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Abstract

We construct the time-evolution for the second quantized Dirac equation subject to
a smooth, compactly supported, time dependent electromagnetic potential and identify
the degrees of freedom involved. Earlier works on this (e.g. Ruijsenaars) observed the
Shale-Stinespring condition and showed that the one-particle time-evolution can be
lifted to Fock space if and only if the external field had zero magnetic components.
We scrutinize the idea, observed earlier by Fierz and Scharf, that the time-evolution
can be implemented between time varying Fock spaces. In order to define these Fock
spaces we are led to consider classes of reference vacua and polarizations. We show that
this implementation is up to a phase independent of the chosen reference vacuum or
polarization and that all induced transition probabilities are well-defined and unique.

Keywords: Second Quantized Dirac Equation; External Field; Polarization Classes; Time-
Varying Fock Spaces.

Contents
1 Introduction E
1.1 The Problem and State of the Art . . . . . . . . .. ... ... ... .... B

1.2 What this Paperisabout . . . . ... ... ... ... .. ... .......

*deckert@math.lmu.de
fduerr@math.lmu.de
fmerkl@math.lmu.de
$schotten@math.lmu.de


http://arxiv.org/abs/0906.0046v2

1 INTRODUCTION

2 Infinite Wedge Spaces
2.1 Construction . . . . . . . . ...
2.2 Operations from the Left and from the Right . . . .. .. ... ... ... .
2.3 Lift Condition . . . . . . . . . . . .
2.4 Comparison with Standard Fock Spaces . . . ... ... ... ... .....
2.4.1 Connection with Constant Charge Sectors of Fock Spaces . . . . ..
2.4.2 Creation Operators .. . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. .
2.4.3 Connection to the Shale-Stinespring Criterion . . . . . . . . . .. ..

3 Application to the External Field Problem in QED
3.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution . . . . . ... . ... ... ... ........
3.2 Identification of Polarization Classes . . . . . . . ... ... ... ......
3.3 Gauge Transformations . . . . . . . . . . . . .. ... .. e

Bl EEEE EREEEEEE]

4 Summary: the Second Quantized Time-Evolution

1 Introduction

1.1 The Problem and State of the Art

This paper purports the the second-quantized time-evolution of Dirac fermions subject to
a classical time-dependent external electromagnetic potential A : R* — R%. In the early
works [SS65], [Rui77al Rui77bl Bel75) Bel76] it was recognized that the construction of such
a time-evolution in the presence of an external potential which has non-zero magnetic
components turns out to be impossible on one fixed Fock space. Let us briefly explain the
nature of the problem and state the classical results.

It is well known that the spectrum of the free Dirac operator H? = —ia - V + Bm
is (—o0, —m] U [+m, +00) and, thus, allows for wave functions associated with “negative
energy”. Throughout this work we use Planck units A = ¢ = 1. The two components
of the spectrum give rise to a splitting of the one-particle Hilbert space Lo(R3,C*), i.e.
the space of square integrable C* valued functions on R?, into two spectral subspaces
Ly(R3,C*) = H_ ®H,. While a wave function 1) € H can be interpreted to describe the
dynamics of electrons with positive kinetic energy the interpretation of the negative energy
wave functions is not straightforward as we do not seem to see particles of negative kinetic
energy in nature. Moreover, there is no mechanism in quantum mechanics to prevent
transitions from the positive to the negative spectral subspace so we can not simply regard
those negative energy wave functions as unphysical. In order to solve this problem Dirac
very early came up with a physical theory for his equation, the so-called Dirac Sea or Hole
Theory:

Admettons que dans ’Univers tel que nous le connaissons, les états d’energie
négative soient presque tous occupés par des électrons, et que la distribution
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ainsi obtenue ne soit pas accessible a notre observation a cause de son unifor-
mité dans toute ’etendue de I'espace. Dans ces conditions, tout état d’energie
négative non occupé représentant une rupture de cette uniformité, doit se
révévler a observation comme une sorte de lacune. Il es possible d’admettre
que ces lacunes constituent les positrons.

P.A.M. Dirac, Théorie du Positron (1934), in Selected Papers on Quantum Electrodynamics,
Ed. J. Schwinger, Dover Pub. (1958)

It is assumed that all negative energy states are occupied by electrons which then constitute
the Dirac sea. Due to its uniformity the Dirac sea is hidden from our observation and,
thus, physically inaccessible. What can be observed are the holes in the Dirac sea created
by Dirac sea electrons which made transitions to the positive energy spectrum. The holes
are called positrons.

The exclusion principle will operate to prevent a positive-energy electron ordi-
narily from making transitions to states of negative energy. It will be possible,
however, for such an electron to drop into an unoccupied state of negative
energy. In this case we should have an electron and positron disappearing
simultaneously, their energy being emitted in the form of radiation. The con-
verse process would consist in the creation of an electron and a positron from
electromagnetic radiation.

P.A.M. Dirac , Theory of the positron, in: The Principles of Quantum Mechanics, Oxford
(1930)

Dirac’s theory predicted the existence and properties of positrons, pair creation and pair
annihilation, which shortly later were verified by Anderson [And33].

In the language of quantum field theory the Dirac sea is represented in the so-called
second quantization procedure by the “vacuum vector” on which two types of creation
operators act. Those creating electrons and those creating positrons. This way one imple-
ments Dirac’s idea that one only considers the “net description of particles: electrons and
positrons” and neglects what is going on “deep down in the sea”, assuming that nothing
physically relevant happens in there. The Hilbert space for this many particle system is
the Fock space built by successive applications of creation operators on the vacuum.

As Dirac already pointed out in [Dir34b], the Dirac sea, however, is inaccessible and the
choice of H_ in the presence of an external field is not obvious at all. In addition, Dirac’s
invention and likewise quantum field theory are plagued by a serious problem: As soon
as an electromagnetic field A = (A,)u=0,1,2,3 = (Ao, —A) enters the Dirac equation, i.e. as
soon as “interaction is turned on”, one has generically transitions of negative energy wave
functions to positive energy wave functions, i.e. pair creation and pair annihilation. For a
mathematical proof of pair creation in the adiabatic regime see [DP0T7, [DP0§|. While pair
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creation and annihilation is an observed phenomenon it nevertheless has mathematically
a devastating side effect. Pictorially speaking, the negative energy states are “rotated” by
the external field and thus develop components in the positive energy subspace. Thus the
Dirac sea containing infinitely many particles generically produces under the influence of
an external field infinitely many electrons as soon as the field acts. Such a state does not
anymore belong to the Fock space and there is no reason to hope that in general a lift of
the one-particle Dirac time-evolution to this Fock space exists.

This problem manifests itself in the classical results as follows. Under reasonable as-
sumptions on the external potential A = (A,)u=0,1,2,3 = (Ao, —K) the one-particle Dirac
Hamiltonian HA®) = —ia - (V — A(t)) 4+ Bm + A(t)° generates a unitary time-evolution
UA : H — H on the Hilbert space H = Lo(R3,C*) of square integrable, C* valued func-
tions on R3. Having Dirac’s sea idea [Dir34b| [Dir34a] in mind one introduces a splitting of
this Hilbert space H into a Hilbert direct sum H = Hy ® H_, where H are the spectral
subspaces of the free Dirac Hamiltonian H° and Py the corresponding orthogonal projec-
tors. The “states” of H_ are assumed to be filled with electrons, historically referred to as
Dirac sea. In modern quantum field theory the notion of the Dirac sea is replaced by the
so called vacuum. In order to extract finite and physical meaningful expressions from this
infinite particle picture Dirac’s idea is to focus only on the “net balance” between the initial
Dirac sea and the time-evolved Dirac sea while neglecting what is going on “deep down in
the seas”. Transitions between H_ and H, are thought to describe pair creation and an-
nihilation [Dir34bl [Dir34al; for a mathematically rigorous proof of the creation of a pair of
asymptotically free moving electron and positron in an adiabatically changing strong field
see [DPOS, [DP07]. The Fock space F(H.,H_) = AH, ® AH_ serves as a mathematical
setup for this infinite particle picture. One intends to lift the one-particle Dirac time-
evolution UA on H to this Fock space. The Shale-Stinespring Theorem [SS65] gives the fol-
lowing necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of such a lift. For times #g,t; € R
the one-particle Dirac time-evolution U”(t1,ty) can be lifted to a second-quantized time-
evolution on F(H, H_) if and only if the off-diagonal terms UL _(t1,t) :== PU(t1,t0) P—
and UA, (t1,ty) := P_UA(t1,t0) Py are both Hilbert-Schmidt operators. Such a lift, if it
exists, is unique up to a phase. Ruijsenaars [Rui77al [Rui77b] supplied the physical impli-
cations of the Shale-Stinespring Theorem: the operators U f_‘_ (t1,to) and UA 4 (t1,to) are
Hilbert-Schmidt operators for all times tg,¢; if and only if A= 0, a somehow devastating
result. Not only it means there are no lifts of the one-particle Dirac time-evolution for
external potentials with non-zero magnetic components, it also means that gauge trans-
formations which add non-zero spatial components to the external potential cannot be
implemented.

Let us give an intuition for the Shale-Stinespring condition. We regard the time-
evolution UA(ty,t9) : H_ ®H, — H_ & H, in matrix form:

A A
Uit = () U (i) (L)
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The non-diagonal terms describe pair creation and annihilation. In leading order, for
UA(t1,t0) close to the identity and neglecting multiple pair creation, the squared Hilbert-
Schmidt norm

UL (1, t0)lIF, = D 1T (t1, to)enll3s (1.2)
neN

for any orthonormal basis (¢, )nen of H— may be interpreted as the probability of creating
one pair from the Dirac sea. In this sense the Shale-Stinespring condition ensures that the
pair creation probabilities are well-defined.

Metaphorically speaking: The negative energy states in H_ are “rotated” by the in-
teraction term —ia - A + A of the Dirac Hamiltonian H” and develop components in the
positive energy subspace H, as soon as the field acts. While the term A® induces only
a mild rotation, the rotation induced by —ic - A is strong due to the presence of the «
matrix. The catastrophe of ill-defined pair creation probabilities happens as long as the
field is acting. When the field is switched off, most of spinors are however rotated back into
the “free Dirac sea”. Therefore focusing on the scattering matrix only one expects that
the off-diagonal of the S-matrix PiSAP¢ consists of Hilbert-Schmidt operators. Hence, a
lift of the S-matrix to Fock space exists [Bel75, Bel76]. This lift is, as we said, only unique
up to a phase. In the scattering situation the initial Dirac sea is “more or less” restored,
so that ingoing states in Fock space are transformed to outgoing states in the same Fock
space.

Since the S-matrix captures the asymptotic time-evolution it is desirable to interpolate
the asymptotic free time-evolutions of scattering by a full time-evolution when the external
field acts. Due to the catastrophic pair creation discussed above one must adjust the sea, i.e.
the vacuum, so that the most of the spinors remain “sea-vectors”. Therefore, one considers
a second quantized Dirac time-evolution in the presence of an external field with respect to
time-dependent reference polarizations in contrast to one fixed polarization H_; we shall
call all closed subspaces of H with infinite dimension and codimension polarizations. One
implements the second quantized time-evolution on time-varying Fock spaces instead of
only one fixed Fock space. Such an implementation was already described in [FS79], and
this idea was further developed by Mickelsson [Mic98|. Mickelsson gives a time-dependent
unitary transformation of the Dirac Hamiltonian H” such that its off-diagonal parts become
Hilbert-Schmidt operators. Furthermore, he identifies the missing phase of the second
quantized time-evolution up to a remaining freedom. A related but different approach to
this phase is described in [SWS&6].

1.2 What this Paper is about

The obstacle in implementing the second-quantized time-evolution on time-varying Fock
spaces is that there is no canonical choice of polarization. To illustrate this consider H4,
the Dirac operator for a fixed, time independent four-vector potential A. The spectrum
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is in general not anymore as simple as in the free case and there is no canonical way of
defining a polarization since a splitting splitting into subspaces Lo(R3,C*) = HA @ ”Hﬁ
is reasonably arbitrary. The choice of polarization becomes in particular interesting when
the external potential A is time-dependent. (Four-vector potentials defined on space-time
R* are denoted by the sans serif letter A, while defined on the space R? they are denoted
by the italic letter A.) Suppose that at time ¢( the field is zero and at a later time the field
is switched on. To better understand the issue of the choice of polarization, observe that
choosing UA(t,ty)H_ as the polarization at time ¢ would not allow for the description of
pair creation: starting from a Dirac sea in H_ at time ty all one-particle wave functions
will remain in the sea UA(t,to)H_ forever. Also, this choice of polarization depends not
only on the field A at time ¢ but also on the whole history (A(s))s<¢. We shall show below
that for another field A with A(t) = A(to) and A(t) = A(t) the orthogonal projectors onto

UA(t,to)H_ and UA(t,to)H_ differ by a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Moreover, as discussed
in [FS79], all apparent choices of polarizations like the negative spectral subspace of HA
which allow for pair-creation are not Lorentz invariant.

This suggests that a particle/anti-particle picture can presumably not be based on
spectral considerations. Instead of choosing specific polarizations we consider equivalence
classes of polarizations. It turns out that an appropriate equivalence relation “x~” between
polarizations is given by the condition that the difference of the corresponding orthogonal
projectors is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. This is in accordance with: First, the intuition
described along with (I.2]) which implies that transition amplitudes stay well-defined. And
second, if A(tg) = 0, the equivalence class C(t) = [UA(t,to)H_]~, t > to, turns out to
depend only on the external potential A(t) at time ¢ but not on the history (A(s))t<s<t-
A specific choice of polarization in this equivalence class is then mathematically a choice
of reference frame with respect to which we represent the second-quantized Dirac time-
evolution. This brings us to the content of this work:

1. We show that these polarization classes C(t) are uniquely identified by the spatial
(magnetic) components A(t) of the field A at time t; see Theorem B.9bm, Subsection
B2bmm This generalizes the case of A(t) = 0 regarded in [Rui77al to general A(t).

2. We give a simple representative e C (t) for each polarization class in terms of
a simple and explicit operator QA®) which naturally appears as the key object in the
variant of the Born series of U” that we use in Subsection B.Ibzn

3. We implement the Dirac time-evolution as unitary maps between between time-varying
Fock spaces, in Theorem dbsz, Subsection Bbezn This implementation is unique up to a
phase.

4. We conclude with a brief discussion of gauge transformations of the external field; see
Theorem [B.12bzs, Subsection [3.3b5a
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A next step would be to derive the polarization charge current within this framework
which also must be defined in a neat way so that it accounts only for the “net description”
comparing two Dirac seas as mentioned above.

Our work in this field of QED was mainly inspired by Dirac’s original idea [Dir34bl
Dir34a], the work of Fierz and Scharf [FS79], Scharf’s book [Sch95] as well as Pressley and
Segal’s book [PS86] and also the work of Mickelsson et al. [LM96), [Mic98]. Furthermore,
we would like to call attention to an approach to QED by Finster [Fin09al [Fin08| [Fin09b!
Fin06] known under the name: “The Fermionic Projector”. Though mathematically dif-
ferent, his approach also revisits Dirac’s original idea [Dir34al [Dir34b] in a serious way.
The main difference between the Fermionic Projector approach and ours is that we do not
seek a distinguished polarization or, in other words, a unique vacuum. Moreover, we use
a Fock space description which by construction allows for superposition and entanglement
which at the moment seems to be elaborate using ferminonic projectors.

The Setup. The purpose of this paragraph is to give a heuristic description of how we
construct the second quantized time-evolution of the Dirac Hamiltonian in the presence of
a time-dependent, external field. What is described in this Subsection will be rigorously
introduced and proven in Sections Pbm and Bben The definitions and assertions will later
be formulated in a general form.

Since we aim at a description depending only on polarization classes instead of specific
polarizations we resort to a representation of the Fock space which is different to the
standard one (F(H_,H4)). We shall refer to it as the infinite wedge product spaces.
Although our results can be rephrased in the standard Fock space language, the infinite
wedge product formalism, in our opinion, is closer to Dirac’s original idea [Dir34bl [Dir34al]
and opens up a more transparent view on the nature of the second-quantized Dirac time-
evolution and on the role of the Dirac sea (i.e. Fock vacuum).

We construct Dirac seas concretely as infinite wedge products like in [Dir34b]: given
a polarization V' C H and for that an orthonormal basis ¢ = (¢p,)nen that spans V' the
alternating product of all ¢,, n € N, is supposed to represent a Dirac sea belonging to
polarization V. We introduce an equivalence class S = S(¢) of other representatives,
namely of all sequences 1) = (1, )nen in H such that the N x N-matrices

(<wnywm>)n,m6N and (<1/}n7 (Pm>)n,m6N7 (13)

(-,-) denoting the inner product on H, differ from the unity matrix only by a matrix in the
trace class and thus have a determinant. In this case we write ) ~ ¢. This is our notion
of Dirac seas being asymptotically equal “deep down in the sea”. We define the following
bracket:

(¥, x) := det((¢n, Xm>)n,m€N = kh—>I20 det((tn, Xm>)n,m:1,...,ka Y, x €S8. (1.4)
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With this at hand one constructs a Hilbert space Fs = Fs(,), where the bracket gives rise
to the inner product. We refer to Fs as the infinite wedge space. By this construction, see
Definition Z17bmm a sequence ¢ € S is mapped to the wedge product Ay = 11 Ao Athg A
... € Fs. The rigorous construction of wedge spaces is carried out in Subsection 2.Ibmm
in Section 2.4Lea we also discuss the relationship of Fs(p) to the standard Fock space. It
is important to note that Ay has no meaning as “the one and only” Dirac sea since Fg
depends only on the equivalence class S = S(¢). In fact, changing the reference ¢ within
the same equivalence class S can be viewed as a Bogolyubov transformation.

The equivalence relation =~ between two polarizations will be refined as follows: For two
polarizations V, W we define V =~y W to mean V ~ W and that V and W have the same
“relative charge”. Intuitively the “relative charge” has the following meaning: Consider
two states Ay and Ay where ¢ and 1 are orthonormal bases of V and W, respectively. Then
the relative charge is the difference of the electric charges of the physical sates represented
by Ap and Avy, respectively. Mathematically the relative charge is defined in terms of
Fredholm indices in Definition 2.29bza The use of the Fredholm index to describe the
relative charge is quite frequent in the literature; see e.g. [PS86, [LM96] as well as in the
work of Hainzl et al. [HLS05]. The relation = is also an equivalence relation on the set
of polarizations, and one finds an intimate connection between this equivalence relation
~ on the set of polarizations and the equivalence relation ~ on the set Dirac seas: Two
equivalent Dirac seas span two equivalent polarizations and for every two polarizations
W = V such that ¢ spans V there is a Dirac sea Ay € Fg(,) such that ¢ ~ ¢ and ¢
spans W. Consequently, every wedge space can be associated with a polarization class
with respect to ~g. Details are given in Section 2 Tbmm

On the other hand, assuming ¢ spans V, not all Dirac seas Ay such that ¢ spans
W = V are in Fg(,) because one can obviously find an orthonormal basis ¢ of W for which
((¢n, ©m) )n,men differs from the identity by more than a trace class operator. Because of
this we consider below operations (the operations from the right) that mediate between all
wedge spaces belonging to the same polarization class with respect to 2y. These operations
are needed to later define the physically relevant transition probabilities.

On any element of S the action of any unitary map U on H is then naturally defined by
having it act on each factor of the wedge product. Consequently we have a (left) operation
on any Fgs, namely Ly : Fs — Fyg, such that

ﬁU(¢1A¢2A¢3A...):Ulbl/\Ul/Jg/\Ul/Jg/\..., Y ES, (15)

which then incorporates a “lift” of U as a unitary map from one wedge space to another.
Now, this can of course also be done for the one-particle time evolution U = U A(t, to) for
fixed times ty and t. However, we need to find a way to relate the Dirac seas in Fgs to
the ones in Fys by considering the “net balance” between them. As we discussed already
what we mathematically have at hand are the polarization classes C'(ty) and C(t) at times
to and . We choose any two polarizations V' € C(tp) and W € C(t) and orthonormal
bases (o) of V' and likewise ¢(t) of W and denote their equivalence classes with respect
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to ~ by S(p(to)) and S(p(t)). This way physical “in” and “out” states can be described
by elements in ¢ € Fs(p(to)) and 9°" € Fg (1)), respectively. But in general US(p(to))
will not be equal S(¢(t)) so that Lyy™ and 1°" are likely to lie in different wedge spaces.
However, we show that the polarization classes of Fys(u(t)) and Fs(p(p)) are the same.
Therefore, the only difference between those two spaces may come from our specific choice
of bases ¢(tg) and ¢(t). In order to make them compatible we introduce another operation
(from the right): For all unitary N x N-matrices R = (Rp)n,menN, we define the operation
from the right as follows. For ¢ € S, let YR := (ZneN Q/Janm) In this way, every
unitary R gives rise to a unitary map Rpg : Fs — Fsg, such that

meN’

Rey = NR), € S. (1.6)

By construction the operations from the left and from the right commute. We show that
two such unitary matrices R, R’ yield Fsg = Fsp if and only if R~'R’ has a determinant.
Furthermore, in Subsection B.Ibmn we prove that there always exists a unitary matrix R for
which US(t9)R = S(t). Now we have all we need to compute the transition probabilities:

| (v, Rp o Luy™) |*. (1.7)

The matrix R is not unique because for any R’ with det R = 1 one has US(tg)R =
US(to)RR' = S(t) so that the arbitrariness in R’ gives rise to a phase. However, this has
clearly no effect on the transition probabilities.

As an example let us consider 1™ and ¥°" being Hartree-Fock states: Let V € C(tg)
and W € C(t1) be appropriate polarizations describing the one-particle wave functions
present in a given experimental setup. Furthermore, let ¢ and % to be orthogonal bases in
V and W, respectively, and ¢'™ = Ay as well as 1°"* = A¢. Using (7)), (Ldbm) and the
notation |A|2 = A*A one can express the transition probability as

| (M), R o LuNg) [ = | det (1, (UpR)m),, I (1.8)

= det |PwUPy?|,, ,,, =det (1 — [Py UPy ) |, - (1.9)
where we have used that R and U are unitary. This determinant is well-defined whenever
its argument differs from the identity only by a trace class operator. Hence, the above
expression is only well-defined for Py, 1 U Py being a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. The leading
order of this determinant is given by 1—|| Py, U Py || 1,, which agrees with the intuition given
along (L2bm). The operations from the left and from the right are introduced in Subsection
2.2ben while in Subsection 2.3bem we identify the conditions under which R exists.

The next step would be to derive the charge current of the created pairs. It must be
also defined in a neat way so that it accounts only for the “net description” and not for a
whole Dirac sea. For doing that one would e.g. need to analyze the behavior of the phase,
cf. [Sch95], which will be the content of our subsequent paper.
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2 Infinite Wedge Spaces

2.1 Construction

In this section we give a rigorous construction of infinite wedge products which we de-
scribed in the introduction. Throughout this work the notion Hilbert space stands for
separable, infinite dimensional, complex Hilbert space. Let H and £ be Hilbert spaces with
corresponding scalar products (-,-). For a typical example think of H = Ly(R3,C*) and
¢ = l5(N), the space of square summable sequences in C. The space ¢ will only play the role
of an index space. We refer to H as the one-particle Hilbert space. Furthermore, we denote
the space of so-called trace class operators on /¢, i.e. bounded operators T on ¢ for which
|71, := trvVT*T is finite, by I;(¢), the superscript * denoting the Hilbert space adjoint.
We say a bounded linear operator 1" on a Hilbert space ¢ has a determinant if it differs
from the identity operator idy on ¢ only by a trace class operator, i.e. T —id, € I;(¢);
see [GGK90]. We also need the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators, i.e. the space of
bounded operators T' : ¢ — H such that the Hilbert-Schmidt norm ||T'[|1, := Vtr T*T is
finite. The space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators is denoted by Is = I3(¢, H), and we write
Io(H) =1a2(H, H).

At first let us define the notions: polarizations, polarization classes and the set of Dirac
seas from the introduction.

Definition 2.1 (Polarizations and Polarization Classes). (a) Let Pol(H) denote the set
of all closed, linear subspaces V. C H such that V and V* are both infinite di-
mensional. Any V € Pol(H) is called a polarization of H. For V € Pol(H), let
Py : H — V denote the orthogonal projection of H onto V.

(b) For VW € Pol(H), V = W means Py — Py € Ia(H).

The space Pol(#) is a kind of Grassmann space of all infinite dimensional closed sub-
spaces with infinite dimensional complement. Obviously, the relation = is an equivalence
relation on Pol(H). Its equivalence classes C' € Pol(H)/~ are called polarization classes.
Its basic properties are collected in the following lemma. We denote by |x_y the restriction
to a map from X to Y.

Lemma 2.2 (Properties of ). For V,W € Pol(H), the following are equivalent:
(a) V=W

(b) Py 1Py €Ia(H) and Py Py 1 € Io(H)

(¢) The operators Py Py Py |y v and Py Py Py |w—w both have determinants.

(d) The operators Py Py Py |y _v and Py Py Pyily iy both have determinants.

(e) Pwl|v—w is a Fredholm operator and Py, 1|y _ o € Ia(V).

10
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Proof.
(a)=(b): Let V,W € Pol(#) fulfill P, — Py € Io(H). We conclude that
Py Py = (idy —Pw )Py = (Py — Pw)Py € Ix(H) and (2.1)
PwPy,. = Py(idy —Py) = —Pw(Py — Pw) € Ia(H).
(b)=-(c): Assuming (b), we conclude

Py — Py Py Py = PVPI/VLPV = (PWLPV)*(PWLPV) S Il(H) and (23)
Py — PwPy Py = PWP‘/LPW = (PWPVL)*(PWPVL) S 11(7'[) (2.4)

This implies (Py — Py Pw Pv)|lv—yv € 1i(V) and (Pw — Pw Py Pw)lw—w € Ii(W)
and thus the claim (c).

(c)=(d): Assuming (c), we need to show that Py . Pyy1 Pyi |y 1,11 has a determinant.
Indeed: As Py Py Py |w—w has a determinant, we know that

(Py1 Pw)*(Py1 Pw) = PPy Py = Py — Pw Py Py € 11 (H) (2.5)
and thus P, Py € Iy(#H). This implies
Pyi — PyiPyiPyi = Pyi PwPyi = (Pyi Pw)(Pyi Pw)* € L(H).  (2.6)
The claim (Py 1 Py Pyo|yi_yo) € idyo +13 (V1) follows.
(d)=(b): Assuming (d), we know

(PWP‘/'J_)*(PWP‘/J_) = ij_PWP‘/J_ = PvJ_ - ij_PwJ_ij_ S 11(7‘[) and (27)
(PWJ_Pv)*(PWJ_Pv) = PvaJ_PV =Py — Py PyPy € Il(H) (28)

This implies the claim (b).
(b)=-(a): Assuming Py, 1 Py € Ia(H) and Py Py 1 € Io(#H), we conclude that

Py — Py = (Py — PwPy) — (Pw — PwPy)
= ij_PV — PwpvJ_ S 12(7'[). (2.9)

(b)=-(e): We write the identity on H in matrix form

dy :VeVvtsweaewt, (zy) — < Pwlvow  Pwlyisw > <°"”> (2.10)
PWi’V—WVi PWL\VL—WVL Y

11



2 INFINITE WEDGE SPACES 2.1 Construction

Assuming (b) we know that the non-diagonal operators Py 1|y 1 and Py oy
are Hilbert-Schmidt operators. Subtracting the non-diagonal from the identity we
get a new map

Q:VaoVtwaewt (29— <PW’V*W 0 ) ("””) (2.11)
0 PWJ_‘VJ__,WJ_ Yy

which is by construction a perturbation of the identity by a compact operator and,
thus, a Fredholm operator. However, this holds if and only if both Py |y_w and
Py 1|y are Fredholm operators which implies (e).

(e)=(b): Assuming (e) we compute

0=Py.ly =Pyr(Pw+ Pyo)lv

= Pvl‘W Pw‘v_w[/ + PvL‘WL Pwl‘v_)wl (2.12)

from which follows that Py, 1 |w Pw|v is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator since Py 1 |y 1 is
a bounded operator and by assumption Py, 1|y € Io(V). Furthermore, by assumption
Py |v—w is a Fredholm operator so that Py i |w Pw|vow € La(V) yields Py 1w €
IQ(W) Finally, we have Pwl‘v = PwLPV’V and PvL‘W = PvLPW‘W so that
Py 1 Py, Py Py € I3(H) which implies the claim (b).

O

Note that in general Py, Py € Ix(#H) is not equivalent to Py Py € Ia(H). As an
example, take V and W such that V' C W and V has infinite codimension in W; compare
with condition (@) of the above lemma. Condition (g) appears in Chapter 7 of [PS86]
where an equivalence class C' € Pol(H)/~ is endowed with the structure of a complex
manifold modeled on infinite dimensional separable Hilbert spaces. Consequently, the
space Pol(H) is a complex manifold — the Grassmann manifold of H — which decomposes
into the equivalence classes C' € Pol(H)/~ as open and closed submanifolds.

Where exactly the one-particle Hilbert space H is cut into parts by a choice of a polar-
ization in a polarization class will determine the relative charge between two Dirac seas.
Within one polarization class the charge may only differ by an integer from one chosen po-
larization to another. Given V,W € Pol(H) with V' ~ W, we know from Lemma 2. 2}mm(e)
that Py |yv—w and Py|w_y are Fredholm operators. So we are led to the definition of the
relative charge:

Definition 2.3 (Relative Charge). For V,W € Pol(H) with V.~ W, we define the relative
charge of V,W to be the Fredholm index of Pw|v_w:

charge(V, W) = ind(Pw|Vﬁw) = dim ker(PW|V_)W) — dim ker(PW|V_,W)*
= dim ker( Py |v—w) — dim coker (P |v—w)- (2.13)

12



2 INFINITE WEDGE SPACES 2.1 Construction

Let U(H,H’') be the set of unitary operators U : H — H'. We collect some basic
properties of the relative charge:

Lemma 2.4 (Relative Charge Properties). Let C' € Pol(H)/~ be a polarization class and
VW, X € C. Then the following hold:

(a) charge(V,W) = — charge(W, V)
(b) charge(V, W) + charge(W, X') = charge(V, X)
(¢) Let H' be another Hilbert space andU € U(H,H'). Then charge(V, W) = charge(UV,UW).
(d) Let U € U(H,H) such that UC = C. Then charge(V,UV) = charge(W,UW).
Proof. (a) Pw|v—w and Py|w_yv are Fredholm operators with
charge(W, V') + charge(V, W) = ind(Py |w—v) + ind(Py |y —w)
= ind(Py Py |v_v) = ind(Py P Py [y—v) =0, (2.14)
as Py Py Py |y v is a perturbation of the identity map on V' by a compact operator.
(b) As Py and Px differ only by a compact operator, we get

charge(V, W) + charge(W, X) = ind(Pw|v—w) + ind(Px|w_x)
= ind(PXple_»() = ind(Ppr‘v_)‘)() = charge(V,X). (2.15)

(c¢) This follows immediately, since unitary transformations do not change the Fredholm
index.

(d) We know UV =V ~ W ~ UW by assumption. Using parts (a), (b) and (c) of the
lemma, this implies
charge(V,UV') = charge(V, W) + charge(W, UW) + charge(UW,UV)
= charge(V, W) + charge(W, UW) + charge(W, V') = charge(W,UW).  (2.16)

O

With the notion of relative charge we refine the polarization classes further into classes
of polarizations of equal relative charge:

Definition 2.5 (Equal Charge Classes). For V,W € Pol(H), V ~¢ W means V ~ W and
charge(V,W) = 0.

By Lemma [24] (Relative Charge Properties) the relation ~ is an equivalence relation
on Pol(#). This finer relation is better adapted for the lift of unitary one-particle operators
like the Dirac time-evolution which conserve the charge.

Next, we introduce the mathematical representation of the Dirac seas:

13
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Definition 2.6 (Dirac Seas). (a) Let Seas(H) = Seas(H) be the set of all linear, bounded
operators ® :  — H such that range ® € Pol(H) and ®*® : £ — ¢ has a determinant,
i.e. P €idy+I15(0).

(b) Let Seast(H) = Seas;(H) denote the set of all linear isometries ® : £ — H in
Seasy(H).

(¢) For any C € Pol(H)/~y let Ocean(C) = Ocean,(C) be the set of all ® € Seas; (H)
such that range ® € C.

Figuratively speaking, an ocean consists of a collection of related seas. To connect to the
introduction in Subsection [[.2bm consider the following example: In the case of ¢ = f5(N)
we encode this map in an orthonormal basis (y,,)nen of V such that for the canonical basis
(€n)nen in £2 one has ®e,, = @, for all n € N.

The set Seas(#) can naturally be structured by the relation introduced now:

Definition 2.7 (Relation between Dirac Seas). For ®, ¥ € Seas(H), ® ~ ¥ means *V €
idg +11(¢), i.e. ®*U has a determinant.

In the forthcoming Corollary we show that ~ is an equivalence relation. For its
proof we need the following lemma, which will also be frequently used later because it
allows us to work for most purposes with Dirac seas in Seas®(#) instead of Seas(H):

Lemma 2.8 (Isometries are good enough). For every U € Seas(H) there exist T €
Seas®(H) and R € idy +11(¢) which fulfill ¥ = YR, Y*U = R >0, Y ~ ¥, and R? = U* .

Proof. Let ¥ € Seas(H). The operator U*V¥ : ¢ — ¢ has a determinant and is hence a
Fredholm operator. In particular, ker(¥*W) = ker ¥ is finite dimensional. Let ¥ = V R be
the polar decomposition of ¥, with R = v¥*W and V : £ — H being a partial isometry
with ker V = (range R)* = ker ¥. Then V and ¥ have the same range, and this range has
infinite codimension in H. Since ker V' has finite dimension, we can extend the restriction
of V to (ker V)* to an isometry Y : ¢ — H. We get: T*¥ = V*¥ = V*VR =R >0
and YR = VR = U. Now, as R?> = U*V¥ has a determinant, its square root R has also a
determinant. This implies T ~ W.

O

Corollary 2.9. The relation ~ is an equivalence relation on Seas(H).

Proof. By definition of Seas(#), the relation ~ is reflexive. To show symmetry, take
O, U € Seas(H) with & ~ ¥. We conclude U*® — idy = (*¥ — idy)* € I;(¢) and thus
U ~ &. To show transitivity, let ®, ¥, T' € Seas(H) with & ~ ¥ and ¥ ~ I'. By Lemma
2.8 (Isometries are good enough), take T € Seas®(H) and R > 0 corresponding to W.
Let P : H — H denote the orthogonal projection having the same range as Y, and let

14
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P¢ = idy —P denote the complementary projection. In particular, one has P = TY*,
Then
T = ®*PT' 4+ ®PT = (¢*1)(T*Y)* + &*PT. (2.17)

Now, since ® ~ ¥ we know that ®*¥ = ®*TR has a determinant. Since R has also
a determinant, we conclude that ®*T has a determinant, too. Using ¥ ~ I', the same
argument shows that I'*Y has a determinant, and thus (®*Y)(I'*T)* has a determinant.
Next we show that P°T' is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Indeed, (P°T')*(PT) = I'*P°T' =
' —I*PI' =TT — (I*T)(I'*Y)* is a difference of two operators having a determinant,
since T*T" and T*Y both have determinants. Hence, (P°T)*(P°T") € I;(¢), which implies
Pl € I5(¢). The same argument, applied to ® instead of I', shows that P°® € Iy(¥).
We conclude ®*PT' = (P<®)*(P°T") € Iy(¢). Using (2I7bm) this yields that ®*T" has a
determinant, as the sum of an operator having a determinant and a trace class operator.
This proves that ® ~ I U

For ® € Seas(#), the equivalence class of ® with respect to ~ turns out to form an
affine space. The following definition and lemma characterize these equivalence classes.
These properties will later be used to show that the wedge spaces to be constructed (in
forthcoming Definition 2. I7hm (Infinite Wedge Spaces)) are separable spaces.

Definition 2.10 (Dirac Sea Classes). Let ® € Seas(H).
(a) Let S(®) C Seas(H) denote the equivalence class of ® with respect to ~.

(b) For bounded linear, operators L : { — M, we define |L||¢ := ||®*L||1, +||L|l1, and the
vector space

V(®) :={L: L — H| L is linear and bounded with ||L|¢ < oo}.

Lemma 2.11 (Dirac Sea Class Properties). Let ® € Seas(H).
(a) It holds that S(®) = @ + V(D).

(b) For ¥ € Seas(H) with ® ~ U, one has V(®) = V(¥), and the norms || - ||l¢ and | - ||w
are equivalent.

Proof. (a) Take ¥ ~ ®&. By definition, ®*¥ € idy+I1;(¢) and ®*® € id, +I11(¢). The
difference yields ®*(¥ — ®) € I;(¢). Similarly, U*W € id, +1;(¢) and U*® € id, +1;(¢).
Combining all this, we get (¥ — ®)*(¥ — @) € I;(¢), and hence ¥ — & € I5(¢,H). This
shows ¥ — ® € V(D).

Conversely, take B € V(®). We set ¥ = & + B. First we show that range ¥ € Pol(H),
i.e. that it is closed and has infinite dimension and codimension. To do this we use the
following general fact: A Fredholm operator between two Hilbert spaces maps closed,

15
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infinite dimensional, and infinite codimensional subspaces, respectively, to closed, infi-
nite dimensional, and infinite codimensional subspaces, respectively. Consider

® : { ®range d — H, (x,y) — Pz +y (2.18)
U : (@ range &+ — H, (x,y) — Pz + Bx +y (2.19)

with the direct sum is understood as orthogonal direct sum. Since range ® is in Pol(H)
and therefore closed, the map ® is onto. Furthermore, ®*® € idy +1;(H) is a per-
turbation of the identity by a compact operator and therefore a Fredholm operator.
In particular, this implies dim ker ® = dim ker ®*® < oco. Thus, ® is also a Fredholm
operator. Now, T is a perturbation of d by the compact operator (z,y) — Bz and
therefore is Fredholm operator, too. Since ¢ @ 0 is closed, infinite dimensional, infinite
and codimensional, so is range ¥ = W (£ & 0).

Using ® € Seas(#) and the definition of V(®), we get ¥*¥ = &*® + d*B + (&*B)* +
B*B e (idg+1) + I + I + IIo = idy +1;(¢). This shows ¥ € Seas(H). Furthermore,
'V = ¢*P + d*B € (idy +1;) + I} = idy +11(¢) holds. This yields ¥ ~ ®.

(b) Since ® ~ W there is a L € V(®) such that ® = ¥ + L. Let M € V(¥). Using the
triangle inequality in I;(¢) and ||L*M ||, < || L1, ||M]|1,, we get

M|l = [[@* My, + M, < [|W* My, + [[L* My, + [[M]]x,
< (U4 (1) (N Ml + [[Ml,) = (1 + |[Lll) [ M]] - (2.20)

In the same way, we get [|[M|w < (1+ || L) ||M]o.
]

The equivalence classes of Seas(H)/~ and Pol(H)/~¢ go hand in hand quite naturally
as the following lemma shows.

Lemma 2.12 (Connection between ~ and ). Given C' € Pol(H)/~y and ® € Ocean(C')
we have

C = {range ¥ | ¥ € Seas™ (M) such that ¥ ~ ®}.
Proof. Let C' := {range ¥ | ¥ € Seas™(H) such that ¥ ~ ®} and V := range ®.
C' C C: Let W € ', then there is a U ~ ® such that range ¥ = WW. One has
Py Py Py ly—y = ®(O 0T*®)* |y, (2.21)
But ®*U, U*® € idy +1;(¢), hence, ®*TU*d € idy +1;(¢) and ®*|y is unitary, so we

conclude that Py Py Py |y v has a determinant. Analogously, we get that Py Py Py |w—w =
U(U*PP*W)U* has a determinant because, again, ¥*|y is unitary. Lemma 2.2bm
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(Properties of ~) then states V' ~ W. We still need to show V =~y W. There-
fore, consider charge(W,V') = ind(Py|w—yv) and Py|w_y = ®O*UU* |y . Since
O*W € idy +1;(¢) and ¥* |y is unitary, V*Py |y ¥ = U*®P*¥ € idy +1;(¢), which
is a perturbation of the identity by a compact operator. Therefore ind(Py |y ) = 0.
Hence, we have shown that V =~y W and therefore W € C.

C'DC: Let W € C, then W = V and charge(V,W) = 0. We need to find an
isometry ¥ ~ ® such that range W = W. We make a polar decomposition of Py ®.
By Lemma 22bm(@) we know that range Py |y is closed. There is a partial isometry
U : ¢ — range Pyy® = range Py |y = range Py ® C H with ker U = ker Pyy® such
that Py ® = U|Py®| where |Py ®| is given by the square root of the positive semi-
definite operator (P ®)*(Pw®). Furthermore, (Py®)*(Py®) = ®*Py Py Py® €
idg 4+1; () holds by Lemma[22bm. Hence, this operator is a Fredholm operator. That
means also that ker ((Py ®)*(Pw®)) = ker Py ® is finite dimensional. Moreover, 0 =
charge(V,W) = ind(PW|V_>W) implies that dimker Py ® = dim W/(range Py |v) =
dim W N (range PW]V) . Thus, there is another partial isometry U:l— Hof
finite rank such that U|ker Py ® maps ker Py ® unitarily onto W N (range PW<I>) and
U| (ker Pydy. = 0. We set ¥ := —U+U:l— H, and get W*U = U*U 4+ U*U =
and therefore ¥ € Seas’ (). By construction, range W = W holds. Furthermore
we have the identities

U*® = U* Py® = U*U| Py ®| = | Py ). (2.22)
This operator has a determinant since |Py®| > 0 and
| Py ®|? = ®* Py Py Py ® € idy +11(¢) (2.23)

hold. The last identity follows since Py Py Py |y v has a determinant by Lemma
[QEZLIm On the other hand, U*® has finite rank since U does. Hence, ¥*® = U*® +
U*® € idg+1;(¢), i.e. ¥ ~ &, which means that W € C".

O

Now we begin with the construction of the infinite wedge spaces for each equivalence
class of Dirac seas S € Seas(H)/~. We follow the standard linear algebra method: First,
we construct with the elements of S a space of formal linear combinations C®) which we
equip with a semi-definite sesquilinear form that in turn induces a semi-norm. Completion
with respect to this semi-norm yields the infinite wedge space of S.

Construction 2.13 (Formal Linear Combinations). (a) For any set S, let CS) denote
the set of all maps o : S — C for which {® € S | a(®) # 0} is finite. For ® € S, we
define [®] € C'S) to be the map fulfilling [®](®) = 1 and [®)(¥) =0 for ® # U € S.
Thus, C'S) consists of all finite formal linear combinations o = > ycs (¥)[¥] of
elements of S with coefficients in C.
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(b) Now, let S € Seas(H)/~ as in Definition (Dirac Sea Classes). We define the
map () : S xS = C, (?,V) — (P, V) := det(P*V). Note that this is well defined
since for ®, W € S the fact & ~ U implies that ®*V has a determinant.

(c) Taking S as before, let (-,-) : C'S) x CS) — C denote the sesquilinear extension of
() : 8§ x 8 = C, defined as follows: For o, f € CS),

(@, 8) = a(®)B(T)det(*V). (2.24)

PeSVeS

Here, the bar denotes the complex conjugate. Note that the sums consist of at most
finitely many nonzero summands. In particular we have ([®], [¥]) = (@, ¥) for &,V €
S.

Lemma 2.14. The sesquilinear form (-,-) : C) x C) — C is hermitean and positive
semi-definite, i.e. (a,8) = (B,a) and (a,a) > 0 hold for all o, B € CS),

Proof. For ®,¥ € S, we have

(D, 0) = det(®* V) = det(T*D) = (¥, B) (2.25)

This implies that (-,-) : C(5) x C$) — C is hermitean. Let a € S. We get

() =D > a(®)a(T) det(D* D). (2.26)
PecSveSsS
Let (€;);en be an orthonormal basis in £. In the following, we abbreviate N,,, = {1,...,m}.

Fredholm determinants are approximated by finite-dimensional determinants (see Section
VII.3, Theorem 3.2 in [GGK90]), therefore

det(<I>*\If) = lim det((ei,@*\lfej>)i,jeNm. (227)

m—ro0

Let (fx)ken be an orthonormal basis of H. For every i, j € N, we get

n

(i, ®*Wej) = lim > (Dei, fi) (i, Vej) (2.28)
k=1

and, hence, for every m € N

det((e;, @*We;))i jeN,, = nh_)llolo det (Z (Pey, fr) (frs \I/ej>>
1,7ENmR

k=1
= lim Y det((®e;, i) ker det((f, Uej)) ke, (2:29)
n—o0 ICN 4EN, jENm,
|1|_:;;L
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Substituting this in (226 and [221), we conclude

(@, @) = lim lim SN a(@)a(W)det((fi, Pei)) ker, det((fr, Vej)) rer,

®cS VeS ICN,, 1€Nm, jEN,
[I|=m
2
= lim lim 1D @) det((fr, ®es)) ker, | > 0. (2.30)
ICN, |®es i€Nm
[I|=m
U
Definition 2.15. Let || - || : C©) = R, a — |a| = (o, a) denote the semi-norm

associated to (-,-), and Ns = {a € C®) | (a,a) = 0} denote the null space of C'S) with
respect to || - ||.

This null space Ng is quite large. The following lemma identifies a few elements of this
null space and is also the key ingredient to Corollary 218 zm (Null space) and therewith to
Lemma [2.23bzm (Uniqueness up to a Phase).

Lemma 2.16. For ® € S and R € id;+1;(¢), one has PR € S and [PR]—(det R)[®] € Ns.

Proof. First, we observe that (range(®R)): D (range ®)* is infinite-dimensional. Since
o*® € idy+11(¢) and R € idy+11(¢), we have ®*(®R) € idy+11(¢) and (PR)*(PR) =
R*(®*®)R € idy +1;(¢). This shows ®R € Seas(#H) and ® ~ ®R, and thus PR € S. We
calculate:

[[®R] — (det R)[®]||> =det((®R)*(PR)) — (det R) det((PR)*®)
— det Rdet(®*®R) + | det R|* det(D*®)
=2/ det R|? det(®*®) — 2| det R|? det(®*®) = 0. (2.31)

O

Now we have everything needed to define some key objects in this work: The infinite
wedge spaces. These spaces shall make up the playground for the second quantized Dirac
time-evolution:

Definition 2.17 (Infinite Wedge Spaces). Let Fs be the completion of CS) with respect
to the semi-norm || - ||. We refer to Fs as infinite wedge space over S. Let 1 : C\S) — Fg
denote the canonical map. The sesquilinear form (-,-) : C) x C — C induces a scalar
product (-,-) : Fs x Fs — C. Let N : S — Fs denote the canonical map N = ([P]),
®eS.

Note that t[Ns] = {0}. Hence, the null space is automatically factored out during the
completion procedure. In fact, the null space of the canonical map ¢ : C°) — Fs equals
kert = Ng. Thus we can rewrite Lemma [2.16] in the following way:

19



2 INFINITE WEDGE SPACES 2.1 Construction

Corollary 2.18 (Null space). For ® € S and R € id; +1;(¢), one has N(PR) = (det R)AD.

Combining Corollary 2.18zm above with Lemma 2.8 m (Isometries are good enough),
we get the following: For every ® € S there are Y € SNSeas(H) and R € idy +1;(¢) with
r = det R € R} such that A® = rAY. As a consequence, {AV | ¥ € SN Seas(H)} spans
a dense subspace of Fs. The scalar product (-,-) gives Fs the structure of a separable
Hilbert space:

Lemma 2.19 (Separability). The inner product space (Fs,{-,-)) is separable.

Proof. It suffices to show that there exists a countable dense subset of AS with respect to
the norm ||-|| 75 in Fs. Choose ® € S. then by LemmaR.ITbm (Dirac Sea Class Properties)
we know that S = ® 4 V(®). Now, the set of operators of finite rank is dense and separable
in (V(®),] - |lo). Hence, we can choose a countable, dense subset D in (V(®), | - [|o). We
show now that A(®+ D) is dense in AS with respect to the norm ||-||z5. Let W = ®+L e S
with L € V(®). We find a sequence (Lj,)pen in D with ||L, — L|j¢ — 0 for n — oo and
define ¥,, := ® 4+ L,,. One then obtains the following estimate for all large n:

AT — AW, |5 = (AT — AT, AT — A, 2
= det(V*WU) — det(VT*V,,) — det(V; V) + det (V) U,,)
< Cr(9) ([ (Y = W) Iy + 95 (¥ = ¥n)ll1,) (2.32)
by local Lipschitz continuity of the Fredholm determinant with respect to the norm in
I;(€); see [Sim05, Theorem 3.4 p. 34]. The constant C(¥) < co depends only on W. Next,
the triangle inequality applied to the second term gives
< CU(W) 2P (Y — W)l + [[(¥ = Tp)* (0 — W) |1,
<201(9)[|¥ — Wy [ly = 2C1 (D) |L — Ln|lw

< O (W, D)L~ Loflo "0 (2.33)
for some constant Co(¥,®) < oo depending only on ¥ and & since the norms || - ||¢ and
| - |lo are equivalent by Lemma ZITbm (Dirac Sea Class Properties). This shows that
A(® + D) is a countable, dense subset of A(S). O
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The following diagram summarizes the setup:

chooses

v
>C'
{

take § bases

\4

Lchooses | g e S Ocean(C)/~ A~ Oceany(C)

l/\ construction

Fs

H—2 > Pol(H) o, Pol(H)/~p ~>

splittings

Note that, by Lemma 2.12bma (Connection between ~ and =), Fs carries the whole infor-
mation of the polarization class C' € Pol(H)/=2; however, it depends on a choice of basis.
In this sense we say that the wedge space Fgs belongs to the polarization class C.

2.2 Operations from the Left and from the Right

Having constructed the infinite wedge spaces Fs for each S € Seas(#)/~ we now introduce
two types of operations on them which are the tools needed in the next subsection. In the
following let H’, ¢’ be also two Hilbert spaces.

Construction 2.20 (The Left Operation).
(a) The following operation from the left is well-defined:
U(H,H') x Seasy(H) — Seas,(H'), (U, @)+ U®.
(b) This operation from the left is compatible with the equivalence relation ~ in the fol-
lowing sense: For U € U(H,H') and ®,¥ € Seasy(H), one has ® ~ V¥ if and only
if UP ~ UV in Seasy(H'). Thus, the action of U on Seasy(H) from the left in-

duces also an operation from the left on equivalence classes modulo ~ as follows. For

S € Seasy(H)/~ and U € U(H,H'),
US={U® | ®ec S} € Seas;(H)/~.

(¢c) For U € U(H,H') and S € Seasy(H)/~, the induced operation Ly : CS) — CUS),
given by

Ly <Z a(@)[@]) = a(@)Ue],

deS desS

is an isometry with respect to the hermitean forms (-,-) on C) and on CUS) . In
particular one has Ly[Ng] C Nys.
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(d)

For every U € U(H,H'), the operation from the left Ly : C — CcY9 induces a
unitary map Ly : Fs — Fus, characterized by Ly(A®) = NU®) for & € S. This
operation is functorial in the following sense. Let H" be another Hilbert space. For
UeUH,H), VeUH, H") and S € Seasy(H)/~, one has LuLy = Lyy : Fs —
-FUVS and »CidH = id]:s.

In complete analogy to the operation from the left, we introduce next an operation
from the right. Let ¢ be another Hilbert space, and let GL_(¢',¢) denote the set of all
bounded invertible linear operators R : ¢ — ¢ with the property R*R € idy +1;(¢'). Note
that GL_(¢) := GL_(¢, /) is a group with respect to composition.

Construction 2.21 (Operation from the Right).

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

The following operation from the right is well-defined:
Seasy(H) x GL_(¢',¢) — Seasy(H), (®,R)+— ®R.

This operation from the right is compatible with the equivalence relations ~: For
O, U € Seasy(H) and R € GL_(¢',¢), one has ® ~ ¥ if and only if PR ~ VR
in Seasy(H). Thus, the operation of R from the right induces also an operation
from the right on equivalence classes modulo ~ as follows: For S € Seas;(H)/~ and
Re GL_(¢,0),

SR={PR| P €S} € Seasp(H)/~.

For § € Seasy(H)/~ and R € GL_(¢',¢) the induced operation from the right Rp :
CS) = CSB) | given by

Rr (Z a(q>)[<1>]> = > a(?)[@R],
ves veS

is an isometry up to scaling with respect to the hermitean forms (-,-) on CS) and on
CSR) . More precisely, one has for all o, 3 € CS):

(Rra, RrB) = det(R*R) (o, B) -
In particular one has Rr[Ns] C Nsg.

For every R € GL_(¢', ), the operation Rp : C) — CSR) jnduces a bounded linear
map, again called R : Fs — Fsg, characterized by Rr(A®) = N(PR) for ® € S.
Up to scaling, this map is unitary. More precisely, for ®,¥ € Fg, one has

(RrP, RrV) = det(R*R) (P, V).

The operation Rg is contra-variantly functorial in the following sense. Let ¢” be
another Hilbert space. For Q € GL_(¢",0"), R € GL_(¢',£) and S € Seas(H,l)/~,
one has RQRR = RRQ : ]:3 — ]:SRQ and Ride = id]:s.

22



2 INFINITE WEDGE SPACES 2.3 Lift Condition

The associativity of composition (U®)R = U(®PR) immediately yields:

Lemma 2.22 (Left and Right Operations Commute). The operations from the left and
from the right commute: For U € U(H,H'), R € GL_(¢',¢), and S € Seasy(H)/~, one
has LuRr = RrLy : Fs — FUSR-

We conclude this subsection with a last lemma that states an important property of
the infinite wedge spaces. Essentially, it says that for any R € GL_({) such that R has
a determinant we have Fs = Fsg. We introduce SL(¢) to denote the set of all operators
R € id; +1;(¢) with the property det R = 1.

Lemma 2.23 (Uniqueness up to a Phase). (a) Forall R € GL_({) and S € Seasy(H)/~,
one has S = SR if and only if R has a determinant. In this case, Rr(¥) = (det R)¥
holds for all ¥ € Fs. As a special case, if R € SL({), then Rr : Fs — Fs is the
identity map.

(b) For all Q,R € GL_({',¢) and S € Seasy(H)/~, we have SR = SQ if and only if
Q'R € GL_(¥) has a determinant. In this case, one has for all ¥ € Fs:

RrVU = det(Q'R)RQ¥

Proof. (a) Given R € GL_({) and S € Seasy(#)/~, take any ® € S. Then, as ®*® has
a determinant, ®*®R has a determinant if and only if R has a determinant. This
is equivalent to ® ~ ®R and to S = SR. In this case, Lemma 2.I8bzn (Null space)
implies Rr¥ = (det R)¥ for all ¥ € Fs.

(b) Let ® € SN Seasy (H). Then SR = SQ holds if and only if ®R ~ ®Q, i.e. if and
only if Q*R = (®Q)*®R has a determinant. Since Q*@Q has a determinant and is
invertible, this is equivalent to Q'R € idy +1;(¢'). Using part (a), for any ¥ € Fg,
we have in this case: Rp¥ = Ro-1gRQ¥ = det(Q'R)RqV.

O

2.3 Lift Condition

Given two Hilbert spaces H and H’' and two polarization classes C' € Pol(H)/~g and
C’ € Pol(H)/~p we now identify conditions under which a unitary operator U : H — H’
can be lifted to a unitary map between two wedge spaces.

By Lemma 22bma (Properties of &) it is clear how any unitary U : H — H’ acts on
polarization classes, and we do not prove the following simple lemma;:

Lemma 2.24 (Action of U on Polarization Classes). The natural operation

U(H,H') x Pol(H) = Pol(H'), (U, V)= UV ={Uv|veV}
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2 INFINITE WEDGE SPACES 2.3 Lift Condition

is compatible with the equivalence relations ~ in the following sense: For U € U(H,H') and
V,W € Pol(H), one has V = W if and only if UV ~ UW . As a consequence, this operation
from the left induces a natural operation on polarization classes U(H,H') x (Pol(H)/~) —
Pol(H')/~, (U,[V]x)r— [UV]x.

In order to describe charge-preserving time-evolutions U € U(H,H’'), the following
subclass of U(H,H’), the restricted set of unitary operators, will be convenient:

Definition 2.25 (Restricted Set of Unitary Operators). Given the polarization classes
C € Pol(H)/=o and C" € Pol(H')/~y we define

0
Ures

(H,C;H',C"): ={U € UH,H') | forall V € C holds UV € C'}
={U € U(H,H') | there exists V € C such that UV € C'}.

As a special case, we yield a group U (H,C) := UY (H,C;H,C).

res

Note that for a third Hilbert space H” with a polarization class C” € Pol(H")/~, one
has U (H',C"; 1", C"YUL(H,C;H', C") = US (H,C; H", C").

For unitary operations that change the relative charge of two polarizations by ¢ € Z,
there is a natural generalization of U to US; this is discussed in a different context in

res
Section 2.4bza
Now we have all what is needed to prove the main result of this section: The following
theorem is our version of the classical Shale-Stinespring theorem [SS65], and hence not
completely new. The connection is explained in Section 2.4bm

Theorem 2.26 (Lift Condition). For given polarization classes C € Pol(H)/~g and C' €
Pol(H')/~y, let S € Oceany(C)/~ and S’ € Oceany(C")/~. Then, for any unitary map
U:H— H, the following are equivalent:

(a) There is R € U({) such that USR = S', and hence RrLy maps Fs to Fs:.
(a’) There is R € GL_(¢) such that USR ~ S'.
(b) U € UL (H,C;H',C").

Proof. We take ® € S, &' € &’ and set V = range ®, V' = range ¢'.

(a) = (b) : Take R € U(¢) such that US(®)R = S(®’). In particular, UPR ~ @', and
hence ®*U®R € idy +1;(¢). This implies

(P*UDR)*®*UDR < idy+1;(f). (2.34)

Because U®R : ¢ — UV is unitary and ®'®™* = Py, we conclude that Py Py Py =
Pyy®'®* Pyy|yy—uy has a determinant. Similarly,

O Pyy®* = O"UPR(®*UPR)* € idy +11(¢) (2.35)
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2 INFINITE WEDGE SPACES 2.3 Lift Condition

implies that Py Pyy Py|y:_y+ has also a determinant. Together this yields UV ~ V'
by Lemma 2.2bm (Properties of ~).

Furthermore, because of UPR ~ &', we know that ®*UPR is a Fredholm operator
with index 0. Since ®R : ¢ — V and ®' : £ — V' are unitary, Py/|yy_y is also a
Fredholm operator with index 0, i.e. charge(UV,V’) = 0. This shows UV =~ V', and
the claim U € UV (H,C;H',C") follows.

(b) = (a'): We abbreviate A = Py/|gy_ys. The assumption U € UY (H,C;H',C")
implies A*A € idyy +11(UV), and A is a Fredholm operator with index ind A = 0.
Using that ® : £ — V and @' : £ — V' are unitary maps, we rewrite this in the form
(P*UP)*®*U®P € idy +1;(£), and ®*U® is a Fredholm operator with ind(®*UP) =
0. We now use a polar decomposition of ®*U® in the form ®*U® = B(Q, where
B : ¢ — { is positive semi-definite and @Q : £ — £ is unitary. Note that we can take
Q to be unitary, not only a partial isometry, as ®*U® has the Fredholm index 0.
Taking R = Q7 !, we get ®*U®R = B. Now B? = B*B has a determinant because
Q*B*BQ = (®*U®)*®*U®P has a determinant. Since B > 0, this implies that B
has also a determinant. We conclude U®R ~ @',

(a') = (a): We take R € GL_(¢) with U®PR ~ ®'. By polar decomposition, we write
R in the form R = R'Q, where R’ : ¢ — [ is unitary and Q : £ — /£ is invertible,
positive definite, and has a determinant. As ®*UPR = ®*UPR'Q and Q both have
determinants, ®*U®R’ has also a determinant. This shows UPR' ~ &' and hence
S(UPR') = US(®)R' = S(®'). In particular, RrLy maps Fg@) to Fus@)r =
fs((b/).

O

For U = idy we immediately get:
Corollary 2.27 (Orbits in Ocean). Given C € Pol(H)/~y and S € Ocean(C)/~ we have
Ocean(C)/~={SR| R e U({)}.

This is the counterpart to Lemma (Connection between ~ and =2y) which stated
that for every polarization class C, the equivalence class with respect to ~ of any single
element ® € Ocean(C) suffices to recover C. For every S € Ocean(C')/~ we constructed
a wedge space Fs. Now, the above corollary states that all these wedge spaces {Fs | S €
Ocean(C)/~} are related to each other by unitary operations from the right.

Also together with Lemma 2.23bzm (Uniqueness up to a Phase) one gets:

Corollary 2.28 (Uniqueness of the Lift up to a Phase). Given C,C’,S,S’ as in Theorem
226, (Lift Condition), let U € UV (H,C;H',C"). Take an R € U({) as in Theorem

res

2200z (Lift Condition). Then the elements of the set
{ReRrLy | Q € U() N (idg+11(0)} = {e’RrLy | ¢ € R}
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2 INFINITE WEDGE SPACES 2.4 Comparison with Standard Fock Spaces

are the only unitary maps from Fs to Fs in the set {RrLy | T € U(()}.

In this sense we refer to the lift LRy as being unique up to a phase. A typical situation
is this: Consider for example the one-particle Dirac time-evolution U : H — H and assume
that U € UY (H,C;H,C") for two given polarization classes C,C’ € Pol(H)/~p; we
justify this assumption in Section Bhmn below. We choose ®,®' € Seas®(H) such that
range ® € C and range®’ € C’. By Lemma (Connection between ~ and =) it
follows that S = S(®) € Ocean(C)/~ and &’ = S(P) € Ocean(C’)/~ hold. The elements
of the associated wedge spaces Fs and Fgr represent the “in” and “out” states, respectively.
Theorem 2.26bex (Lift Condition) and Corollary (Uniqueness of the Lift up to a

Phase) assure for the S, S’ there is an R € U({) such that

Lu R

Fs Fus ——=Fusr = fs'o ev  @cR

We have illustrated this situation in Figure [

Figure 1: A sketch of how the equivalence classes are related.

2.4 Comparison with Standard Fock Spaces

In this subsection we sketch the relation of infinite wedge spaces to standard Fock spaces
omitting complete proofs.

2.4.1 Connection with Constant Charge Sectors of Fock Spaces

As before, let H be a complex separable Hilbert space. We pick an orthonormal basis
¢ = (¢j)jez of H which will be fixed throughout this Subsection 24l An infinite form is
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2 INFINITE WEDGE SPACES 2.4 Comparison with Standard Fock Spaces

a formal expression of the form

1/12(,0]'1/\(,0]'2/\...: /\ DPijin s (236)
neN

where (jn,)nen is a strictly increasing sequence with the property that j,+1 = j, + 1 for all
n larger than a suitable n; € N. Let B = B(y) be the set of all such forms. These forms
Y € B(p), ¥ = ¢j, Apj, A ..., are infinite formal exterior products of basis elements ¢;,
where only finitely many ¢; with j < 0 occur and all except for finitely many of the ¢,
with k& > 0 occur. This description is Dirac’s original picture of his sea [Dir34b].

Definition 2.29. The charge C(v)) of a form ¢ € B is the value ¢ € Z with j, =n — ¢ for
suitably large n. Denote B, = B.(¢) :={¢ | C(¥)) = ¢} for c € Z.

Now one can define a natural Fock space (attached to ¢) as the uniquely determined
Hilbert space generated by B and having B as an orthonormal basis. However, we want
to get directly into contact with the infinite wedge spaces of Subsections R.Ibm and [L2bm
To do this we observe that a form 1) € B(y) can also be regarded as to be the sequence
Y = (Yn)nen with ¢, = ¢;,. The condition C(¢) = 0 means v, = ¢, for n > n; and
therefore implies that the N x N matrices ((¢n, ¥m))m.nen and ((¥n, ¥m))mnen differ from
the identity only by a trace class operator and thus have a determinant. Hence, By(p)
regarded as a set of sequences in H is a subset of the equivalence class S(¢), which we
defined in Subsection [[.2bm of the introduction. We abbreviate Fg,) by F, here, and in the
following. By a slight abuse of notation the form 1 can be regarded as to be the element A
of F,. With this identification By C F,, is orthonormal since (1, ¢') = det({;,., ®j: ) In<ns
whenever o' = @ Ay A ... € By with jj, = n for n > nj > ny. Using similar techniques
as in Lemma (Separability) one can show the following statement which we do not
prove here:

Lemma 2.30. By(p) C F, spans a dense subspace of Fy, and therefore is an orthonormal
basis.

This result extends to arbitrary charges ¢ € Z. For each ¢ € Z the sector F, . is defined
in analogy to F,: In the notation of Sect. ZIbm let ®. € Seas;(H), where £ = /5(N),
be defined by ®.(e;) := ¢;—. for i € N. We obtain the Hilbert space F, . := Fs(@.) (see
Definition ZI7bmm (Infinite Wedge Spaces)) as the Fock space sector of charge c. Note that

Fo0 = Fp. In the same way as before B.(¢) is an orthonormal basis of F, .. We call the
Hilbert space sum
Fr =B F. (2.37)
ceL

to be the (full) Fock space associated to ¢ with the sectors F, . of charge c. Observe, that
B = B(yp) is an orthonormal basis of F2°. The given basis (y;);ecz induces a polarization
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2 INFINITE WEDGE SPACES 2.4 Comparison with Standard Fock Spaces

H = Hy & H_ of H, where H, respectively H_ is the closed subspace generated by
{ej|je€Z,j <0} respectively {¢; |j€Z,j>0}.

Let A\®#H., and A°®H_ be their exterior algebras and let F(Hy,H_) == N*HL @A\ H_
be the standard Fock space, in both cases in the Hilbert space sense. Then B(p) can be in-
terpreted as a special listing of an orthonormal basis of the standard Fock space F(H, H_).
Namely, to an element ¢ = A°7; ¢;. (in the sense of equation (230])) corresponds the vec-
tor

. =—A AN
i () = 0j A A iy @iy A Apiy € MM @H_, (2.38)

where 71 < jo < ... < jym <0 < ja41 and {il,...,iN}:N\{jn’n>M},i1 <...<1pn-
Note that C'(¢) = M — N in this case. We obtain:

Proposition 2.31. The subseti,(B) € F(Hy,H—) is an orthonormal basis of F(H4,H_).
Consequently, 1 — i, (1)), induces an isometric isomorphism

ip F = F(Hy Ho) (2.39)

of Hilbert spaces. The c-sector Fore is mapped by i, onto the c-sector

FHeH)= P HWMeH ™ (2.40)
M,NEN,M=c+N

of F(H+,H-), and the vacuum Qy = @1 Apa A ... € Fy is mapped to the vacuum Q =
1®1e Foo(He Ho).

2.4.2 Creation Operators

*

For every x € H the creation operator ay

induced by

on the c-sector F, . is the map a; s Fpe = Foetl

ay i Npja Ao XA 9j Npja A (2.41)

and extended appropriately. Then a} is a well-defined linear operator ay : Foe = Foett
of norm |[|x|| depending complex linearly on x which induces the norm |[|x|| operator aj :
Foo — F2° on the full Fock space. If we use for the standard creation operator on the
standard Fock space F(H,,H_) the same symbol a} : F(Hy, H-) — F(Hy, H-) we
obtain the commutativity i, o aj, = aj o iy:

FE x FE
iwl lw (2.42)
F(Ha Ho) —= F(Hy Ho)
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2 INFINITE WEDGE SPACES 2.4 Comparison with Standard Fock Spaces

The commutativity in Diagram (2.42) holds similarly for the annihilation operator a, :
Foo — Fg° which is the adjoint of a}. Note that for all x, X € H, ay, a;, satisfy the
canonical anti-commutation relations (CAR)

{ay,al} = ayal + aay = (X, X') - (2.43)

The actions of the creation and annihilation operators on F2° yield another description of
the space F,. Each ¢ = 91 Ao A ... € AS(¢) C F, can be expressed as the following
limit:

Y= lim ay, ...ay ag, ... apQ (2.44)

n—oo

with the vacuum Q, = @1 Ap1... Ay A ... of F,. Using the commutativity of Diagram
(2:42bem) and the corresponding one for a,, this property establishes:

ip(¥) = lim ay, ...ay ag, ... ap 0 (2.45)

2.4.3 Connection to the Shale-Stinespring Criterion

In general, Fock spaces arise as representation spaces of the CAR algebra A = A(H) of a
given Hilbert space H. 2 is the natural C*-algebra with 1 generated by the elements of H
and respecting the relations (2.43]).

Let H = H4 @ H_ a polarization and ¢ = (¢, )nez an adapted orthonormal basis, i.e.
(¢n)nen is an orthonormal basis of H_ and (¢, )n<o is an orthonormal basis of Hy. Then
the annihilation and creation operators induce a representation

Ty A(H) — B(F) (2.46)
by m,(x) == ay + ay + F° — F2°, x € H. These representations are irreducible.

The question answered by the theorem of Shale-Stinespring [SS65] is the following:
Given two orthonormal basis ¢, ¢’ (or two polarizations) of H, when are the representations
Ty, Ty are equivalent? That is, when does there exist a unitary (intertwining) operator
T: Fg — F2 such that T omy(x) = mp(x) o T for all x € H?

%)
W(X)l l%/ x) (2.47)

co T 00
F—— .7:@,

Fr L Fy

This question is closely related to the implementation problem: Given a unitary operator
U € U(H), when does there exist a unitary operator U™ € U(F°) such that U™~ o7y (x) =
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To(Ux) o U™ for all x € H?
oo U™ 00
Fr——F2

m(x)l lw(Ux) (2.48)

oo U™ 00
‘7:%0 —>‘7:80

If the first question can be solved for ¢' = Uy, i.e. for ¢!, = U(p,), then U~ := Ly-10T,
see Construction 2.20ben, is an answer to the second problem, where Ly : Fo = ]-"8‘:0 is the
natural left action induced by U. This holds since Lyyom,(Ux) = my,(x)oLy = 7y (X) oLy,
hence

U~ omy(x) = Lyr10Tomy(x) = Ly-10Tyup 0T =mp(Ux) o Ly-1 0T =mp(Ux) o U™.

L1
oo T co ~U 00
Fr L Fy U RS

m(ml 70 (X) lm(w (2.49)
L1
F L Fy S Ry
Conversely, considering the second question for the unitary map U defined by Uyp; =
@}, i € Z, the implementation U~ composed with the left action Ly : F, — F yields an
intertwining operator thus answering the first question.

The answer to each of the two questions is that U has to be in the restricted unitary
group; see [SS65].

We obtain this result in a slightly different situation with our methods in the following
simple way. We ask for an implementation of the unitary map U € U(#) with the additional
requirement that the implementation U~ should not change the charge, i.e. U™(Fy.c) C
Foy.c, in particular U~ € U(F,).

Let us, first of all, consider the left operation Ly : F2° — Foy for a given unitary
U:H — H. Altering Uy to ¢’ := UpR by the operation from the right induced by an
appropriate R, see Construction 22Tbezm, we obtain a unitary map Rro Ly : Fo = .7-";?.
This approach gives an implementation U~ = R o Ly if and only if R € U({) can be
chosen such that F2° = F77 or, equivalently such that US (p)R = S(p). According to
Theorem (Lift Condition) this holds together with the charge conservation exactly
when U is in the group UL (H, [H_]~,), see Definition Z25bez As a result we have:
Theorem 2.32. The following conditions are equivalent for U € U(H):

o U has an implementation U™ : F, — F, (and in the same way U~ € U(Fo(H4,H-))).

e U has an implementation U™ : F2° — Fo° with U~ (Fyc) C Fy e for all c € Z (and
in the same way U~ € U(F(H4,H-))).
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8 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED

o U € UPCS(H+7 [H-]~0)-

Disregarding the charge condition one can show the original Shale-Stinespring theorem
[SS65] in a similar straight-forward way.

3 Application to the External Field Problem in QED

We now come to the one-particle Dirac time-evolution in an external four-vector field
A € C®(R* R%), i.e. the set of infinitely often differentiable R* valued functions on R*
with compact support. Recall the discussion at the end of Subsection 23bex In or-
der to apply Theorem 2.26bea (Lift Condition) to the one-particle Dirac time-evolution
U A(tl,to) for fixed tg,t1 € R and in this way to obtain a lift to unitary maps from
one wedge space to another (the second quantized time-evolution) we need to show that
UA(t1,t0) € UL (H,C(to); H,C(t1)) for appropriate C(tg),C(t1) € Pol(H)/~. To ensure
this condition holds is the main content of this last section.

This section is structured as follows: In the first Subsection, we show that for any tg,t; €
R there exist C(tg), C(t1) € Pol(H)/~, depending only on A(tp) and A(t1), respectively,
such that UA(t1,t9) € U%s(H,C(to); H,C(t1)). In the second Subsection we identify the
polarization classes C'(t) uniquely by the magnetic components of A(t) for all ¢ € R. The
third Subsection combines these results with Section 2bm and shows the existence of the
second quantized Dirac time-evolution for the external field problem in QED. Finally, the
fourth Subsection concludes with the analysis of second quantized gauge transformations
as unitary maps between varying Fock spaces.

3.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution

Throughout this section we work with # = Lo(R3,C*), with R? being interpreted as
momentum space. The free Dirac equation in momentum representation is given by

0 = B () (3.1)

for ¢°(t) € domain(H") C H, where H? is the multiplication operator with
3
H(p)=a-p+pBm=> a'p,+pm, pecR? (3.2)
pn=1

and the C*** Dirac matrices § and o, p = 1,2, 3, fulfill

B*=1 {a", B} = a"B + Bat =0

3.3
(aﬂ)z =1 {a*, "} = ata” + a”al = 251, (33)

31
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Which specific representation of this matrix algebra with hermitean matrices is used does
not affect any of the following arguments. For convenience we introduce also

¥ =1eCct,

HY is a self-adjoint multiplication operator which generates a one-parameter group of
unitary operators

Uo(tl,to) = Uo(tl - t()) = exp(—i(tl — tQ)HO) (34)

on H for all tg,t; € R. The matrix H°(p) has double eigenvalues =E(p), where E(p) =
VIp|2 +m?2 > 0, p € R3. Therefore, the spectrum of the free Dirac operator is o(HY) =
(—o00, —m]U[+m, +00) and the corresponding free spectral projectors Py are multiplication

operators with the matrices
1 Ho(p)>
Pi(p) == <1 + . 3.5

We define Hy := Py H for which H = H_ @& H4. For any linear operator L on H and
signs 0,7 € {+,—} we write L, = P,LP,. Furthermore, Lo, = Ly, + L__ denotes the
even (diagonal) part, and Logq = L4+— + L_4 for the odd (non-diagonal) part of L. If L
has an integral kernel (q,p) — L(p,q), the kernel of L, is given by (p,q) — Lor(p,q) =
Py (p)L(p, q) P (q)-

Now, let A = (A,)u=0,1,2,3 € C*(R* R*) be a smooth, compactly supported, exter-
nal four-vector field. We denote its time slice at time ¢ € R by A(t) = (R? > 2
(Au(t,))u=0,1,2,3)- The Dirac equation with the external field A in momentum represen-
tation is then given by

%W) = HA®Oy(t) = (HO + izA@) ¥(t) (3.6)

where for A = (A,)—0,1,2,3 = (Ao, —A) € C°(R?, RY), the operator Z4 on H is defined as
follows:
izt =€y oA, (3.7)
©=0

denoting the elementary charge by e. Here we understand A\/u pw=0,1,2,3, as convolution
operators

Ao)o) = [ Ao avi@ds, peR® (39
for ¢» € H and XM being the Fourier transform of A, given by
n 1 —ipx
A,u(p) = B /]R3 e PTA,(x) d. (3.9)

32



3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 3.1 Omne-Particle Time-Evolution

Therefore, in momentum representation, Z4 is an integral operator with integral kernel
(p,q) — Z4(p — q) —ZEZO/‘A p—q), p,gqcR3 (3.10)

The Dirac equation with external field A gives also rise to a family of unitary operators
(UA(t1,t0))to.t,cr on H which fulfill

0

aTUA(tl,to) — i HAWUA(# t0), (3.11)

1

aa UA(t1, t0) = iUP(ty, to) HA) (3.12)
0

on the appropriate domains, such that for every solution 1 (t) of equation (3.6bzz) one has
P(t1) = UA(t1,t0)¢(to); see [Tha92).
We now introduce key objects of this work:

Definition 3.1 (Induced Polarization Classes). For A € C3°(R3,R*), we define the integral
operator Q4 : H — H by its integral kernel, also denoted by Q4:

R % B® 5 (p.q) s QA(p.q) im L (p,9) =72, (p,q) 313
() > Q) = SRS (313)
with Z2(p.q) == P+(p)Z*(p — q) P (q).
Furthermore, we define the polarization class C(0) = [H_]x~, belonging to the negative

spectral space H_ of the free Dirac operator H°, and therewith the polarization classes
C(A) == e C(0) = {e?'V | V € C(0)}. (3.14)

The operators Q“ are bounded and skew-adjoint, and thus, the operators e@”" are
unitary. They will appear naturally in the iterative scheme that we use to control the
time-evolution, and their origin will become clear as we go along (Lemma [3.0bmm).

We now state the main result of this section, using the notation of Section 2o

Theorem 3.2 (Dirac Time-Evolution with External Field). For all four-vector potentials
A € C°(R*,R*) and times t1,ty € R it is true that

UR(t1,t0) € Upes (K, C(A(t0)); H,C(A(t1))).

We do not focus on finding the weakest regularity conditions on the external four-vector
potential A under which this theorem holds, although much weaker conditions will suffice.
Actually, the theorem and also its proof remain valid for four-vector potentials A in the
following class A D C°(R* R*):
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 8.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution

Definition 3.3 (Class of External Four-Vector Potentials). Let A be the class of four-
vector potentials A = (A,)=0,1.2,3 : R* = R* such that for all p=0,1,2,3, m =0,1,2 and
p=1,2 the integral

/.

exists and is finite. Here E\M(t) denotes the Fourier transform of a time slice A, (t) with
respect to the spatial coordinates.

T Rt)

TP dt (3.15)

p

This class of four-vector potentials has also been considered by Scharf in his analysis of
the second-quantized scattering operator in an external potential (Theorem 5.1 in [Sch95]).
We remark that the class A does not contain the Coulomb potential, not even when one
truncates it at large times.

Since quite some computation is involved in the proof of the above theorem, we split it
up into a series of small lemmas, to separate technicalities from ideas. Here is the skeleton
of the proof:

Theorem B.2bmm
(Dirac Time-Evolution

with External Field)

Lemma B.5beg
(Gronwall Argument)

Lemma B.4bma
Lemma [3.7bam (Fixed Point Form Lemma [3.6bmm

(I Estimates) of the Dirac Equation) (Partial Integration)

The key ideas are worked out in Lemma (Gronwall Argument). The other lemmas
have a more technical character.

In the following, when dealing with a given external vector potential A € A, we abbre-
viate U(t1,to) = UA(t1,t), H(t) = HA®, Z(t) = ZA® and Q(t) = QA" . We start with
putting things together:

Proof of Theorem [3.2ma (Dirac Time-Evolution with External Field). By Lemmal2.2bm(b),
we need only to show that for some V' € C(A(t1)) and some W € C(A(tg)) it is true that

PVJ_U(tl,to)Pw,PvU(tl,to)PWJ_ S IQ(H). (3.16)

Let us choose V = Q) _ € C(A(t1)) and W = Q)3 _ € C(A(ty)). Then, claim (3I8)
is equivalent to

Q) PyemQUIU (ty, 1)) Pre=@0) € I(H). (3.17)
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 8.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution

Since e?(1) and e=Q) are both unitary operators, this claim is equivalent to
Pire QWU (1), t0)e@) P € Ty(H). (3.18)

Now Q(t) is a bounded operator, and Lemma B.7bmm (I Estimates) states that Q?(t) €
Io(H) for any time ¢ € R. Therefore, by expanding eFQ®) in its series, we find that

M _ (idy +Q(t)) € Ly (H). (3.19)
Hence it suffices to prove
Py (idy —Q(t1))U (1, t0) (idy +Q(t0)) Pr € L2(H). (3:20)

This is just the claim ([B26bem) of Lemma B5bza (Gronwall Argument) and concludes the
proof. O

The following stenographic notation will be very convenient: For families of operators
A = (A(t1,10))t,>1, and B = (B(t1,10))t >t,, indexed by time intervals [to, 1] C R, we set

t1
AB = </ A(tl,t)B(t,to) dt> ,
to t1>to

whenever this is well-defined. Furthermore, if C' = (C(t))wer and D = (D(t))ier denote
families of operators indexed by time points, we abbreviate AC = (A(t1,%0)C(t0))t,>t0s
CA = (C(t1)A(t1,t0))t,>t,, and CD = (C(t)D(t))ter. The operator norm on bounded
operators on H is denoted by || - ||. We set

Al := sup ||A(s,t)], AllL, oo i= A
H ” s,tER:sZtH ( )” H HIQ’ 57,568]}{322,5” (s,t)HIQ,
(3.21)
I = / lC(@)ldt, 1C12,00 = sup [C ) 1
R teR

whenever these quantities exist. Recall Definition B.Ibma (Induced Polarization Classes)
of the operators Q(t) = QA" and let (Q'(t) : H — H)ser denote their time derivative,
defined by using the time derivative of the corresponding kernels

0
(p,q) = Q'(t,p,q) == EQA“) (p,q), pgeR}teR. (3.22)

We now provide the lemmas in the above diagram: For our purposes, the following
fixed point form ([B:23bmm) of the Dirac equation is technically more convenient to handle
than the Dirac equation in its differential form (B.6bm), as the fixed point equation gives
rise to iterative approximation methods and deals only with bounded operators. We could
have used it as our starting point.
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 8.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution

Lemma 3.4 (Fixed Point Form of the Dirac Equation). The one-particle Dirac time-
evolution U fulfills the fixed point equation

U=U"+U"2ZU. (3.23)
we only sketch its proof:

Proof. Using the Dirac equation in the form BIIbmB.12bm3), we get for to,t1 € R on an
appropriate domain:

%[UO(tl,t)U(t,to)] = —iU%(ty, t)[HA® — HOYU (t,t0) = U%(t1, ) Z()U (t,t0).  (3.24)

Note that although HA® and H° are unbounded operators, their difference iZ(t) is a
bounded operator. Integrating ([3.24)), and using U (t,t) = idy = U(t,t), we get
t1
Uty to) = Uiy, 1) + / U0 (1, D Z()U (1, 1) dt. (3.25)
to

This equation recast in our stenographic notation is the fixed point equation ([3.23]) for
U. O

Iterating this fixed point equation leads to the well-known Born series.

Lemma 3.5 (Gronwall Argument). For all tg,t; € R, the following holds:
Py (idH —Q(tl))U(tl, to)(idH —I-Q(t()))P:F S IQ(H) (326)

Proof. Without loss of generality and to simplify the notation, we treat only the case
t1 > to. Let

R = (idy —Q)U(idy +Q). (3.27)

The strategy is to expand R in a series and to check the Hilbert-Schmidt properties of the
non-diagonal part term by term. Lemma [3.4] (Fixed Point Form of the Dirac Equation)
states that the Dirac time-evolution U fulfills the fixed-point equation U = U° 4+ U°ZU
(equation ([B:23) below); recall that U° is the free Dirac time-evolution introduced in
(B4bmz). Iterating this fixed point equation once yields

U=0"+020° + U°ZzU"zU.

Before going into the details, let us explain informally some ideas behind the subsequent
proof. The first-order term U°ZU? appears over and over again. Therefore one may expect
that its properties will be inherited by all other orders within the perturbation series. We
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 8.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution

therefore take a closer look at this term in Lemma [3.6bmm (Partial Integration). Equation
(B5Ibmm) in this lemma states

U'zu° = QU - UQ - U°Q'U° + Uz, U°.

One finds that the non-diagonal part (U°ZU?),qq does in general not consist of Hilbert-
Schmidt operators because of the first two terms QU? — U%Q on the right hand side,
which are the boundary terms of the partial integration. However, we show now that the
transformation induced by @ remedies these terms such that the non-diagonal part of R
consists of Hilbert-Schmidt operators.
Substituting the formula (B.5Ibm), cited above, into the fixed point equation U =
U+ UZU, we get
U=U"4+QUu°-UQ-UQU° +U"Z.,U°
+QUZU - U°QzU - U°Q'U°zU + U°Z,,U°ZU
=U+QU -UQ -UQU +U"Z,,U - U°QZU. (3.28)
We rewrite this as
(idy —Q)U = U°(idy —Q) + U(—Q' + Zey — QZ)U. (3.29)
Multiplying ([3:29) with idy +@ from the right and using the equation
U(idy +Q) = (idy +Q)R + Q°U (idy +Q),
which follows from the Definition (8:27bms) of R, we get
R=U"dy —Q*) + U(—Q' + Zey — Q2)U(idy +Q)
= U%(=Q' + Zoy — QZ)(i[dn +Q)R
+U%(idy —Q°) + U°(—Q' + Zoy — QZ)Q*U (idy +Q). (3.30)
We view ([3.30]) also as a fixed point equation for R. In order to control the Hilbert-Schmidt

norm of the non-diagonals of R, we solve this fixed point equation for R by iteration. Using
the abbreviation

Fi= (~Q + Ze — QZ)(idy +Q), (3.31)
G i= —U°Q* + U*(~Q + Zoy — QZ)QU (idy +Q), (3.32)

we rewrite (330) as R = U'FR + U® + G and define recursively for n € Np:

RO .=, R .— y°FR™ 4+ U0 + . (3.33)
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 8.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution

Although our main interest is to control the Hilbert-Schmidt norm ||R(¢1,to)odd||1,, We need
also some control of the R(™ in the operator norm. We show first that |R"™ — R||c — 0
as n — oco. We have for all n € Ny

R _ R =UF(R™ — R), (3.34)
which implies
R™ — R=(UF)"(R®) — R) = —(U°F)"R. (3.35)

Now for s > t, we know ||[U%(s,t)F(t)| = ||F(t)||, because U%(s,t) is unitary. Let t; > t,.
Using the abbreviation

I(tl,to) = {(81, R ,Sn) e R" ‘ t1>8,>...>81 > to}, (336)
we get
I[R™ = R(t1,t0) || = [ [(UOF)"R](t1, to)l|

S/ [E () 1EF (sn—0)l - - [[F(s)l[[R(s1,t0)|| dsi ... dsn
I(to,t1)
F m n O
< ”nlh HRHoo =3 0; (3.37)

we use here the bounds ||F||; < oo and || R||ec < 00 from (B.57bmm) in Lemma B 7hban below.
Note that the convergence in (3.37) is uniform in the time variables ¢y and ¢;. This proves
the claim

|R™ — R|jo =5 0. (3.38)
As a consequence, we find
sup |R™ oo < sup [|[R™) — Rl|oc + || R]lo0 < o0, (3.39)
n&eNp neNg

Now we split F' into its diagonal and non-diagonal parts: F' = Fg, + Fyqq, where

Fev = Zov - QZOdd - QQI - QZOVQa (340)
Foqa = ZCVQ - QZCV - Ql - QZoddQ§ (3'41)

recall that @ is odd: Q = Qyqq. We calculate for n > 1:

R — gO'rR™ 1 U° + G
= UF R™ + UFpqqR™ + U + G
= UFo R™ 4+ UFoqqU FR™ ™Y 4 U'F,44G + U FoqqU° + U° + G. (3.42)
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 8.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution

Estimating the Hilbert-Schmidt norm for the non-diagonals in each summand on the right
hand side in (3:42) now gives:

t1
IR ety < [ 1) (1, IR s ool e
to

t1
+ / [U° FoaaUO)(t1, )|, | [FRT V(¢ to) | dt
t

0

t1
4 / 1T Foadl (11, ) |Gt o) 1,

to
+ [[U° FoaaUP](t1, t0) 1, + |G (t1, t0) |11,

t1
< [ IE IR to)oaalha de +Cs, .43
to

where we have abbreviated

Cs :=[U°FoaaU°||1.00 | F 1 sup IR® Y|l + | Foaall1 |G/1s.00
ne

+ 1U° FoaaUP 1,00 + Gl 00- (3.44)

Lemma B.7bmn (Io Estimates) states that UF,qqU° and G consist of Hilbert-Schmidt op-
erators, with |[U%F,qqU°|1,.00 < 00 and ||G|1,,00 < 0o. Furthermore, it also states that
|F|l1 < oo, which implies also || Fey||1 < 0o and |[Fpgd|l1 < co. Combining these facts with
the bound ([B3%mw), it follows that

Cs3 < 0. (3.45)

We claim that the following bound holds for all n > 1:
t1
IR (¢4, 0)oda s < Cs exp < / | Fu(®)] dt> . (3.46)
to

We prove it by induction. For n = 1, we have R = U% 4+ G. Using Uc?dd =0 and t; > to,
we conclude

t1
IRM (t1,t0)0ddll1 < ||Gllip00 < C3 < C3exp </ [Fev(8)] dt) : (3.47)
to

For the induction step n ~» n + 1, we calculate, using the estimate ([8.43]) in the first step
and the induction hypothesis in the second step:

t1
||R(n+1) (tb tO)OddHIQ < / ”Fev(t)HHR(n) (tv 750)0dd||12 dt +Cs3

to

t1 t
< C(3/ HFev(t)” exp < ”Fev(s)” dS) dt + Cg

to to

=y [ " I Eu ) ). (3.49)

0
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 8.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution

Finally, we get HR(()zziHIQ,OO < Cyelferli < oo, which is a uniform bound in n. We now
use following general fact, which follows from Fatou’s lemma: If (L,),en is a sequence of
Hilbert-Schmidt operators converging to a bounded operator L with respect to the operator
norm, then the following bound holds:

IL ||, <liminf ||Ly,||,. (3.49)
n—o0

An application of this fact to the sequence (R(()"d)d (t1,%0))nen, using the uniform convergence

stated in (B.38bmm), yields the result:

sup |[|[(idy —Q(t1))U (t1, t0) (id3 +Q(t0))Jodall, = | Roddllis.c0 < Cael ¥l < 00 (3.50)

t1>to
This proves the claim (3.26bzm). O
Lemma 3.6 (Partial Integration). The following integration-by-parts formula holds true:
U'zu° = QU - U@ - Uv°Q'U’ + Uz, U°. (3.51)
Proof. We split Z = Z, + Zoqq into even and odd pieces:
U'zU° = U%Z,4qU° + U°Z,, U° (3.52)
Now, UYZ,qqU" = U 0ZJF_U L 0Z_JFU O consists of integral operators with the following
integral kernels: The component U°Z, _U° has the integral kernel
¢
() > [ OO P () ZAO(p — g) P (q)e 0@ gt
to
t1 ) .
— / e {M=DE@ p(p)ZAW) (p — ¢) P_(q)eTH0IE@ gy
to
. tl . .
_ e E®) p, () / (UE@FE@) A0 () _ ) dt P (q)e~i10F(@). (3.53)
to

Recall that the function E : R? — R is defined by E(p) = ++/m?2 + p2. The crucial point
is that the frequencies F(p) and E(q) have equal signs; they do not partially cancel each
other, giving rise to a highly oscillatory integral at high momenta. Note that this works
only for the odd part of Z. Integrating by parts, the right hand side in ([3.53]) equals

_P@0) 2" — 9P (9) in-10)E@) _ -itti—t0)5) P @) 2200 — ) P_(q)
i(E(p) + E(q)) i(E(p) + E(q))

G p, () /t1 ’eit(E(p)+E(q)) a
to ((E(p) + E(q)) 0t

ZAO (p — q) dt P_(q)e F@  (3.54)
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 8.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution

Similarly, the integral kernel of the —4 component U°Z_,U° can be rewritten by an
integration by parts as

P_(0)Z"(p — Pr(a) —itri-t0)p@) _ itti—t0) B P @) 22O (0 — 0) Py (q)
—i(E(p) + E(q)) —i(E(p) + E(q))

, ti —it(E(p)+E®@Q) g ,
Gt E@ p / - =770 (p — q) dt Py (q)e™P@. (3.5

The sum of (@.54bm) and (B3.55) is just the integral kernel of QU + U°Q — U°Q'U°.
Substituting this into (B52bmm) proves the claim B.51hm). O

Recall that the class A D C°(R*, R*) of vector potentials was introduced in Definition
B3bmm (Class of External Four-Vector Potentials).

Lemma 3.7 (I, Estimates). Assume that the external vector potential A belongs to the class
A. Then the operators U Z.,QUY, U°QZ.,U°, U°Q'U°, Q?, Q'Q and QZQ, constructed
with this potential A, are Hilbert-Schmidt operators. Furthermore, their Hilbert-Schmidt
norm is uniformly bounded in the time variables. Finally, the family of operators F =
(—Q' + Zev — QZ)(idy +Q), G = ~U°Q* + U°(—Q' + Zoy — QZ)Q*U (idy +Q) and R =
(idy —Q)U (idy +Q), introduced in (Z31bmn), (3-32m1), and (3 27hm), respectively, fulfill
the following bounds in the Hilbert-Schmidt norm:

[U°FoqaU%l1y.00 < 00 and  ||Gl1y.00 < 00, (3.56)

and the following bounds in the operator norm:
|1F|l1 <oo and ||R|co < 0. (3.57)
Proof. Preliminarily, we estimate for any A € A, un = 0,1,2,3, m = 0,1, and n = 1,2,

using the fundamental theorem of calculus and averaging the starting point s uniformly
over the unit interval:

dm 1 dm ~ togmtl
sup ||[=—A.(t)|| =sup / —Au(s)—i—/ —=A,(u)du| ds
teR dtm n teR 0 ds™ s dum‘H n
d™ ~ dm+1 . (3'58)
< —A,(t dt —A(t dt .
< [ A0 a [ |Ghio| a<o

At first let us examine the operators U°Z.,QUY, U'QZ.,U°, U°Q'U°. All of these
operators have in common that the operator @ or its derivative are sandwiched between
two free time-evolution operators U". The kernel of @, equation (3.13bmm), appeared the first
time after a partial integration in the time variable, Lemma B.51bam (Partial Integration),
which gave rise to the factor [i(E(p) + E(q))]'. The idea is that with another partial
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 3.1 Omne-Particle Time-Evolution

integration in the time variable, we will gain another such factor, giving enough decay to
see the Hilbert-Schmidt property of the kernel.

In order to treat a part of the cases simultaneously, let V denote Zo,Q, QZey, or Q’.
Note that in each of these cases, for t € R, V(t) : H — H is an odd integral operator. We
denote its integral kernel by (p,q) — V(¢,p,q). For any to,t; € R, we have

[UVU ) (t1, t0)ll2 < |(UVE_U)(t1,t0)ll2 + (U V- U°) (1, t0) 2, (3.59)
t1
dt eFE@ =Y, (1 p, q)et E@(E=t0)
to

(3.60)

|UOVea ) (t1, o)l = \

2,(p,q)

Using a partial integration, the last expression (B.60) is estimated as follows.

t1
= / dt
to

d eTiIlEP+E@Q)t
dt Fi[E(p) + E(q)]
V:|:$(t7p7 q) / H V:{::F(tapa q)
<2sup || ———F= + [ dt | =—/—"— "=
teR E(p) + E(q) 27(p,q) R E(p) + E(q) 2,(p7q)
= f[Vis] + o[V ) (3.61)
The first summand comes from the two boundary terms for ¢t = ¢ty and t = ¢1. In the fol-

lowing, we show that f[Viz] and g[Vi.] are finite. Then, UZ..QU°, U°QZ, . U°, U°Q'U°
are in Iy with a Hilbert-Schmidt norm uniformly bounded in the time variable.

Vi:p(t, D, q)eﬂFiE(p)tl eTiE(@)to

2,(p,q)

Case V = Z.,Q: The 2-norm of the kernel of Vi1 (t) is estimated as follows:

Wt = | [ ok D2 el

3 . _
_ /R L g;o Py (p)a” P (k)a 535;’1*;@;’ —b)A(tk—q)
Z/ = fl‘\;f;f‘”‘

with the constant

Cy = 23: sup | Py (p)a Pe(k)a” P(q)| < oo (3.63)

u’yzopykvqeRS
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 8.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution

note that sup,egs |P+(p)| < oo holds, because Py are orthogonal projections. An analogous
argument for V' yields

VL (6, )] = / " 2Ly (tp k) Zex(t, g(gig?i)(t k) Zy £ (t k. q)
. 04;0/ e Rt = WAk ;(qls)ri\gégp— DAE—al o
With the bound (3.62bmz), we compute
i) =220 | 5 B
3 . N
T

Lemma [3.8pm(iibmm) (Integral Estimates), applied to the present situation, states that the
norm in the last expression is bounded by C’8||A (t, )1 lAL(t,+)|l2 with a finite constant
Cs. Applying this yields

3

flVig] €2C4Cs > iuﬂgwa,->H1HZ\V<t,->H2. (3.66)
p,v=0 €

The fact A € A and inequality (3.58bmm) ensure that this expression is finite.
The second summand on the right hand side of (8.61bm) is estimated with the help of
the bound ([B:64) as follows:

Vi(t,p,q
i Hiﬂcﬂ >

E( )+E( ) 2,(p,q)
AL (t,p = )AL (t k — q)|
<C dt

(7
[B(p) + B@IE®) + ()]
+C’4Z/dt |A(\ u(tsp — KA, (t,k — q)|
p,v=0

)+ E@)[E(k) + E(9)]

2,(p,q)

(3.67)

2,(p,q)

Again by Lemma B8bm(il) (Integral Estimate) we then find

9lViz ()] < CuCh Z /dt IIA’ Ol 1A 2 + AL IA, (1)]]2 ) (3.68)

p,v=0

while the fact A € A together with its consequence ([3.58bmm) ensure the finiteness of this
expression. Summarizing, we have shown that |U°Zo,QUO||1,.00 < 0.
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 8.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution

Case V = QZ.,: We reduce this case to the case V = Z.,@Q, which we treated already.
For any linear operator A on H, ||A|1, = ||A*||1, holds. Using this and recalling that Z is
self-adjoint and @ is skew-adjoint, we compute

”UOQZGVUo”Iz,OO = H - (UOZeVQUO)*”Izpo = HUOZeVQUOHIz,Om (369)

which we have already shown to be finite.

Case V = @Q': In this case we get

‘Z:I: t p7
Vi=(t,p,q)| = $ E Py(p)at P (q)| =—————

E(p

IA’tp Q|

c7§: (3.70)

with the finite constant
3

Cs =  sup |P:(p)a’Pr(q), (3.71)
=0 p,qER3

A similar bound holds for the derivative

|Aﬁ(t,p - Q)|

E(p) + E(q) 7

3
Vie(tpa)l <Cs 3
pn=0

Lemma [3.8bm(l) (Integral Estimates), applied to the present situation, states the following
bound: R

W < CS”'E‘L(t)‘b (3.73)

2,(p,q)

Using this yields the following estimate:
3
< 2C5 Z sup
2,(p,q) =0 t€R

An(t,p—q)
[E(p) + E(q)]?

V:I::F(tapa q)

fIViz(t)] = 2sup m

teR

2,(p,q)

< 205C% Zsup 1A, (t) ]2 (3.74)
n= ot
The fact that A € A and inequality (3.58bmm) ensures the finiteness of this expression.
Furthermore, we estimate

glVie(t)] = /Rdt H Vie(t,pq)

A// q)
E(p) + E(9) [l

(Q)P (3.75)

C%Z/dt

2,(p,q)
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 8.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution

Again Lemma B.8bmn(l) (Integral Estimates) gives that the last expression is bounded as
follows:

3
<Gy [ aRiol, (3.76)
pn=0

which is also finite since A € A. Summarizing, we have shown ||[U°Q'UY|1,. 00 < o0o.

Next we examine the operators Q?, Q'Q and QZ@Q. All of them have in common that
Q or its derivatives appear twice, and therefore we have two of such factors [E(p) + E(q)] ™"
in the kernel of these operators. We shall see that these factors give enough decay to ensure
the finiteness of the Hilbert-Schmidt norms of these operators.

Cases Q2 and Q'Q: We denote the nth derivative with respect to time ¢ by a superscript
(n). For n =0, 1 we estimate

wmwwa@m

A (t,p — KA (t, k — q)|
[E(p) + E(R)[E(K) + E(q)]

dk | Py (p)at Pr(k)o Pi(q)|
tGR

w,r=0 2,(p,9)
3
AL (t,p — KA (t,k — g)|
< sup dk 3.77
Gg;mR e ™ T8) + BOIE® + B, 0
with the finite constant
3
Ces = Z Z sup |Pi(p)ot' Pr(k)o” Pi(q)|. (3.78)

u,v=0 4+ p7k7q€R3

Lemma B.8bmz(iil) (Integral Estimates) provides the upper bound C’gH,&an) )1 Hﬂy(t)Hg
for the norm of the integral on the right hand side of (8.77). Thus, the right hand side of

B77) is bounded by:

3
L <CsCs Y iUPHAELn)(t)HIHAu(t)H% (3.79)
pv=0 '€

which is finite because of A € A and inequality (3.58bmm). Hence, we have shown [|Q? (|1, 00 <
o0 and | QQl1, 0 < oc.
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 8.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution

Case (QZ(Q): In this case we find
Q) ZQ(1)l|,

= Z /RS dk d] Q o‘cr(t D, k«')Za-,q—(t, k7j)Q7,—T(t,j, q)

o,re{—,+} 2,(p,q)

3
[k [ 1P 00 Pk PG P @)
R3 R3

<4 sup Z

U,TE{—,+} )‘7/"/7'/:0

Ax(t,p — k)ALt k — )AL, ] — q)]

[E(p) + ERIEG) +E(@)] g,
Ax(t,p = K)Au(t,k = A, (t,5 — )]
<O | [ [ = s BT - B o (350
with the finite constant
3
Cri=4 sup > sup [Po(p)a’Pr(k)a Pr(j)a” Pr(q)]. (3.81)

0—77—6{_7+} )\7!’671/:0 pvkvjvqeRg

By Lemma B.8bmn(iv) (Integral Estimates) we find the following bound for the right hand
side in (B.80):
3

L<C:Cs Y ilelp”AA(t)”l”AM(t)H2HAu(t)H2 (3.82)
A, p,v=0

which is finite because A € A and inequality (3.58bmm). This proves the claim ||QZQ|1,,00 <
0.

Finally, we prove the claims (3.56bmm) and (3.57bmm). As a consequence of A € A and
the bound (B58bam), using the definition of the operators Z(t), Q(t), and Q’'(t) by their

integral kernels given in the equations (310bm), (B I3bm), and [B.22bmm), we observe the
following operator norm bounds:

||LH1 < oo and HLHOO <oo for Le {Zv ZOV)Q)Q,}; (383)

recall the definition (322Ibmm) of the norms used here. Furthermore, we know ||U]s = 1,
since the one-particle Dirac time evolution U consists of unitary operators. Combining
these facts proves the claim (3.57bmm). To prove the first claim in (3.56bam), we calculate:

UFLqqU® = U Z,,QU® — UQZ.,U° — U'Q'U° — U°QZ,414QU; (3.84)

see also equation ([B.4Ibmm) Using the bounds in the Hilbert-Schmidt norm proven before,
this implies the claim ||[U°F,qqU°||1,.00 < 0. Finally, using [|[U°]|c = 1, ||Q?||13.00 < 00,
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 3.1 Omne-Particle Time-Evolution

|Ulloc = 1, and the bounds [B:83)), the second claim ||G||1,,00 < o0 in ([B56bam) follows also.
This finishes the proof of the lemma. U

We now state and prove the integral estimates that were used in the previous proof.
Recall that the function F : R® — R is defined by E(p) = /|p|? + m2.

Lemma 3.8 (Integral Estimates). For Cg := ||[E72||s < oo, the following bounds hold for
all Al,Ag S Ll(Rg, (C) and Ay € LQ(R?’,(C).'

As(p—q)

HETT_TWQmMS%WME (i)

| moremanEn s Hnﬂmﬁ@MmM% )

O o0 BB T nmﬂmg%MWMm =
L@wcWdAﬁxﬁ%%@zﬁi@?2@@§%WMM®MMﬂ1 (iv)

Proof. Inequality (d): Substituting r := p — ¢ and and using E(p) + E(q) > E(p), one finds

H As(p—q) Ay(r)

[E(p) + E(q))? %) HE(p)2 2,(p,r

= [|E72]], 1422 (3.85)

Inequality ([@): Let B = {x € La(R® x R3,C) | ||x]l2 < 1} denote the unit ball in
Lo(R? x R3,C). Using a dual representation of the norm || - ||2, we get

‘ g A —Fk)As(k —q) N[ g A= k)As(k —q)|
e TEG) + B@IE® - E@)] |lspg I B(q)? v
<swp [ ap [ aq [ ‘Al(p —HAak—9), o, q)‘ . (3.86)
veB Jr3 R3 R3 E(q)
Substituting j := p — k, we bound the right hand side in (B3.80]) as follows:
A1(j)A2(p—J —q) ‘
= su d d / ‘ ,
Xeg/]Rap/quR3 B2 x(ps q)
<l s [ ap [ a [R2ETZD ) (3.87)
XEB jeR3 JR3 R3 E(q)

Substituting r := p — j — ¢ and changing the order of integration turns this into

= || A1l sup Sup/ dq/ dr
XEB jeR3 JR3 R3

47

x(r+q+7,9). (3.88)




3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 8.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we bound the last expression as follows:

AQ(T) .
.. < ||A1][x sup sup Ix(r+a+ 7,05,
XGBjeRS E(Q)2] 27((1,7’) 27((17 )

= | E72||, llAvll1 ]| Az]l2. (3.89)

Inequality (Zd): Similarly, we estimate

Ai(p—k)Az(k —q) !Al(p —k)As(k —q)|
/Rg W E@) + EWIEFR - E@) s ‘ /R ()2 )
Ai(p—k)As(k —q)
<sup [ ap [ ag [ a ' BEE X Q)' | (3:90)

Although these terms looks similar to (B.86bam), there seems to be no substitution which
enables us to use the result (3:86bmm) directly.

Interchanging the order of integration and substituting first j := p—k and then r = k—q,
the right hand side in (3.90]) equals

ey [ [ [0 | RO f)UMW

< [[Aslh Supsup/ dq / dk ‘ ) x(j + k, q)‘
X€B jeR JR3 R3
|A1|IS“PSUP/ dk‘/ jtkk—1)
XEB jER JR3 R3
As(r) .
< [[Axl[1 sup sup || =55 XG4k k=7,
H 1||1X€BjE]R3 E(k)g] 2’(T7k) H ( )||27( ’k)
= | E72]], [l Avll1 ]| Az]l2. (3.91)

Inequality [zd): Again, we get

Ai(p—j)A2(j — k)As(k — q)
/Rgd"‘ e ¥ B + EQIER + @] ||,

/dk: dj |Ai(p — J)Az(j k)As(k — q)|
: EGE®R) 2,(p,q)

3 R3
- ilelg /]R3 a /]R3 4 /R3 dak /]R3 ‘Al L A2((j) _(:;Ag(k =9 x(p Q)' . (3.92)

Interchanging the integration and substituting r := p — j and s := k — ¢, this equals

o Lo Lo [ [P ak ]
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 3.2 Identification of Polarization Classes

We apply Holder’s inequality twice to bound (B:93)) as follows:

| A2(j — k) .
. < |A1]|1||As]|1 sup Sup/dk‘/dj '%XT’—I—],]C—S 3.94
N s O R S R | B
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then the substitution u := j — k, this term is
bounded from above by

As(j — k)

< sl | o

k)
)

2,(7,k)
A (u)
E(u+ k)E(K) {341
1
‘E(u—lrk)E(k) .
< AslhllAzll2 )| Azl || B2, - (3.95)

< || Axll1 11431

< || Axll1 || Az][2]| Asll1 sup
u€ER3

In the last step, we have once more used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. O

3.2 Identification of Polarization Classes

In this Subsection we show that there is a one-to-one correspondence of the magnetic com-
ponents A of the four-vector fields A = (A,)u=01,2,3 = (A% —A) to the physically relevant

polarization classes C(A) = {2V | V € C(0) = [H_]x, }, introduced in Definition BIbmm
(Induced Polarization Classes).

Theorem 3.9 (Identification of the Polarization Classes). For A, A’ € C°(R3,RY), the
following are equivalent:

(a) C(A) = C(A)
(b) A=A
On this ground the following notation makes sense:

Definition 3.10 (Physical Polarization Classes). For A = (A,)u=0,1,2,3 = (Ag, —A) in
C®(R3,R*), we define

For this Subsection it is convenient to use the four-vector notation of special relativ-
ity. To avoid confusion, in this section, three-vectors are labeled with an arrow. De-
fine the Lorentz metric (guu)uv—0,123 = diag(l,—1,—1,—1). Raising and lowering of
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 3.2 Identification of Polarization Classes

Lorentz indices is performed with respect to g,,. The inner product of two four-vectors

-,

a = (CL“)M:0717273 = (CL(),CY) and b = (by),,:0717273 = (bo, b) is given by
3

a-bi=a,b' =" a'gub’ =agbg—a-b (3.96)
w,v=0

where the - on the right hand side above is the euclidean scalar product on R?. Within
this four-vector notation it is more convenient to write the Dirac C*** matrices (3bem) as

(V") p=01,23 = Bat (3.97)

which then fulfill
{227} =2¢"" (3.98)

Recall that the Fourier transform A of a vector potential A = (Ap)p=0,1,2,3 = (Ao, ~A) e
C°(R3,R*) was introduced in equation ([B.9bm). Using Feynman’s dagger A4 = v*A4,, the
integral kernel Z = Z4, introduced in equation BI0bmm), reads

o~

Z(p,q) = —ier’ AP~ @), P,qeR’. (3.99)

Abbreviating again FE(p) = +/[p]? + m?, we define two momentum four-vectors p,,p_ for
7€ R3 by

P+ = (P+u)p=0,1,23 = (E(P), —P), (3.100)
p— = (P-p)p=0,123 = (—E(D), —D) (3.101)

such that the corresponding projection operators introduced in ([B5bm) then read

Py (p) = ﬁ(pi + m)HP. (3.102)

Proof of Theorem [3.%mg (Identification of the Polarization Classes). Recall that e@" and
eQA/ are unitary maps on H, because Q4 and QA are skew-adjoint.

Let V= e H_and W = Q" H_. By definition, V € C(A) and W € C(A’) hold. We
need to show that V =y W holds if and only if A=A,

Now, Py = ¢@"P_e=Q" holds. Just as in BI%mm), we know that Q@ _ (idy £Q4)
are Hilbert-Schmidt operators. As a consequence, Py differs from (idy —i—QA)P_ (idy —QA)
only by a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Using that Q4 is odd, we know Q4P_Q4 = [(Q*)?] 4.
Because (Q4)? is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator by Lemma B.7ban (I Estimates), it follows
that Q4P_Q* € I,(H). We conclude that Py — idy —QAP_ + P_Q* € Iy(H). The same
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 3.2 Identification of Polarization Classes

argument, applied to A’, shows that Py — idy — QA P_ + P_QA" € Io(H). Taking the
difference, this implies
Py — Py € (Q* = QY)P — P_(Q* — Q") + Tz(H)
= QP - PQY + L(H) = QY — QAN + L(H); (3.103)

recall that Q“ is linear in the argument A. Using once more that Q44 is odd, this yields
the following equivalences:

VaW e Py —Pyelh(H) e Q- -7 e (M) & Q74 ely(H)  (3.104)

Now Lemma B.I1] (Hilbert-Schmidt Condition for @) below, applied to A — A’, states that
QA4 € Iy(H) is equivalent to A = A’. Summarizing, we have shown that V ~ W holds

—

if and only if A = A’
In order to show that in this case V' a5y W holds also, it remains to show charge(V, W) =

A ' .
0. Now, because e? |H,—>V and e @ |W—>7—L, are unitary maps, we get

?—L—>7—L>

7—[—>7—L> —ind ((e—QA’eQA)__‘H_)H> . (3.105)

Because Q4 is skew-adjoint and its square (QA)2 is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, e@” is

charge(V, W) = ind(Pw|v—w) = ind <6_QA/ Pye?”

= ind <P_€_QA/ eQA

a compact perturbation of the identity idyg. The same argument shows that e~ Q" s

also a compact perturbation of the identity. Hence, (e_QA eQA)__|H7_,7.L is a compact
perturbation of idy;_ and thus has Fredholm index 0. This shows that charge(V,W) = 0
and finishes the proof. O

The lemma used in the proof of Theorem B.9m (Identification of the Polarization
Classes) is:

Lemma 3.11 (Hilbert-Schmidt Condition for Q). For A = (A,)u=0,1,2,3 = (Ag, —A) in
C*(R3,RY), the following are equivalent:

(a) Q* € (H),
(b) A=0.

Proof. We calculate the squared Hilbert-Schmidt norm HQAHIQQ of Q4. Using the abbrevi-
ations Q1 (7,0) = P+ (MQAF P_(@) and Q.. (5,d) = P_(7)Q (7, 0P+ (@), we set

Q4R = [ [, w05 0@ G dpda
- /Rs /Rs (tr[Qﬁ_(ﬁ, (j)Qﬁ—(ﬁ’q_)*] + tr[Qé+(ﬁ,q_)Qé+(]5’, 7)*]) dpdq.  (3.106)
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 3.2 Identification of Polarization Classes

Inserting the Definition (FI3bm) of Q4, using that (VAP — ¢)]* = Y°A(7 — p) and that
Py (p) and P_(q) are orthogonal projections having the representation ([B.102bmu), we ex-
press the first summand as follows:

tr[Q_ (7, Q4 _ (5, )]
62

"~ 4piog—o(p+o — g—0)?

g+ mn ARG - DI, + m)’YO]*>

62

~ 4prog—o(P+o — g0

ir (Km +m) A - D +m)n)

2 <(7/’+ +m) A (g +m)AG— ﬁ)) (3.107)

Now we use the following formulas for traces of products of y-matrices:

tr(v”v”) — 49111/’ (3108)
tr(4#) = 0, (3.109)
tr(3#77"7Y) = (g g™ + g g™ — g, (3.110)
We obtain
0 < Q4 (A, PQL_(7.9)"]
e? = A
— tr +m)A(p— +m) A7~
4p+0q-0(p+0 — 4-0)? <(}75+ PO+ ﬁ))
2
€

" prod—0(p1o — 4—0)? <(m2 ~ P+ )AG - @) - AT D)
+ (ps - AT = @)(a- - AG— ) + (p+ - AT~ 5))(a- - AT — q—j)). (3.111)

The second summand on the right hand side in (3.I06bzm) can be calculated in a similar
way by exchanging the indices “4+” and “—":
0 <tr[Q%4 (7. Q21 (7.0)"]
2
e 2 N T
= m” —p--q)A(P—q) - A(G—p
P—04+0(P—0 — q+0)? (( HAP= D) AT-P)
+ (- A - D)ar - AT ) + (- - Ad - 9)(a+ - A - D)

= tr[Q{_(7.7)QL_(7.5)"]. (3.112)

Thus, the two summands in (3106 zm) are the same up to exchanging p'and ¢. In particular,
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3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 3.2 Identification of Polarization Classes

this yields
QY =2 [ | [ et Gt @i ldpds

2¢? 9 ~ -
B /]R3 /]R3 P+0q—0(P+0 — ¢—0)? <(m —pt ¢ )AF—q) - A[T—D)

oy AF- D) AT 7)) + (s - AT~ D)o AF- D)) dpda.
(3.113)

Let us now use this to prove that A=0 implies Q4 € Iy(H). In the case A= 0, formula

(BI13) boils down to
EB@ - q-m*_
|@ﬂm—2eéﬁé L Aol I dpdy
)-p

s E(p)E(q)(E(
/ Eﬁ)Ep k
R

o [ EPEGD-EE) s
RS RSEﬁ)E(f k)(EP) + E(p—k))?

E(F—k) — E@) + 5 k/EG) + 2
< 2¢2 /Ra i P Ao (F)[2 dp dk, (3.114)

where we have used E(p)? — |p]2 = m2. We expand E(§— k) around k = 0: For ¢ € R, one
has

. k(9 —th
9 pg—ihy = _F =t (3.115)
ot B(5— th)
2 - k|2 k- (75— tk)?
a—zE(ﬁ—tk): KE k- Gtk (3.116)
ot E(p—tk)  E(@-tk)
Using
0 < [k (F—th)]* < [K]*|F — th|* < |k E(5 — tk)” (3.117)
we conclude
2 712
0< 82E( tk) < L (3.118)
ot E(5— th)

By Taylor’s formula, we get for some ¢ € [0,1]:

- 5k k|2
0§E(ﬁ—kz)—E(ﬁ)+pp PP (3.119)
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Now, using the variable ¢ := p'— th with 0 < ¢ < 1, we estimate
E(p)* = E(G + th)’ = |@ + tk[* +m?® < 2|q,[* + 26°[k[* + m”
< %(@12 +m?)(£]k|* +m?) < %E(@)QE(E)Q. (3.120)
This yields for 0 <t < 1:

1 fE( k)
E(ﬁ—tk) ~ m E(p)

Substituting the bounds B1T%m) and BI2I) for ¢ =1 and for ¢ = ¢ in BITdbem), we

conclude

(3.121)

2¢? d
IR, < %/}R E(g4/ BB (k)] Ay (R))? dk < oo. (3.122)

Thus A = 0 implies HQAHI2 < 0. .
We now prove that A # 0 implies [|Q*||, = co. We split A = (Ap)pu=0,1,2,3 = (Ag, —A)
into A = (Ao, 0) (0, A) Abbreviating Q40 = Q(AO’ and QA Q=4 we conclude

Q4 = Q% + Q. (3.123)

The part (b)=(a) implies that the first summand Q4° is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator.
Hence, Q4 is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator if and only if QA is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator.

Thus it remains to show that A # 0 implies HQAle = 00.
Equation (3.113bgm) in the special case of a vanishing 0-component of the vector poten-
tial can be rewritten as follows:

Q712 A/ /EmE o 7 2 ((m? * @B +7- 0147~ 9P
— (7 A~ D)@ A~ ) ~ (7 A 9)@ A ) dpda (3.124)

Using (3.112b&z), we see that the integrand in this integral is non-negative. We substitute
k= P — ¢. For any measurable set S C R x R3, we get a lower bound by restricting the
integration to S:

— (5 AR (- F)- ZT(/%’))) dp dk. (3.125)



3 APPLICATION TO THE EXTERNAL FIELD PROBLEM IN QED 3.2 Identification of Polarization Classes

The following considerations serve to find an appropriate choice of the set S. By the

assumption A # 0 we can take I e R3 such that A(I) # 0. For every @ € C?\ {0}, there
exists a unit vector b € R3, |b| = 1, such that |b - @| < |@|/v/2. One can see this as follows.
We define ¢ = @ if | Red| > |Imd|, and &= id@ otherwise. In particular, |¢] = |d@| and

2|Imé? < |Red)® + |Imal* = |a|*. (3.126)

Take any unit vector b € R3 orthogonal to Re&. Using BI126), we get

b-@ =|b-d=|b-Imd < |b||Imé = |Ima < (3.127)

>
5=

~
—

We apply this to @ = A(l), taking a unit vector b € R3 with b- A(D)] < |A(I)|/V/2. Take
any fixed number Cy such that 1/v2 < Cy < 1; then |b - A( [)| < Cy|b||A(I)] holds because

of [b] =1 andJA( [)] > 0. Now A is a continuous function. Therefore, there is a compact
ball B, (1) = {k € R®| |k — | < r}, centered at [ with some radius 7 > 0, such that

Cro:= inf |A(K)| >0 (3.128)

is true and |b- A(k)| < Cg]gHA( k)| holds for all k € B,(I). By compactness of the ball,
using continuity of the function R3 x R3 5 (5, k) s |5~ A(k)| — Co|p||A(K)], the set

Sy :={peR®|for all k € B,(I) holds |7 A(k)| < Co|pl|A(k)|} (3.129)

is an open subset of R3. The set S; is nonempty because of beS. Furthermore, 57 is
a homogeneous set in the following sense: For all 7 € R and all A € R\ {0}, 7 € S; is

equivalent to A\j € S;. Note that |p- A(k)| = |5~ A(—k)| holds, as A(—k) and A(k) are
complex conjugate to each other. .
We set S = Sy x B, (l) For the following considerations, note that |E(5—k)—E®)| < |k,

Ip] < E(p), and (p- A(k;))(p A( k) = |p- A( £)|? hold for all 7,k € R3, and that A is
bounded on the ball B (l) Using this, one sees that there is a constant C1; > 0, depending

only on Ehe poteintlal A and on the choice of the compact ball B, (f), such that for all p € R?
and all k € B,(l), one has

~ [2BGPIABP - 215 AFIP]| < CnEG). (3.130)
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Furthermore, Ehere is another constant Cio > 0, depeflding only on the choice of the
compact ball B, (1), such that for all p € R3 and all k& € B,(I), one has

E(p - k)(E@) + E(@ - k))* < Cr2E(p)°. (3.131)

Substituting the bounds (3130), (BI3Ibzm), the choice (B129) of S1, and the lower bound
@BI2]) of |A] on B,(I) in the lower bound BI25bm) of HQ“YHi, we obtain

. 262 -~ LS -
109, > [ s (2EPIAR) P — 25 ABE — Cn ) dp

2¢? > o
& /sW(ﬁ)4 (2(1 — Co) E()*|A(K)[* - CllE(ﬁ)) dp dk

_ o 2¢2
> B, (1 7<21—C(12E 2 _CuE >d —oco.  (3.132
> B (1) 5 CraE (D) ( 9)C10"E(p) 1E@®))dp = oo ( )
We have used that 1 — Cg9 > 0, and that S; is a nonempty, open homogeneous subset of
R3. Thus the lemma is proven. U

3.3 Gauge Transformations

As an addendum we briefly discuss gauge transformations. Let A€ C>*(R3,R?) be a
vector potential and A~ = A + VY be a gauge transform of it with ¥ € C°(R3,R). Let
e”Y : H — H the multiplication operator with Y. We prove:

Theorem 3.12 (Gauge Transformations). The gauge transformation e fulfills:

e € Uy (H,C(A);H, C(A™)) (3.133)

Although the statement of this theorem does not involve time, we prove it using the
time-evolution from Subsection BIben A “direct” proof, avoiding time-evolution and using
similar techniques as in Subsection B.Iben, is possible. However, the approach presented
here avoids additional analytical considerations.

Proof. We switch the gauge transformation on between the times 0 and 1, using a smooth
function f : R — [0,1] with f(¢) = 0 and f(¢) = 1 for ¢ in a neighborhood of 0 and 1,
respectively. We define Y : R* 3 (t,Z) ~ f(t)Y (%) € R. Take the static vector potential
A:R*> (t,%) — (0,—A(Z)) € R* and its gauge-transformed version A~ = (A )u=0123 =
(Ay —3,Y)=0123 = (Ag — &Y, —A — VY). In other words,

A~ (1) = (—f' ()Y (2), —A@) — f($)VY (). (3.134)

(It is no problem that the vector potentials used here do in general not have compact
support in time, because we use only times ¢t € [0, 1].) Note that at time ¢ = 0, the gauge
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—,

transformation is turned off: A(0) = A~(0) = (0, —A), and at time ¢ = 1 it is completely

-, —

turned on: A(1) = (0,—A) and A~(1) = (0, —A"™). The one-particle Dirac time-evolutions
UA and U” are also related by a gauge transformation as follows:

eVIUA(ty,t0) = UP (t1,t0)e™ ), 1,19 € [0, 1. (3.135)

In particular, this includes e’¥ UA(1,0) = UA7(1,0). By Theorem B2Zbma (Dirac Time-
Evolution with External Field), we have the following:

UM0,1) € U% (H, C(A); H,C(A)) (3.136)
UA™(1,0) € U (H, C(A); H, C(A™)) (3.137)
This implies the following:
eV = UM (1,00U(0,1) € ULy (H, C(A); H,C(A™)) (3.138)
Thus the claim is proven. O

We infer that in general the gauge transformation e?¥ changes the polarization class.
Using varying wedge spaces, it can be second quantized as follows. Let S € Ocean(C (ff))
and S~ € Ocean(C(A™)). By Theorem 226bea (Lift Condition), there exists R € U(f)
such that we have the following second-quantized gauge transformation from Fgs to Fs~:

L ;
JT"S —6;/.7(61'3/5)

\ lRR
RRrL, iy

Fs~

4 Summary: the Second Quantized Time-Evolution

Combining Theorem B9bmm (Identification of the Polarization Classes), Theorem B.2bmm
(Dirac Time-Evolution with External Field), Theorem 2.26bza (Lift Condition), Corollary
(Uniqueness of the Lift up to a Phase) and (Gauge Transformations) we
have proven the following;:

Main Results (Second Quantized Dirac Time-Evolution). Let A = (A,)u=0,1,2,3 = (Ao, —A) €
C(RY,RY) be an external vector potential. Let (UM (t1,t0) : H — H)to 1 er e the corre-
sponding one-particle Dirac time-evolution.

We have constructed the following:

—

1. natural polarization classes C(A(t)) € Pol(H)/~p, t € R, introduced in Definition
310z, depending only on the three-vector potential A(t) at time t € R, but neither
on the history A(s), s # t, nor on the electric potential A°(t), and

o7
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2. for any choice of a vacuum ® a natural family of Fock spaces Fy, t € R, as follows:
Given a (separable, infinite dimensional) Hilbert space €, for any ® € Oceany(C(0)) one
has the family of equivalence classes

S(t) == [ @], € 0ceany(C(A(t)))/~, t € R, (4.1)
and, hence, the corresponding family of Fock spaces Fy = Fs(), t € R.
We have obtained the following:
3. For tg,t1 € R it holds that

UA(tla 750) S U?es (H7 C(A)(tO))a H7 C(A(tl))) . (42)

This yields on the above family of Fock spaces a natural second-quantized Dirac time-
evolution

ﬁA(tl,t(]) : ]:t() — ]:t17

completely determined up to a phase. It is given as follows: abbreviating U? := UA (t1,t0),
there is R € U({) such that

UA(t1,t0) = RrLya : Frg — Fiy (4.3)

s a unitary map between the Fock spaces Fy, and Fy, . U A(tl, to) is unique up to a phase
in the following sense: for any two such choices Ry, Ry € U(¢) with Rr, Lya, Rr,Lya -
Fio — Ft,, the operator R1_1R2 has a determinant det(Rl_le) = € for some ¢ € R,
and it holds

RRzﬁUA = ewRRl,CUA. (4.4)

4. The formalism is gauge invariant although gauge transformations may change the polar-
ization classes, and therefore the induced second-quantized gauge transformations may
act between varying Fock spaces.

We emphasize that the family of Fock spaces is defined in terms of the equivalence
classes S(t), t € R. Hence, the dependence on the choice of ® is weak. Up to a natu-
ral isomorphism, being unique up to a phase, F; depends only on the polarization class
[range Q™" ®|~,; cf. Lemma (Connection between ~ and =%). Changing the choice
of ® within the same equivalence class can be viewed as a Bogolyubov transformation.

An application of this theorem is the computation of transition amplitudes. Consider
given AU € Fs(t) and A@out ¢ F5(t,), which represent “in” and “out” states at times g
and t1, respectively. The transition amplitude is according to the above theorem given by

(AT R, LuNT™) [P = [6)2 (AT R g, Ly AT |
— [(ATO, R, LuAT™) |

which is therefore independent on our specific choice of the matrix Ry or Ro, and also
gauge invariant.

58



REFERENCES REFERENCES

Acknowledgments

The authors would like to thank Torben Kriiger and Soéren Petrat for valuable comments.
Furthermore, D.-A. Deckert gratefully acknowledges financial support within the scope of
the BayEFG of the Freistaat Bayern and the Universidt Bayern e. V..

References

[And33] C. D. Anderson. The Positive Electron. The Physical Review, 43(6):491-494,
1933.

[Bel75]  J. Bellisard. Quantized Fields in Interaction with External Fields I. Exact So-
lutions and Perturbative Expansions. Commun. math. Phys., pages 235-260,
1975.

[Bel76]  J. Bellisard. Quantized Fields in Interaction with External Fields II. Existence
Theorems. Commun. math. Phys., pages 53-74, 1976.

[Dir34a] P. A. M. Dirac. Discussion of the infinite distribution of electrons in the theory of
the positron. Mathematical Proceedings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society,
30(02):150-163, 1934.

[Dir34b] P.A.M. Dirac. Theorie du Positron. Selected Papers on Quantum Electrodynam-
ics Edited by J. Schwinger, Dover Publications, Inc., New York, 1934.

[DP07] D. Diirr and P. Pickl. On Adiabatic Pair Creation. Commun. math. Phys.,
282(1):161-198, 2007.

[DP08]  D. Diirr and P. Pickl. Adiabatic Pair Creation in Heavy Ion and Laser Fields.
EPL., 81, February 2008.

[Fin06]  Felix Finster. The principle of the fermionic projector, volume 35 of AMS/IP
Studies in Advanced Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence,
RI, 2006.

[Fin08]  Felix Finster. On the regularized fermionic projector of the vacuum. Journal of
Mathematical Physics, 49(3):032304, 60, 2008.

[Fin09a] Felix Finster. An action principle for an interacting fermion system and its
analysis in the continuum limit. http://arziv.org/abs/0908.1542, August 2009.

[Fin09b] Felix Finster. A formulation of quantum field theory realizing a sea of interacting

dirac particles. http://arziv.org/abs/0911.2102, November 2009.

59



REFERENCES REFERENCES

[FS79]

[GGK90]

[HLS05]

[LMO6]

[Mic98]

[PS86]

[Rui77a]

[Rui77b]

[Sch95]

[Sim05]

[SS65]

[SW86]

[Tha92]

H. Fierz and G. Scharf. Particle interpretation for external field problems in
QED. Helv. Phys. Acta, 52(4):437-453 (1980), 1979.

I. Gohberg, S. Goldberg, and M. A. Kaashoek. Classes of linear operators. Vol.
I, volume 49 of Operator Theory: Advances and Applications. Birkhauser Verlag,
Basel, 1990.

Christian Hainzl, Mathieu Lewin, and Eric Séré. Existence of a stable polar-
ized vacuum in the Bogoliubov-Dirac-Fock approximation. Comm. Math. Phys.,
257(3):515-562, 2005.

E. Langmann and J. Mickelsson. Scattering matrix in external field problems.
J. Math. Phys., 37(8):3933-3953, 1996.

J. Mickelsson. Vacuum polarization and the geometric phase: gauge invariance.
J. Math. Phys., 39(2):831-837, 1998.

A. Pressley and G. Segal. Loop groups. Oxford Mathematical Monographs.
The Clarendon Press Oxford University Press, New York, 1986. Oxford Science
Publications.

S. N. M. Ruijsenaars. Charged particles in external fields. I. Classical theory. J.
Mathematical Phys., 18(4):720-737, 1977.

S. N. M. Ruijsenaars. Charged particles in external fields. II. The quantized
Dirac and Klein-Gordon theories. Comm. Math. Phys., 52(3):267-294, 1977.

G. Scharf. Finite Quantum Electrodynamics. Texts and Monographs in Physics.
Springer-Verlag, Berlin, second edition, 1995. The causal approach.

B. Simon. Trace ideals and their applications, volume 120 of Mathematical Sur-
veys and Monographs. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, second
edition, 2005.

D. Shale and W. F. Stinespring. Spinor representations of infinite orthogonal
groups. J. Math. Mech., 14:315-322, 1965.

G. Scharf and W. F. Wreszinski. The causal phase in quantum electrodynamics.
Nuovo Cimento A (11), 93(1):1-27, 1986.

B. Thaller. The Dirac Equation. Texts and Monographs in Physics. Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, 1992.

60



	1 Introduction
	1.1 The Problem and State of the Art
	1.2 What this Paper is about

	2 Infinite Wedge Spaces
	2.1 Construction
	2.2 Operations from the Left and from the Right
	2.3 Lift Condition
	2.4 Comparison with Standard Fock Spaces
	2.4.1 Connection with Constant Charge Sectors of Fock Spaces
	2.4.2 Creation Operators
	2.4.3 Connection to the Shale-Stinespring Criterion


	3 Application to the External Field Problem in QED
	3.1 One-Particle Time-Evolution
	3.2 Identification of Polarization Classes
	3.3 Gauge Transformations

	4 Summary: the Second Quantized Time-Evolution

