — o, ') for somed € Ce(X @ (X/Y)). Thus? is the
closure in.Zx of the set of operators of the forffl'u)(z) = [ 0(x — 2/, 2" )u(z')dz’. Since we may
approximate with linear combinations of functions of the form® b with a € C.(X),b € C.(X/Y) we
see thats is the clspan of the set of operators of the fdffiu)(x) = [y a(x — 2/)b(2")u(z’)dz’. But this
clspanisC*(X) - Cx(Y) = €x (V).

Our purpose now is to give an intrinsic descriptiori@f (Y). We need the following result, which will be

useful in other contexts too. L€, } be a strongly continuous unitary representation of a Icagoon a
Hilbert spaceX and lety) — T'(¢) be the morphisng, (G*) — L(#) associated to it.
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Lemma 3.3. If A € L(H) thenlim,_,¢ ||(T, — 1)A|| = 0if and only if A = T'(y) B for somey € Co(G*)
andB € L(H).

This is an easy consequence of the Cohen-Hewitt factasizéttieorem, see Lemma 3.8 from [G14].

Theorem 3.4. ¢x (Y) is the set oA € Lx such thatU; AU, = Aforall y € Y and:

1. |UZAU, — A|| = 0if 2 — 0in X and ||V AVi — A — 0if k — 0in X*,
2. ||(Us — 1)A|| = 0if 2 — 0in X and||(Vi — 1)A|| = 0if k — 0in Y.

By “k — 0inY"we mean:k € Y+ andk — 0. Note that the second condition above is equivalent to:
there ard) € C*(X), v € Cx(Y) andB, C € Lx such thatd = (P)B = ¢(Q)C. (3.6)

For the proof, us& + = (X/Y)* and apply LemmB&3l3. In particular, the last factorizatibaves that for
eache > there is a compact s C X such that|Xy (Q)A|| < e, whereV = X \ (M +7Y).

Proof of Theorem[3.4: This has been proved by direct means & finite dimensional real vector space
in [DaGZ2]. Here we use Theorelm B.1 which allows us to treaitrary groups. LeteZ C Zx be the
set of operatorsA satisfying the conditions from the statement of the theorafve first prove thate/
satisfies the two conditions of Theorém|3.1. et «/. We have to show that, = VAV, € &/ and
|V, AV, — A|| — 0 asp — 0. From the commutation relatioii,V,, = p(x)V,U. we get||(U, — 1) Ayl =
(U, — p(x))A| — 0if 2 — 0 and the second part of condition 1 of the theorem is obviosalisfied by
Ap. Thenfory € Y

Ui AU, = UV AV, U, = VEUS AUV, = Vi AV, = A,

Condition 2 is clear so we havé, € 7 and the fact thaf|V,y AV, — A|| — 0 asp — 0 is obvious.
That A satisfies the second Landstad condition, namely that fdn eac X we haveU,A € < and
(U, — 1)A|| — 0asa — 0, is also clear becau$¢lU,, Vi ]| — 0 ask — 0.

Now we have to find the algebra defined by[(3.8). Assume thate C}!(X) satisfiesp(Q)S € 7 for all
S € C*(X). SinceU, p(Q)U, = »(Q —y) we get(p(Q) — ¢(Q — y))S = 0 forall suchS and ally € Y,
hencep(Q) — ©(Q — y) = 0 which meansy € Cl(X/Y"). We shall prove thap € Cx(Y") by reductio ad
absurdum.

If ¢ ¢ Cx(Y) then there ig: > 0 and there is a sequence of points € X such thatr,,/Y — oo and
|po(zy)| > 2u. From the uniform continuity of we see that there is a compact neighborh&odf zero in
X such thaty| > ponlJ,, (z, + K). Let K’ be a compact neighborhood of zero such tiat- K’ C K
and let us choose two positive not zero functigng € C.(K’). We defineS € C*(X) by Su = ¢ * u and
recall that suppw C supp) + suppu. Thus suppU; f C K’ +x, + K’ C 2, + K. Now letV be as in
the remarks aftef(3/6). Sineg (x,,) — oo we haver,, + K C V for n large enough, hence

IXv (@)e(@)SU, fll = pllSUZ, fIl = ullSFII > 0.

On the other hand, for eagh> 0 one can choos¥ such that|Xy (Q)»(Q)S]|| < . Then we shall have
1Xv(Q)p(Q)SU fIl < el fll soul|Sf| < el || for all e > 0 which is absurd. |
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4 Compatible groups and associated HilbertC*-modules

4.1 If X, Y is an arbitrary pair of Ica groups thédd Y is the setX x Y equipped with the product topology
and group structure, so that ¢ Y is a Ica group. Assume thaf, Y are closed subgroups (equipped with
the induced Ica group structure) of a Ica graripLet us identifyX N'Y" with the closed subgroup of @Y
consisting of the elements of the form, ) with z € X NY. Then we may construct the Ica quotient group

XuY=XaY)/(XNY). (4.1)

On the other hand, we may also consider the subgPoupY of G generated byX U Y equipped with the
topology induced by-. Note that if H is a closed subgroup @f such thatX UY < H and if we construct
X + Y by usingH instead ofG then we get the same topological group: thus the g@umes not play a
fundamental role in what follows. We have a natural map

$p: XY - X+Y definedby¢(z,y) =z —y 4.2)

which is a continuous surjective group morphidghd Y — X + Y with X NY as kernel hence it induces
a continuous bijective group morphispi : X WY — X + Y. Clearly¢ is an open map if and only i°
is a homeomorphism and théh+ Y is a locally compact group henta closed subgroup of".

Definition 4.1. Two closed subgroupX, Y of a Ica group areompatibleif the map [(4.2) is open.

Remark 4.2. If G is o-compact thenX,Y are compatible if and only ifX + Y is closed. Indeed, a
continuous surjective morphism between two locally compacompact groups is open (see Theorem 5.29
in [HRY]; we thank Loic Dubois and Benoit Pausader for ertkgling discussions on this matter).

Other useful descriptions of the compatibility conditioraynbe found in Lemma 6.1.1 from [MBa1] (or
Lemma 3.1 from[[MaB]), we quote now two of them. L&YY be the image ofX in G/Y considered
as a subgroup off/Y equipped with the induced topology. On the other hand, tbemX /(X NY) is
equipped with the locally compact quotient topology and weea natural ma /(X NY) — X/Y which

is a bijective continuous group morphism. Th&nY are compatible if and only if the following equivalent
conditions are satisfied:

the natural mapX /(X NY) — X/Y is a homeomorphism (4.3)
the natural mag:/(X NY) - G/X x G/Y is closed (4.4)

The next three lemmas will be needed later on.

Lemma 4.3. If X, Y are compatible then

Ca(X) Ca(Y)=Ca(XNY) (4.5)
Ca(Y)|x =Cx (X NY). (4.6)

The second relation remains valid for the subalgelitas

T We recall that a subgroufl of a locally compact groug is closed if and only ifH is locally compact for the induced topology;
see Theorem 5.11 i [HR].
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Proof: The fact that the inclusiorr in (4.3) is equivalent to the compatibility of andY is shown in
Lemma 6.1.1 from[[Ma1], so we only have to prove that the egubblds. LetE = (G/X) x (G/Y).

If o € Co(G/X) andy € C,(G/Y) theny ® v denotes the functiofs, t) — ¢(s)y(t), which belongs

to C,(F). The subspace generated by the functions of the feren ¢ is dense irC,(F) by the Stone-
Weierstrass theorem. K is a closed subset df then, by the Tietze extension theorem, each function in
C.(F') extends to a function if.(E), so the restrictiongy @ ¢)|r generate a dense linear subspace of
Co(F). Let us denote byr the mapz — (7wx(z),my (z)), sox is a group morphism frondx to E with
kernelV = X NY. Then by [4.4) the rangf’ of = is closed and the quotient map: G/V — Fis a
continuous and closed bijection, hence is a homeomorpl8srfi.— 6 o 7 is an isometric isomorphism of
Co(F) ontoC,(G/V'). Hence forp € C,(G/X) andy € C,(G/Y) the functiond = (¢ ® ¢) o 7 belongs

to C,(G/V), it has the property o my = ¢ o mx - ¥ o my, and the functions of this form generate a dense
linear subspace @,(G/V).

Now we prove[(4.6). Recall that we identify;(Y") with a subset of ! (G) by usingy — ¢ omy so interms

of o the restriction map which defin€s; (Y)|x is justy — ¢|x/y. Thus we have a canonical embedding
Ce(Y)|x C Cp(X/Y) for an arbitrary pairX,Y . Then the continuous bijective group morphigm
X/(XNY) — X/Y allows us to embed¢(Y)|x C Ci(X/(X NY)). That the range of this map
is notCx (X NY) in general is clear from the examplé¢ = R, X = 7Z,Y = Z. Butif X,Y are
compatible thenX /Y is closed inG/Y, soCq(Y)|x = Co(X/Y) by the Tietze extension theorem, ahd
is a homeomorphism, hence we detl4.6). [

Lemma 4.4. If X,Y are compatible theik? = X @ X andY® = {(y,y) | y € Y} is a compatible pair
of closed subgroups @¥? = G @ G.

Proof: Let D = X?2NY® = {(x,x) | z € X NY}. Due to to [4B) it suffices to show that the
natural magy’®? /D — Y (2 /X2 is a homeomorphism. Hefé(?) / X2 is the image o (?) in G?/X? =
(G/X)® (G/X), more precisely it is the subset of pafts a) with « = 7x (z) andz € Y, equipped with
the topology induced byG'/X) @ (G//X). Thus the natural mag/X — Y (?)/X? is a homeomorphism.
On the other hand, the natural mep(X NY) — Y /D is clearly a homeomorphism. To finish the proof
note thatt’/(X NY) — Y/X is a homeomorphism becauieY is a regular pair. |

Lemma 4.5. If the closed subgroup¥, Y of G are compatible theX NY)*+ = X! + Y+ and the closed
subgroupsX -+, Y+ of G* are compatible.

Proof: X + Y is closed and, sincer,y) — (z, —y) is a homeomorphism,them&p: X oY —- X +Y
defined byS(z,y) = « + y is an open surjective morphism. Then from the Theorem 9.8p& 2 of [Gu]

it follows that the adjoint mag™ is a homeomorphism betwe€X + Y)* and its range. In particular its
range is a locally compact subgroup for the topology induned& ™ & Y* hence is a closed subgroup of
X* @ Y*, see the footnote on pagel25. We hae+ V)t = X+ nY+, cf. 23.29 in[HR]. Thus from
X* = G*/ X+ and similar representations for* and(X + Y)* we see that

S* G /(XtnYh) 5 G /Xt e Gr /Yt

is a closed map. Bu§* is clearly the natural map involved ih_(4.4), hence the pair, Y- is regular.
Finally, note that X NY)* is always equal to the closure of the subgrodp + Y+, cf. 23.29 and 24.10
in [HR], and in our cas&X*+ + Y is closed. [

26



4.2 The Ica groupX W Y as defined in[(4]1) is a quotient &f & Y hence, according to our general
conventions, we have an embeddiigX wY) C C(X @ Y). Then the element® € C.(X W Y) are
functionsf : X x Y — C and we may think of them as kernels of integral operators.

Lemma 4.6.If 6 € C.(X wY) then(Ty)(y) = [, 0(y, z)u(z)dz defines an operator itZxy with norm
ITs]] < Csup |6 whereC depends only on a compact which contains the suppdtt of

Proof: By the Schur test

T2 s;supyeX /;|9<y,z>dz-supzeyt[;|o<y,z>dy.

Let K ¢ X andL C Y be compact sets such thi&tx L + D contains the support &t Thus if6(y, z) # 0
theny € z + K andz € « + L forsomek € K andz € X NY hencef,, |0(y,z)dz < sup [0y (L).
Similarly [ [6(y, z)dy < sup |0|Ax (K). |

Definition 4.7. Jxy is the norm closure itxy of the set of operatorgy as in Lemm&4l6.

We give now an alternative definition ofxy . If ¢ € C.(G) we definel’xy (¢) : C.(Y) — C.(X) by

(T (@)@ = [ ol =i @)
This operator depends only the restrictiphx +y hence, by the Tietze extension theorem, we could take
v € C.(Z) instead ofp € C.(G), whereZ is any closed subgroup 6f containingX UY'.

Proposition 4.8. T'xy () extends to a bounded operatbf (V) — L?(X), also denotedxy (), and for
each compack’ C G there is a constant’ such that ifsuppp C K

[Txy (@)l < Csup,eq |o()]. (4.8)

The adjoint operator is given Bfxy (¢)* = Ty x (¢*) wherep*(z) = ¢(—z). The spaceZxy coincides
with the closure inZxy of the set of operators of the froffiy (¢).

Proof: The setX + Y is closed inG hence the restriction ma@.(G) — C.(X +Y) is surjective. On
the other hand, the magf : X WY — X + Y, defined after{(4]2), is a homeomorphism so it induces an
isomorphismpy — ¢ o ¢° of C.(X +Y) ontoC.(X WY). ClearlyTxy(p) = Ty if 6 = ¢ o ¢, so the
proposition follows from Lemmia4l.6. [

We discuss now some properties of the spaggs-. We set7y, = (Ixy)" C Lrx.

Proposition 4.9. We haveZx x = C*(X) and:

Iy = Frx (4.9)
Ixy = Ixy -C(Y)=C"(X) - Ixy (4.10)
Alx - Ixy = Ixy - Aly (4.11)

whereA is an arbitrary G-algebra.
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Proof: The relations7x x = C*(X) and [4.9) are obvious. Now we prove the first equality in (t (titen
the second one follows by taking adjoints)(fn) is the operator of convolution ih?(Y) with n € C.(Y)
then a short computation gives

Txy(¢)C(n) = Txy(Tay (v)n) (4.12)

for ¢ € Cc(G). SinceTgy (p)n € Co(G) we getTxy (p)C(n) € Jax, S0 Txy -C*(Y) C Ixy. The
converse follows by a standard approximation argument.

Lety € C.(G) andd € A. We shall denote b§(Q x ) the operator of multiplication b§] x in L?(X) and by
6(Qy ) that of multiplication byd|y in L?(Y). Choose some > 0 and letV’ be a compact neighborhood of
the origin inG such thatf(z) — 6(z")| < ¢ if z— 2’ € V. There are functions;, € C.(G) with 0 < o, <1
such tha)”, a; = 1 on the support of and suppy, C z;, + V for some points;,. Below we shall prove:

1Txy (9)0(Qy) = > 1 0(Qx — 2zi)Txy (par)|| < el Txy (Il (4.13)

This impliesIxy - Aly C A|lx - Ixy. If we take adjoints, us€ (4.9) and interchadgendY  in the final
relation, we obtaind|x - Ixy = JIxv - Aly hence the proposition is proved. Roe C.(X) we have:

(Txy ()0(Qy )u)(x) = /Yw(w —y)0(y)uly)dy = Zk: /Y p(x —y)ar(z —y)0(y)u(y)dy
= / oz —ylar( —y)0(z — 2)u(y)dy + (Ru)(z)
= Z (Q@x — z)Txy (par)u) () + (Ru)(x).
We can estimate the remainder as follows

|(Ru)(2)| =

<5/|<px— y)|dy.

because — z; — y € V. This proves[(4.73). |

5 [ ol = ante = o)~ — st

Proposition 4.10. 9y is a Hilbert C*-submodule of/xy and

y;y-yxyzcgy(XﬁY), yxy-y)?yz(fx(XmY). (414)
ThusJxy isa(€x (X NY), 6y (X NY))-imprimitivity bimodule.
Proof: Due to [4.9), to prove the first relation in (4114) we have tmpate the clspaf of the operators

Txy (p)Tyx (1) with ¢,% in C.(G). We recall the notatiol;? = G @ G, this is a locally compact
abelian group an&? = X @ X is a closed subgroup. Let us choose functigpsy, € C.(G) and let

D=3, o @Y € C(G?). If w,i(:c) = Yr(—x), then), Txy(gok)Tyx(lﬁ;;) is an integral operator on
L?(X) with kernelfx = 0| x> wheref : G2 — C is given by

O(a,a) = / Bz + .2’ +y)dy.
Y

Since the set of decomposable functions is dengg(ii?) in the inductive limit topology, an easy approxi-
mation argument shows thét contains all integral operators with kernels of the samefasf x but with
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arbitrary® € C.(G?). LetY(® be the closed subgroup 6 = G @ G consisting of the elementy, y)
with y € Y. ThenK = suppp C G2 is a compactf is zero outsidek” + Y?), andf(a + b) = 6(a)
foralla € G2,b € Y. Thusé € C.(G?/Y®), with the usual identificatiod.(G2/Y?) c C(G?).
From Proposition 2.48 ir [Fo] it follows that reciprocalgny functiond in C.(G?/Y(?)) can be repre-
sented in terms of some in C.(G?) as above. Thug is the closure of the set of integral operators on
L?(X) with kernels of the formfx with § € C.(G?/Y (). According to Lemm&4l4, the pair of sub-
groupsX?,Y® is regular, so we may apply Lemria}#.3 to getG?/Y?)|x> = C.(X?/D) where
D=X?>nY® = {(z,z) | = € X NY}. But by Lemmd3R the norm closure.ify of the set of integral
operators with kernel id.(X?/D) is ¢x /(X NY). This proves[(4.14).

It remains to prove tha¥’yy is a HilbertC*-submodule of?xy, i.e. that we have
Ixy - Tvy - Ixy = Ixvy. (4.15)
The first identity in[[4.14) and (4.10) imply
Ixy Iy - Ixy = Ixy - C(Y) - Cy(XNY) = Txy -Cy(X NY).

From Lemma&4.3 we get

Cy(XNY)=Ca(XNY)ly =Ca(X)ly - Ca(Y)ly =Ca(X)ly
becaus€q(Y)|y = C. Then by using Propositidn 4.9 we obtain

Ixy - Cy(XNY)=Ixy - Ca(X)|ly =Ca(X)|x - Ixy = Ixy
becaus€q(X)|x = C. |

Corollary 4.11. We have

Ixy = %(yC*(Y) = yxyCy(X N Y) (4.16)
:C*(X)ﬂxy:CX(XﬂY)ﬂxy. (417)

Proof: If .# is a Hilberte/-module then# = .# </ by Proposition 2.31 in_[RW] for example, hence
Propositio4.10 implies7xy = Jxy%y (X NY). The spacesy (X NY) is aC*(Y)-bimodule and
G (XNY) =% (XNY)-C*(Y) by (3.4) hence we gety (X NY) = € (X NY)C*(Y) by the
Cohen-Hewitt theorem. This proves the first equality in @ dnd the other ones are proved similarlylll

If G is a set of closed subgroups@fthen thesemilattice generated liy is the set of finite intersections of
elements ofj.

Proposition 4.12. Let X, Y, Z be closed subgroups ¢f such that any two subgroups from the semilattice
generated by the familyX, Y, Z} are compatible. Then:

TIxz - Tzy = Ixy -Cy(YNZ)=Cx(XNZ) Txy (4.18)
:yxy-Cy(XﬂYﬁZ)ZCX(XQYQZ)-yxy. (4.19)

In particular, if Z > X NY then
Ixz - Tzy = Ixy- (4.20)
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Proof: We first prove[(4.20) in the particular cag%= G. As in the proof of Proposition 4.10 we see that
Ixc - Jav is the the closure inZxy of the set of integral operators with kernélgy = 6| x«y where
0 : G* — Cis given by

b(z.y) = /G S ule 2l ) = /G S eule —y = Il = e =)

whereyy, ¥, € C.(G) andé = >~ ¢, * 1, convolution product ori?. SinceC.(G) * C.(G) is dense in
C.(G) in the inductive limit topology, the spac&x ¢ - Jv is the the closure of the set of integral operators
with kernelsf(z, y) = £(z — y) with £ € C.(G). By Propositio 4.8 this is7xy .

Now we prove[(4.18). Froni (4.20) with = G and [4.14) we get:

Ixz - Tzy = Ixa - Jaz - Iza - Jay
=Ix¢ - Jaz - Tza - Jay
= 9x¢ - Cg(Z) C*(G) - Tay .

Then from Propositiori (419) and Lemial4.3 we get:
CG(Z) C*(G) - Iay = Cg(Z) - Tay = Jay - Cg(Z)|y = 90y 'Cy(Y n Z).

We obtain[(4.1B) by using once agdin (4.20) witk= G and taking adjoints. On the other hand, the relation
Ixy = Ixy - Cy (X NY) holds because of (4.116), so we have

yxy'Cy(YmZ)Zyxy'Cy(XﬁY)'Cy(YﬂZ)Z yxy-Cy(XﬁYﬂZ)

where we also usefl(4.5) and the fact tRat Y, ZNY are compatible. Finally, to gdi (4120) far> X NY
we use once agaifi(4]14). |

Definition 4.13. If X,Y are compatible subgroups a#ds a closed subgroup of N'Y then we set

C(o”xy(Z)ngy'CY(Z):Cx(Z)wyxy. (4.21)

The equality above follows froni (4111) witd = C(Z). We clearly havedxy (X NY) = Jxy and
Cxx(Y)=%x()Iif X DY. Moreover

Cxy(Z2) =Cxy(2) =Cvx(2) (4.22)
because of (4]9).
Theorem 4.14. €xvy (Z) is a Hilbert C*-submodule of¢xy such that
Cxy(Z) - Cxy(Z) =%y (Z) and Cxy(2) - Cxy(Z) = Cx(Z). (4.23)

In particular, €xy (Z) is a(€¢x (Z), ¢y (Z))-imprimitivity bimodule.

Proof: By using [4.2R), the definitio (4.21), arid (4.5) we get
Cxy(Z) - Cyx(Z)=Cx(Z)  Ixv - Fvx -Cx(Z)
— Cx(2)-Cx(X NY)-C*(X)-Cx(2)
=Cx(Z)-C*(X)-Cx(Z) =Cx(Z) - C*(X)
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which proves the second equality In (4.23). The first onefad by interchanging( andY’. |

Below we give an intrinsic characterization @y (7). We recall that fork € G* the operatolV/, acts in
L?(X) as multiplication byk| x and inL?(Y") as multiplication byk|y-. Moreover, by LemmBa4l5 and since
X,Y are compatible, we hayeX N Y)+ = X+ + Y and the naturalmay+ o Y+ — X+ + Ytisan
open surjection. The orthogonals are taken relatively tinless otherwise specified.

The following fact should be noted. Léf, K, L be topological spaces and et H — K be a continuous
open surjection. Iff : K — L andf(hg) = ko thenlimy_,, f(k) exists if and only iflimy,_,, f(6(h))
exists and then the limits are equal. For example, in cami® of Theoreni 4.15 one may replaGé by
(X +Y)* because the later is a quotient of the first.

Theorem 4.15. ¢xy (Z) is the set o' € ZLxy satisfyingU;TU, = T if z € Z and such that
L |(Us—1)T) —»0ifz—0in X and||T(Uy, — 1)|| = 0ify - 0inY,
2. |ViTVi = T|| = 0if k — 0in G* and||(Vi, — 1)T|| — 0if k — 0in Z*.

Remark 4.16. Observe that from condition 2 we also ¢§t(V, — 1)|| — 0 so we may replace the second
part of this condition by the apparently strongd{V,, — 1)7*)|| — 0if & — 0in Z”. Most of the
assumptions of Theordm 4115 are decay conditions in cetiagntions inP or () space. Indeed, by Lemma
[3:3 condition 1 is equivalent to:

there areS; € C*(X), S2 € C*(Y) andR;, R € Lxy such thal’ = S1R; = Ry Ss. (4.24)

Recall thaC* (X) = C,(X*) for example. Then the full versiof(V; — 1)T™)|| — 0 of the second part of
condition 2 is equivalent to:

there areS; € Cx(Z),S2 € Cy(Z) andRy, Ry € Lxy suchthafl’ = S;R; = R2Ss. (4.25)

Proof of Theorem[4.15: The set¢ of all the operators satisfying the conditions of the theoig clearly a
closed subspace dfxy. We haved’y y (Z) C ¢ because (4.24). (4.25) are satisfied by @hg €xvy (Z)
as a consequence of Theorem #.14. Then we get:

(fy(Z) = cg;(y(z) . (fxy(Z) cE* .cg’ %X(Z) = chy(Z) %}Y(Z) CcC¥-¢".

We prove that equality holds in both these relations. We sfmvexample, thatl = T'T* belongs to€’x (Z)
if T € ¢ and for this we shall use Theorém13.4 withreplaced byZ. ThatU* AU, = Afor z € Zis clear.
From (4.24) we getl = Sy R R; S} with S, € C*(X) hencel|(U, — 1)A|| — 0 and||A(U, — 1)|| = 0 as
xz — 0in X are obvious and impU; AU, — A|| — 0. Then [4.25) impliesA = ¢(Q)C with ) € Cx(Z)
and bounded’ hencel(3.B) is satisfied.

That€ ¢y (Z) C ¢ is easily proven becaugeé = S A has the propertie§ (4.P4) arid (4.25fibelongs to
% and A to 6y (Z), cf. Theoreni:3}4. From what we have shown above wesigts C €6y (Z) C ¢
s0% is a HilbertC*-submodule ofZxy. On the other han&'xy (Z) is a HilbertC*-submodule ofZxy
such thaté’sy (Z) - €xy(Z) = €* - € andCxy (Z) - €%y (Z) = € - €*. Since¥xy(Z) C ¥ we get
€ = €xy(Z) from Propositioh 2 2. |
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Remark 4.17. We shall make several more comments on the conditions ofrén#d.15. All the conver-
gences below are norm convergences. First, it is clearlieatdndition 1 is equivalent to

U,TU, — T if (z,y) — (0,0)in X & Y. (4.26)

Let Zx be the orthogonal of relatively to X, so that(X/Z)* = Z+ C X*. We similarly haveY/Z)* =
Zi C Y*. Then the conditiotV;, — 1)T™) — 0if k£ — 0in Z+ means

(Vi —=1)T||—0 ifk—0in(X/Z)* and ||T(Vx—1)|—=0ifk—0in(Y/Z)" (4.27)
which may also be written as
ViTV, — T if (k,p) — (0,0)in (X/2)* @ (Y/Z)*. (4.28)
Now we shall prove that condition 2 of Theorém 4.15 can bexmrassed as follows:
ViT —TV, = 0if ke X*, pe Y™, klxny = plxnv, klz =plz =1, and(k,p) — (0,0). (4.29)

For this we note that the mapdefined in [4.R) induces an embedding k) = (k|x, k|y) of (X + Y)*
into X* & Y* whose range is the set ¢, p) € X* ® Y* such that|xny = p|xny-

If Z = X NY then Theorerh 4.15 gives an intrinsic description of the spédgy. The caseX D Y is
particularly simple.

Corollary 4.18. If X D Y thenJxy is the set ofl' € Zxy satisfyingU;TU, = T if y € Y and such
that: U, T - Tifx - 0in X, VTV, = Tifk—0in X* andV,T — Tifk—>0inYL.

We say that” is complemented iX if X = Z ¢ FE for some closed subgroupof X. If X, Z are equipped
with Haar measures thek/Z is equipped with the quotient Haar measure and we tiave X/Z. If Z is
complemented itk andY then%xy (Z) can be expressed as a tensor product.

Proposition 4.19. If Z is complemented iX andY then
Cxv(Z) = C(2)® Hx)z,v/7- (4.30)

If Y C X thenZxy ~ C*(Y) ® L?(X/Y) tensor product of HilberC*-modules.

Proof: Note first that the tensor product [n_(4130) is interpretethasexterior tensor product of the Hilbert

C*-module*(Z) and.#x /7,y ,7. LetX = Zo E andY = Z @ F for some closed subgroups F. Then,

as explained irf2.83, we may also view the tensor product as the norm closutteeispace of continuous

operators froml2(Y) ~ L?(Z) @ L*(F) to L?*(X) ~ L?(Z) ® L?(E) of the linear space generated by the
operators of the for’ @ K with T € C*(Z) andK € Jgp.

We now show that under the conditions of the propositor- Y ~ Z ¢ E @ F algebraically and topo-
logically. The naturalmap : Ze E® F — Z+ E+ F = X + Y is a continuous bijective morphism,
we have to prove that it is open. Sinde Y are compatible, the map_(4.2) is a continuous open surjectio
If we representX @Y ~ Z @ Z & E & F then this map becomesa,b,c,d) = (a —b) + ¢+ d. Let

Y =¢@idg @ idp wheref : Z & Z — Z is given by&(a,b) = a — b. Then{ is continuous surjective
and open becauself is an open neighborhood of zero fhthenU — U is also an open neighborhood of
zero. Thusy : (Z® Z)® E® F — Z @ E ® F is a continuous open surjection and= 6 o ¢). So
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if VisopeninZ @ E & F thenthereisan opeli C Z & Z @ E & F such thatV’ = ¢(U) and then
O(V)=00oy(U)=¢U)isopeninZ + E+ F.

Thus we may identif.?(Y) ~ L3(Z) ® L?(F) andL?(X) ~ L?(Z) ® L*(E) and we must describe the
norm closure of the set of operatdfgy (¢)¥(Q) with ¢ € C.(X 4 Y) (cf. the remark aftef{417) and the
fact thatX + Y is closed) and) € C,(Y/Z). SinceX +Y ~ Z& E® F andY = Z @ F it suffices to
describe the clspan of the operat@isy (¢)¥(Q) with ¢ = vz ® v ® pr andeyz, vr, F continuous
functions with compact support ofi, E, F' respectively and) = 1 ® n wherel is the function identically
equal tol on Z andn € Co(F). Then, ifx = (a,¢) € Z x Eandy = (b,d) € Z x F, we get:

(Txy (#)¥(Q)u)(a, c) = /Z . pz(a—b)er(c)er(d)n(d)u(b, d)dbdd.

But this is justC(yz) @ |pr)(1¢r| where|pg) (o F| is a rank one operatd?(F) — L?(E) andC(¢z)
is the operator of convolution by, on L?(Z7). |

5 Graded Hilbert C*-modules

5.1 The natural framework for the systems considered in thigpegthat ofC*-algebras graded by semi-
lattices. We recall below their definition and a result whitdtys an important role in our arguments. et
be asemilattice i.e. S is a set equipped with an order relatignsuch that the lower bound A 7 of each
couple of elements, T exists. We say thaf is atomicif S has a smallest elemeat= min S and if each
o # ois minorated by an atom, i.e. by some= Switha #oandsuchthat <7 <a=71=00r7 =a.

In this case we denote I#9(S) the set of atoms of.

Definition 5.1. A C*-algebrags is calledS-gradedif a linearly independent family o€*-subalgebras
{4 (0)}ses of o7 has been given such that' s &7 (0) = & and</ (o) (1) C /(o A7) forall o, 7.
The algebrasy? (o) are thecomponents oy

This notion has been introduced in [BIG1, DaG1] but with thepdementary assumption that the sum of a
finite number of</ (o) be closed. That this condition is automatically satisfied baen shown i [Mal]
where one may also find a detailed study of this class of asgefithe following has been provediin [DdG1]
(see also[DaG3, Sec. 3]). Lets, = > 7. /(7), this is clearly aC*-subalgebra ofs .

Theorem 5.2. For eacho € S there is a unique linear continuous ma@gs, : &/ — &/ such that
P>eA = Aif A e o/(r) for somer > ¢ and &>, A = 0 otherwise. The map”s, is an idempotent
morphism of the algebra7 onto the subalgebraz . If S is atomic thenZ A = (P>, A)qcp(s) defines
a morphism? : &/ — Haep(s) /> q With o7 (0) as kernel. This gives us a canonical embedding

| 4(0) C [oep(s) Yoo (5.1)

This result has important consequences in the spectrahttofdhe operators of interest to us: it allows
one to compute their essential spectrum and to prove the id@stimate. For the case of finifethis has
been pointed out in [BG1, BG2] (see Theorems 3.1 and 4/4 ir?]B& example) and then extended to the
general case in [DaGll, DaG?2]. We shall recall here an altsteasion of the HVZ theorem which follows

from (5.1).
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We assume thaf is atomic so that? comes equipped with a remarkable ide&{o). Then forA € o7 we
define itsessential spectrurfrelatively to.e7 (o)) by the formula

Spess(A) = Sp(24). (5.2)

In our concrete examples’ is represented on a Hilbert spakeand.e7 (o) = K (H), so we get the usual
Hilbertian notion of essential spectrum.

In order to extend this to unbounded operators it is convengedefine arobservable affiliated tes as a
morphismH : C,(R) — 7. We setp(H) = H(p). If o/ is realized or{ then a self-adjoint operator i
suchthat H +i)~! € .« is said to be affiliated te7; thenH (¢) = »(H) defines an observable affiliated to
o/ (see Appendix A in([DaG3] for a precise description of thatieih between observables and self-adjoint
operators affiliated ter). The spectrum of an observable is by definition the supgdhteomorphismi ;

Sp(H) = {A e R|p € Co(R), p(A) # 0= @(H) # 0}. (5.3)

Now note that? H = & o H is an observable affiliated to the quotient algebfa«7 (o) so we may define
the essential spectrum &f as the spectrum o#” H. Explicitly, we get:

Spess(H) = {A € R [ ¢ € Co(R), () # 0 = (H) ¢ o/ (0)}. (5.4)

Now the first assertion of the next theorem follows immedyaft®m[5.2. For the second assertion, see the
proof of Theorem 2.10 i [DaG?2]. By) we denote the closure of the union.

Theorem 5.3. LetS be atomic. IfH is an observable affiliated to/ thenH>, = &>, H is an observable
affiliated to.s, and we have:

Spess(H) = Uaep(S)SP(HZa)- (5.5)
If for each A € <7 the set of?~, A with a € P(S) is compact ineZ then the union ir{5.8)is closed.

5.2 Asubset] of a semilatticeS is called asub-semilatticéf o,7 € T = o A7 € T. We say thaf is an
ideal of Sif c < 7€ T =0 € T.If 0 € Sthenwe denote

Sso={1€S|17>0}, S<co={r€S|7<0}, Spo={r€S|7# 0} (5.6)

ThensSs, is a sub-semilattice while the sefs, andSy, are ideals. If] is an ideal oiS andS is atomic
then7 is atomic, we havenin 7 = min S andP(7) = P(S)N T.

An S-gradedC*-algebra« is supported by a sub-semilattigeif </ (o) = {0} for o ¢ 7. Then clearlys
is also7-graded. The smallest sub-semilattice with this propeitiyhe calledsupport ofeZ. On the other
hand, if 7 is a sub-semilattice of and.< is a7 -graded algebra thew is canonicallyS-graded: we set
o (c) ={0}foroc € S\ T.

Foreachl C Slet.s/(T) =Y. .+ </ (o) (if T is finite the sum is already closed).Tfis a sub-semilattice
thens7(T) is aC*-subalgebra of7 and if T is an ideal theres (T) is an ideal ofe?.

Following [Mal,[Ma2] we say that# C .« is agradedC*-subalgebraif % is a C*-subalgebra ofe/
and it is equal to the closure 9f % N ./(c). ThenZ# has a natural structure of gradéti-algebra:
PB(o) = BN (o). If Aisalso an ideal of7 we shall saygraded ideal For examplegs, = 7 (S>.) is

a graded”*-subalgebra ofs supported b5, while o7 (S<,) and.</(Sx,) are graded ideals supported
by S<» andSy,, respectively.

5.3 The notion of graded Hilbex®™*-module that we use is due to George Skandalis [SK].
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Definition 5.4. Let S be a semilattice and/ an S-gradedC*-algebra. A Hilbertez-module.# is anS-
graded Hilberte/-moduleif a linearly independent family.# (o) } ,cs of closed subspaces of is given
suchthal®_.# (o) is dense in# and:

M(0)d (1) C M(ocNT) and (M (o)|# (7)) C (o AT) forallo, T €S. (5.7)

Observe that? equipped with its canonical Hilbert/-module structure is af-graded Hilberter-module.
Note that from[(5.J) it follows that each” (o) is a Hilberte/ (o)-module and ife < 7 then.# (c) is an
&/ (7)-module.

From [5.T) and the discussion§8.7 we see thahe imprimitivity algebrakC(.# (o)) of the Hilbert.«/ (o)-
module.Z (o) is naturally identified with the clspan iK(.#) of the element3/M* with M € .# (o).
ThusK(.# (o)) is identified with aC*-subalgebra ok (.#). We use this identification below.

Theorem 5.5. If .# is a graded Hilbertez-module theriC(.#) becomes a grade@*-algebra if we define
K(A) (o) =K(A(0)). f M € #(c) andN € . (7) then there are elemenfd’ and N’ in .# (o A T)
such thatM N* = M’N'*; in particular M N* € K(.#)(o A T).

Proof: As explained beforeC(.#)(o) areC*-subalgebras of(.#). To show that they are linearly inde-
pendent, lef’ (o) € K(.#)(o) such thafl'(¢) = 0 but for a finite number of and assumé__T'(o) = 0.
Then for each\f € .# we haved_T(o)M = 0. Note that the range df (o) is included in.# (o). Since
the linear spaces# (o) are linearly independent we gé{o)M = 0 for all o and M hencel’ (o) = 0 for
allo.

We now prove the second assertion of the proposition. Si#te ) is a Hilbert.«7(o)-module there are
M, € #(0) andS € /(o) such thatM = M; S, cf. the Cohen-Hewitt theorem or Lemma 4.4[in][La].
Similarly, N = N1T with N7 € .#(7) andT € o7 (7). ThenM N* = M;(ST*)N; andST* € o7/ (o A T)

so we may factorize it a8T* = UV* with U,V € &/ (o A7), henceM N* = (M,U)(N1V)*. By using
(54) we see thadi’ = MU and N’ = N;V belong to.# (o A 7). In particular, we have\/ N* €
K(A)(oNT)it M €. #(0)andN € (7).

Observe that the assertion we just proved implies ¥igtkC(.# ) (o) is dense inC(.#). It remains to see
that C(.# ) (o) K (A ) (1) C K(A)(o AT). For this it suffices thadd (M|N)N* be inkC(#) (o AT) if M €
A (o) andN € .# (7). Since(M|N) € /(o A7) we may write{(M |N) = ST*with S, T € &/ (o A T) SO
M(M|N)N* = (MS)(NT)* € K(4)(o A T) by (5.1). |

We recall that the direct sum of a family#;} of Hilbert «/-modules is defined as followsy; #; is the
space of element&)/;); € [[,.#; such that the series,(M;|M;) converges inZ equipped with the
naturale/-module structure and with the’-valued inner product defined by

((M;)i|(Ni)i) = 32, (Mi|Ny). (5.8)
The algebraic direct sum of the’-modules #; is dense inb;.#;.
It is easy to check that if eacl#; is graded and if we se¥ (o) = @;.#;(c) then.# becomes a graded
Hilbert «7-module. For example, if#” is a graded Hilbertz-module thent” & &/ is a graded Hilbert

«/-module and so thinking algebra/C(./” @ &) is equipped with a graded algebra structuM/e recall
[RW, p. 50-52] that we have a natural identification

K(AN &) = (’C(‘m ”)

v (5.9)
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and by Theorem 515 this is a graded algebra whesemponent is equal to

(5.10)

K(N (0) & (o)) = (’C('/V(”)) '/V(”)) .

N(o)* (o)
If 4" is aC*-submodule oL (&, F) and if we set/ ™ - A = o/, A - A = ZB then the linking algebra
B M
M A

Some of the graded Hilbe¢i*-modules which we shall use later on will be constructed Hevits.

) of ./ is aC*-algebra of operators o @ £.

Proposition 5.6. Let £, F be Hilbert spaces and lew# C L(E,F) be a HilbertC*-submodule, so that
o = M- # C L) is aC*-algebra and.# is a full Hilbert «7-module. LetC be aC*-algebra of
operators ort graded by the family of*-subalgebragC(c)},cs. Assume that we have

o -C(o)=Co)- o =%(0) forallo € S (5.11)

and that the family{¢’ (o)} of subspaces af(F) is linearly independent. Then tl¥(o) are C*-algebras
of operators orf and¢’ = > ¢ (o) is aC*-algebra graded by the familf¢’(c)}. If 4 (o) = .4 - C(o)
then.#” = >"¢ .4 (o) is a full Hilbert #-module graded by./"(c)}.

Proof: We have

Co) €(r)=o -Clo)- o -C(r)=o - -C(o)-C(t) C -Clo A7) =C (0 ANT).
This proves that th& (o) areC*-algebras and th& is S-graded. Then:
N(0)-C(r)=M -Clo)-C(r)- o CM-CloNT)- A =M - -ClcNT)=M-ClcNT) =N (0 AT)
and
N () N (1)=C(o)- M- M -C(T) =C(0)- o -C(1) = -C(0)-C(1) CA-ClocNT) =F (0 AT).
Observe that this computation also givés(c)* - 4 (o) = € (o). Then

(X, 7)) (X, #@) =3 HeyamcY, €rncd €l

and by the preceding remark we gét* - .4 = ¥ so.#" is a full Hilbert ¥-module. To show the grad-
ing property it suffices to prove that the family of subspacg$o) is linearly independent. Assume that
> N(o) = 0 with N(¢) € 4 (o) andN(o) = 0 for all but a finite number of. Assuming that there
are non-zero elements in this sum, tebe a maximal element of the set@fsuch thatV (o) # 0. From

Y 01,00 NV(01)"N(02) = 0 and sinceN (o1)*N(o2) € €(o1 Aoz) wegety . .. _, N(o1)*N(o2) =0
for eacho. Take herer = T and observe that if; Aoy = 7 ando; > 7 0oros > 7thenN(o1)*N(o2) = 0.
ThusN(7)*N(7) = 0 soN(7) = 0. But this contradicts the choice of soN(¢) = 0 for all 0. |

6 Graded (C*-algebras associated to semilattices of groups

In this section we construct*-algebras graded by semilattices of the following type.
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Definition 6.1. An inductive semilattices of compatible Ica groups a setS of Ica groups (equipped with
Haar measures) such that for &ll Y € S the following three conditions are satisfied:

(i) if X D Y then the topology and the group structuré&o€oincide with those induced hy,
(i) XNnY €S,
(iii) thereisZ € S such thatX, Y are compatible subgroups &t

According to the Remaik4.2, if ak € S ares-compact then the condition (iii) is equivalent to:
(i) thereisZ € S with X UY C Z such that the subgroup &f generated byX UY in Z be closed.

One may realizé& as a set of subgroups of the inductive limit groip= lim x s X equipped with the final
topology defined by the embeddings— X but note that this is not a group topology in general.

In our main result we shall have to assume tfiaatisfies one more condition:
Definition 6.2. We say thatS has non-compact quotierifs X 2 Y = X/Y is not compact.

The following notations are convenient. Since eatke S comes with a Haar measure the Hilbert spaces
H(X) = L*(X) (6.1)

are well defined. I%" C X are groups ir§S then their quotienX /Y is equipped with the quotient measure
SOH(X/Y) = L?(X/Y) is also well defined.

We make now some comments in connection with the precedingjitons and then give examples.

Remarks 6.3. Since a subgroup of a locally compact group is closed if artgibit is locally compact for
the induced topology, condition (i) can be restated aX’ ib Y thenY is a closed subgroup of equipped
with the induced Ica group structure. In particul&y, Y will then be a Ica group hence Definitibn 6.2 makes
sense. By condition (ii) the séf N Y is equipped with a Ica group structure. BXitN' Y C X hence by
using (i) we see thaX NY is a closed subgroup o€ and its Ica group structure coincides with that induced
by X. Of course, we may replace hekeby Y. If Z is a lca group which contain¥, Y as closed subgroups
then the subgrouX + Y of Z generated byX U Y is closed and the map(4.2) is open. If the condition
(iii) is fulfilled by some Z then it will hold for an arbitraryZ € S containingX UY. Indeed, ifZ’ € S is
suchthatX UY C Z’thenZ N Z' is a closed subgroup ¢f and ofZ’ equipped with the induced Ica group
structure and so we get the same topological gr&up Y if we useZ, Z N Z’, or Z’ for its definition.

Remark 6.4. If T is a finite part ofS then there isX € S such tha” C X forall Y € 7. This follows by
induction from condition (iii). Moreover, i§ has a maximal elemet¥, thenX is the largest element &f.
Thus,if S is finite then there is a largest elemetitin S and S is a set of closed subgroups &t

Remark 6.5. The C*-algebras that we construct depend on the choice of Haaruresgsy (or simply dc
when there is no ambiguity) on the groufisc S but different choices lead to isomorphic algebras. Note
that if an open relatively compact neighborhdeaf zero is given on somé&’ then one can fix the Haar
measure of the subgroupsc X by requiring\y (2 NY) = 1.

Example 6.6. The simplest and most important example one should haverid igithe following: X is a
o-compact Ica group an8l is a set of closed subgroups &fwith X € S and such that: ifX, Y € S then
XNY eS§, X +Yisclosed, and(/Y is not compactifX D Y.

Example 6.7. One may takeS equal to the set of all finite dimensional vector subspaceswefctor space
over an infinite locally compact fielguch a field is not compact): this is the main example in thrteod of
the many-body problem. Of course, subgroups which are rabrsubspaces may be considered. We recall
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(see Theorem 9.11 in [HR]) that the closed additive subgsai finite dimensional real vector spa&e
are of the form” = E+ L whereFE is a vector subspace &f andL is a lattice in a vector subspaéeof X
such thatF? N F' = {0}. More preciselyL = ", Zf) where{ f;.} is a basis inF". ThusF'/L is a torus and
if G is a third vector subspace such tét= £ ¢ F' & G then the spac& /Y ~ (F/L) & G is a cylinder
with '/ L as basis.

Example 6.8. This is a version of the preceding example and is the nattamaddwork for the nonrelativistic
many-body problem. Let’ be a real prehilbert space andd&be a set of finite dimensional subspace&of
suchthatifX,Y € SthenX NY € S andX + Y is included in some subspace®fthere is a canonical
choice, namely the set of all finite dimensional subspace¥)ofThen eachX € S is an Euclidean space
and so is equipped with a canonical Haar measure and theresisamical self-adjoint operator #H(X),
the (positive) Laplaciar\ x associated to the Euclidean structure.

In what follows we fixS as in Definitio 6.]l. For eack € S let S(X) be the set o € S such that
Y C X. Then by Lemm&a4]3 the space

Cx = Z;ES(X)CX(Y) (6.2)
is anX -algebra s@ x x X is well defined and we clearly have
ch = CX XX = Z(;/ES(X)%X(Y)' (63)

For each paitX, Y € S with X D Y we set
CX =X %esv)Cx(2). (6.4)
This is also anX -algebra so we may defirgéY = C¥ x X and we have
X =Cx % X = Yesy)x(2). (6.5)
If X =Y & ZthenCk ~ Cy ® 1 and6y ~ 6y ® C*(2).
Lemma 6.9. LetX € S andY € S(X). Then
CX =Cx(Y)-Cx and%y =Cx(Y)-%x = €x -Cx(Y). (6.6)
Moreover, ifZ € S(X) then

CY-C{ =CcX"Z and%y - €% =€y, (6.7)

Proof: The abelian case is a consequence of] (4.5) and a straightidmomputation. For the crossed
product algebras we ugk (V) - €x = Cx(Y) - Cx - C*(X) and the first relation ir (6l6) for examplcll

Lemma 6.10. For arbitrary X, Y € S we have
Cx - Ixy = Ixy -Cy = Txy -G ¥ =Cx™ - Ixy. (6.8)

Proof: If G € § containsX U Y then clearly

Cx - Ixy = X esx)Cx(Z) - Txvy = Xgesx)CalZ)x - Ixv.
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From (4.11) and{416) we get
Ca(2)|x - Ixy = Ixy -Cy(Y N Z).

SinceY N Z runs overS(X N'Y) whenZ runs overS(X) we obtainCy - Ixy = Jxy - Cix™Y . Similarly
Ixy - Cy = C¥™ - Ixy. On the other hand{™ = CZ™Y|x and similarly with X, Y interchanged,
henceCx"Y - Ixy = Ixy - Ci"Y because of(4.11). |

Definition 6.11. If X, Y € Sthen®xy = Ixy - Cy =Cx - Ixvy. In particulare’x x = €x.

The C*-algebra@ is realized on the Hilbert spack(X) and we think of it as the algebra of energy
observables of a system with as configuration space. Fof # Y the spacefxy is a closed linear
space of operatorH (Y) — H(X) canonically associated to the semilattice of groSpX NY’). We call
thes€é’xy coupling spacebecause they will determine the way the systems correspgmaliX andY” are
allowed to interact.

Proposition 6.12. Let X, Y, Z € S. Thenés, = ¢y x and
Cxz-Coy =Cxy -C3 7 =Cx""7  Cxy C Exy. (6.9)

Inparticular€’xz - €7y = 6€xy if ZD>XNY.

Proof: The first assertion follows froni (4.9). From the Definitiod®and Proposition 4.12 we then get

Cxz Czy =Cx-Ixz Tzy Cy =Cx - Ixy -Cy(XNYNZ) -Cy
:gxy'CY'Cy(XﬁYﬁZ)'CY:yXY'CY(XﬁYﬁZ)~Cy.

ButCy (X NY N Z2)-Cy = C5&™"% by Lemmd6.D. For the last inclusion in(6.9) we use the okwiou
relationC;f Y74 . Cy C Cy. The last assertion of the proposition follows frdm6.8). [

The following theorem is a consequence of the results obtdo far.
Theorem 6.13. €xv is a Hilbert C*-submodule ofZxy such that
Gy - Cxy =G5 andCxy - oy = Cx Y. (6.10)
In particular, €xy is a(€x Y, €X ™ )-imprimitivity bimodule.
If X NY is complemented itX andY then%xy can be expressed (non canonically) as a tensor product.
Proposition 6.14. If X NY is complemented iX andY then
Cxy =~ Cxny ® Hx)(xXnY),y/(XnY)-

In particular, if X D Y then@xy ~ 6y @ H(X/Y).

Proof: If X = (XNY)® EandY = (X NY)& F then we have to show th@tyy ~ €xny @ #gr where
the tensor product may be interpreted either as the exterisor product of the Hilbe®*-modulesé’x ~y
and.#zr or as the norm closure in the space of continuous operatarsfit (V) ~ L?(X NY) ® L%(F)
to L?(X) ~ L?*(X NY) ® L*(E) of the algebraic tensor product @t~y and.#zr. From Proposition
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withZ = X NY we getZxy ~ C*(X NY)® #gr. The relationd(618) and the Definitibn 6111 imply
Cxy = Ixy - C3™Y and we clearly have

C})/my = ZCZGS(XF]Y)CY(Z) = Zczes(xmy)cXﬂY(Z) ® Co(F) =~ Cxny ® Co(F).
Then we get
Cxy ~C(XNY)® Hpr - Cxny ®Co(F) = (C(XNY) Cxny) ® (Hgr - Co(F))
and this is¢’xny ® #rr. [ |

From now onwe suppose that has non-compact quotients

Theorem 6.15. TheC*-algebrasCx and %’y are S(X)-graded by the decompositiof&2) and (€.3).

This is a particular case of results due to A. Mageira [Mal3MrRropositions 6.1.2, 6.1.3 and 4.2.1] and is
rather difficult to prove in this generality. We mention tivafMal,[Ma3] the groups are allowed to be not
commutative and the treatment is so that condition (iv) isnmeeded. The case whéhconsists of linear
subspaces of a finite dimensional real vector space (thi§ iisterest in physical applications) has been
considered in[[BG1, DaG1] and the corresponding versionh&fofeni 6,15 is proved there by elementary
means.

The following conventions are natural for what follows:
X, YeSandY ¢ S(X) = Cx(Y) =%x(Y) = {0}, (6.11)
XY, ZecSandZ ¢ XNY = €xy(Z) = {0}. (6.12)

From now by “graded” we mea8-graded. Ther¥x = Z?es ¢x (Y) is a graded”*-algebras supported
by the idealS(X) of S, in particular it is a graded ideal ifx. With the notations of Subsection 5.2 the
algebrag’y = ¢x(S(Y)) is a graded ideal d&’x supported byS(Y'). Similarly forCx andC¥.

Since?x ™Y and%;X"Y are ideals i’y andéy respectively, Theore 6113 allows us to eqdipy with
(right) Hilbert ¢3y--module and left Hilber#’x -module structures (which are not full in general).

Theorem 6.16. The Hilbert%y -module®’xy is graded by the family af*-submodule$€xy (Z)} zes.

Proof: We use Proposition 8.6 withZ = 7xy andCy (Z) as algebra€(c). Thene = 6y (X NY) by
(4.12) hencer - Cy (Z) = %y (Z) and the conditions of the proposition are satisfied. |

Remark 6.17. The following more precise statement is a consequence of lieeren{ 6.16: the Hilbert
¢ Y -module@xy is S(X NY)-graded by the family o€*-submodule§€xy (2)} zes(xny)-

Finally, we may construct th€*-algebra% which is of main interest for us. We shall describe it as an
algebra of operators on the Hilbert space

H="MHs = @XGSH(X) (6.13)

which is a kind of total Fock space (without symmetrizationaati-symmetrization) determined by the
semilatticeS. Note that if the zero grou@ = {0} belongs taS then contains*(O) = C as a subspace,
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this is the vacuum sector. LBty be the orthogonal projection & onto# (X ) and let us think of its adjoint
IT% as the natural embeddifig(X ) C H. Then for any paiX, Y € S we identify

Cfxy = H}ngyny C L(H) (6.14)

Thus we realize{%xy } x,yes as a linearly independent family of closed subspaceg(@{) such that
Cxy = Gyx andéxz%6zy C Cxy forall X,Y,Z,Z' € S. Then by what we proved before, especially
Propositiod 6.1, the spage€ y y s ¢xv is a*-subalgebra of.(#) hence its closure

€ = ch = Z():(,YGS%XY‘ (615)
is aC*-algebra of operators oi. Note that one may view’ as a matriX€xy ) x,ves-

In a similar way one may associate to the algel®#as- a closed self-adjoint subspacgé C L(H). Itis
also useful to define a new subspazé C L(H) by 7%y = Ixy f X ~Y and7° = {0} if X £ Y.
Recall thatX ~ Y meansX C Y orY C X . Clearly.7° is a closed self-adjoint linear subspace®f
Finally, letC be the diagonal’*-algebraC = @ xCx of operators orH.

Proposition 6.18. We have¢ = .7 - C=C- T =95 - T = 9° - T°.
Proof: The first two equalities are an immediate consequence of #fmilon[6.11. To prove the third
equality we use Propositign 4112, more precisely the @iati

Ixz - Tgy = Ixy Cy(XﬂYﬂZ) :%Xy(XmYﬁZ)
which holds for anyX, Y, Z. Then

ZCZyXZ - Tgy = ZCZngy(X nNY N Z) = Zcz(gxy(Z) = Exy

which is equivalentta - .7 = ¥. Now we prove the last equality in the proposition. We have

35T, - Tgy = closure of the sunzgw)éﬂxz - Ty
In the last sum we have four possibilities: > X UY, X D Z DY, Y D Z D> X,andZ C XNY. In
the first three cases we haZe> X NY henceZxz - Izy = Ixy by (420). In the last case we have
yxz~§zyi§xy~6y(2) byM).ThiS prove§7°~9°:‘€. |
Finally, we are able to equi’ with anS-gradedC*-algebra structure.

Theorem 6.19.For eachZ € Sthe spac&’(2) = Y % y s Cxv(Z) is aC*-subalgebra ofs’. The family
{€(Z)} zcs defines a graded*-algebra structure or¥.

Proof: We first prove the following relation:
(fxz(E) (fzy(F) = chy(E n F) if X,Y,ZeSandFE e S(X N Z),F S S(Y N Z) (616)
From Definition{4.1B, Propositidn 4.112, relatiohs {4.5) #d1), andF’ C Y N Z, we get
Cfxz(E) 'ngy(F) = Cx(E) . yxz . yzy Cy(F)
= Cx(E) . yxy Cy(y N Z) . Cy(F)
=Cx(E)- Ixy -Cy(F)
= Ixy 'Cy(Y n E) . Cy(F)
= Ixy 'Cy(YﬁEﬂF).
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At the next to last step we usélk (E) = Cq(E)|x for someG € S containing bothX andY” and then
(413), (4.6). Finally, we uséy (Y N EN F) = Cy(E N F) and the Definitiom 4.313. This provds (6116).
Due to the conventions (611 1], (6112) we now get frbm (6.06F, ' € S

ZZGS%XZ(E) '%ZY(F) = chy(E N F)

Thus?¢ (E)¢(F) C €(E N F), in particularg (E) is aC*-algebra. It remains to be shown that the family
of C*-algebraqd %' (E)} ges is linearly independent. Led(E) € ' (E) such thatd(E) = 0 but for a finite
number of £ and assume thgt , A(E) = 0. Then for allX,Y € S we have)_ , IIx A(E)IIj = 0.
Clearly IIx A(E)II;, € ¢xy(E) hence from Theorein 6.6 we gHty A(E)II;, = 0 for all X,Y so
A(E)=0forall E. |

We now point out some interesting subalgebrag’off 7 C S is any subset let
Cr = ZE(,YETCKXY and Hy = DxeTH(X). (6.17)

Note that the sum definingr is already closed if” is finite and that;- is aC*-algebra which lives on the
subspacé{s of H. In fact, if I+ is the orthogonal projection 6 onto?+ then

Cr = € (6.18)

and this is aC*-algebra becauséT1l+% C ¢ by Propositiod 6.72. It is easy to check thét is a graded
C*-subalgebra o# supported by the idedll , . -S(X) generated by in S. Indeed, we have

CrNE(E) = (Cyer®or ) N (Shyes@xv(B) = xyer @y (B).

Itis clear that# is the inductive limit of the increasing family @f*-algebrasg- with finite 7.
If 7 = {X} then the definitiond(6.17) giv€x and#(X). If T = {X,Y} with distinctX,Y we get a
simple but nontrivial situation. Indeed, we shall h&¥¢ = H(X) ® H(Y) andér may be thought as a
matrix
@ Cx Cxy
T Cyx Cy )’
The grading is now explicitly defined as follows:

1. f EC XNY then Gx(B) Cur(B)
er(B) = <<5Y);(E) @ (B) >

2. If Ec X andE ¢ Y then

¢r(E) = (%XSE) 8) :
3. IfE¢ XandE C Y then

¢r(E) = (8 ‘fy(zE)> :

The case wheff is of the formS(X) for someX € S is especially interesting.
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Definition 6.20. If X € S then we say that th(S(X)—gradedC*—algebra%;gé = ¥s(x) is thesecond
quantizationor unfolding of the algebr&’x. More explicitly

CE =35 sesx)brz (6.19)

To justify the terminology, observe that the self-adjoipeaators affiliated t&’x live on the Hilbert space
H(X) and are (an abstract version of) Hamiltonians of\uparticle system? with a fixed N (the con-

figuration space isX and N is the number of levels of the semilatti¢ X )). One obtainﬁff by adding
interactions which couple the subsystems6fvhich have thé” € S(X) as configuration spaces and have
¢y as algebras of energy observables.

Observe that’f lives in the subspacklx = Hs(x) of H. We havery ¢ 7 if X C Y and¥ is the
inductive limit of the algebra%?;f. Below we give an interesting alternative descriptioﬁgﬁ.

Theorem 6.21.Let#x = @y cs(x)%y x be the direct sum of the Hilbety -modulessy x equipped with
the direct sum graded structure. Thgif. 4y ) = %”;? the isomorphism being such that the graded structure
on K(A%) defined in Theorein 3.5 is transported into thafﬁ;?. In other termsff}ﬁE is the imprimitivity
algebra of the full Hilbert€x-module_#x and%x and(f)’? are Morita equivalent.

Proof: If Y C X theny - 6y x = €~ and%y x is a full Hilbert%’Y -module. Since th&’} are ideals in
¢x and their sum oveY € S(X) is equal tdéx we see that¥y becomes a full Hilbert grade¢ly -module
supported byS(X), cf. Sectiorib. By Theorem 3.5 the imprimitivity*-algebrakC(_4% ) is equipped with
a canonicalS(X)-graded structure.

We shall make a comment d6(.#) in the more general the case whefi = @,.#; is a direct sum of
Hilbert «7-modules #;, cf. §5.3. First, it is clear that we have

K(A) = 325K (M5, M) = (K (M, A)) i

Now assume that, &; are Hilbert spaces such that is aC*-algebra of operators afiand.#; is a Hilbert
C*-submodule ofZ.(¢€, &;) such thater; = 4 - #; is an ideal ofeZ. Then by Proposition 214 we have
’C(jlja%l) = '%1 ' %j* C L(gjagl)

In our case we take
i=Y eS(X), M=%Cvx, o=%x, E=HX), E=HY), oF=%~.

Then we get
K(Aj, M) = K(Czx,Cvx) = Cyx - Cyx =Cvx - Cxz="Cvz

by Propositiol 6.112. |

7 Operators affiliated to ¥ and their essential spectrum

In this section we give examples of self-adjoint operatdfilaed to the algebr&’ constructed in Section
and then we give a formula for their essential spectrum. &fés tod5s.1 for terminology and basic results
related to the notion of affiliation that we use andto [ABG1{dDaG3] for details.
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We recall that a self-adjoint operatiron a Hilbert spac@{ is strictly affiliatedto aC*-algebra of operators
o onHif (H+i)"! € o (thenp(H) € o forall ¢ € C,(R)) and if 7 is the clspan of the elements
w(H)A with ¢ € Co(R) and A € /. This class of operators has the advantage that eachdinie
non-degenerately represented on a Hilbert sgdcwith the help of a morphisn?? : o — L(H’), the
observableZ H is represented by a usual densely defined self-adjoint tpera?{’.

The diagonal algebra
C*(S) = DxesC*(X) (7.1)

has a simple physical interpretation: this is @tie-algebra generated by the kinetic energy operators. Since
Cxx = €x D €x(X) = C*(X) we see that*(S) is aC*-subalgebra o%’. From [4.21),[(4.76)[(4.17)
and the Cohen-Hewitt theorem we get

C(2)C*(S) = C*(S)E(Z) =¢(Z) YZeS and €C*(S)=C"(S)¢ =C. (7.2)

In other terms¢* (S) acts non-degeneratBlgn each#’(Z) and oné. It follows that a self-adjoint operator
strictly affiliated toC*(S) is also strictly affiliated tes".

ForeachX € Slethx : X* — R be a continuous function such tHats (k)| — oo if kK — ocoin X*. Then
the self-adjoint operatdk x = hx (P) onH(X) is strictly affiliated toC*(X') and the norm of K x +i)~*
is equal tosup, (h% (k) + 1)71/2. Let K = @5 Kx, this is a self-adjoint operatd{. Clearly K is
affiliated toC*(S) if and only if

lim supy,(h% (k) +1)7/2 =0 (7.3)
X—o0

and thenK is strictly affiliated toC*(S) (the setS is equipped with the discrete topology). If the functions
hx are positive this means thatin 4 x tends to infinity whenX — oo. One could avoid such a condition
by considering an algebra larger thfénsuch as to contaif[ . s C*(X), but we shall not develop this idea
here.

Now let H = K + I with I € ¥ (or in the multiplier algebra) a symmetric element. Then

1

A-—H)'=A-K)""1-IA-K)™")" (7.4)

if \ is sufficiently far from the spectrum of such as to havéI(A — K)~!|| < 1. ThusH is strictly
affiliated to¥’. We interpretdd as the Hamiltonian of our system of particles when the kinetiergy isk’
and the interactions between particles are described Byen in the simple caske % these interactions
are of a very general nature being a mixture\obody and quantum field type interactions (which involve
creation and annihilation operators so the number of pestis not preserved).

We shall now use Theordmb.3 in order to compute the essepgatrum of an operator liké. The case of
unbounded interactions will be treated later on. gtz be theC*-subalgebra o¥ determined byt € S
according to the rules ¢5.1. More explicitly, we set

Cop = popC(F) = (ZCFDE%XY(F))XQYDE (7.5)

and note tha#> r lives on the subspack>r = @ x5 H(X) of . Since in the second sum from (7.5)
the groupF' is such thatF C F' C X NY the algebr&és g is strictly included in the algebréi obtained
by taking7 = {F € S | F D E} in (6.17).

T Note that ifS has a largest elemeat then the algebr& (X) acts on eack’(Z) but this action is degenerate.
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Let 2> i be the canonical idempotent morphisnt@fonto ¢ g introduced in Theorein 5.2. We consider
the self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert spaée  defined as follows:

Hsp=Ksg+I>g where Ksp=6&x>gKx and Isgp = P>gl. (7.6)
ThenH> g is strictly affiliated to%> g and it follows easily from[(7]4) that
P>pp(H) = p(H>p) Vo €Co(R). (7.7)
Now let us assume that the groGp= {0} belongs taS. Then we have
€(0) = K(H). (7.8)

Indeed, from[(4.21) we g&fxy (O) = Ixvy - Co(Y) = Hxy which implies the preceding relation. If we
also assume th& is atomic and we denof@(S) its set of atoms, then from Theorémi5.2 we get a canonical
embedding

C/KH) C [peps) €k (7.9)

defined by the morphisi# = (Z> ) gep(s)- Then from[(5.5) we obtain:

SPess(H) = UEep(s)Sp(HzE)- (7.10)
Our next purpose is to prove a similar formula for a certa@sslof unbounded interactiohs

LetG = Gs = D(|K|'/?) be the form domain of equipped with the graph topology. Thénc #
continuously and densely so after the Riesz identificatfoi avith its adjoint spacé{* we get the usual
scaleG C ‘H C G* with continuous and dense embeddings. Let us denote

(Ky=|K +i|= VK> +1. (7.11)

Then(K)'/? is a self-adjoint operator oK with domaing and(K) induces an isomorphisg — G*. The
following result is a straightforward consequence of Tlkeeo2.8 and Lemma 2.9 from [DaG3].

Theorem 7.1. Let] : G — G* be a continuous symmetric operator and let us assume thet tre real
numbersu, a with 0 < ¢ < 1 such that one of the following conditions is satisfied:

() £I < p|K + ial,
(i) K is bounded from below anBl> —pu|K + ial.

LetH = K + I be the form sum ok and I, so H has as domain the set afe G such that'u + Tu € H
and acts asHu = Ku + Iu. ThenH is a self-adjoint operator or¥{. If there isa > 1/2 such that
(K)~“I(K)~'/? € & thenH is strictly affiliated to%. If O € S and the semilatticé is atomic then

Spess(H) = UEeP(S)Sp(HZE)- (7.12)

The last assertion of the theorem follows immediately frdmedreni 5.8 and is a general version of the HVZ
theorem. In order to have a more explicit description of theesvabledi~ p = &> H we now prove an
analog of Theorem 3.5 from [DaG3]. We cannot use that thedmewar context for three reasons: first we
did not suppose that has a maximal element, then eversithas a maximal element the action of the
corresponding algebrg(X') on the algebra®’(E) is degenerate, and finally our “free” operafgris not
affiliated to%'(X).
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Theorem 7.2. For eachE € S letI(E) € L(G, G*) be a symmetric operator such that:

() (K)~*I(E)(K)~'/? € €(E) for somen > 1/2 independent oF,
(i) there are real positive numbeysg, a such that eithee-1(E) < pg|K +ia| for all E or K is bounded
from below and (E) > —ug|K + ial forall E,
(i) we have)_ ., nr = 1 < 1andthe serie$ I(E) = I is norm summable if(G, G*).

Letus sell>p = ) -y I(F). Define the self-adjoint operatdi = K + I on# as in Theorerh 7]1 and
define similarly the self-adjoint operatdi>r = K>g + I>g on‘H>g. Then the operatof{ is strictly
affiliated to%’, the operatorH > g is strictly affiliated to%> g, and we have?>pH = H>p.

Proof: We shall consider only the case whedl(E) < pg|K + ia| for all E. The more singular situation
whenK is bounded from below but there is no restriction on the pasfart of the operator& F) (besides
summability) is more difficult but the main idea has been expld in [DaG3].

We first make some comments to clarify the definition of therafmes H and H> . Observe that our
assumptions imply-/ < u|K + ia| hence if we set
A=|K +ia 7?2 = (K24 a%) V4 e C*(S)

then we obtain

+{ulTu) < plul|[K +ialu) = p|[| K +ialul| = | A |
which is equivalent tat ATA < i or [|ATA|| < u. In particular we may use Theorém17.1 in order to define
the self-adjoint operatall . Moreover, we have

() I(K) 2 = Y p(K) “I(E)(K) V2 e ¥

because the series is norm summablé (/). ThusH is strictly affiliated to%".
In order to defind?s r we first make a remark of . If we setG(X) = D(|Kx|~*/?) and if we equipg
andg(X) with the norms

lullg = () 2l and [ullgx) = [I(Kx)" ullax)
respectively then clearly

G§=&xG(X) and " =&xG"(X)

where the sums are Hilbertian direct sums gricandG*(X) = G(X)* are equipped with the dual norms.

Then eacH (F') may be represented as a matfi¥’) = (Ixy (F))x,yes of continuous operatoicy (E) :
G(Y) — G*(X). Clearly

—a -1/2 _ —a -1/2
()~ I(P)(E) ™2 = ((Kx) ™ Ly (F)(Ey) )
and since by assumption (i) this belongs&¢F’) we see thafxy (F) = 0if X p ForY 2 F. Now fix
E and letF’ D E. Then, when viewed as a sesquilinear fofif¥") is supported by the subspatg. z and
has domairg>g = D(|K2E|1/2. It follows thatI> g is a sesquilinear form with domaif p supported
by the subspac# >~ and may be thought as an elemenfdfs g, G% ;) such thattI> g < p|K>g + ial
becausQFDE wr < p. To conclude, we may now defidés p = K;E + I exactly as in the case éf
and get a self-adjoint operator 8-  strictly affiliated to%% . Note that this argument also gives

() 2IF) () = (Ko p) 2 I(F) (Ko p) /2 (7.13)
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It remains to be shown tha¥> z H = H>p. If we setR = (ia — H)"! andR>p = (ia — H>p)~! then
this is equivalent ta?> g R = R>g. Letus set

U =lia — K|(ia — K)™' = A 2(ia — K)™', J = AIAU.
ThenU is a unitary operator anl/|| < 1, so we get a norm convergent series expansion
R=(ia—K—1I)"" =AUl —AIAU) A=, S AUJ"A
which implies
P>p(R) =3 ,507>E (AUJ™A)

the series being norm convergent. Thus it suffices to preaeftin eachn > 0

whereJs>g = A>spl>pA>pUsg. HereAs g andUs g are associated ti'> i in the same way\ and K
are associated ti'. Forn = 0 this is obvious becaus®’> p K = K> . If n = 1 this is easy because

AUJA = AUATAUA = (ia — K) ' (ia — K)™* (7.15)
= [(ia — K)7H(K)] - [(K) " I(K)~/?] - [(K)"/?(ia — K) 7]

and it suffices to note tha¥> ((K)~“I(F)(K)~'/?) = 0if ' 4 E and to use{Z.13) foF > E.

To treat the general case we make some preliminary remark§.Fl) = AI(F)AU thenJ = " . J(F)
where the convergence holds in norm#rbecause of the condition (iii). Then we have a nhorm convergen
expansion

AUJ"A =35 g esAUJ(F). .. J(Fy)A.

Assume that we have showwU J(Fy) ... J(F,)A € €(F1N---N F,). Then we get
P>p(AUJT"N) =3 5 sp pspAUJ(FL) .. J(Fa)A (7.16)

because if oné’, does not contaitZ then the intersectiof; N --- N F,, does not contait’ hence’> g
applied to the corresponding term givkBecause of(7.13) we hav F') = As g I (F)A>gUsgif F D F
and we may replace everywhere in the right hand side of (A18)dU by A>g andUsg. This clearly
proves[(7.14).

Now we prove the stronger fadtU J(F1)... J(F,) € €(F1 N ---NF,). If n = 1 this follows from a
slight modification of [[7.15): the last factor on the rightkaside of [Z.Ib) is missing but is not needed.
Assume that the assertion holds for someSince K is strictly affiliated toC*(S) andC*(S) acts non-
degenerately on eadi(F') we may use the Cohen-Hewitt theorem to deduce that theresi€, (R) such
thatAUJ(F}) ... J(F,) = Tp(K) forsomeT € €(Fy N---N F,). Then

AUJ(Fy) ... J(F)J(Fpy1) = To(K)J(Foi1)

hence it suffices to prove that{ K) J(F) € ¥ (F) foranyF € S and anyp € C,(R). But the set ofp which
have this property is a closed subspac€gfR) which clearly contains the functiogg\) = (A — 2)7 ! if
z is not real hence is equal & (R). |
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Remark 7.3. Choosinga > 1/2 allows one to consider perturbations &fwhich are of the same order
as K, e.g. in theN-body situations one may add to the Laplaciaron operator likeV* MV where the
function M is bounded measurable and has the structure &f drody type potential, cf[ [DaG3, Dérl].

The only assumption of Theordm 7.2 which is really relevarid) = I1(E)(K)~/? € €(F). We shall
give below more explicit conditions which imply it. If we chge notation — Z and use the formalism
introduced in the proof of Theordm 7.2 we have

I(Z) = (Ixy(Z))x,yes Wwith Ixy(Z):G(Y)— G*(X) continuous (7.17)
We are interested in conditions dry (Z) which imply
(Kx) *Ixy(2)(Kx)™'? € Gxy(Z). (7.18)

For this we shall use Theordm 4115 which gives a simple isitioharacterization &f’xy (7).

The construction which follows is interesting onlyXf is not a discrete group, otherwidg" is compact and
many conditions are trivially satisfied. We shall use wesgitily in order to avoid imposing on the functions
hx regularity conditions stronger than continuity.

A positive function onX * is aweightif lim_, o, w(k) = oo andw(k + p) < w(k)w(p) for some functionw
on X* and allk, p. We say thatv is regular if one may choose such thalimy_,o w(k) = 1. The example
one should have in mind whexXi is an Euclidean spaceis(k) = (k)® for somes > 0. Note that we have
w(—k)™t <w(k + p)w(p)~! < w(k) hence ifw is a regular weight then

_ |w(k +p) — w(p) . 7
(k) = up o) = lim 0(k) = 0. (7.19)

Itis clear that ifw is a regular weight ané > 0 is a real number thew? is also a regular weight.

We say that two functiong, g defined on a neighborhood of infinity df* are equivalentand we write
f ~ g ifthere are numbers, b such thau|f (k)| < |g(k)| < b|f(k)|. Then|f|7 ~ |g|” forall ¢ > 0.

In the next theorem we shall use the spaces
G°(X) = D(|Kx|"'?) and G~7(X) = ¢7(X)*
with o > 1. In particularG! (X ) = G(X) andG—*(X) = G*(X).

Proposition 7.4. Assume thak x, hy are equivalent to regular weights. Fd&f ¢ X NY let Ixy(Z) :
G(Y) — G*(X) be a continuous map such that

1. Uxy(Z) = Ixy (2)U. if 2 € Z and V' Ixy (Z)Vi — Ixy (2) if k — 0in (X 4+ Y)*,
2. Ixy(2)(U, —1) = 0ify = 0inY andIxy (Z)(Vi — 1) = 0if k — 01in (Y/Z)*,

where the limits hold in norm i&(G*(Y),G~° (X)) for somes > 1. Then(Z.18)holds witha = o/2.

Proof: We begin with some general comments on weights.«: &k a regular weight and 1€t(X) be the
domain of the operatan(P) in H(X) equipped with the norrkw(P)u||. ThenG(X) is a Hilbert space and
if G*(X) is its adjoint space then we get a scale of Hilbert spg¢es) C H(X) C G*(X) with continuous
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and dense embeddings. Sifégcommutes withu(P) itis clear that{U,, }..c x induces strongly continuous
unitary representation of onG(X) andG*(X). Then

[Viullgx) = llw(k + Pu| < w(k)|ullgx)

from which it follows that{V} }r.cx+ induces by restriction and extension strongly continueypsesenta-
tions of X* in G(X) andG*(X). Moreover, as operators @ii(X ) we have

Vew(P) " Vi — w(P) '] = fw(k + P) ™" — w(P)™"| = [w(k + P) " (w(P) - w(k + P))w(P)"|
< w(=k)|(w(P) — w(k + P)w(P)"2| < w(-k)o(k)w(P)".  (7.20)

Now letwx , wy be regular weights equivalent thx|'/2, |hy|'/? and let us sef = Ixy (Z). Then
(Kx)™*S(Kx)™'? = (Kx) “wx (P)* - wx (P)"**Swy (P)~" - wy (P)(Kx)~'/?

and(hx) w3, (hy)~/?wy and their inverses are bounded continuous function§ dri. Since@’xy (2)
is a non-degenerate lgft (X )-module and righ€*(Y")-module we may use the Cohen-Hewitt theorem to
deduce tha{(7.18) is equivalent to

wx (P) ™" Ixy (Z)wy (P)™* € €xy () (7.21)

whereo = 2a. To simplify notations we séVy = w% (P), Wy = wy (P). We also omit the indeX or

Y for the operator§Vx, Wy since their value is obvious from the context. In order tovshiB ' SW ! €

%xy (Z) we check the conditions of Theorém4.15 with= W ~1STW ~1. We may assume > 1 and then
we clearly have

Uz = )T < |(Us = Dwy 7 (P)lwx! (P)Ixy (Z)W ! =0 if 2 — 0.

so the first part of condition 1 from Theorém 4.15 is satisfiElde second part of that condition is trivially
verified. Condition 2 there is not so obvious, but if we Bet = VWV, andV,* SV, we have:
VTV =T =W, 'SW, b —wtsw 1
=W =W HS W+ WS W —wlsw !
=W =W HS Wt + WS, = YWt + W S(W T - W),
Now if we use[[7.20) and s&€fk) = w(—k)0(k) we get:
IVETVi = T|| < E®) WS W+ (W H(Sk = SYW TH[W W+ E(R) W SW |
which clearly tends to zero # — 0. The second part of condition 2 of Theorem 4.15 follows bynailsir
argument. |

Th following algorithm summarizes the preceding constarcof Hamiltonians affiliated t&’.

(a) For eachX we choose a kinetic energy operaféx = hx (P) for the system havin as config-
uration space. The functiony : X* — R must be continuous and equivalent to a regular weight,
in particular|hx (z)] — oo if K — oo. The equivalence to a weight is not an important assump-
tion, it just allows us to consider below quite singular matgions!/. If S is infinite, we also require
limx infy |hx (k)| = oo. This assumption is similar to the non-zero mass conditiaguiantum field
theory models.
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(b) The total kinetic energy of the system will & = @ x K x. We denotef = D(|K|'/?) its form do-
main equipped with the nortfu||g = ||(K)'/?u|| and observe thal = ©xG(X) Hilbert direct sum,
whereG(X) = D(|Kx|'/?) is similarly related toK x. It is convenient to introduce the following
topological vector spaces:

Go = BYG(X), Gr=TlxG"(X).

G, is an algebraic direct sum equipped with the inductive limgiology andG* is its adjoint space,
direct product of the adjoint space§,, is a dense subspace Gfand it has the advantage that its
topology does not change if we replace the normg @k ) by equivalent norms.

(c) ForeachZ € S and for each coupl&,Y € S suchthatX NY D Z let Ixy(Z) be a continuous
mapg(Y) — G*(X) such that the conditions of Propositionl7.4 are fulfilled. Mguirel xy (Z)* =
Iyx(Z) and Setlxy(Z) =0if Z ZXnNnY.

(d) The matrixI(Z) = (Ixy(Z))x,ves can be realized as a continuous linear opergtpr— G:.
We shall require that this be the restriction of a continumap I(Z) : G — G*. Equivalently,
the sesquilinear form associatedigZ) should be continuous for th@ topology. We also require
thatI(Z) be norm limit inL(G, G*) of its finite sub-matrice$l+I(Z)Ilr = (Ixy (Z))x,ver, With
notations as i (6.18).

(e) Finally, we assume that there are real positive numpgranda with »", nz < 1 and such that
either+1(Z) < puz|K + ia| for all Z or K is bounded from below anH{Z) > —uz|K + ia| for all
Z. Furthermore, the seriés , I(E) = I should be norm summable G, G*).

We note that condition (i) of Theorelm 7.2 will be satisfied &iraz > 1/2. Indeed, from Propositidn 4.4
it follows that (K) T+ I(Z)[I+(K)~'/? € €(Z) for any finite7 and this operator converges in norm to
(K)=*I(Z)(K)~"/2.

Thus all conditions of Theoreim 7.2 are fulfilled by the HaomianH = K + I and soH is strictly affiliated
to ¥ and its essential spectrum is given by

Spess(H) = Ugeps)SP(H>E), WhereHsp = K>p+ . gy g1 (F). (7.22)

8 The Euclidean case

In this sectionS will be a set of finite dimensional vector subspaces of a reslifbert space which is stable
under finite intersections and such that for each paiy” € S there isZ € S which contains bottX and
Y. The “ambient space”, i.e. the prehilbert space in whichefleenents ofS are embedded, does not really
play a role in what follows so we shall not need a notationffor i

It is interesting however to note thatAif is a real prehilbert space then by taking in our construdtiom
gd the semilatticeS equal to the set of all finite dimensional subspace’ e@fe canonically associate 6 a
C*-algebr&#’. But if X is finite dimensional then we may naturally associate toda &% -algebras, namely
%~ and its second quantizatiéfi = €7, cf. Definition[6.20.

Since eachX € S is an Euclidean space we have a canonical identificatibr= X. Note that ifY’ ¢ X
the notationy * is slightly ambiguous because we did not indicate if theagtimal is taken in the ambient
prehilbert space or relatively t&. To be precise we shall denalé/Y the orthogonal of” in X, and this
is coherent with our previous notations. Thus

X/)Y=XcY=XnY+ for YCX, hence X =Y @ (X/Y). (8.1)
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We choose the Euclidean measures as Haar measures, so that
HX)=HY)H(X/Y) f Y CX. (8.2)
For arbitraryX, Y the relation[(4.8) holds and so we set
X/Y =X/(XNnY)=X6&(XNY). (8.3)
NowletX,Y,Z e SwithZ Cc XNY. Thenwe hav&X = Z @ (X/Z)andY =Y & (Y/Z) so
H(X)=H(Z)@H(X/Z) and H(Y)=H(Z) @ H(Y/Z). (8.4)
Propositiot 4.19 gives now relatively to these tensor demsitions:
Cxy(Z2) =C(2) @ Hxzy)z = Co(Z"; Hx)2,7/2)- (8.5)

We have writtenZ* above in spite of the canonical isomorphigfh = Z in order to stress that we have
functions of momentum not of position. Since

X/Z=X/(XNnY)®e(XnNY)/Z=X/Y®(XNY)/Z
and similarly forY/Z we get by usind{2]8) the finer factorization:
Cxy(Z) =C(Z) @ Hixnvyz @ Hx/v,y/x- (8.6)
Then from Proposition 6.14 we obtain
Cxy = Cxny @ Hx)v,y/x 8.7)
tensor product of Hilbert modules or relatively to the tarfastorizations
HX)=H(XNY)H(X/Y) and HY)=H(XNY)H(Y/X). (8.8)
In the special caseés ¢ X we have
Cxy = Cy @ Hx)y,0 =Cy @H(X/Y) (8.9)

andifZ Cc Y C X then
Cxy(2)=C(2)® Hy)z @H(X]Y) (8.10)

where all the tensor products are in the category of Hilberduhes.

Theoreni 4,15 can be improved in the present context. Notdthis the operator of multiplication by the
functionz — ¢*(*I¥) where the scalar produét|k) is well defined for anyt, k in the ambient space.

Theorem 8.1. €xy (Z) is the set ofl" € Lxy satisfying:

1. U;TU, =Tforze Zand|V;TV, - T|| - 0if 2 — 0in Z,
2. |T(U,—1)]| = 0ify »0inY and||T'(Vx — 1)|| = 0if k - 0inY/Z.

Remark 8.2. Condition 2 may be replaced by
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3. |(Us — )T = 0if 2 — 0in X and||(Vi, — 1)T|| = 0if k — 0in X/Z.

This will be clear from the next proof.

Proof: Let F = Fz be the Fourier transformation in the spagethis is a unitary operator in the space
L?(Z) which interchanges the position and momentum observaples®,. We denote also byF the
operatorsF @ 1y (x,z) andF ® 1y y,z) which are unitary operators in the spa@esX ) andH(Y') due to
B3). If S = FTF~! thens satisfies the following conditions:

(i) V}SV,=Sforze Z,||S(V, - 1)|| = 0if z— 0in Z, and||U,SU; — S|| = 0if z — 0in Z;
@iy [|1S(U, —1)|| = 0and||S(V, —1)| = 0ify - 0inY/Z.

For the proof, observe that the first part of condition 2 mawh#en as the conjunction of the two relations
|T(U,-1)|| = 0if z— 0in Zand||T(U,—1)|| — 0if y — 0in Y/Z. We shall work in the representations

H(X)=L*(Z;H(X/Z)) and H(Y)=L*(Z;H(Y/Z)) (8.11)

which are versions of (8.4). Then frobi*SV, = S for z € Z it follows that there is a bounded weakly
measurable functios(-) : Z — Zx,zy,z such that in the representations (8.%l)s the operator of
multiplication by S(-). Then||U.SU* — S|| — 0if z — 0 in Z means that the functiofi(-) is uniformly
continuous. And|S(V, —1)|| = 0if z — 0in Z is equivalent to the fact tha(-) tends to zero at infinity.
Thus we see thai(-) € Co(Z; Lx/z,v/2)-

The condition (ii) is clearly equivalent to

sup ([1S(2)(Uy = D + SV, = DI) + 0 ify - 0in ¥z

From the Riesz-Kolmogorov theorem (cf. the presentatiof38]) it follows that eachS(z) is a compact
operator. This clearly implies
U, —1D)S)|+ [|(Ve = 1)S)| =0 ifz—0inX/Z

for eachz € Z. SinceS(+) is continuous and tends to zero at infinity, for each- 0 there are points
21,--.,2n € Z and complex functiong, . . ., ¢, € C.(Z) such that

1S(2) = >, en(2)S(zk)|| <e Vze Z.

This proves[(815) from which one may deduce our initial digsion of €xy (Z). However, we prefer to get
it as a consequence of Theorem 4.15. First, from the pregediation we obtain

sup (U = DS + (Ve = DSE]) =0 2= 0in X/

Now going back through this argument we see th@tsatisfies the conditions of the theorem then it satisfies
the stronger conditions

(@ UTU, =T forze Zand||V TV, —T| = 0if k = 0in Z,
() [[(U, —1)T|| = 0if 2 —» 0in X and||T(U, — 1)|| = 0if y = 0inY,
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©) [|(Vi — DT = 0if k — 0in X/Z and||T(Vi — 1)|| — 0if & — 0in Y/Z.

Finally, we show that the conditions of Theorem 4.15 arelfetfi Due to[4.2]7) we have only to discuss the
condition||V TV}, — T'|| — 0 ask — 0 in G*. We write this ad/, T ~ T'V,, and use similar abbreviations
below. We may také&' = X + Y and sinceX + Y is a quotient ofX @ Y this condition is equivalent to
VotqT ~ TVpiqgasp — 0in X andg — 0inY. SinceX = Z @ X/Z andY = Z @ Y/Z we may take
p=z+xzandg =z +ywith z,2’ € Zandx € X/Z,y € Y/Z and maker, y, z, z’ tend to zero. Then
V, = V.V, andV, = V., V}, and since conditions (a) and (c) are satisfied we have

VordT =VaVy Voo T~ V) VeIV ~ VTV, o

Let 7, n’, 7" be the orthogonal projections &f + Y onto X, Z, X/Z respectively, so that = 7’ + =",
Then fory € Y/Z we haver’y = 0 hence forz € X we have(x|y) = (wz|y) = (z|ry) = (z|n"y). Since
fory — 0inY/Z we haver”y — 0 in X/Z by using again the first part of condition (c) we get

VyTij-ﬁ-z/ = VTr”yT‘/z-i—z’ ~ T‘/z-i—z’-

A similar argument give§'V,. ., ~ TV, V, V..., = TV,V, which finishes the proof. |

We shall present below a Sobolev space version of PropoEffdwhich uses the class of weiglits’ and
is convenient in applications. For each red&t #*(X) be the Sobolev space defined by the norm

[ullae = [[(P) ull = I(1 + Ax)*/2ul]

whereAx is the (positive) Laplacian associated to the Euclideanespa The spacé{®(X) is equipped
with two continuous representationsX®f a unitary one induced b{U,. } . x and a non-unitary one induced
by {Vi }zex. This gives us a weighted Sobolev-Besov sddfe,, cf. Chapter 4 in[ABG]. Let

Loy = LHNY),H*(X)) withnorm |- ||s. (8.12)

We mention a compactness criterion which follows from thes®iKolmogorov theorem and the argument
pagd 4P involving the regularity of the weight.

Proposition 8.3. If s, € RandT € .z;(’; thenT is compact if and only if one of the next two equivalent
conditions is satisfied:

() |(Ue = DTt + [|(Va = )T [|lss = 0 if 2 —0in X,
(@) 17Uy = Dlfse +1T(Vy = Dlls,e = 0 ify = 0inY.

The next result follows from Propositign T.4 or directlyrftdrheoreni 8J1.

Proposition 8.4. Lets,t >0andZ C X NY. Letixy(Z) € .,sf;’; such that the following relations hold
in norm in_Z4" for somes > 0:

1. UZIX)/(Z) = Ixy(Z)UZ ifze Z and‘/;*lxy(Z)‘/; — Ixy(Z) if2z—0inZ,
2. Iy (Z)(Uy — 1) = 0if y — 0in Y andLxy (2)(Vi — 1) = 0if k — 0in Y/Z.

If hx, hy are continuous real functions ok, Y such thath x () ~ ()% andhy (y) ~ (y)** and if we set
Kx = hx(P),Ky = hy(P) then<Kx>7afxy(Z)<Ky>il/2 S (gxy(Z) if o > 1/2.
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To give a more detailed description 6%y (Z) we make a Fourier transformatiofy in the Z variable
as in the proof of Theorem 8.1. We hade = Z @ (X/Z) soH(X) = H(Z) @ H(X/Z) andAx =
Azy1+1 ®AX/Z- Thusift >0

HY(X) =H(Z;HU(X/2)NHZ,H(X/Z)) = (H(Z) @ HY(X/Z)) N (HY(Z) @ H(X/Z)) (8.13)
where our notations are extended to vector-valued Sobpkxes. Clearly
o
Fr(Pg) Fyt = / (1+ [k|* + | Px/z|) " *dk. (8.14)
Z
We introduce now a class of operators which tend weakly to asx. — oco:
Lyt ={T € L(H'(Y),H™*(X)) | T: H'(Y) — H>"5(X) is compact if: > 0}. (8.15)

If s =t we setZyy = L5y Note that if the compactness condition holds for ene 0 then it holds for
all e > 0. Thus the first part of condition (i) of Propositibn B.3 is@uiatically satisfied, hence

Loy =T € L% | |(Ve = DT ||sger — 0 if 2 — 0in X}. (8.16)
Now we proceed as in the proof of Theoreml 8.1 and work in theessmtationg (8.11). We define
Frlxy (Z)F;* = /ZéB 1%y (k)dk (8.17)
wherel%, : Z — .,Z?;’/tzjy/z is a continuous operator valued function satisfying
supy, (1 + k] + [Px/z ) IZy (k) (1 + [k] + | Pyz]) ']l < co. (8.18)

In N-body type situations such conditions have been introdircfldaGZ2] and in Section 4 of [DaG3] and
we refer to these papers for some examples of physical sitee mention that if we take= 0 in (8.13)
then we obtain interactions which have relatively competr./ (k). But in (8.16) we may take = 0 and
still get a very large class of singular interactions. Foaraple, ifa;;, are bounded measurable functions
on X such thatthJ|<1 |aji(x)|dz — 0 wheny — oo then. dja;x0, € L% will be an admissible
perturbation ofA.

In order to take advantage of the Euclidean setting the #ifigofor the construction of Hamiltonians affili-
ated to%¢ described on pade 9 should be modified by adding to the fiest #teps the following:

(@) Thehx are functions onX and we assume thaty (z)*% < |hx(z)| < bx(x)?*x for some strictly
positive real numbersy and all larger.

(b) We takeG(X) = H*x(X).

(c) Thelxy (Z) are continuous map&*®¥ (Y') — H~** (X such that the conditions of Proposition]8.4
are fulfilled withs = sy andt = sx.

9 Non relativistic Hamiltonians and the Mourre estimate

9.1 Assume that is an inductive semilattice of finite dimensional vector spdices of a real vector space
(thenS has non-compact quotients). This means that a set of finite dimensional vector subspaces of
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a real vector space which is stable under finite intersestiond such that for each pa¥,Y € S there
is Z € S which contains bothX andY. Then dilations implement a group of automorphisms ofte
algebra#” which is compatible with the grading, i.e. it leaves invatiaach componerf(E) of €. To be
precise, for each reallet W, be the unitary operator iH (X ) defined by

(Wru)(z) = e”T/4u(eT/2:C) (9.1)

wheren is the dimension ofX. The unusual normalization is convenient for non-relatigioperators. As
in the case of the operatots. andV;, we shall not specify the spacé in the notation ofi’.. Moreover,
we denote by the same symbol the unitary oper&poy W, on the direct sunH = @ H(X). Then it
is clear thatV*€xy (Z)W, = €xy(Z) forall X,Y, Z, cf. (41). LetD be the infinitesimal generator of
{W,}, soD is a self-adjoint operator such tHaf, = ¢!"”. Formally

2iDx =x -V, +n/2=V, -x—n/2 if nisthe dimension o. (9.2)

This structure allows one to prove the Mourre estimate faragors affiliated t& in a systematic way as
shown in [ABG,BGZ2] in an abstract setting under the assumngtiatS is finite. This procedure has been
extended in[[DaG2] to the case whénis infinite and applied there to a class of dispershidody type
systems: more precisely,is allowed to be infinite but the ambient space is finite dinamed.

For simplicity and since here we are mainly interested in-reativistic many-body systems we shall restrict
ourselves to the case whéris a finite semilattice of subspaces of a finite dimensioralpeshilbert space.
In fact, the extension of the techniques|of [DaG2] to the easen bothS and the ambient space are infinite
is rather straightforward but the conditidn(7.3) is quiteaying in the non-relativistic case: we should
replaceA x by Ax + Ex whereFEx is a number which tends to infinity witR', which is a rather artificial
procedure. On the other hand, we do not have satisfactanjtse:s the general case due to the well-known
problem of dispersivéV-body Hamiltonians[[De1, Gerl, DaG2]. We note that the quanfield case is
much easier from this point of view because of the speciaireaif the interactions. This is especially clear
from the treatments in [Ger2, Geo], but see also [DeG2].

9.2 Thus from now on in this sectio§ is a finite set of subspaces of an Euclidean space such that if
X,Y e SthenX NY € SandthereisZ € S suchthatX UY C Z. As we noticed in the Rematk .8,

will have a largest element, but this space will not play asdeole in our arguments so it does not deserve
to be named. On the other haitihas a least element and is atomic.

We first point out a particular case of our preceding resulichvis of interest in this section. Let us fix
s > 0 and for eachX € Slethy : X — R be apositivecontinuous function such thaty (k) ~ (k)2s.
Recall that we denot& x = hx (P) and that the kinetic energy operatodis= @ x K x with form domain
G = ®xH*(X). In the next proposition we use the the embeddings

H(X) C H(Z) @ H(X/Z) C H(X) C H(Z) @ H™(X/Z) € H™*(X) (9.3)

which follow from (8.18). Then i, : H*(Y/Z) — H~*(X/Z) is a continuous operator we may define
Ixy(Z) = 1 ® I%, which induces a continuous operaféf (Y) — H~*(X).

Proposition 9.1. For eachX,Y,Z € SsuchthatZ c X NY letI%, € D?;/Z vz With (Ify)* = I¥ 5

andletlixy (Z) = 1® 1%, Letlxy(Z)=0if Z ¢ XNY.Wesetl (Z) = (Ixy(Z))x,yes and assume
that there are positive numbeys; anda with )", nz < 1 and such thaf (Z) > —puz|K + ia| forall Z.

55



Let/ =3 I(Z)andI>g = ), I(Z). Thenthe form sufi = K + I is a self-adjoint operator strictly
affiliated to¢’, we have?>x H = K + I>x = H>x, and

SPess(H) = UXeP(S)Sp(HZX)- (9.4)

This follows immediately from Propositidn 8.4, the disdossafter it, and Theorein 4.2 (see pagé 49).

We shall now restrict ourselves to the non-relativisticsgas. Definitio I.11L. In particular, in Proposition
0.1 we must takéry = ||k||> ands = 1. ThenA is the (positive) Laplacian associated to the Euclidean
spaceX with the conventiomo = 0. In order to point out a special structure that have the Hamitns
H->p we need to revert to the more precise notatighs= s and{ = Hs. We also seiAs = K =
®xAx, denotels(Z) and s the interaction termg(Z) andI constructed as in Propositibn B.1, and set
Hs = H.

Let us assume tha& has a smallest elemeht Then [85) impliesforall ¢ X NY

%XY(Z) = C*(Z) X t%/X/Z,Y/Z = C*(E) & C*(Z/E) & f%/X/Z.,Y/Z- (95)
Moreover, we havé{(X) = H(E) @ H(X/E) forall X € S hence
Hs = &xH(X) =H(E) ® (&x H(X/E)). (9.6)

We denote byS/E the set of subspace$/E = X N E*, this is clearly an inductive semilattice of finite
dimensional subspaces of the ambient space which cortaias{0}. Thus we can associate & E an
algebrass, ; which acts on the Hilbert spaéés, ; = ©xH(X/E). From [9.5) and (9]6) we get

%SZC*(E)(@%S/E and HSZH(E)®H3/E. (9.7)
Then we have
Ax =Ap®1+1®Ax/r henceweget As =Ap®1+1®Ag/E. (9.8)

SinceZ D E forall Z € S we may writél Ixy(Z) = 1g®1z/p ® I)Z(Y wherelg for example is the
identity operator ort{(E). Hence we gefs(Z) = 1 ® Is/g(Z) andls = 1 ® Is/p the tensor products
being relative to the factorization (9.7). Finally we get

Hs =Ap®1+1® Hg/p if Eisthe smallest element &f. (9.9
We shall apply these remarks to the sub-semilatficg of S for someE € S. Then:
Csep = C>p, Hs.p=H>p, Hs.,=H>g

with our old notations. We extend the preceding definitios pE and for an arbitranyy € S we denote by
S/ E the set of subspaces/E whereX runs overS with the conditionX > E. Thus we get

Hop=H(E)®Hs/p, C>p=C(E)®%s/p, H>p=Ap®1+1® Hg/p. (9.10)
Let us denoter = min Hs,x the bottom of the spectrum éf 5, z. From the last relation we get
Sp(H>E) = [0,00) + Sp(Hs/p) = [rg,00) f E#O0 (9.11)
and then[(9H4) implies:

. AN
T We shall not use the natural but excessive notaI@]E’Y/E.
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Corollary 9.2. Under the conditions of Propositidn 9.1 and if we are in themelativistic case then we
haveSpess(H) = [7, 00) With 7 = mingep(s) 75 Whererg = min Hg .

9.3 We shall now define the threshold set and prove the Mourrenasti outside it fotH = Hs. The
strategy of our proof is that introduced in_[BG2] and furtliamveloped in[[ABG| DaG2]. The case of
gradedC*-algebras over infinite semilattices and of dispersive Hamians is treated in Section 5 from
[DaGZ]. We choose the generatbr of the dilation groupl¥ in H as conjugate operator. For special
type of interactions, e.g. of quantum field type, which ateved by our formalism and are physically
interesting, much better choices can be made, but techngataking there is nothing new in that with
respect to [G€o].

Form [9.9) we see that we can restrict ourselves to the case @he S so we suppose this from now
on. The properties of the dilation group, cf. the beginnifid®1, which are important for us are: (i)
W€ (Z)W. C €(Z)foreachr andZ, and (i) for eacll” € % the mapr — W TW, is norm continuous.
The relation

WIXAxW,=¢"A or [Ax,iD]=Ax (9.12)
is not really important but it will allow us to make a very el computation.

We say that a self-adjoint operatéris of classC! (D) or of classC} (D) if W*RW., as a function of- is
of classC! strongly or in norm respectively. Hee = (H — z)~! for somez outside the spectrum df.
The formal relation

[D,R] = R[H,D|R (9.13)

can be given a rigorous meaning as followsHlfis of classC! (D) then the intersectiofv of the domains
of the operatordd and D is dense inD(H) and the sesquilinear form with domain associated to the
formal expressiol D — D H is continuous for the topology dP(H) so extends uniquely to a continuous
sesquilinear form on the domain &f which is denotedH, D]. This defines the right hand side 6f(9.13).
The left hand side can be defined for example—aéTcW:RWT|T:0.

For Hamiltonians as those considered here it is easy to eéuad is of classC! (D) in terms of properties
of the commutatofH, D]. Moreover, the following is easy to provié:H is affiliated to% thenH is of class
CL(D)ifand only ifH is of classC' (D) and[R, D] € .

Let H be of clasg”! (D) and\ € R. Then for eaclt € C.(R) with #(\) # 0 one may find a real number
and a compact operat®f such that

O(H)*[H,iD)0(H) > al6(H)|> + K. (9.14)

Definition 9.3. The upper boung ;(\) of the numbers: for which such an estimate holds tise best
constant in the Mourre estimate féf at A\. Thethreshold sebf H (relative toD) is the closed real set

T(H) ={Apu(X) <0} (9.15)
One says thab is conjugate toH at\ if p 5 (A) > 0.

The setr(H) is closed because the functipn, : R —] — oo, o] is lower semicontinuous.

The following notion will play an important role in our argemts: to each closed real sétwe associate
the functionN4 : R — [—o0, oo[ defined by

Na(A) =sup{z € A|z <A} (9.16)
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We make the conventiamip ) = —oco. ThusN 4 may take the value-cc if and only if A is bounded from
below and therV4(A) = —oco if and only if A < min A. The functionN 4 is further discussed during the
proof of Lemma9.b.

The notion of non-relativistic many-body Hamiltonian haeh introduced in Definition 1.11. Recall that
we assum@ € S and that we denotev (T') the set of eigenvalues of an operafar

Theorem 9.4. Let H = Hs be a non-relativistic many-body Hamiltonian of clas$(D). Then

T(H) = UX;éOeV(HS/X)' (917)

In particular 7(H) is a closedcountablegeal set. We havg ;(\) = A — N, (g)(A) for all real .

Proof: We need a series of facts which are discussed in detail inddsc.2, 8.3 and 8.4 from [ABG] (see
pages 51-61 in [BG2] for a shorter presentation).

(i) For each reah let py () be the upper bound of the numbersor which an estimate likd (9:14) but
with K = 0 holds. This defines a lower semicontinuous funcpgn: R —] — oo, co] hence the set
»(H) = {X| pa()\) <0} is aclosed real set calleditical setof H (relative toD). We clearly have
pu < pgandsor(H) C »(H).

(i) Let u(H) be the set of eigenvalues &f such thatp () > 0. Thenu(H) is a discrete subset of
ev(H) consisting of eigenvalues of finite multiplicity. This issestially the virial theorem.

(iii) Thereis a simple and rather unexpected relation betwthe functiongy andp 5 : they are “almost”
equal. Infactpy () = 0if A € u(H) andpr (A) = p (N) otherwise. In particular

»(H)=71(H)Uev(H) =7(H)U u(H) (9.18)

wherell denotes disjoint union.

(iv) This step is easy but rather abstract and@tealgebra setting really comes into play. We assume that
H is affiliated to our algebr@’. The preceding arguments did not require more tharfthe) class.
Now we requireH to be of class”(D). Then the operator& > x are also of clas€’} (D) and we
have the important relation (Theorem 8.4.3(in [ABG] or Trenr4.4 in [BG2])

= min pyH. .-
H™ xeps) 72X

)

To simplify notations we adopt the abbreviatigns. , = p>x and instead oX' € P(S) we write
X > O, which should be readX coversO”. For coherence with later notations we alsoggt = p .
So [9.19) may be written

ps=minp-x. (9.19)

(v) From [9.12) and({9.10) we get
HZX:AX®1+1®HS/X, [Hzx,iD]:AX®1+1®[D,iH3/X].

Recall that we denot® the generator of the dilation group independently of thecepa which it
acts. We note that the formal argument which gives the seoelation above can easily be made
rigorous but this does not matter here. Indeed, siisg is of classC} (D) and by using the first
relation above, one can easily show th&g, x is also of clas€” (D) (see the proof of Lemma 9.4.3
in JABG]). We do not enter into details on this question bessaany reasonable conditions on the
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interaction/ in Propositio 911 which ensure thatis of classC( (D) will also imply that theH s, x
are of the same class. Anyway, we may use Theorem 8.3.6 fr&@[Ao get

p>x(A) = N (pax (M) + ps/x(A2))

whereps,x = pus, - Butclearly if X # O we havepa (A) = oo if A < 0andpa,(A) = A if
A > 0. Thus we get

p>x(A) = 1f<1f/\ (A =+ ps/x () = A =sup (1 — ps;x (1)) (9.20)
I PEA

(vi) Now from (9.19) and[{9.20) we get

A= Ps(A) = max sup (1= ps/x(1))- (9.21)
pu<

Finally, we prove the formul@ ;; (A) = A — N, ()(\) from Theoreni 94 by induction over the semilattice
S. In other terms, we assume that the formula is corregt i replaced byf{s, x for all X # O and we
prove it forH = Hg,o. So we have to show that the right hand side of (9.21) is equll.{z)()).

According to step (iii) above we hayes, x (1) = 01if p € p(Hs/x) andps,x (1) = p s/ x (1) otherwise.
Since by the explicit expression pfs, x this is a positive function and singg; (A) < 0 is always true ifA
is an eigenvalue, we ggt— ps,x (1) = pif p € ev(Hs,x) and

= ps/x () = 1 —Ps/x (i) = Nr(ag, <) (1)
otherwise. From the first part of Lemimal.5 below we get

sup (/L —PS/X (,LL)) = NeV(Hs/X)UT(Hs/X)'
nEA

If we use the second part of Lemimal9.5 then we see that

2 sup (v = ps/x () = max Nov(rs, )ur(Hs )

is the N function of the set
U (eV(HS/X)UT(HS/X)) = U (eV(HS/X)U U eV(HS/Y)> = U ev(Hs/x)
X>0 X>0 Y>X X>0

which finishes the proof gb ;;(\) = A — N, (x)(A) hence the proof of the TheorémB.4. |

It remains, however, to show the following fact which wasdiabove.

Lemma 9.5. If A and A U B are closed and ifif is the function given by/ (1) = Na(p) for 4 ¢ B and
M(p)=pforpe B thensup,, ., M (u) = Naus(X). If A, B are closed therup(Na, Ng) = Naus.
Proof: The last assertion of the lemma is easy to check, we provesiefie. Observe first that the function
N4 has the following properties:

(i) N4 isincreasing and right-continuous,
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(i) Na(A)=Xif e A,
(iii) Naislocally constantan@V4()\) < AonA¢ =R\ A.

Indeed, the first assertion in (i) and assertion (ii) are obsi The second part of (i) follows from the more
precise and easy to prove fact

Na(A+¢€) < Na(X) +¢e forallrealh ande > 0. (9.22)

A connected component of the open gétis necessarily an open interval of one of the fojmsco, y[ or
|z, y[ or ]z, co[ with 2,y € A. On the first interval (if such an interval appeah$) is equal to—oc and on
the second one or the third one it is clearly constant andlégué, (). We also note that the functia¥4

is characterized by the properties (i)—(iii).

Thus, if we denoteV(\) = sup, <, M(u), then it will suffices to show that the functiaN satisfies the
conditions (i)—(iii) with A replace byA U B. Observe thal/ (1) < p and the equality holds if and only if
w € AU B. ThusN isincreasingN(\) < A, andN(X) = Aif A€ AUB.

Now assume that belongs to a bounded connected compohent] of AU B (the unbounded case is easier
to treat). Ifx < p < ytheny ¢ B soM(u) = Na(u) and]z, y[ is included in a connected component
of A° henceM () = Na(z). ThenN(\) = max(sup, ., M(v), Na(z)) henceN is constant ofz, y|.
Here we haveVl (v) < v < z soifz € AthenNa(z) = z and we getN(\) = z. If z € B\ A then
M(z) = x sosup,., M(v) = zandN4(z) < z henceN(\) = z. Sincex € A U B one of these two
cases is certainly realized and the same argument @i¥e$ = . Thus the value ofV on]z, y[ is N(z)
so N is right continuous o, y[. Thus we proved thaV is locally constant and right continuous on the
complement ofA U B and also thatv(\) < A there.

It remains to be shown thaf is right continuous at each point afe AU B. We show thaf{9.22) hold with
N4 replaced byV. If p < AthenM (u) < u < A= M()\) hence we have

NA+e)= sup M(p).
A<uA+e

But M (n) above is eitheV 4 () eitherp. In the second cage < A + ¢ and in the first case
Na(p) S Na(A+e) S Na(A)+e<A+e.
Thus we certainly hav/ (A + ¢) < A + e andA = N(\) because\ € AU B. |

9.4 From Theoren 914 we shall deduce now an optimal version olirtiing absorption principle. Op-
timality refers both to the Besov spaces in which we esthaltlie existence of the boundary values of the
resolvent and to the degree of regularity of the Hamiltorigh respect to the conjugate operafor This
regularity condition involves the following Besov type s$eof operators. An operat®re L(H) is of class
cti(D)if

1 1
d d
/ [WE.TWae — 2W2TW. +T| 55 = / |0V = 17T < oo 9.23)
0 0
whereW; is the automorphism of () defined byW.T = W*TW.. The condition[(9.23) implie§ is

of classC (D) and is just slightly more than this. For exampleTifs of classC! (D), so the commutator
[D,T] is a bounded operator, and if

1
d
/ |WZ[D, T|W. — T||§ < 0, (9.24)
0
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thenT is of classC'! (D). A self-adjoint operatof{ is called of clas€!! (D) if its resolvent is of class
C11(D). We refer to[[ABG] for a more thorough discussion of theseterat

The next result is a consequence of Theofem 9.4 and of Thedrérh from [ABG]. We setH,, =
®xHsp(X) where thet, ,(X) are the Besov spaces associated to the position observabie(these
are obtained from the usual Besov spaces associate{ f6) by a Fourier transformation). Lét, be the
open upper half plane ar@? = C U (R \ 7(H)). If we replace the upper half plane by the lower one we
similarly get the set€ _ andC*.

Theorem 9.6. If H is of classC*!(D) then its singular continuous spectrum is empty. The holpimior
mapsCy 3 z — (H — 2) 7" € L(H1/2,1, H_1/2,0) €xtend to weakcontinuous functions o6 % .

9.5 Here we describe an explicit class of non-relativistic angy Hamiltonians of clas§'! (D) and then
make a comment on the clagd:! (D). To simplify notations we shall consider only interactiovisich are
relatively bounded iroperatorsense with respect to the kinetic energy and summarizeaatidhditions in
this context below.

Proposition 9.7. Under the following assumptions the conditions of Thedrefrage satisfied and the do-
main of H is equal to#{>.

(i) S is a finite set of subspaces of an Euclidean sp&ceith X € S and suchthatX NY € S if
X,Y € S. The Hilbert space of the systentfis= & x#(X) and its kinetic energy i¥ = ®xAx
with domainH? = @ xH?(X). The total Hamiltonian isf = K + I where the interaction is an
operator! = (Ixy)x,yes : H? — H with the properties described below.

(i) The operatordxy : H2(Y) — H(X) are of the formixy = >, Ixy(Z) with Ixy(Z) = 0 if
Z¢ XNnYandifZ c XNY then

Ixy(Z) =1®I%y relativelyto H(Y) =H(Z) @ H(Y/Z), H(X)=H(Z)® H(X/Z)

wherelZ,. : H*(Y/Z) — H(X/Z) is a compact operator satisfyindZ,-)* D IZ .
(iii) We requirelD, I%,/] to be a compact operatdi?(Y/Z) — H=2(X/Z).

Note that under the assumption (ii) the operator
(D, I%y] = Dx/z1%y — I3y Dy z : Hino(Y/Z) = Hioe(X/2) (9.25)
is well defined. We indicated by a subindex the space wheregbeatorD acts and we used for example
Dx =Dz ®1+1® Dy, relatively toH(X) = H(Z) @ H(X/Z). (9.26)

Remark 9.8. If condition (ii) is satisfied forall X,Y, Z, and sincelZ,. is a restriction of the adjoint of
IZ ., we get by interpolation

IZy - H(Y/Z) — H'~%(X/Z) is a compact operator for &l < 6 < 2. (9.27)

We make a comment on the compactness assumption from amdi)i of Propositio 9.J7. IfE, I’ are
Euclidean spaces let us set

Hip = K(H*(E),H(F)) and 5 =5 5. (9.28)
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Ifwe setE = (X NY)/ZthenY/Z =E® (Y/X)andX/Z = E& (X/Y) hence
H(X/Z) =H(E) @ H(X/Y) andH*(Y/Z) = (H*(E) @ H(Y/X)) N (H(E) @ H*(Y/X)). (9.29)
From [A.B) we then get

K(MH*(Y/Z),H(X/Z)) = K(H*(E), H(E)) ® K(H(Y/X), H(X/Y))
+ K(H(E),H(E)) ® K(H*(Y/X),H(X/Y)).

With the abbreviations introduced before this may also htemr
%)?/Z.,Y/z = A5 ® Hx)vyy)x + He @ f%/)?/yﬂy/x- (9.30)

Condition (i) of Proposition 917 requird<,. € lf)?/zyy/z. According to the preceding relation this means

I%y = J + J' forsomeJ € JAE @ Hx v,y x andJ' € K ® A3 vy x- (9.31)

Some special cases of these conditions are worth to be medtiove shall consider this only fof, the
discussion fotJ’ is similar. We recall the notatioX HY = X/Y x Y/X and that we identify a Hilbert-
Schmidt operator with its kernel. Thus we have an embedHiig BY) C Hx vy, x hence

Ky ® Hxyyy)x D Hp @ LHX)Y xY/X) D L*(X/Y x Y/X; 45)

cf. the discussion i§2.5 and Definitio 2]5. The conditiaff,, € L?(X/Y x Y/X; #72) is very explicit
and seems to us already quite general. The actidi§ pfunder this condition may be described as follows.
Think of u € H2(Y/Z) as an element of?(Y/X; H%(E)). Then we may represefif, u as element of
H(X/Z) = LA(X]Y; H(E)) as

(IZyu)(z fy/XIXY(x yu(y')dy'.
Observe that if we assun€, € L?(X BY;.#}2) for all X,Y, Z then as in Remaik 9.8 we get
14y e XX BY; KH(E)!, H2(E)) forall0<6<2.
We now consider a Hamiltonian satisfying (i)—(iii) of Pragition[9.7 and discuss conditions which ensure

that H is of class¢’!'! (D). It is important to observe that the domaiff of H is stable under the dilation
groupW,.. Thus we may use Theorem 6.3.4 frdm [ABG] to see #ias of class¢’"! (D) if and only if

da
/H e~ 1P Hllpss g < 9.32)

HereW.H = W HW, hence
We —1)*H = W HWo, — 2WXHW, + H.

The relation[(9.3R) is trivially verified by the kinetic paktof H hence we need that (9132) be satisfied with
H replaced byl. The condition we get will be satisfied if and only if each dméént Iy of I satisfies a
similar relation. Thus it suffices to have

de
/ H IXY”?—P(Y/Z)HH 2(X/Z)_ < oo foral X,Y, Z. (9.33)
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A similar argument may be used in the context of the Dini ctadi{I.24) to get as sufficient conditions

1
. de
| 1wz W = D, iy sy S < oo (9.34)
0
In fact each of the three terms in the decomposition
[D, IZy] = [Dr, I%y] + Dx/v 1%y — I3y Dy)x (9.35)

(seel(1.2R)) should be treated separately.

The techniques developed§i.5.3 and on pages 425-429 frdm [ABG] can be used to get oldingemore
concrete conditions. The only new fact with respect to Adody situation as treated ih [ABG] is that
W, : T — W_.TW, when considered as an operatorio(# (Y/Z), H(X/Z)) factorizes in a product of
three commuting operators. Indeed, if we write

H(Y/Z) = H(E) @ H(Y/X), H(X/Z)=H(E)®H(X/Y)

then we getV,(T') = Wi/YWTE(T)WTY/X where this time we indicated by an upper index the space
to which the operator is related and, for example, we idethTY/X = 1g® WTY/X. Let L, be

the operator of left multiplication b)WfT/Y and N, the operator of right multiplication bWTY/X on

L(H(Y/Z),H(X/Z)). If we also setM, = WZE then we get three commuting operatdrs M., N7 on
L(H(Y/Z),H(X/Z)) such thatV, = L, M. N,. Then in order to check a Dini type condition as (9.34)
we use

Wr—1=(L; —1)M Ny + (M, —1)N. + N, -1 (9.36)

hence
IWzTW, — || < (WX = )T+ [WETWE - T|| + |T(WY/X 1)),

This relation remains true modulo a constant factor if themsoare those of (#2(Y/Z), H~2(X/Z)). An
analog argument works for the second order differencesdddif A, B, C are commuting operators on a
Banach space then starting from

(AB—-1)?=(A-1)?B*+2(A-1)(B-1)B+ (B —1)?
we obtain
(ABC —1)? = (A—1)*B*C? +2(A - 1)(B—1)BC* + 2(A - 1)B(C — 1)C*?
+(B-1)2C*+2(B-1)(C-1)C+(C—-1)>~
Thus in our case we get the estimate

|- = DT < [(£- = DT + (M~ = D*T[| + [(N> = D*T| + 2/|(£- = (M- = DT|
+2[[(Lr = N> = DT + 2[[(M7 = N> = 1T
which remains true modulo a constant factor if the norms hose of L(H2(Y/Z),H~2(X/Z)). This

relation is helpful in checking th€'!:!(D) property. However, it is possible to go further and to getofid
the last three terms by interpretirig (9.33) in terms of retripolation theory.
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Lemma9.9. If T € s = L(H*(Y/Z),H%(X/Z)) thenfo1 |OW: — 1)%T|| sede /2 < oo follows from
1
d
/ (HOVX = 12Tl + | OVE = 1Tl + [TV = 1)2r) 5 < 0. (9.37)
0

Proof: We use the notations and conventions from [ABG]. Observetha £, M., N are one parameter
groups of operators on the Banach spa€e= L(H?(Y/Z), H~2(X/Z)). These groups are not continuous
in the ordinary sense but this does not really matter, invigcare in the setting of [ABG, Chapter 5]. The
main point is that the finiteness of the integfgllﬂ(w5 — 1)?T|| #de/e? < oo is equivalent to that of

fol [ We — 1)8T|| spde /e? < oo. Now by taking the sixth power of {9.86) and developing tightihand
side we easily get the result, cf. the formula on top of pagedfJABG]. [

9.6 To see therelation with the creation-annihilation typeiattions characteristic to quantum field models
we consider in detail the simplest situation whérC X strictly. For anyX, Y we define

Ixy = Vzesixn) 1z @ Hz vz C Zyy andSx = Ixx.

Note that the sum is direct andxy is closed. A non-relativistiévV-body Hamiltonian associated to the
semilatticeS(X) of subspaces oK is usually of the forrAx + V with V € .#x.

If Y C X then, according td (89),
Cxy =Gy QH(X)Y), Cxy(Z)=%(Z)@H(X]Y), H(X)=HY)2H(X/Y) (9.38)
where the first two tensor product have to be interpreted plaimed ing2.3. In particular we have
L*(X)Y;%y) C €xy and L*(X/Y;%v(Z)) C €xy(Z) strictly. (9.39)

Note that for eacl/ C Y we haveX = Z @ (Y/Z) ¢ (X/Y) andX/Z = (Y/Z) & (X/Y). Then
H(X/Z) = H(Y/Z) ® H(X/Y) and thus the operatd¥,- from (ii) above is just a compact operator

Iy HAY/Z) = H(Y/Z) @ H(X]Y). (9.40)
If £, F,G are Hilbert spaces theli (£, F ® G) = K (£, F) ® G, seef2.5. Hence[(9.40) means
I3y € Ay, @ H(X/Y) (9.41)
so the interaction which couples theéandY systems is
Ixy =Y geson 1z ® Iy € Iy @ H(X/Y). (9.42)

Now according to[(9.42) we may viewxy as an element of.2 (X/Y; %) (see Definitio 2)5). This
“weakly square integrable” functiofyy : X/Y — .%y determines the operatdiyy : H2(Y) —
H(X) by the following rule: it associates to € H?(Y') the functiony’ — Ixy (y')u which belongs to
LA*(X/Y;H(X/Y)) = H(X). We may also write

(Ixyu)(z) = (Ixy(y')u)(y) wherez € X =Y & X/Y is written ase = (y,¢/). (9.43)

We also say that the operator valued functigsy is the symbol of the operatdi v .
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The particular case when the functidgy is factorizable gives the connection with the quantum figjzbt
interactions: assume thagy is a finite sumlixy =, Vi @ ¢; whereVyt € %y andg; € H(X/Y), then

Ixyu=3,(Vyu) ® ¢; asanoperatafyy : H*(Y) — H(X) =H(Y) @ H(X/Y). (9.44)

This is a sum ofV-body type interaction¥y- tensorized with operators which create particles in states
Note that this type of interactions is more subtle than thmsglly considered in quantum field theory.

We mention that the adjoinfy x = I%, acts like an integral operator in thg variable (like an an-
nihilation operator). Indeed, it € #H(X) is thought as a map’ — v(y’) € H(Y) then we have
Iyxv= [y,y Ixy(y')v(y)dy’ atleast formally.

Now the conditions on the “commutatolD, Ixy| may be written in a quite explicit form in terms of the
symbollxy. The relation[(9.35) becoméB, Ixy| = [Dy, Ixy]+ Dx/y Ixy. The operatoDy acts only
on the variablgy andD x/y acts only on the variablg. Thus[Dy, Ixy] andDy,y Ixy are operators of the
same nature ak¢y but more singular. Indeed, the symbol 6fy, Ixvy ] is the functiorny’ — [Dy, Ixy (y')]
andthatoRiDy,y Ixy is the functiony’ — (y'-V, +n/2)Ixy(y’). Thus we see that to get condition (ii)
of Propositioi 9I7 it suffices to require two types of coratis on the symbalxy, one on[Dy, Ixy (y')]
and asecondone @fi- V., Ixy (/).

To state more explicit conditions we need to decompaseas in [9.42). For this we assume given for each
Z € Swith Z c Y afunction/%,, : X/Y — Ky N L3(X/ Y 45,,). Thisis the symbol of an operator
H2(Y/)Z) — LA(X)Y;H(Y/Z)) = H(X/Z) that we also denotZ,. and which is clearly compact. Then

we takelxy =Y, s 1%y

Now each “commutator(D, 1%, | = [Dy,z,1%y] + Dx,yI%, should be a compact operator from
H2(Y/Z) to H~2(X/Z). For simplicity we shall ask that each of the two componeatises this com-
pactness condition.

As explained before the operatdpy,, 1%, ] is associated to the symbgl — [Dy,~, 1%, (y')] and the
main contribution to the operatdriDX/yI)Z{Y comes from the operator associated to the symbol

y' -V IZ,(y'). So we ask that these two symbols induce compact operitais/Z) — H~2(X/Z). On
the other hand, froni.(8.13) and/Z = (Y/Z) & (X/Y) we get

HA(X/Z)= (H(Y/Z) 2 H*(X/)Y)) N (H*(Y/Z) @ H(X/Y)), (9.45)
H2AX/)Z)=H(Y/Z) @ H2(X)Y)+H 2(Y/Z) 2 H(X]Y). (9.46)

This allows one to write down general and more or less explmnditions to ensure that that the operator
Ixv satisfies the conditions (ii) and (iii) of Proposition 9. e cas&” ¢ X. Without trying to go into any
refinements we now state a sufficient set of assumptions csythbolsIZ,.. We find convenient to revert
to the abstract tensor product notation.

(@) 1%y € K(H*(Y/2),H(Y/Z)) @ H(X]Y),
(b) [Dyz, I%y] € K(H(Y/Z), H7*(Y/Z)) @ H(X/Y),
©) DxyvIgy € KHXY/Z2),H(Y/Z)) @ H™*(X]Y).

A Appendix

The main part of this appendix is devoted to comments comugthe generation af'*-algebras of “energy
observables” by certain classes of “elementary” Hamiliasi Then we prove a useful technical result.
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A.l LetX bealcagroupandI€l,}.cx be astrongly continuous unitary representatioXain a Hilbert
spaceH. Then one can associate to it a Borel regular spectral meason X * with values projectors o
such that’, = [, k(z)E(dk) and this allows us to define for each Borel function X* — C a normal
operator or{ by the formulai)(P) = [. ¢ (k)E(dk). The seC*(X;#) of all the operatorg)(P) with
¥ € Co(X™) is clearly a non-degeneraf& -algebra of operators oH. We say that an operatét € L(H)
is of classC?(P) if the mapx — U, SU is norm continuous.

LemmaA.l. LetS € L(H) be of clas<0%(P) and letT € C*(X;H). Then for each > 0thereisy’ c X
finite and there are operatofg, € C*(X;H) such thal|ST' — > ., T,U,SU|| < e.

Proof: It suffices to assume th&t = «(P) wheret has a Fourier transform integrable 6fy so that
T = fx U, (z)dz, and then to use a partition of unity ofi and the uniform continuity of the map
x +— Uy SU; (see the proof of Lemma 2.1 in [DaG1]). [

We say that a subs#&of L(H) is X -stable ifU, SU; € B whenevelS € Bandz € X. From Lemm&All
we see that i3 is an X -stable real linear space of operators of cla8¢P) then

B-C(X;H)=C"(X;H)-B.
Since theC*-algebrad generated by3 is alsoX -stable and consists of operators of cladsP)
o =A-C(X;H)=C"(X;H)-A (A.1)

is aC*-algebra. The operatoig, implement a norm continuous action &f by automorphisms of the
algebraA so theC*-algebra crossed produdt x X is well defined and the algebe# is a quotient of this
crossed product.

A functionh on X * is calledp-periodicfor some non-zerp € X* if h(k + p) = h(k) forall k € X*.

Proposition A.2. Let) be anX-stable set of symmetric bounded operators of cta$6P) and such that
AV C Vif A € R. DenoteA the C*-algebra generated by and defines by (A). Leth : X* — R
be continuous, nat-periodic if p # 0, and such thath(k)| — oo ask — oo. Theng is theC*-algebra
generated by the self-adjoint operators of the far® + &) + V with k € X* andV € V.

Proof: DenoteK = h(P + k) and letR, = (2 — K — AV)~! with z not real and\ real. Let% be the
C*-algebra generated by such operators (with var¢iagdV). By takingl” = 0 we see tha¥” will contain
the C*-algebra generated by the operatfigs By the Stone-Weierstrass theorem this algebt& {s\; H)
because the set of functiops— (z — h(p + k))~* wherek runs overX * separates the points &f*. The
derivative with respect ta at A = 0 of R, exists in norm and is equal t8yV Ry, SORyV Ry € €. Since
C*(X) C € we getp(P)V(P) € ¢ forall ¢, € Co(X*) and allV € V. SinceV is of classC?(P) we
have(U, —1)Vy(P) ~ V(U,—1)¥(P) — 0innorm asct — 0 from which we get)(P)V ¢ (P) — S¢(P)

in norm asp — 1 conveniently. Thud «(P) € ¢ for V, v as above. This implieg; - - - V,,&(P) € € for
all vq,...,V, € V. Indeed, assuming = 2 for simplicity, we writey) = 112 with ¢; € C,(X*) and
then Lemma_All allows us to approximdtgy; (P) in norm with linear combinations of operators of the
form ¢(P) V5" where thel;® are translates df;. Since% is an algebra we géf ¢(P)V5 12 (P) € % hence
passing to the limit we gat; Vou(P) € ¥. Thus we provedy C %. The converse inclusion follows from
a series expansion @, in powers ofl/. |
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The next two corollaries follow easily from Proposition A\/%e takeH = L?(X) which is equipped with
the usual representatiobs,, V;, of X andX* respectively. LeWW,; = U,V}, with ¢ = (x, k) be the phase
space translation operator, so tH&t; } is a projective representation of the phase space X & X*.

Fix some classical kinetic energy functiénas in the statement of Propositibn_A.2 and let the classical
potentialv : X — R be a bounded uniformly continuous function. Then the quartamiltonian will be

H = h(P)+v(Q) = K + V. Since the origins in the configuration and momentum spatesd X *
have no special physical meaning one may argue![Bel, BeRPthdl W = h(P — k) + v(Q + z) is a
Hamiltonian as good a# for the description of the evolution of the system. It is nietac to us whether
the algebra generated by such Hamiltonians (Wwitmdv fixed) is in a natural way a crossed product. On
the other hand, it is natural to say that the coupling congtainont of the potential is also a variable of the
system and so the Hamiltoniahk, = K + AV with any real\ are as relevant a§. Then we may apply
Propositio AR with) equal to the set of operators of the fodm,v(Q). Thus:

Corollary A.3. Letv € C{(X) real and letA be theC*-subalgebra of!(X) generated by the translates
of v. Leth : X* — R be continuous, nagt-periodic if p # 0, and such thath (k)| — oo ask — co. Then
the C*-algebra generated by the self-adjoint operators of thenfév /7, W with € = and real) is the
crossed product x X.

Now let7 be a set of closed subgroupsXfsuch that the semilatticg generated by it (i.e. the set of finite
intersections of elements GF) consists of pairwise compatible subgroups. &etS) = >y .sCx(Y).
From [4.5) it follows that this is th€*-algebra generated By, . Cx (Y).

Corollary A.4. Leth be as in Corollary’A.B. Then th@*-algebra generated by the self-adjoint operators
of the formh(P + k) + v(Q) withk € X* andv € >, . Cx(Y) is the crossed producty (S) x X.

Remark A.5. Propositio A.2 and Corollariés A.3 ahd A.4 remain true amceasier to prove if we consider
the C*-algebra generated by the operatafd®) + V with all h : X* — R continuous and such that
|h(k)| — oo ask — oo. If in PropositiofA2 we také{ = L?(X; F) with E a finite dimensional Hilbert
space (describing the spin degrees of freedom) then thetmpsf, = h(P) with h : X — L(E) a
continuous symmetric operator valued function such fitatk) +i)~*|| — 0 ask — oo are affiliated to
o/ hence also their perturbatiofit + V whereV satisfies the criteria fronh [DaG3], for example.

Proof of Theorem[1.7: In the remaining part of the appendix we use the notatiodd .

Let 4" be theC*-algebra generated by the operators of the f¢em- K — ¢)~! wherez is a not real
number, K is a standard kinetic energy operator, ahég a symmetric field operator. With the notation
(7.1) we easily ge€*(S) C €”. If A € R then\¢ is also a field operator s@ — K — \¢)~! € €. By
taking the derivative with respect toat A\ = 0 of this operator we getz — K)'¢(z — K)~! € . Since

(z — K)™! = ®x(z — hx(P))~! (recall thatP is the momentum observable independently of the group
X) and sinc&*(S) C ¢’ we getS¢(9)T € ¢ forall S, T € C*(S) andd = (Oxy) x>y, cf. f1.3.

Let €%y = Ux%'Ily C Zxy be the components of the algelsd and let us fixX > Y. Then we
getp(P)a*(w)y(P) € %y forall ¢ € Co(X*), ¥ € Co(Y™), andu € H(X/Y). The clspan of the
operators* (u)y(P) is Ixy, see Proposition 4.19 and the comments afftet (2.5), and @ak@) we have
C*(X)- Ixy = Ixvy. Thus the clspan of the operatgs&P)a* (u)y(P) is Txy for eachX D Y and then
we getIxy C F%y . By taking adjoints we gelxy C % if X ~ Y.

Now recall that the subspacg® C L(#) defined by.7%, = Ixy if X ~Y and.7° = {0} if X £ Y is
a closed self-adjoint linear subspace®fand that7° - 7° = ¢, cf. Propositiof 6.18. By what we proved
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before we haveZ7° C ¢’ henceg C ¢’. The converse inclusions is easy to prove. This finishesribefp
of Theoreni 1J7.

A.2 We prove here a useful technical result. E&etF, G, H be Hilbert spaces and assume that we have
continuous injective embeddingsC G andF C G. Let us equipf N F with the intersection topology
defined by the nornj|g||2+||g||%)!/2. Itis clear tha N.F becomes a Hilbert space continuously embedded
ingG.

Lemma A.6. The mapK (£, H) x K(F,H) — K(& N F,H) which associates t&' € K(&,H) and
T € K(F,H) the operatorS|enr + T|enr € K(E N F,H) is surjective.

Proof: Itis clear that the map is well defined. LBte K (€ N F,H), we have to show that there aseT’

as in the statement of the proposition such tRat S|gnr + T|enx. Observe that the norm ohin F
has been chosen such that the linear map (g,9) € £ @ F be an isometry with range a closed linear
subspacé. ConsiderR as a linear mag — # and extend it to the orthogonal &fby zero. The so defined
mapR : Z — H is clearly compact. Lef,T be defined bySe = R(e,0) andTf = R(0, f). Clearly
SeK(E,H)andT € K(F,H)andifg € £NF then

Sg+Tg = R(g,0) + R(0,9) = R(9,9) = Ry
which proves the lemma. |
We shall write the assertion of this lemma in the slightlynfiat way
KENF,H)=K(EH) +K(F,H). (A.2)
For example, ifty, F' are Euclidean spaces and- 0 is real then
HY (E®F)=(H(E)@HF)) N (H(E) @ H*(F)) (A.3)
hence for an arbitrary Hilbert spagewe have
KH (E®F),H)=KH (E)®H(F),H) + K(H(E) @ H*(F),H). (A.4)
If H itself is a tensor produd{ = Hg ® Hr then we can combine this with (2.8) and get

K(H*(E® F), Mg © Hp) = K(H*(E), Hp) © K(H(F), Hr) (A-5)
+ K(H(E),Hp) ® K(H*(F), Hp).
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