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Recurrence and explicit formulae for contractions (partial traces) of antisymmetric and sym-
metric products of identical trace class operators are derived. Contractions of product den-
sity operators of systems of identical fermions and bosons are proved to be asymptotically
equivalent to, respectively, antisymmetric and symmetric products of density operators of
a single particle, multiplied by a normalization integer. The asymptotic equivalence relation
is defined in terms of the thermodynamic limit of expectation values of observables in the
states represented by given density operators. For some weaker relation of asymptotic equiv-
alence, concerning the thermodynamic limit of expectation values of product observables,
antisymmetric and symmetric products of density operators of a single particle are shown
to be equivalent to tensor products of density operators of a single particle, multiplied by
a normalization integer.

This paper presents the results of a part of the author’s thesis [W. Radzki, Kummer con-
tractions of product density matrices of systems of n fermions and n bosons (Polish), MS
thesis, Institute of Physics, Nicolaus Copernicus University, Toruri, 1999].
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I. INTRODUCTION

This paper, presenting the results of a part of the author’s MS thesis [10], deals with
contractions (partial traces) of antisymmetric and symmetric product density operators
representing mixed states of the systems of identical noninteracting fermions and bosons,
respectively.

If H is a separable Hilbert space of a single fermion (boson) then the space of the n-fermion
(resp. m-boson) system is the antisymmetric (resp. symmetric) subspace H\" = Ag_? Jqyen
(resp. HV™ = Sg_;”’:’-l@”) of H®" = H ® --- ® H, where Ag_’f) (resp. Sq(r?)) is the antisym-
metric (resp. symmetric) projector (see Section ITA). Density operators (i.e. selfadjoint
nonnegative operators with the trace equal to 1) of n-fermion (resp. n-boson) systems are
identified with those defined on H®" and concentrated on H"" (resp. H'™), i.e. satisfying
the condition K = AE:Z)KAE:Z) (resp. G = Sq(_?)GS;(f)), where K (resp. G) is given density
operator on HE".

Recall that the expectation value of an observable represented by a bounded selfadjoint
operator B on given Hilbert space in a state described by a density operator p equals Tr Bp.
If B is an unbounded selfadjoint operator on a dense subspace of given Hilbert space, instead
of B one can consider its spectral measure Ep(A) (which is a bounded operator) of a Borel
subset A of the spectrum of B. Then Tr Ep(A)p is the probability that the result of the
measurement of the observable in question belongs to A [9].

k-particle observables of n-fermion and n-boson systems (k < n) are represented, respec-
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tively, by operators of the form
A v
0 B=AY (Bo1?t ) A, T B= sy (Boroe=h) s, (1)

where [ is the identity operator on H and B is a selfadjoint operator on H®*. Operators (1)
are called antisymmetric and symmetric expansions of B, respectively [4]. In view of the
earlier remark it is assumed that B is bounded. The expectation values of observables

A v
represented by I'} B and I'} B in states represented by n-fermion and n-boson density
operators K and G, respectively, can be expressed as

A \%
TrK T} B=TrBLEK, TrGTY? B=TrBLEG, (2)

where k-particle density operators LXK and LEG are (n, k)-contractions of K and G (see
Definition I1.8), called also reduced density operators. Such operators were investigated by
Coleman [1], Garrod and Percus [2], and Kummer [4].

In the present paper particular interest is taken in the case when K and G are product
density operators, i.e. they are of the form

1 1
K = An G: vn 3
T Tepvnf (3)

where p\" = Ag:z)p‘g"Ag:Z), pYn = Sq(r?)p‘@”&(r?), and p is a density operator of a single
fermion or boson, respectively. The first objective of this paper is to find the recurrence
and explicit formulae for L* K and LEG for K and G being, respectively, antisymmetric and
symmetric products of identical trace class operators, including operators (3). The explicit
form of the operators LXK and LEG proves to be quite complex. However, they can be
replaced by operators with simpler structure if only the limiting values of expectations (2),
in the sense of the thermodynamic limit, are of interest. The second objective of this paper is
to find these simpler forms of contractions LX K and LG for product density operators (3),
equivalent to the complete expressions in the thermodynamic limit.

The problems described above have been solved for £ = 1,2 by Kossakowski and
Mackowiak [3], and Mackowiak [6]. The formulae they derived were exploited in calcu-
lations of the free energy density of large interacting n-fermion and n-boson systems [3, (],
as well as in the perturbation expansion of the free energy density for the M-impurity
Kondo Hamiltonian [8]. In the case of investigation of many-particle interactions of higher
order [7, 13, 14, 15] or higher order perturbation expansion terms of the free energy density,
the expressions for (Tr p\")~1LEp"" and (Tr pV™)~1LE pV™ with k > 3 prove to be necessary
in the canonical and grand canonical ensemble approach.

The main results of this paper are Theorems III.1, T11.4, TV.10, and IV.15.

II. PRELIMINARIES

This section concerns terminology, notation, and basic theorems used in this paper.

A. Basic notation

Let (H,(-,-)) be a separable Hilbert space over C or R. The following notation is used in
the sequel.
I — the identity operator on H,
B(H) — the Banach algebra of bounded linear operators on H with the operator norm |||,
HS(H) — the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators on H,
T(H) — the space of trace class operators on H,



B*(H) — the space of bounded selfadjoint operators on H,
B*ZO(H) — the set of nonnegative definite bounded selfadjoint operators on H,
D(H) — the set of density operators (matrices) on H, i.e.

DH)={DeT(H)| D=D*D>0,TrD=1}.

If A € B%,(#) then the unique operator B € B%,(#) such that B*> = A is denoted by Az,
If A € B(H) then A*A € BL((H), where A* is the adjoint of A. Assume |A| := (A*A)z. The
real number [|A|| ;) := Tr |A] is regarded as a norm for A € T(#). The norm in HS(H)
induced by the inner product defined by the formula (A, B>HS(H) = Tr A*B is denoted by
-l ) -

Let S,, be the group of permutations of {1,...,n}. Since finite linear combinations of
vectors of the type ¥ ® - - - ® 1, form a dense subset of H®" = H @ - - - ® H, there exist the

—_———

n

unique linear operators AE:Z), Sgl) € B(H®") such that for every 41, ...,1, € H one has

AP (1 @ - @) = ,ngnwwm e ® ),

" 7eS,

TI'ESn

The operators A SH ") are projectors, i.e. they are idempotent and selfadjoint. The closed
linear subspaces ’H,A" = A;Z)HQ@" and HV" = S,(r?)?-[‘@" of H®™ are called the antisymmetric
and symmetric subspace, respectively.

For every B € B(H®"), C € B(H®™) the antisymmetric product BN\ C = A (k-+m) (B ®
C)Agrlfm) and the symmetric product BV C = Sq(r]frm) (B ® C)Sq(r]ﬁm) are operators on
HOFE+™m) concentrated (in the sense of the orthogonal decomposition) on its antisymmetric

and symmetric subspace, respectively.
For every B € B(H®*%), C € B(H®™), D € B(H®") one has

(B/\C)/\D = B/\(C/\D) :A$+m+n)(B®C®D)A$+m+n)7

(BVC)VD=BV(CVD)=58,"""(BaCeD)SsE ",

which can be checked by direct calculation over the vectors of the form ¥ ® - - - ® Yk4m+n-

Thus one can omit the brackets in antisymmetric and symmetric products of three or more

operators. For n € N, n > 2, the nth antisymmetric and symmetric power of B € B(H)

is defined as B = BA...AB and BY" = BV ...V B, respectively. It is also assumed
—_— S S —

BN = BY1 = B. Clearly, B\ = A B — B®n A and BV» = S\ pen = gongim.
Notice that if B € B%,(H) then B ", BV™ € B%(H®").

The cardinality of a set X is denoted by #X. The symbol f|y stands for the restriction
of a mapping f: X — Z to a subset Y C X, except the case when f is a measure (see
Section I1B). Tt is assumed R} = [0, +00) and Ry = Ry U {+o00}.

B. Integral kernels of trace class operators

Detailed proofs of all theorems concerning integral kernels of operators used in this paper
have been contained in the author’s MS thesis [10]. In this section the main theorems on
integral kernels are formulated.
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If (Y, ;1) is a space with a measure p: S — R, on a c-algebra S of subsets of a nonempty
set Y, then for every X € S the symbol u|x denotes the restriction of p to the o-algebra
Slx ={ANX| AcS}. If yy: S — Ry is another measure then p ® u; denotes the
product of the measures p and py. For n € N it is assumed p®" =y ® -+ @ .

—_——

n

Fix the Hilbert space Hy := L2?(Y, ) over the field K = C or R, where the measure
is separable and o-finite. As well known, the elements of this space are equivalence classes
of p-a.e. equal square integrable functions. Usually such a class of functions is identified
(and denoted by the same symbol) with its arbitrary representative, which can be defined
p-a.e. and identified with its trivial extension on Y. However, it should be noted that some
operations in this paper are not admissible in L? spaces, since their results depend on the
choice of representatives (see formula (6) in Lemma I1.3 and Remark 11.4).

Recall that if € € L2(Y xY, p®u) then one can define the integral operator K : L*(Y, u) —
L2(Y, i) by the formula

w@mm:<mmmzﬁxwwwwww. (4)

Both K regarded as an element of L2(Y, ) as well as its arbitrary representative is said to
be an integral kernel of K. For any choice of representatives of K and ¢ the integral on the
r.h.s. of formula (4) exists for p-a.a. x € Y and represents a p-a.e. defined p-measurable and
square integrable function of x. The definition of K does not depend on the choice of these
representatives. The kernel K is unique as an element of L?(Y, 11). However, a representative
of IC of a special form, given in Lemma II.3 and Definition I1.5, is useful in computations of
the trace of K.

In the sequel use is made of the following theorem, the proof of which can be found in
Schatten’s book [12].

Theorem 11.1. An operator K € B (LQ(Y, u)) is of Hilbert-Schmidt type iff it is an integral
operator with an integral kernel K € L*(Y x Y, ® u). Furthermore, ||KHH$(L2(Y7#)) =

HK:HL2(Y><Y,,u®,u) )

Corollary I1.2. Let K,G € HS (LQ(Y, ,u)) and let K,G € L*(Y x Y,u® ) be integral
kernels of the operators K, G, respectively. Then (K, G>H$(L2(Y7#)) = (K.9) L2ty <y pop) -

Recall that K € B (LQ(Y, u)) is a trace class operator iff there exist operators K, Ky €
HS (L*(Y, ) such that K = K;K,. Moreover, Tr K = (KT, K2)3y5(r2(v,) - This fact,
Theorem II.1, and Corollary I1.2 have been used by the present author [10] to prove the
following lemma, in which elements of L?(Y, 11) are distinguished from their representatives.
The element of L?(Y, i) represented by a function f is denoted by [f].

Lemma I1.3. Let K € ’T(LQ(Y,;L)), K = K1Ks5, where K1, Ko € HS (LQ(Y, u)) Let
[K1],[K2] € L2(Y,p) be integral kernels of K1, K. Then for any choice of representatives
K1 € [K4], Ko € [Ks] the integral

K@wzﬁ&@wm@www (5)

exists and it is finite for p @ p-a.a. (z,y) € Y x Y. The function K: Y xY — K defined by
formula (5) for p @ p-a.a. (x,y) € Y XY (and constant at other points) is yu @ p-measurable,
square integrable, and it is an integral kernel of K. The integral K(x, z) exists and it is finite
for p-a.a. x € Y. The function L:Y — K defined by the formula L(x) = K(x,x) for p-a.a.
x €Y (and constant at other points) is p-measurable and integrable. Moreover,

TrK:/YE(J:)d,u(x)E/YIC(:E,J:)d,u(x). (6)



Remark II.4. Lemma I1.3 states that the trace of a trace class operator on L?(Y, 1) can
be expressed as the integral of the function I given by formula (5) over the diagonal set.
The value of the integral on the r.h.s. of formula (6) does not depend on the choice of
representatives Ky, Ko of the kernels [K1], [Ka] € L2(Y,u). However, there is no further
arbitrariness in the choice of the representative of the integral kernel [K] € L?(Y,u) of K
in formula (6), since the diagonal set {(z,y) €Y xY | z =y} can be of measure u ® u
zero (for example, if p is the Lebesgue measure on an interval) and replacing the function
IC given by formula (5) by other representative of [KC] can change the value of integral (6).

This is the reason to introduce the following definition.

Definition I1.5. Under the assumptions of Lemma I1.3, the function K given by formula (5)
(for any choice of representatives K1, Ko of integral kernels [K1], [K2] € L2(Y, i) is called
a product integral kernel of K.

Notice that for p being the Lebesgue measure on [0,1] x [0,1] formula (6) is valid, for
example, if IC is any continuous function.

In the following lemma [10], proved by using Lemma II.3, the function Ky need not be
a product integral kernel of Ky but the integral formula for the trace of Ky still holds for
Ko.

Lemma I1.6. Let k,n € N, k < n, and let K be a product integral kernel of K €
'T(LQ(Y",;@")). Set 2/ = (x1,...,21), 2" = (@k11,-- -, 2n), ¥ = (Y1,-..,yx). Then the
integral

Kola') = [ Kl o) 4D o) 7

exists and it is finite for p®**-a.a. (2',y') € Y¥ x Y*. The function Ko: Y* x Y* = K
defined by formula (7) for p®?**-a.a. (2',y") € Y* x Y* (and constant at other points)
is u®%*-measurable, square integrable, and it is an integral kernel of an operator K, €
T (LA(Y*, u®%)) . For every [x],[¢] € L*(Y*, u®*) and every orthonormal basis {[1):]};cy of

LAYk y®=F)) one has

o0

(D Kol pa(ye ory = Z (X @ il K([p] @ [$i])) 2y pom) -

The integral Ko(z',2') exists and it is finite for p®*-a.a. ' € Y*. The function Lo: Y* — K
defined by the formula Lo(z') = Ko(z',2') for p®*-a.a. ' € Y* (and constant at other
points) is p®*¥-measurable and integrable. Moreover,

Ko(a',2') du®k (z') = Lo(z)dp®*(2') = Tr Ko = Tr K.
Yk Yk
Corollary I1.7. Under the assumptions of Lemma II.6, if C € B (LQ(Y’“, u®k)) then
TrCKy = Tr (C ® I®"R)K.

C. Contractions of operators

The definition and basic properties of contractions of operators are now recalled for the
reader’s convenience. A discussion of these properties was carried out by Kummer [4, 5].
Let H be a separable Hilbert space over the field K = C or R.

Definition II.8. Let k,n € N, k < n, and K € T(H®"). Then the (n, k)-contraction of K
is the operator LXK € T(H®*) such that

VCEB(’H@”C) . TI"H@m (O ® I®(nik))K = TI‘H@;k CLﬁK (8)

It is also assumed LK = K for every n € N, K € T(H$").
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Remark I1.9. The operator L* K always exists and is defined uniquely by Eq. (8). LFK
is a partial trace of K with respect to the component space H®("F) in HO" = HOF @
HO=R) If H = Hy = L2(Y, ) is the Hilbert space from Section II B and K is a product
integral kernel of K then LXK has an integral kernel ICo given by formula (7), according to
Lemma I1.6 and Corollary II.7.

Under the assumptions of Definition I1.8 one has TryesLEK = Tryen K, and if p € N,
k < p <mn, then L¥ (L# K) = LE K. Morcover, if K € B*(H®") then LEK € B*(H®¥), and if
K € B%y(H®") then LEK € B%,(H®F).

Contractions of density operators are called reduced density operators. Contractions pre-
serve the Fermi and Bose-Einstein statistics of the contracted density operator, i.e. for

K € A%)T(H(@")A%) and G € S?(_?)T(H(@")Sg_?) one has LFK € Agf)T(’H‘@k)Agf) and
LG e S%C)T(HQM)S%C), respectively. For such K and G Egs. (2) hold.

The following theorem is a part of Coleman’s theorem [, 1].
Theorem I1.10. Let n € N, n > 2. For every (n-fermion) density operator D € D (H®")
D= Ag_?)DAg_?), one has ||LiD|| < 2 ||DJ|.

IIT. RECURRENCE AND EXPLICIT FORMULAE FOR CONTRACTIONS OF
PRODUCTS OF TRACE CLASS OPERATORS

In this section recurrence formulae and next explicit formulae are derived for antisymmet-
ric and symmetric powers of single particle operators.

In the whole section use is made of the Hilbert space Hy := L?(Y, 1) over the field K = C
or R, where the measure y is separable and o-finite.

The following theorem in the case of k¥ = 1,2 was proved by Kossakowski and
Mackowiak [3], and Mac¢kowiak [6].

Theorem III.1 (Recurrence formulae). Let B € T(Hy). If k,n € N, 1 < k < n, then
(Z)LﬁBAn _ (Z:i) (LﬁillB/\(n_l)) AB— (n;l) (Lﬁ,lBA(n_l)) (I®(1€—1) ® B) A,(:Zﬂ (9)
(HLEB™ = (o) (L BY e ) vB+ (7)) (LB (190D @ B) sii), (10)

and ifn € Ny n > 2, then

nLlpAn — (TrBM"*l)) B—(n—1) (L},_lBM"*)) B, (11)

nLlpvn — (Tr BV<"—1>) B+ (n—1) (L}l,lBV("‘l)) B. (12)

Proof. Let B:Y xY — K be a product integral kernel of B. For every m € N define the
mapping B : Y™ x Y™ — K by the formula
B(‘Thyl) B(‘Thym)
B/\m<xlv"'7'rm)_det :

Yty -5 Ym : e :
B(xmuyl) B(xmuym)

Then the mapping £: YY" x Y™ — K given by

1
IC(I'l,.. <y Ty Y1, - - 7yn) = E Z SgnTB(xT(l)uyl)' B(xT(n)ayn)
" TES,

:iB/\n Llyeery I
n! Y-+ Yn



is a product integral kernel of BA" = Ag@ Ben,
Eq. (9) will be first proved for n > k + 1. In view of Remark I1.9, an integral kernel
L:Y*xY* 5 Kof (})LEB" can be written in the form

‘C(Ila"'axkvyla"'vyk)

= (Z)/ IC(CEl, ey Iy Y1y e Yk Thtdy - - - ,l’n) dﬂ®(n_k)($k+17 cee 7xn)
yn—k

for p®%*-a.a. (z1,...,25,y1,...,yx) € Y?*. Performing k! permutations of the first k rows
and k! permutation of the first k columns of the determinant defining K one obtains

K(xlv'- yLns Y1y .-+ yk7$k+17"'axn)

(k')2 Z sgnﬂ'sgnalC( L) Lr(k)s T+l -5 Tns Yo (1)s -+ - s Yo(k)s Th415 - - - 7‘I’n«)'
T,0ESE

Expanding the determinant in question with respect to the kth column gives

‘C(Ila-' Ikvyla"'vyk)

= Z sgnwsgnaz k+j/y . B(wr(jy; Yo (i)

T,0€Sk
. B/\(n—l) L)y s Lr(j=1) Lr(j+1)r - -+ (k) Lht1ls- - Tn
ycr(l)7 cee 7ya(k71)7x7€+17 ceoy I
du®("_k) (Tt1s -5 Tn)
+( Z SgN T sgn o Z k”/ B(xj, Yo(x))
ﬂ'O’ESk j=k+1 ynok
. B/\(n—l) L)y s Lr(k)s Thtly-- -3 LTj—1,Lj41,-- -, Tn
Yo(1)s -+ Yo(k=1) Tht1s -5 Tn
Adp® R (g, ). (13)

Consider the first term on the r.h.s. of Eq. (13). In all summands of Z;C:l except the
last one the (kK — 1)th row of the determinant (containing the variable z.()) can be shifted
into the jth position, changing thereby the sign of the determinant by (—1)(k_2)_(j_1) =
(—1)"k=3*+1 Then the first term of sum (13) assumes the form

Z sgnwsgnoz k” k_j"’l/ B(xﬂ(j)7ya’(k))
Yn—k

T,0ESkK
. B/\(’ﬂ—l) ( xﬂ(l)? N 7x7r(j*1)7$77(k)7$77(j+1), e 7‘T7T(k71)7 Thgls--osTn )
Yo(1)s -+ Yo(k—1)s Thtls -5 Tn
du@(n—k) (xk-‘rl, o 7xn)
2 seamseno UHk/ B(@x(k)s Yo(r))

m,0€Sk yn—k
A=) [T Tr(k=1)s Thtds -5 Tn ) g @ (n—k) e, y

Yo1)s -+ Yo(k—1)s Lh+1y- -+ Tn H (xk-l-l x ) ( )

Let Tji € Sk denote the transposition j <+ k for j < k (then (—1)F7(—1)=F=7+l = (1) =
sgnTji) and the identity permutation for j = k (with sgnTy, = 1). Expression (14) can be



then written as

Z SgHWSgDUZSgHTgk/ o B(2 (ror,) (k) Yo (k)

T,0€S)
.B/\(n—l) L(moTyp)(1)s -+ = L(woTyy)(k—1)> Lh+1y -+, Tn d ®R(n—k) e T
ycr(l)7 .o 7ya’(kfl)7 xk-i—lu o T H (xk-‘rl v )
w1
+ (k)ﬁ k')2 Z SgnWSgDUSgnTkk/ B(x(ﬂoTkk)(k)uyo(k))
' Y owo€ESy ynok
. B/\(n—l) T(woTrp)(1)r -+ s L(woTh)(k—=1)s Lht1y -3 Tn d ®(n—k) T
Yo(1)s -+ Yo(k—1)s Tht1y- -+ Tn a (:Ek-‘rl’ - )
a 11
=> (Z); GIE > (SgnWSgHTjk)SgHU/Y%k B(& (xomy ) (k)s Yo (k)
j=1 T,0€Sk
.B/\(nfl) L(moTyr)(1)s« s L(moTyy)(k—1)s Thtls- -5 Tn d ®(n—k) T
Yo(1)s - s Yo(k—1)s Tht1ls- -5 Tn . (:Ek-‘rlu - )
k
3 Oz X serseno [ Bl vew)
j=1 k! T(TESk nok
.B/\(nfl) Lr(1)y- s Lr(k—1)s Th41y---3Tn d ®R(n—k) T
Yo(1)s - Yo(k—1)s Tht1ls- -5 Tn K (Ik+1, - )
= Z SgHTSgHU/ B(2r (k) Yo (k)
TUGSk ynok
.B/\(n—l) LTr(1)s- -y Lr(k—1)s Lht1ly- -+ Tn d ®(n—k) e T
Yo1)s -5 Yo(k—1)s Lht1y- -+ Tn a (xk-‘rl * )
= (7)) > senTsgnoB(w,), ya(k))/ :
Pt ( ) n—k (n— 1)!
7,068}
.B/\(nfl) Tr(1)s- -y Lr(k—1) Lh+1ly- -+ Tn d ®(n—k) T 15
Yo(1)s -1 Yo(k—1)s Lh+1y- -5 Tn a (xk+17 - ), ( )
if use is made of the identity k( )n, = (" 1) =y 1), The function G;: Y1 x YA~ 5 K,
given for fixed 7,0 € Sy and p®**Yoaa. (Tr(1), - Tr(k-1)sYo(1)s - - - » Yo(k—1)) € YL x
kal by
Gi(Tr(1)s - Tr(k=1)s Yo (1) - - + > Yor(k—1))
1 x e T (1), & T
_ B/\(n—l) (1) sy br(k—1)s Lk+1, ) g ®(n—k) T
/ynfk (’I’L— 1)' Yo(1)s - Yo(k—1)s Lh+1s-- -5 Tn a (Ik+1, - )7

is an integral kernel of Lk 1B’\(” D, Furthermore, the function M;: Y* x Y* — K, defined
for fixed 7,0 € S and u®2k—a.a. ( Tr(1)s- s Tr(k)s Yo (1) -+ > yg(k)) ceYkxy* by

Mu(Zr(1),- 5 Tr (k) Yo (1) > Yo (k)
= G1(@r(1)s - Trh=1): Yo (1) - - > Yo (h—1))B(Zr (k) Yo (k) )
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is an integral kernel of (LﬁjBA("_l)) ® B. Consequently, the function P;: Y* x Y* = K,
defined for p®?*-a.a. (z1,..., 25, y1,--.,yx) € Y* x Y* by the formula

Pl(xlu"'7xk7yl7"'7yk)
1
Z(k_})w Z sgn7sgn o My(Tr(1),s s Tr(k) Yo(1)s - - 5 Yo(k)),  (16)

7,065}

the r.h.s. of which equals expression (15), is an integral kernel of the operator

n—1 k—1 pA(n—1
(x 1) (Lnle ( )) N B,
which appears on the r.h.s. of Eq. (9).

Consider now the second term of the sum on the r.h.s. of Eq. (13). One can change the
indices of the integral variables j1,...,2; in all summands of Z;l:k 41 except the first
one, according to the rule z; — zpy1 — Tpi2 — .- — x; for the jth summand, and
simultaneously change the order of the columns of the determinant inversely (which changes
the sign by (—1)0~D=F — (—1)(++*1)=7) The resulting sum > 7, ., then contains n — k
terms identical to the one with j = k + 1. Since (—1)**#+1) = —1  the second term of
sum (13) equals

m 11
_ (”_k)(k)ﬁ z Z sgnﬂ'sgna/yn% B(zk+1, Yo (k)

12
( ) T,0€Sk
A(n—1) L)y Tr(k)s Th+2y- -5 Tn ®R(n—k)
B (ya’(l)u"'uyd(k1)7$k+17"'7xn ) dM (xk-‘rlu"'uxn)' (17)

Using the identity "T_,k (D) = (";1) ﬁ and performing the summation over 7w € S, (there

are k! identical terms) one arrives at the following form of expression (17):

_ (”;1)% Z sgno/yB(:ckH,yg(k)) (/Ynlk (n_l 1)!

oESk

ne L1y ooy ThyTht2y .-y Ty ne1—
By ( yo(l),l- . ,yafk_szm, sy Ty ) du®( 1 k)(xk”’ o ,xn)> dulors)
(18)

Observe that the function Go: Y* x Y* — K, defined for fixed ¢ € S; and pu®%-a.a.
(T15 s Thy Yo (1) - -+ Yo (k—1)s Tht1) € Y* x Y* by the formula

Go(T1, -+ Tk Yo(1)s - - 5 Yor(k—1)» Thot1)

:/ 1 B/\(nfl) T1yeoy LhyTh425-+-,Tn
yn—1-k (TL—l)' Yo(1)s -1 Yo(k—1)s Lh+1y- -5 Tn
du®(nilik) ($k+27 s ,I’n),

is an integral kernel of LX_, BN~V Furthermore, the function My: Y* x Y* — K, given
for fixed o € Sy and pu®%*-a.a. (z1,... Ty Yo (1) -+ s Yo (k) € Y* x Y* by

M?(:Elu e Ty Yo (1) - - 7ya’(k))
= / Go(Z1, - s Ty Yo (1) -+ Yo (ho1)s Tt 1) BTkt 15 Yo (k)) A1),
Y

is an integral kernel of (LX_,; BA(=1)) (1®(*:~1) g B) . Thus the function Py: Y* x Y* - K,
defined for p®?*-a.a. (z1,...,T5,Y1,...,Yk) € Y*¥ x Y* by

!
P2(I1a---7$k7917---7yk) = _( kl)y Z SgnaMQ(Ila'"axkvyo'(l)v"'aya(k))v (19)
T oEeSy
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the r.h.s. of which equals expression (18), is an integral kernel of the operator
_(n;l) (Licl_lB/\(n—l)) (I®(/€—1) ® B) A’(}—Izzﬂ

which occurs on the r.h.s. of Eq. (9). One concludes that the kernel £ of the operator on
the Lh.s. of Eq. (9) is u®%-a.e. equal to the kernel P; + Py given by formulae (16) and (19),
which, in turn, is an integral kernel of the operator on the r.h.s. of Eq. (9). The operators
on both sides of Eq. (9) are therefore equal.

The proof of Eq. (9) for n = k + 1 and the proof of Eq. (11) proceeds analogously.

Similarly, the proof of Egs. (10), (12) is accomplished by changing the product A into V
and replacing determinants in all formulae by pernaments, defined for every complex matrix
A = [ai ]%-, as

perA = Z Ar(1),1 " Qx(m),m

TESm

Notice that signs of permutations are omitted in this case, similarly as the multipliers +1
in the Laplace expansions. |

Lemma III.2. Let k,meN, 1 <k<m, BeT (Hy), jx € {k,...,m}, and

Jr—1 Je—1—1 jo—1

R = Z Z Z B @ B2 g ... @ Bik—ik-1
J

k—1=k—1ji_o=k—2 Jji=1

(for k = 2 the only summation index is jy—1 = j1). Then AgfiR = RA;_I[?/ and S;flR =
RS(k)
Hy *

Proof. The proof consists in demonstrating invariance of R under permutation of factors in
the tensor products. To this end it suffices to prove invariance of R under transpositions of
neighbouring factors.

Let k > 3. Consider the transposition of the pth factor with the (p+ 1)th one, where
p € {2,...,k—1}. Let the values ji,...,jr—1 of the summation indices be fixed. Set
a = jp — Jp-1, b = Jp+1 — Jp. Clearly, a,b > 1, since j,—1 < jp < jp41. If @ = b then
the transposition in question does not aﬁect the expression B/t @ B2~/ @ ... ® Bik—Jk-1,
whereas if @ # b then the value j, of the pth summation index can be related to the unlque
value j;, # j, of that index such that b= j, — j,—1, @ = jp41 — j,,- Then the expression

Bt @B it g...@ Bk k-1 L Bit g Bi2=01 .. ,®Bj'p*jp71 ®ij+1*j; R - BIx—Ir-1

is invariant under the transposition in question. For p = 1, including the case of k = 2, the
above reasoning can be repeated by setting j,—1 = 0. O

Lemma II1.3. Let B € T(Hy), & == Tr B, &Y :=TrBY® for s e N, { =1, & =1,
and

A Jp—1 Jj2—1 . .
R S S S AT P

Jp=p jp—1=p—1 Jji=1

Jp—1 Jj2—1

I, BV = Z S & B VBRI vy Bl
m m P

Jp=p Jjp—1=p—1 J1=1
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for p,m € N, p <m. (For p = 1 the only summation index is j1 and the summation runs
over the operators Bi*.) If p > 2 then

A
I, B

m—1 jpfl_l
Jp—1=p—1 jp_2=p—2
Jj2—1
. Z g(Amfl)fjp,l(_1)(p_1)+jpilBj1 A BjQ_jl A A ijfl_jp72 A B
j1=1

m—1 Jp—1

j2—1
> &y, (FDPFIRBI A BTN A B | (190D B)A®)
j1=1
(20)
and
\%
H?n B\/m
Jp-1-1 Jj2—1
- Z Z Z §(m D—jp .B‘j1 Vv sz—jl \VERTAV ij—1—jp,2 v B
Jp—1=p—1jp_2=p—2 j1=1
— inl
Jp=p Jp—1=p—1
j2_1 ] y y . .
D Elmy g, BV BRIV oy B | (19070 g B)SID (21)
ji=1

(For p = 2 the only summation index in the first terms on the r.h.s. of Eqgs. (20), (21) is
Jp—1 = j1, and the summation runs over the operators BI'.)

Proof. Eq. (20) will be first proved for p > 2. One has

A
I, B
=&y BN AB

Jp—1 Jp—1—1 J2—1

* Z Z Z Z é.m ]p P+Jij1 A BJ2 Jl A ijfjpfl

Jp=p+1jp—1=p—1jp_2=p—2 Jji=1
=¢n ,BA...AB

p 1—1
+ Z Z > -
lp=plp—1=p—1lp_2=p—2
lo—1
Y (m1)PHR B A BT A A Bl A Bl
11=1
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=&y ,BAN...AB

mll—l p1l

AP IRD DED Big

lp=plp—1=p—1lp_2=p—2

Z é— p-‘rlp-'rlBll /\Blg I AL /\Blpfl—lpfg /\Blp—lp71+l

P21

+ZZZ

lp=plp—2=p—21p_3=p—3
lo—1

Zg p+lp+lBl1 ABl=li A ABle-2"l-3s A Blo—lv-2 A B. (22)
11=1

The first and the third term after the last equality in Eq. (22) yield

lp—1  lp_o—1

ZZZ

=p—11lp_2=p—21, 3=p—3

l2 1

E S 1Ptetigh A Bla=li A A Blo-27lo-s g Blo=lbi-2 A B
11=1
m—1 jpfl*1

i DSEEDY

jpflzp_l jp72:p_2
> &y, (V)P B A BRI A BT | AB O (23)
Ji=1
for I, = jp—1, lp—2 = jp—2,...,11 = j1. The second term after the last equality in Eq. (22)

equals

mll—l pll

-l 2

lp=plp—1=p—1l,_2=p—2

lo—1
L3 e (Al (Bhe BT e e sz_zp1)> (12?7 @ B)AY)
=1

— prl
Jp=P Jjp—1=p—1
ja—1 o o o
. Z f(/\m_l)_jp(_l)PJerBJl AB2TIL A A BIpTIp-t (I®(p 1) ®B)A(Hz,a (24)

ji=1

by Lemma III.2, after replacing the indices [ by j.

By adding expressions (23) and (24) one obtains Eq. (20) for p > 2. After obvious simpli-
fications the proof also applies to the case of p = 2.

The proof of Eq. (21) is analogous to that of Eq. (20). O
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The next theorem provides the explicit form of (n, k)-contractions of product operators.
The proof for k = 1,2 was given in the papers of Kossakowski and Mackowiak [3], and
Mackowiak [6]. The latter author [6] emphasized that formula (25) for k = 2 was derived
by S. Pruski in 1978.

Theorem IT1.4 (Explicit formulae). Let k,n € N, k < n, B € T (Hy), & := Tr B,
& =TrBYs forseN, and & =1, & :=1. Then
B

n Jr—1 J2—1

= Z Z Z e i 1)Ktk Biv A BP0 A A\ BIk—ir

Je=k jr—1=k—1 Jji=1
n—(k—1) n—i; —(k—2)

= D

11=1 10=1
n—il—"'—ik72—1’n—il—"'—ik71
> > i (TR R A A B (25)
ig—1=1 Q=1
and
n\1 k RVn
(k)LnB
n Je—1 J2—1

Z Z Z & BV BRIy Ly BIRTIR

Je=k jr—1=k—1 Jj1=1

n— (k 1 n ’Ll (k 2 n—il—"'—ik72—177,—7:1—”'—7;]671
\ i1 12
= ¥ S S S &y BUV---VBR. (26)
11 1 12 1 ik71:1 ik:].

(For k = 1 the only summation indices are j1 and iy and the summation runs over the
operators B’ and B**, respectively.)

A
Proof. For every p,m € N, p < m, let T2, B"™ be defined as in Lemma I11.3. Then the first
equality in Eq. (25) can be written as

N
(w)LyB " =II; B"". (27)

The proof of Eq. (27) will be carried out by (double) induction with respect to k and, for
ﬁxed k, with respect to n > k.

°. (k = 1) This part of the proof will be performed by induction with respect to n > 1.
a) (n= 2) Accordmg to Eq. (11) in Theorem I11.1, 2L B"? = (Tr B) B — B?. On the other

hand, H2 B"? = Z €, (~1)"T B = (Tr B) B — B2, hence 2L} B/? H; B"2.
Ji=1
b) Assuming validity of formula (27) (with k = 1) for n € {2,...,m — 1}, where m € N,
m > 2, its validity will be shown for n = m.
One has

A
My B = 3 € (B =g (B Y 6 ()

Ji=1 Jj1=2

_ /\ _,B- ng - ]1 1+JlB]1 B.

Jj1=1
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Thus, according to the induction assumption for n € {2,...,m — 1},
A
I, B = ¢h B = (m—1) (LL,_,B"""V) B,

A
which, in view of Eq. (11) from Theorem II1.1, yields the equality ("}')L}, B ™ =II}, B"™.
2°. Assuming validity of formula (27) for k € {1,...,p — 1} (and every n > k), where p € N,
p > 1, its validity will be shown for k = p. For arbitrarily fixed p the proof will be carried
out by induction with respect to n > p.

a) (n = p+ 1) By the induction assumption with respect to k and Lemma II1.3 one obtains

A

1 +1)—1 -1 1)—1

I, BAPH) = (wFD-1) (pr+1)_lBA<<P+ ) )) A B
(p+1)—-1  jp—1

X X

Jp=P Jp-1=p—1

Jj2—1
Zg (p+1)—1)— Jp );D+JpBJ1 A BP2=iv A . A Bir—dp—1 (I®(p 1) ®B)A(P)

Ji=1

 ((p+1)—1 1 1)—1 -1 (p)
= () (Ul 1B A B - BRI @ B)AT,

= (Pt (Lp 1 BA((pHH)) A B

p—1 (P"l‘l)_
+1)—1 1)—1 —1 ( )
() (U B ) 0D @ A -

A
By Theorem II1.1, Eq. (28) gives (/)LD BAPTD =115, BAPHD.
b) Assuming validity of formula (27) for n € {p+1,...,m — 1}, where k = p, m € N,
m > p+ 1, its validity will be shown for n = m.

In view of the induction assumption for k € {1,...,p — 1} and Lemma IIL.3 one has

O mAm _ (m—1y (1D-1 pA(m—1)
1", B :(pil)(Lm_lB )AB

- Jp—1 Jp—1—1

(s s

Jp=P jp—1=p—1 jp_2=p—2

j2—1
A _1\Pti» R jo—3j jip—Jp— ®(p—1) (p)
D &y, (F1PTIRBI A BRI A A Bt | (1907 @ B)AY)
Jji=1
Thus, making use of the induction assumption for n € {p+1,...,m — 1}, one obtains

I, B — () (2B Y A B = (70 (L, B D) (19070 @ B) A

A
which, according to Eq. (9) from Theorem II1.1, yields the equality (7;‘) L?, BAN™ =11, BM™.
This completes the induction proof for Eq. (27) with respect to n > p and simultaneously
with respect to k.

Now the second equality in Eq. (25) will be proved. For k = 1 it is identity. Let k > 2.
Setting jl = il, jQ = il + iQ, ey jk = il + 4 ’Lk or, equivalently, il = jl; iQ = j2 —jl,
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i3 = J3 — Jo, - .., ik = Jk — Jjk—1, One obtains

n—(k—1)n—i;—(k—2)

> X

i1=1 i2=1
n—il—"'—ik72—1 n—il—"'—ik71
A k4iy 4 i Rin ik
E E iy iy (1) B"AN...\B
ip_1=1 ip=1

n—(k—1) n—(k—2)

IS

Jj1=1 j2_j1+1

Z Z gn Jk( )kJerBh ABR27IL A A BIkTIk-1

Jk—1=Jk—2+1jr=Jk—1+1

n Jr—1 J2—1

SN D G (C)FHRBI AR AL A BRI

Je=k jr—1=k—1 Jj1=1

which proves the second equality in formula (25) for k& > 2.
The proof of Eq. (26) is analogous to that of Eq. (25). O

IV. ASYMPTOTIC FORM FOR CONTRACTIONS OF PRODUCT STATES

The explicit forms of the contractions of product states given by Theorem II1.4 are quite
complex. In the present section they are replaced by simpler operators, equivalent in the
thermodynamic limit. The main results in this section are Theorems I'V.10 and IV.15.

In what follows use is made of the Hilbert space Hq = L*(Q, u) (over C or R), where
the measure p is separable, o-finite, and satisfies the condition u(2) = +oo. For every
p-measurable subset Y C Q such that p(Y) > 0 it is assumed Hy = L*(Y, uly) = L*(Y, ).

Let M(2) denote a fixed family of measurable subsets of 2 such that 0 < pu(Y) < 400
for every Y € M(Q) (it can be the family of all such subsets) Fix d > 0 and assume that
there exists a sequence {Y,,}, .y C M(Q) such that v~ dasn — oo

Definition IV.1. Let {bym}(y n)EM(Q) XN be a family of complex numbers. A complex
number b is said to be the thermodynamic limit of this family if for every sequence {Y,},, . C

M() such that lim — " — d the condition lim by, n = b is fulfilled. In such a case b is

n—00 /J,(Y ) n—00
denoted by d —lim by,,.
n,u(Y)—o0

In this section special attention is given to the families of complex numbers of the form
Tr (LE Ky ,)Cy, where k,n € N, n > k (k is fixed), Ky, € T(HE"), and Cy € B(HEF).

Definition IV.1 does not guarantee convergence of families {by ,, } of interest in physics. To
obtain such a convergence, additional conditions (such as conditions of uniform growth [11])
are usually imposed on the sequence {Y,},, y in question. However, those additional con-
ditions do not affect considerations in this paper.

As noted in Introduction, the mean value of an observable represented by a bounded
selfadjoint operator C in a state represented by a density operator p is equal to TrC)p,
and if C' is unbounded then one can exploit the probabilistic interpretation of the quantity
Tr Ec(A)p, where E¢ is the spectral measure of C' and A is a Borel subset of the spectrum
of C. This is the motivation for the following definition.
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Definition IV.2. Fix k € N and d € R, d > 0. The families {Aym}(y)n)eM(Q)XN and
{BYv"}(Y.n)eM(Q)XN of operators Ay ,,, By, € ’T(H%k) are said to be asymptotically equiv-
alent (symbolically: Ay, ~ By,,), if for every family {C'ym}(y)n)e M(@)xN of operators
Oy € B(HY) with uniformly bounded operator norms the following condition is fulfilled:
d—lim Tr (Ay_’n - Byyn)nyn =0. (29)
n,u(Y)—o0

Notice that condition (29) is required to hold also for families {Cy,,} (Vi)em(@)xN Sat-
isfying the equality Cy,, = Cym, for all Y € M(Q), n,m € N. Such families appear in

applications.

Remark IV.3. Kossakowski and Mackowiak [3], and Mackowiak [6] used some different
definition of asymptotic equivalence of families of operators, closer to Definition IV.11 in
this paper.

Remark I'V.4. In the sequel it is assumed that the operators Ay ,,, By, in Definition IV.2
are well defined for almost all n € N (i.e. all but finitely many) and for almost all sets
Y € M(Q) (i.e. all satisfying the condition p(Y) > ¢ for some ¢ € Ry ), which does not
affect the existence and the value of the limit on the L.h.s. of Eq. (29).

Remark IV.5. Clearly, for fixed k € N and d € R, d > 0, the relation = is an equivalence
relation. If Ay, ~ By, then for every family of operators Cy,, as in Definition IV.2 the

limit d—lim Tr Ay,,,Cy,, exists iff the limit d —lim Tr By, Cy,, exists, in which case
n,u(Y)—o0 n,u(Y)—o0

both limits are equal. Notice also that if Ay, ~ By,, then Ay, + Dy, = By, + Dy,, and
aAy,, ~ aBy,, for every family {Dy7n}(Y,n)€M(Q)XN C T(H{eﬁk) and a € C. Furthermore, for
every family {AYﬂl}(Y,n)eM(Q) «NCT (H%k) with uniformly bounded trace norms Tr |Ay |
and for every sequence {an}neN C C convergent to a € C one has a, Ay, ~ aAy,,.

The following lemma provides an equivalent definition of the relation ~ for families of
selfadjoint operators.

Lemma IV.6. Let {AYv"}(Y,n)GM(Q)XN and {BYv"}(Y,n)GM(Q)XN be as in Definition IV.2.
Then the following implication holds true:

d—1lm |Ay, —By,|=0 = Ay, =~ By,. (30)

n,u(Y)—o0
Moreover, if the operators Ay, By, are selfadjoint then the inverse implication holds:

Ay_’n ~ Byyn = d — lim |Ay7n — Byﬁn| =0. (31)
n,u(Y)—o0

Proof. Implication (30) follows from the estimate
|’I‘l" (AY,n - BY,n)CY,n| < Tr |(AY,n - BY,n)CY,n| < HCY,n” Tr |AY,n - BY,n| )

which holds for every family of operators {Cy,, } (Yom)EM(Q) XN such as in Definition IV.2.

Now assume that Ay, ~ By,,, which, according to Remark IV.5, is equivalent to the
condition

Dyyn ~ 0, (32)
where Dy, := Ay, — By, for every (Y,n) € M(Q)xN. The operators Dy ,,, being compact

(they are trace class) and selfadjoint, have the spectral representations

DY,n = Z Az(}/; n)Pgai(Y,n)v

i=1
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where P, (y,,) are the projectors onto orthogonal one dimensional subspaces of eigenvectors
vi(Y,n) of the operator Dy, corresponding to the eigenvalues \;(Y,n) € R. One has
o0

Z [Ai(Y,n)| = Tr |Dy,,| < 400, hence for every (Y,n) € M(Q)xN there exists m(Y,n) € N

i=1
0

1
such that E |A:(Y,n)| < —. Thus the operators
n
i=m(Y,n)+1

m(Y,n)
FY,n = Z )\z (K n)Papi(Y,n)
i=1

satisfy the condition

d—lim Tr |Dy, — Fy,|= d—lim Y |[A(Y,n)| =0, (33)
n,u(Y)—o0 n,u(Y)—o0 i=m(Yin)+1

which, in view of proved implication (30) and condition (32), gives Fy, ~ Dy, ~ 0, i.e.
for every family {Cy,} (Yom)EM(Q) XN of operators Cy,, € B (H%k) with uniformly bounded
operator norms one has

d — lim Tl”FymCy)n =0. (34)

n,u(Y)—o0
In particular, the above equality holds for the operators

m(Y,n)

Oy =Y sen(M(Yin)) Py, (vinys
i=1

for which ||Cy,,|| = 1. In this case,
m(Y,n)

Tr FynCym =Tr > Ni(Yin)| Py vy = Tr |Fynl,
=1

hence condition (34) gives

d—lim Tr |Fy,,| =0. (35)

nu(Y)—o00
On the other hand,
Tr |Dy,| = Tr [(Dy,n — Fyn) + Fyn| < Tr |Dy, — Fy | + Tr | Fy | .
Thus conditions (33) and (35) yield
d—lim Tt |[Ay., — Bya|= d—lim Tr [Dy.,| =0,

n,u(Y)—o0 n,u(Y)—o00
which proves implication (31). O
The following lemma [10] follows from Lemma IV.6.

Lemma IV.7. Fiz k,m € N. Let {AYx"}(Y,n)eM(Q)XN and {BYx"}(Y,n)EM(Q)XN be fam-

ilies of selfadjoint operators Ay ,,By, € T(’Hgk) such that Ay, = Byn, and let
{Dyyn}(y nyem@xn be a family of operators Dy, € T(HE™) with uniformly bounded trace
norms Tr |Dy,,|. Then

AY,n & DY,n ~ BY,n & DY,nu DY,n & AY,n ~ DY,n & BY,nu
Ay A Dy, = By, ADy,n, DynAAy, ~ Dy, A By,

AY,n \ DY,n ~ BY,n \ DY,nu DY,n \ AY,n ~ DY,n \ BY,n-
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In the sequel the symbol {py }y ¢ v 5 denotes a family of nonnegative definite selfadjoint
operators py € T (Hy), and it is assumed that

5910 = 1’ 53\;,0 = 17 pg\/l = pYa pg//l = va

&, =Trpp" >0, &, :=Trpy" >0,

A Vv
A §Y,n71 VR §Y,n71
SY,n T 5/\ ) SY,n T 6\/
Y.n Y,n

for every (Y,n) € M(Q) x N.
Density operators of the form g%p)@", gwl—pyl are called, respectively, n-fermion and
Y,n Y,n

n-boson product density operators. Physical motivation for the investigation of such opera-
tors and their contractions can be found in the paper of Madkowiak [6]. The objective of
this section is to find density operators of the most simple form which are asymptotically
equivalent to the density operators

AF) 1 A v (k) 1 .,
Oyn = LZ (ngQ ) y o Oy = sz (\/—pg/’ ) )
Y,n Y,n

defined for fixed k € N and every (Y,n) € M(Q) x N, n > k.

Remark IV.8. For every (Y,n) € M(Q2) x N the operator I + s¢,,,,py is invertible and
I+s% . .py)" Y| = 1. Furthermore, if sy, py|l < 1, then I — sy. , py is invertible
Y. n+1 Y,n+1 Y. n+1
and ||(I - S;nqupY)_lH = (1 - S;nJrl ”pY”)_l

The next theorem is a version of a theorem studied by Kossakowski and Mackowiak [3],
and Madkowiak [6] (see Remark TV.3).

1 A
Theorem IV.9. If (/}Y’nmgyynﬂ and the reals S)A,JHr1 lloy || are uniformly bounded for a.a.

(Y,n) € M(Q) x N (see Remark IV.4) then

A1) _
UY,n (I+ S/l>,n+lpy) ~ (n + 1) 18/1>,n+1pY7 (36)

AL

Ty R (n+ 1)_1

Sg\/,nJrle(I + Sg\/,nqupY)_l' (37)
1) (1)
gyynzgyﬁwrl and the reals sy, ||py || are uniformly bounded for a.a. (Y,n) € M(Q) x N
then

v(D) _
Oyn (I - S;nqupY) ~ (n + 1) 18¥,n+1py' (38)

If additionally the inequality sy, ||py|l < € holds for some e < 1 and a.a. (Y,;n) € M(Q)xN
then

v(D) _ _
O.Y,n% (n + 1) 18¥,n+1pY(I - S;nJrle) 1' (39)

Proof. By Eq. (11) in Theorem ITI.1 one has

A1) B A1)
0Y,n+1: (n + 1) ! (8/1\/,71+le -n UY,n (8/1\/,n+1py)>
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oA M
for (Y,n) € M(Q2) x N. Thus the assumption oy, ~0y ,,,; implies

AL )

— _ A
Oyn —(TL + 1) lsg\’,n+1py ~ _(n + 1) 17’L Oyn (Sé\/,nJrle)' (40)
Since 7 — 1 as n — oo and
/\(1) /\(1)
Oy n (Sé\’,n-i-lpy) < Sé\’,n-l-l ||pY|| Tr Oyn| = Sé\’,n-l-l ||pY||

for a.a. (Y,n) € M(Q2) x N, relation (40) yields equivalence (36), in view of Remark IV.5.
Now turn to the proof of relation (37). According to Remark IV.8,

A1) B _
Oyn —(TL + 1) lsg\’,nqupY(I—i_ Sg\’,n+1py) 1‘

A1) - _
. <ay,n I+ 5 iapy) — (n+1) 1s¢,n+lpy> I+ i1pv) \

_ A1) _
S H(I+ S/1>,n+lpy) 1” Tr UY,n (I+ Sé\’,n-i-lpy) - (n+ 1) 15/1\/,n+1py

A1)

=Tr UY,n (I+ 8/1\/,n+lpy) - (7’L+ 1)7154\/771_‘_1[)1/ . (41)

(€Y

The explicit form of é\—yﬁn given by Theorem III.4 shows that é\-yﬁn commutes with I +
(1)

5% 410y, and since both operators are selfadjoint, é\'yﬂl (I + s¢,,1py) is also selfadjoint.

Therefore, by condition (36) and implication (31) from Lemma IV.6,

) AD) _
d—lim Tr |oy., (I + 8/1\/,77,-‘,-le) —(n+1) 1s§7n+1py
n,u(Y)—o0

=0.

Thus estimate (41) yields

. A1) _ _
d—lim Tr |0y, —(n+1) 15@)n+1py(1 + 891n+1py) 1’ =0,
n,u(Y)—o0

which proves equivalence (37), in view of implication (30) from Lemma IV.6.
The proof of relation (38) runs parallel to that of relation (36).
In order to prove equivalence (39) one can write relation (38) in the form

. v(1) _
d—lim Tr (UY,n (I - 5¥,n+1PY) —(n+1) 15¥/,n+1pY) Cyn =0,
n,u(Y)—o0

and next, equivalently, as

. V(D) _ _

d —lim Tr (UY,n —(n+1) 15;//,n+1pY(I - 5¥,n+1pY) 1) (I_3¥,n+1PY)CY,n =0 (42)
n,u(Y)—o0

for every family {Cy,n}(y, e pm(a)xn Of operators Cy,, € B (Hy) with uniformly bounded

operator norms. According to the assumption sy, ., [lpy] < e < 1 the operators

I — sy, 1py are uniformly bounded for a.a. (Y,n) € M(Q) x N. Moreover, by Re-

mark V.8, the operators I — sy, ., py are invertible and the operators (I — s%n_ﬂpy)*l

are uniformly bounded for a.a. (Y,n) € M(Q) x N. Therefore arbitrariness of the choice of
the family {Cy)n}(y nyem(a)xn admits the representation of a.a. elements of every family
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{Dym}(y n)EM(Q) XN of operators Dy, € B(Hy) with uniformly bounded operator norms
in the form Dy, = (I — s}v,m“py)Oyﬁn. From Eq. (42) one then obtains

. v(1) _ _
i Tr (S ~(04 ) s (7 = Ya0v) ) Dy =0,
n,u(Y)—o0

which completes the proof of equivalence (39).

Relation (39) can be also proved analogously to relation (37). Notice that in this case the
expression [|(I + 891n+1py)_1" =1 from estimate (41) is replaced by ||(I — 5% ni1Py) " | =
(1 =591 lloy)™ < (1 —€)7" (see Remark IV 8). O

The following theorem for k = 2 (with the reservation of Remark IV.3) was obtained
by Kossakowski and Mackowiak [3], and Madékowiak [6]. The latter author [6] gave also
arguments that can be used to check the assumptions of this theorem.

(k) k)
Theorem IV.10 (Asymptotic formulae I). If éyﬁnzéyﬁnﬂ for every k € N and

sy oyl <2 for a.a. (Y,n) e M(Q) x N (43)
then, for every k € N, k > 2,

(k) (1) (1)
Ty KOy Ao NGy, (44)

k

vik) (k)
Oy n~0y 41 for every k € N and

sy oyl <€ for some e <1 and a.a. (Y,n) € M(Q) x N (45)

then, for every k € N, k > 2,

(k) (1) (1)
Ty Kl Oy VooV Oy (46)
—_—

k

Proof. (Induction with respect to k > 2). First equivalence (44) will be proved.
1°. (k = 2) By Eq. (9) from Theorem III.1 for n > 2 one has

" A2) oy A o A2) 9

( JQFI) UY,nJrl: (1) UY,n /\(Sé\/,nJrle) - (2) UY,n (I® (Sg\/,nqupY)) A,()L[z/
Equivalently,

1 n /\(2) n /\(1) _
(n+ 1)2( erl) Oy n+1 = n+1 Ty N ((n +1) 1‘9{\’,n+1pY)
1 o A2) @)
- (n+1)2 (2) 9yn (I® (3/1\/,n+1pY)) Ay (47)
. . 1 n ) " 1 A(2)

Notice that nlirrgom( = 'n,ll)rr;o S (5) = 5 Oy 1| = 1, and assump-

tion (43) implies

A(2)

A (2) A A2)
Trioy, (I® (SY,n+1PY)) Asi | <8y gt llpy || Tr

UY,n <2

for a.a. (Y,n) € M(£2) x N. Thus, by Eq. (47) and Remark IV.5, one obtains

1 A2 n A B 1 A2 9
5 UY,n-i—lz 7’1,——|—1 UY,n A ((n + 1) 18/1\/,n+1py) - 5 UY,n (I® (8/1\/,n+lpy)) A’(Hx)y
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2 A(®
The assumption Q'Y’nzé\'y)n 41 allows to write the above condition in the form

A(2) A2)

n A
Ty + 0y (I® (55 11P7)) Ang ~2

g1 Ty ((n+1)"s90p10v) -

1)
Thus, by virtue of equivalence (36) from Theorem IV.9, the inequality Tr ‘27#1 é\'yyn <2

and Lemma IV.7, one has

A(2) A(2)

) no A /A
UY,n + UY,n (I ® (Sg\’,nqupY)) A,(}'Lz/ ~ 27’L +1 UY,n A (UY,n (I + Sg\’,n+1py) . (48)

_n_

w7 — 1 asm — 0o, and assumption (43) gives

Furthermore,
AL A

A (A N .
Tr UY,n A UY,n (I+ SY,nJrle) S HI+ SY,n+1pYH Tr UY,n ® UY,n —

for a.a. (Y,n) € M(Q2) x N. Therefore, by condition (48) and Remark IV.5,

A(2) A1) A1)
(Uym —20y, A 0Y7n> (I ® I+ S/Q)nﬂpy)) A%L ~ 0. (49)

. A2 A A L
The explicit form of the operators oy ,,, 0y, A 0y, given by Theorem III.4 implies

A(2) AL A
(UY,n -2 UY,n A 0Y,n> (I 02y (I + Sg\’,n+1py)) A’(}-%l

A(2) A1) A1)
- A’(}izf (I ® (I + S/1>,n+lpy)) (UY,n -2 UY,n A 0Y,n> ’

proving selfadjointness of the operator on the Lh.s. According to Lemma IV.6, relation (49)
therefore amounts to

(2) (1) A
d—lim Tr (9“ —2 Gy, A éy)n> (I® (I + 530 10v)) A

n,u(Y)—o0

=0. (50)

On the other hand,

/\(2) /\(1) /\(1)

2Tr oy, =20y, Aoy,

=Tr

A(2) A AQ)
<0Y,n -2 UY,n A 0Y,n> (I & (I + Sg\/,nJrle)) Agz/

A(2) A1) A1)
=+ <0Y,n -2 UY,n A UY,n) (I ® (I - 5/1\/,n+lpy)) A’(;—%Z/

(2) (1) (1)
<Tr (9Y,n -2 éy,n A 9Y,n> (e + SiAf,n+1PY)) A(ﬁ)y

(2) A A

A
UY,n -2 UY,n A UY,n

+ HI - S}A’,n+1PYH Tr

)

hence

A2) AL A
UY,n - UY,n A UY,n

A(2) A1) A1)
<0Y,n -2 UY,n A 0Y,n> (I ® (I + Sé\’,n-i-lpy)) Agz/ .

2=l = s npapv) T

(51)

<Tr
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Since the operators py are trace class, inﬁ | (¢, py ) = 0. Thus, taking into account
PpEHY; |lel|=1

selfadjointness of the operators I — sy, ;py and assumption (43), one obtains

|1 = 59,10y = sup |(o, (I = s%,10v)9)| = sup |1 =59, (0. pve)|
oot folet

=max{ sup (1 =59, (0. pve)), sup (sy.,.1 (@, pve) —1)

YEHY wEHyY
lell=1 leli=1
=maxq1l—sp,q nf (p,pye), 9,41 sup (ppye) —1p =1 (52)
?Tsfl\qriyl ?fe|\Hy1
o fia

Inequality (51) therefore assumes the form

(2) (1) (1)
Tr |Gy, —2 0y, ATy

)

(2) (1) (1)
S Tr ‘ (é\.Y,n -2 é\.Y,n A 9Y,n> (I ® (I + Sg\’,n+1py)) A’(}-%l

/\(2) /\(1) /\(1)

which, according to Eq. (50), yields d—lim Tr|oy., =20y, Aoy,

n,u(Y)—o0
tion (44) for k = 2, in view of Lemma IV.6.
2°. Assuming validity of equivalence (44) for k € {2,...,q— 1}, where ¢ € N, ¢ > 2, its
validity will be proved for k = q.
By Eq. (9) in Theorem III.1 for n > ¢ one has

= 0, proving rela-

n /\(q) n /\(qfl) n /\(‘1) _
( ;rl) UY,nJrl: (qfl) UY,n /\(Sé\/,nJrle) - (q) UY,n (I®(q 2 ® (Sé\/,nJrle)) A’(i—(zzﬂ

hence

ﬁ(n;ﬁ) éifjwrl = W(qﬁl) éiz;l) A ((n + 1)718/1\@”_’_1/))/)
- ﬁ(g) b (19670 @ (5., 100v) ) A8 (53)
Notice that nli_)rrgom(";rl) = nlgr;oﬁ(;‘) = l', 9$L+1 = 1, and assump-
tion (43) implies
T8y (19970 @ (59 10v)) AL, | < s vl Tr [y < 2

for a.a. (Y,n) € M(Q) x N. Therefore, by Eq. (53) and Remark IV.5,

1 Ale) 1 " Alg—1) 1
P Oyl ~ m(qq) Oy, A((n+1)""sp . 00v)

1 Ale) _
- a Oyn (I®(q Ve (S}A’,nﬂpY)) A§32/~

. NG . L
In view of the assumption oy, ~0y ,,,, one can write the above condition in the form

(9) (q)
é\.Y,n + Q'Y,n (I®(q_1) ® (Sé\/,nJrle)) Ag—?l

q! n /\(qfl)

~ m(%l) Oy A +1)7" s 000v) -
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/\(q—l)
W(q ) Ty

Thus, by equivalence (36) from Theorem IV.9, the inequality Tr ‘

ql

(a) (9)
9:,71 =+ é\'}jn (I®(q71) ® (Sé\/,nJrle)) A’E‘gz/

q! n /\(‘1*1) /\(1)
. ﬁ(qfl) Oy AN Oy T+ 5% 0410v) ) (54)

and Lemma IV.7, one obtains

! |
Furthermore, one has nlgg) (n—l—qﬁ(qnl) - ﬁ, and assumption (43) implies

A(Q*l) /\(1)
UY,n Y UY,n S

M@= (A .
r UY,n A UYn (I+ SYnJrle < HI+ SY,n+1pY|| Tr

for a.a. (Y,n) € M(92) x N. Condition (54) and Remark IV.5 thus yield

@) (@) -~ ! Alg—1) A1)
UY,n + UY,n (I®(q 2 & (Sg\/,nJrle)) Agji ~ 1 UY,n A <0Yn (I + SYnJrle))

(¢ —1)!

¢))
By assumption (43) the operators QY,n (I + 5% ,,41py) have uniformly bounded trace norms

for a.a. (Y,n) € M(Q) xN. Therefore, in view of Lemma I'V.7 and the induction assumption

(¢=1) 1) )
QY,n ~(qg—1)! QY,n AP (/J\'Yn, one has
_v_/

qg—1
(a) (g) (1) (1) A1)
é\'Y,n + 9)/7" (I®(q71) & (5/1\/,n+1py)) A’(}g) q’ QY AN é\'Y,n A <0Yn (I + SYn-l—le))
_\,_/
qg—1
hence
(q) A1) (1)
Oy =@ Oy A Ny, | (TP @ (T4 53, 00v) ) A, ~ 0. (55)
—_—

q

(@ A 1)
From the explicit form of the operators é\'yn, A éyyn given by Theorem II1.4 one

finds that

(9) (1) (1)
(9% —q! Gy Ao A 9Y1n> ([@(q—l) ® (I + s@qnﬂpy)) Al

(@) 1) 1)
= Ag‘{li (I®(q71) ® I+ S¢7n+1py)) (één —q! é\-yﬁn JARRA 9Y7n> ,

which proves selfadjointness of the operator on the 1.h.s. Thus, according to Lemma IV.6,
relation (55) means that

(9) (1) (1)
d — lim Tr (9” g Gy A A 9“> (1®<Q*1> ® (I + sgmpy)) A | =0. (56)
n,u(Y)—o0 ’ ’ ’ ’
On the other hand,
(9) (1) (1)
2T |y, = Ty Ao ATy

="Tr

(a) A1) (1)
(éYn —q! UYn ARERRA 9Y,n> (I®(q71) @ (I + S/Q,nﬂPY)) A’E'ng

(@) 1) 1)
+ (éyqn —q! éyn ATERYA é\-Y,n) (I®(q71) ® [ - SiAf,n+1PY)) A(ﬁ)y
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(2) 1) 1)
< Tr ‘ (é\.Y,n _ql é\'Y,n ARERNA 9Y,n> (I®(q71) ® (I + 3/1\/)714_1[)}/)) A'(f'(zz/

(a) AL A1)

+ HI - sg\,’nﬂpyH Tr Qy)n —q' oy, No ANOy,

)

hence

/\(‘1) /\(1) /\(1)
Oyn—=q Oy Ao ANy,

2=l = s nppv) T

(a) (1) (1)
>~ TI‘ <6\—Y,n _q! é\'Y,n ARRRWAS éY,n) (I®(q71) ® (I + Sé\’,n-l-lpy)) Ag‘ng (57)
By Eq. (52), inequality (57) gives
Al A1) A1)
Trioy, ¢ oy, N...NOy,
() (1) (1)
>~ TI‘ <6\—Y,n _q! é\'Y,n ARRRWAS éY,n) (I®(q71) ® (I + Sé\’,n-l-lpy)) A’(i-lzz/ ’ (58)
. . . . Ala) A1) A1) .
which, by virtue of Eq. (56), yields d —lim Tr |0y, —¢! oy, A...A Oy, | = 0, meaning
n,u(Y)—o0 ’ ’ ’
/\(‘1) /\(1) /\(1) ) ) C .
that oy, ~ ¢'0y,, A... A0y, in view of Lemma IV.6. Validity of formula (44) has been
—_—————
q
proved.

Now equivalence (46) will be proved.
1°. (k = 2) Using formula (10) from Theorem III.1 for n > 2 and proceeding in the same
manner as in the proof of relation (44) one obtains

v(2) vy
(UY,n —20y,V UY,n> (I® I~ sy,410v)) S?(-?;)/ ~ 0,

hence

d—lim Tr

n,u(Y)—o0

() SYRRVIC
(V Gy VO = 0. (59)

UY,n -2 UY,n \ UY,n) (I ® (I - Sg/’,n-i-lpy)) S’S—?))/

Furthermore, one obtains the inequality

(2) vy

@ =17+ sV nsapv ) Tr|ov, —20v, v oy,

v(2) vy
<Tr <0Y,n -2 Oy v UY,n) (I ® (I - S¥,n+lpy)) S’;‘(-?;)/ : (60)
According to assumption (45), for a.a. (Y,n) € M(Q) x N one has
2 1 sYapr ]| 22— (4 Yy oyl 21— € >0 (1)

Therefore estimate (60) gives

v(2) v®) y(@)
UY,n - UY,n \ UY,n

1—¢

UY,n -2 UY,n \ UY,n) (I ® (I - S%,n—i—lpy)) S’S—?))/
(62)

1 Tr ’ (v(2) vy
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) v(2) vy
for a.a. (Y,n) € M(Q)xN. Thus, by virtue of Eq. (59), d —lim Tr O'Yn 20y, Voy,|=
n,u(Y)—00 ' '
v(2) v y@)
0, which implies O'Yn 20y, V0y,, in view of Lemma IV.6.
2°. Assuming validity of equivalence (46) for k € {2,...,q—1}, where ¢ € N, ¢ > 2, its
validity will be demonstrated for k = q.
Using formula (10) from Theorem III.1 for n > ¢ and proceeding in the same way as in
the proof of relation (44) one obtains

(a) 1) 1)
gY,n _q!gY,n VeV gy,n (I®(q71) ® (I - 5¥,n+1PY)) Sq(-?;)/ ~ 0,

—_———
q
whence
(9) v(D) (1)
d—lim Tr (V gl Ty VeV chYn> (I®<q—1> ®(I—s§n+1py)) S 1= 0. (63)
n,u(Y)—o0 ’ ’

One obtains also the inequality

(a) v(D) (1)
(2 — HI—i— synJrlpyH) Tr g; —q! UY \ARERY gY,n

(q) v(1) (1)

<Tr )

which, in view of estimate (61), yields

v(@) | v(1) v(1)
r|0y, —¢ UY \/-~-\/oy_’n

(9) v(1) (1)
(gy, —q! UYn VeV gY,n) (I®(q71) ® [ — 5¥,n+1PY)) S’S-(LZ))/

1

1—e¢

<

Tr

v(a) v(D) v(1)
UYn —q: UYn VeV Oyn

v(9) v(D) (1)
0 holds, implying, according to Lemma IV.6, the relation O'Y ~ (J'Uyn VeV ‘\;Y,n and
_,_/

Thus, by virtue of condition (63), the equality d — lim Tr
n,u(Y)—o0

completing the proof of equivalence (46). O

Theorem IV.10 allows to replace (n, k)-contractions of antisymmetric and symmetric pro-
duct density operators by antisymmetric and symmetric products of 1-particle contractions,
respectively, if the number n of particles in the system is large. Further simplification,
consisting in replacement of antisymmetric and symmetric products by tensor products, will
be now proved possible. To this end weaker conditions on the asymptotic equivalence relation
will be imposed. Namely, it will be assumed that the operators Cy,, from Definition IV.2
are tensor products of 1-particle operators. (The new relation will be denoted by ~ .)

Definition IV.11. Fix k € N and d € R, d > 0. The families {AYx"}(Y,n)EM(Q)XN’

{Byyn}(y n)EM(Q) XN of operators Ay ,,, By, € T (’H,®k) are said to be weakly asymptotically

equivalent (symbolically: Ay, ~ By,y), if the condition d —lim Tr(Ay, — By,)Cy, =0
n,u(Y)—o0

is satisfied for every family {Cyvn}(Y,n)eM(Q)xN of operators of the form Cy,, = ® C)(,i’)n,

where C')(f)n € B(Hy) (i € {1,...,k}, (Y,n) € M(Q2) x N) are operators with uniformly
bounded operator norms.
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Remark IV.4 concerns also the above definition. The relation ~ has the properties anal-
ogous to the properties of the relation ~ from Remark IV.5.

Definition IV.12. Let k € N, k > 2. Fix m € Sg. Aset X C {1,...,k} is called a cyclic set
of the permutation 7, if X = {l;,...,ly} forsome l1,...,l, € {1,...,k}, g€ {2,...,k}, such
that 7(ls) = ls41 for every s € {1,...,¢— 1}, and w(l;) = l;. A singleton {I} C {1,...,k}
such that m(l) =1 is also called a cyclic set of the permutation .

Note that the set {1,...,k} from the above definition can be represented as the union of
disjoint cyclic sets of . Two limiting cases occur: in the first one all single element subsets
of {1,...,k} are cyclic sets of 7, in which case m = Id, whereas in the second case the only
cyclic set of 7 is the whole set {1,...,k}. If 7 # Id then (for k¥ > 2) there exists at least one
cyclic set of 7 containing at least two elements.

Lemma IV.13. Let k € N, k > 2. If r € S, BU,... . B® € T (Hy), and {p;},oy is an
orthonormal basis of Hy then

i <90i173(1)%,r<1)> <SDWB <Pz,r<k>> HTI“HB(“) (64)

11,0t =1

where p(m) € {1,...,k} is the number of disjoint cyclic sets of w, indexed by j, and g;
denotes the number of elements in the jth cyclic set, which is

U {ZJ, } = {lle e ng}

forlja,...,ljq €{1,...,k} such that

(ljq;) = i1 and, for q; > 2, w(ljs) =1ljsy1, s=1,...,¢; — 1. (65)
Clearly,

p(m) p(m) q;

> g =k, U U {bsr=1{1... .k}

j=1 j=1 s=1

Proof. One has

> k
Z <%1’B(1)‘Pim>> o <<Pik,B(k)90iﬂ<m> =Tr <® Bm) U.
=1 r=1

where U, € B (H{eﬁk) is the unique operator such that U ({1 ®- - ®@¢r) = V(1) @ - @ V(i)
for every 1,...,¥r € Hy. The sum of the series on the Lh.s. of Eq. (64) therefore exists
and, by virtue of absolute convergence, does not depend on the order of summation. Thus

Z <90i17B(1)<P’L'7\-(1)> <SDZ;C5B wlw(k)> H ij (66)

01yt =1

s .. . (l:l q; )
Z Z <<le 1) B l)cpzﬂ(b 1)> <90”mj B Pinay, 14 )> '

=1

Jl Jq]

If g; = 1 for some j € {1,...,p(m)} then

M; = Z <<Pilj’l,B(lj’1)<Pilj’l> = Tr B,

i, =1
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If ¢; = 2 then by Parseval’s formula and the equalities w(l;1) = I, 2, m(l;2) = ;1 one obtains

1 =1 zl

= 3 3 {(BY) b0 ) (0,0 B0, )
=l =1

= Z <(B(lj11)> 90izj,1’B(lj’2)90iZj,1>: Z <90izj,17B(lj’1)B(lj’2)90ilj,1>
i, =1 iny =1

— Tr B glly2)

If g;(m) > 2 then by condition (65) and Parseval’s formula one has

Z Z <90”J o (1, 1)901}le2> <‘pizj,g y B(lj,z)i,é?zj%3 > ..

qu

ljq.
.. <90ilj,qj 7B( qu])@il]‘,l>

o0 o0 o0 o0 %
l; l;
- Z Z e Z Z <(B( ]’1)) %ly‘,l ’ <P“j,2> <<P“j,2 ’ B( J’z)%lj,a >
=l g = i . =1 \i; =1

J
liq:
a <@ilj,qg' ’B( ],qj)wiljyl >

Z Z T Z <(B(lj11)) cp”] 1’ B(lj12)¢i1113> o <%lj,qj ’B(lmj)%lj,1>
) ) _1

i, =114, ,=1 P
i lj,3 lja;

Z Z Z <<le g 71)3(72) lj,3>"'<90ilj,qj’B(lj’qj)@izj,1>'
i,

’LL —1 ’LL =1

Performing successive summations one obtains

00 q; 4
Mj= ) <%’zj,1’ (ﬁB(lLS)> %u,1> - Trf[ B,
1 s=1 s=1

ilj,l =
proving validity of formula (64), in view of Eq. (66). O

Lemma IV.14. One has
A1)

UY,n

d — lim

n,u(Y)—o0

=0, (67)

. v(2) v(D) v(1)
and if oy~ 2 UYn Oy, (see Theorem IV.10) then

(1)
d—1lim oy, ‘ =0. (68)

n,u(Y)—o0

)
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Proof. To prove Eq. (67) it suffices to observe that, according to Theorem I1.10, one has

A1)

11 1
UY,n =

Ll < ’I‘I’ An __é—/\n I
(gYn )H §Yn H H §Yn n )/>,n b n

Now Eq. (68) will be proved. Let {®;},.y be an orthonormal basis of Hy for fixed
Y € M(€). Then, according to Lemma IV.13, one has

(1) (1) (1) (1)
T2 Sy V Sy 2T (zm ® zm) 5@

v(1) v(1) v(1) (1)
Z Z @Zlonn Pir) Pizs Ty,n Pira) Tr UYn +Tr Oy 9y | -

TESy i1,i2=1

(69)
v(2) v oy
On the other hand, the relation UYn 2 UYn V oy, states that
(1 (1 2
d—lim ﬁ(z Ty N Oy y _chYn> Cyp=0 (70)
n,u(Y)—o0 ’ ’ ’

for every family {Cy,n}(y n)EM(Q) XN of operators appearing in Definition IV.2. Thus, taking

©)) v(®)
into account Eq. (69), Eq (70) for Cy,, = I®?, and the equality Tr g’yﬁn: Tr UYn— 1, one

obtains
(1) (1)
d—1lim Tr (%Yngy,l) = 0. (71)
n,u(Y)—o0 ’ ’

Powers of a selfadjoint nonnegative operator are selfadjoint and nonnegative, therefore for
every ¢ € Hy such that ||¢|| = 1 the inequality

vay |2 < VCORVIEH > (\/(1) \/(1))
UY,n ¥ = (% UY,nUY,n ¥ S Tr UY,nUY,n
holds, and due to Eq. (71) yields Eq. (68). O

Notice that Eq. (67) can be also proved analogously to Eq. (68) under the additional
A2) A A

assumption UY ~ 2 O'Y A Uyn .
The proof of the next theorem for k = 2 was given by Kossakowski and Mackowiak [3],
and Madkowiak [6].

Theorem IV.15 (Asymptotic formulae II). Let k € N, k > 2. One has

M (¢)) ¢ (1)
k!QYm A A Qy)n ~ Qyﬂl ® - ® Qyﬂl, (72)
k k
v(1)
and if d— hm Oy nll =0 (see Lemma IV.1}) then
n,u(Y)— '
) ) m (1)
LGy VooV Oy~ Oy @@ Oy (73)
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Proof. First Eq. (72) will be proved. Fix a family

_ 1) o . (k)
{Cvintvimyem@yxn = {OY,n Q- ® Cy’n}(Y,n)eM(Q)xN

of operators such as in Definition IV.11 and set

1)

(
3331 ::Qy,n Cy(/le, r=1,...,k.

Furthermore, let {¢;}, . be an orthonormal basis in Hy for fixed Y € M(Q2). Then by

Lemma IV.13 one has
(1) (1)
Tr k! (A A...Aéy,n> (0331@"'@0&31)

(1) 1)
— BT AD) (Qm ®-® Qy,n) (e ec)

ieN

=T (B, @@ BY,) Al

= Z sgnm Z <90i1 ) B)(},Zzspin(l)> T <(pik ) Bl(;TZz(piw(k)>
TESE 1 yeenyip=1
p(m)
= Z sgn H Tr H B
TESK s=

5 L
—Tr (9yﬁn ® - ® nyn) (CQZL ® - ® C,(f}l) 3 senm H Tr H B
TES) s=
7#Id

Thus

A M A (1)
Tr (k! Tym Ao A Gy = Oy @ ® cArY,n> (CQZZ ®---® C(k))

= Y sgnm H TrHB . (74)
TESK s=
w#£ld

Now let m € Sy, m # Id, be fixed. If ¢; = 1 for some j € {1,...,p(m)} then

qaj
. . . . (1) .
‘TYHB%;) = B0 < [BUY| < ||lodn | 1 joya| = et
s=1
whereas if ¢; > 2 then
q; q;—1
‘TYHB)(/I;ZS) Sr:[\r HB)(/{]S ‘B Jq]
s=1 s=1
1 [|% ! > W [|@~ & ,
< é\'Y,n H HO}(/lJn) ‘) HC qu ‘ Tr S é\'Y,n H HC)(/l,JnS)
s=1
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However, since 7 # Id, there exists at least one j € {1,...,p(m)} such that ¢; > 2, therefore

p(m) p(m)

q;
[Tl < (1
7j=1 s=1 ) Jj=1

g;—1\ p(m) g

1s=1

and at least one exponent ¢; —1 is nonzero. Thus, by the uniform boundedness of the norms
[Cynll, Lemma IV.14, and Eq. (74), one obtains

A1) 41

A1)
UY,n UY,n

jcgs

p(m)
= lcval T
j=1

Jj=

(1) M A (1)
d—lim Tr (k! Ty Ao NGy — Oy ®...®9Y7n) (CQL@---@C&;) —0,

n,u(Y)—o0

which proves validity of formula (72).
The proof of formula (73), after discarding the permutation signs and replacing A by V,
proceeds analogously. O
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