arXiv:1405.1482v1 [math.DG] 7 May 2014

Analytic Hilbert fields and hermitian Hilbert bundles

Dat Tran
2014

1 Introduction

This paper was directly motivated by the paper [LS14] of Lempert and Szdke. In [LS14],
the authors defined the notion of a smooth Hilbert field. Hilbert field was introduced by
Godement in |God51]. It also appeared in [Dix69] with a continuous structure attached to
it. The smooth Hilbert field can be thought of as a generalization of a smooth hermitian
Hilbert bundle with a hermitian connection. Smooth Hilbert fields has a curvature, just like
a Hilbert bundle endowed with a connection on it. In [LS14], Lempert and Szdke defined
what it means to be an analytic Hilbert field and proved that any analytic Hilbert field with
curvature zero induces a Hilbert bundle. They also provided an example of a Hilbert field
with curvature zero, yet does not induce any Hilbert bundle. In this paper, we will give an
example of an analytic Hilbert field which does not come from any Hilbert bundle. This
example occured as a direct image of a bundle in the dissertation of the author, but in this
paper, it will be presented in a more general form.

For the sake of completeness, we first provide the definitions of a Hilbert bundle, Hilbert
field, smooth and analytic Hilbert field. Most of these definitions are also in [LS14].

Definition 1.1. A Banach manifold is a Hausdorf space M with an open cover U such
that for every U € U, we are given a Banach space By and a homeomorphism oy between
U and an open subset Vi; of By. These pairs (U, py) are called coordinate charts and it
is required that for every two charts (U, py), (U, pur), the composition @y o @' should be
smooth wherever it is defined.

Definition 1.2. Let M and N be two Banach manifolds. A map f : M — N is smooth
if for any pair of charts (U, py), (V,1by) on M, resp. N, the map iy o f o o' is smooth
where it is defined.

Definition 1.3. A smooth Hilbert bundle is a smooth map ™ : H — S of Banach manifolds,
each fiber m=1s is endowed with the structure of a complex vector space; for each s € S,
there should exist an open neighborhood U C S, a complex Hilbert space Xy and a smooth
map Fy : 77U — Xy whose restriction to each fiber 7=1's, s € U is linear and m x F :
77U = U x Xy is diffeomorphic.

We use I'°(S, H) (or I'*°(H) when there is no ambiguity about the base) to denote the
set of smooth sections of the smooth Hilbert bundle H — S.

Definition 1.4. A smooth Hermitian metric on a smooth Hilbert bundle = : H — S is
a function h : H ® H — C such that any local trivialization Fy : 7= 'U — Xy as in the
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previous definition can be chosen so that h(u,v) = (F(u), F'(v)) where u,v are in the same
fiber and (,) is the inner product of Xy. We call the pair (H,h) — S a hermitian Hilbert
bundle.

Let S be a smooth manifold, we use VectS to denote the set of smooth complex valued
vector fields on S. If (H,h) — S is a smooth hermitan Hilbert bundle and ¢, € I'°(H),
then h(p, ) € C(S).

Definition 1.5. A connection V on a Hilbert bundle H — S associates with every & € VectS
a linear map V¢ : T°(H) — I'*°(H). It is required that for every local trivialization

Fy: 77U — U x Xy, there be a smooth map A : C®TU — U x EndXy, mapping fiber to
fiber, linear on each fiber C ® T,U such that on U,

Fy(Vep) = EFy(p) + A§) Fu(p)

for every p € '°(S, H).
If (H,h) — S is a hermitian Hilbert bundle and ¥V is a connection on H, then V is a
hermitian connection if for every & € VectS, and for every smooth section p,v of H, we

have Eh(p, V) = h(Vep,¥) + h(ep, Vg¢).

Now, we go over the definitions of Hibert fields.

Definition 1.6. A Hilbert field is a map between sets p : H — S such that for all s € S,

there is a Hilbert space structure endowed on Hy = p~'s.

Definition 1.7 (Smooth Hilbert field). Let S be a smooth manifold, and H — S a Hilbert
field. A smooth structure on H is given by specifying a set I'*° of sections of H, closed under

adddition and under multiplication by elements of C*(S), and linear operators V¢ : I —
> for each & € VectS such that for £,n € VectS, f € C®(S5), p,v € I'*, the following
conditions are satisfied.

1. Ve = Vep + Vop: Voo = [Vep; Ve(fo) = (Ef)e + fVep.
2. h(p,¥) € C*(S,C) and Eh(p,¥) = h(Vep,¥) + h(ip, V).
3. The set {p(s) : p € '™} is dense in Hg for all s € S.

Definition 1.8. Let H — S be a Hilbert field with a smooth, structure (I°, V), and (H, h) —
S be a hermitian Hilbert bundle with a hermitian connection V. If there is a fiber preserving
map F : H — H such that F|H, are isometric for all s, Fo € T®(S,H) Yy € T, and
Ve(Fp) = F(Vep), Yo € T Ve € Vect S, we then say that H — S induces from the
hermitian Hilbert bundle (H,h) — S.

Let H — S be a Hilbert field with smooth structure (I'*°, V). For every &, € VectS,
p e '™ we set

R(&,n)e :=VeVyp =V Vep — Vie .

and call the operator R the curvature of this smooth Hilbert field. It was proved in [LS14],
that R(&,m)e(s) only depends on £(s),7(s), and ¢(s). Therefore, for each &, n in TS ® C,
R(&,n) is a densely defined operator on Hg, which we also denote R(&, 7).

If (H,h) — S is a hermitian Hilbert bundle, then the curvature of the bundle is defined
exactly as the definition of the curvature of smooth Hilbert field above. Yet, it is known
that for every &, € VectS, the operator R(£,n) is a bounded operator on each fiber.
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Definition 1.9 (Analytic section of smooth Hilbert field with analytic base and analytic
Hilbert field). Let S be a finite dimensional analytic manifold and H — S a smooth Hilbert
field with smooth structure (I'>°, V).

1. A section p € I'*® is said to be analytic if for any compact subset C of S and any
finite subset = of Vect S such that every & € = is analytic in a neighborhood of C,
there is an € > 0 such that

m

€
sup ﬁh(vw Ve 9) 2 (s) < 00 (1)

where the sup is taken over m =0,1,...; & € E; and s € C.
2. The set of analytic sections of S is denoted I'“.

3. If the set {@(s) : ¢ € I} is dense in Hy for all s € S, then this Hilbert field is said
to be analytic.

The method of defining analytic sections like above can also be applied in defining real-
analytic functions. For examples of this, please see [KP02].

2 Example of an anlytic Hilbert field not coming from
any bundle

Let S = C and H — S be a Hilbert field such that every fiber H; is infinite dimensional
and seperable. Define ¢;, j = 0,1,... be sections of this Hilbert field such that for each s,
{¢;(s)} form an orthonormal basis on H. Let

k
re = {Z ai(s)pilk < o0, q; € COO(S)} :

=0

Since the set of linear combinations of an orthonormal basis will be dense in any Hilbert
space, the set {¢(s)|¢ € '™} is dense in Hj.

0
Let k be a complex-valued, real-analytic function on S. Let £ = — and define:

O0s

Vg@j — (j + 1)/{:g0j and Vgng = —(] + 1>k90j‘

Since {£(s)} span T89S for all s, we can extend by linearity and get V, : '™ — I'*° as
required by the definition of smooth structure for all n € VectS. So, (I'*°, V) is a smooth
structure of the Hilbert field H — S.

Lemma 2.1. All the sections @; are analytic and consequently, the Hilbert field H —
S constructed above is analytic. Moreover, if g is a real-valued, analytic, non-harmonic

% then this Hilbert field does not induce any hermaitian Hilbert bundle.
s

function, and k =



Proof. The goal here is to show that ¢, are analytic, i.e. for each fixed j, for every compact
set K C S, there is a 6 > 0 such that

m

sup%h(v771 o Vnm<pj)1/2(s) < 0,

o 0
where the sup is taken over all m =0,1,....m1,...,nm € {8—, ?}’ and all s € K. It was
s’ 0s
o 0
shown in Corollary 3.3.4 of [LS14] that we only need to prove this for ny, ..., 7, € 95 95 },
s’ 05
instead of for 7, ..., 7, in any possible predetermined finite subset of Vect® S.

Let f be a smooth function on S, for n € {%, %}, we have

Vao(fes) = f)p; +an) fe;

where

a (%) =(+1Dk and a (%) =—(+ 1k

Fix K C S, anonnegative integer j, and an analytic function f defined in a neighborhood
of K. Since f, g are all analytic in a neighborhood of K, there is an € € (0,1) and an M > 1
such that

Em
Supm‘m - mh(s)] < M (2)

where the sup is taken over all m =0,1,...;m1,...,0m € 2, 2_ ;
s’ 0s

he{f (j+1)k —(j+1)k}; and all s € K. (This is a result in [KP02])
Before the next step of the proof, we want to introduce some notations.

1. IfIc{l,...,m} form>1and I = {iy,...,4} where [ <m and i; > ... > 4, then
nr = Ni, -..1n;,. We also write ny = id.

2. a; = CL(T]Z)
3. A collection of I, ..., I, is a sub-splitting of {1,...,m} if I, N Ig = 0 for a #  and
U, la € {1,...,m}. I, can be empty set.

4. A k-splitting of m consists of a sub-splitting Iy, ..., Iy andi; > ... > i of {1,...,m}
such that every element of I, is larger than ¢, for o < k and |, Io U {i1,... i1} =
{1,...,m}. Every m has k-splittings for k = 1,...,m + 1. For m = 0, the empty set
is the unique 1-splitting of m.

Let m be a non-negative integer. For k = 1,...,m+ 2, a k-splitting of (m + 1) is of the
following two types.

1. A k-splitting ([1,..., ly;41,...,9—1) is of type 1 if |, I C {1,...,m}. This means
117 = m+ 1 due to i1 > ... > ix_1. Because any element of [; is larger than i,
I = 0. Suppose k = 1, then U, In U {i1,...,0—1} = 0UD # {1,...,m + 1}
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and we have a contradiction. So, no 1-splitting is of type 1. Hence, any k-splitting
(I, ..., Ix;i1, ... i,—1) of m+1 of type 1 coresponds to a (k — 1)-splitting of m which
is (Io, ..., Ix;i9,...,15_1). Vice versa, for any (k — 1)-splitting of m, we have a unique
type 1 k-splitting of m + 1 by adjoining I; = @) and i; = m + 1 to it. So there is a
1 — 1 correspondence between type 1 k-splitting of m + 1 and (k — 1)-splitting of m.

2. Type 2 k-splittings are those that are not type 1. It means that if (Iy, ..., Ix;i1,...,ik_1)
is type 2, then m +1 € |J, I,. And so, there must be an « such that [, contains
m + 1. If we replace this I, by I, = I, \ {m + 1} we get a k-splitting of m. Suppose
k = m + 2, then by counting, {i1,...,ix_1} = {1,...,m + 1} and so there cannot be
any I, that contain m + 1. Hence, there is no type 2 (m + 2)-splitting. From these
facts, we can see that for each k in {1,...,m + 1} there is a 1 — k correspondence
between the k-splitting of m and the k-splitting of m + 1 of type 2 as follow: for each
k-splitting (I1, ..., Ix;1,...,ik—1) of m, we acquire k different k-splittings of m + 1 by
inserting m + 1 to the begining of each I,,.

0 9 } For any f as above, we define 7™ € C*(S). We define

Let n1,...,0m {8 9%

m—+1

Z Z 7711% TIIk 1 Qi 1)7ka

where the inner sum is taken over all distinct k-splittings,

m+1

ZZ 7711a21 : 771k 1 @i 1)771kf

where the inner sum is taken over all distinct type 1 k-splittings, and

ZZ 7711% TIIk 1 Qi 1)7ka

where the inner sum is taken over all distinct type 2 k-splittings. Clearly,

=57+ 55" (3)
We have
m+2
Sm+1 ZZ nlla“ : nlk 1 Qi 1)771kf = Q1 T (4)

as explained when we described the first collection. We also have

m+1

S;n—i_l ZZ 7711al1 . nfk 1 Qi 1)771kf (5)

where we can group terms in the inner sum into distinct groups of k-splitting of m+ 1, each
group consists of elements correspond to the same k-splitting of m. For each k-splitting



(L1, Lgsin, oo dg—1) of my ma[(Mn@iy) - (M, _ @i, )11, f] gives us the sum of all the
k-splittings of m + 1 correspondsis to it. So

m+1
Sm+1 Z Z nllall : nlk 1 @i 1)771kf (6>
m+1
= Z Z ﬁm+1[(7711ai1) s (nlk—laikfl)nlkf] (7)
k=1
m+1
= Nm+1 Z Z 77116‘21 : nlk 1 @i 1)n1kf] (8)
= 77m+1T (9)

where the inner sums of (3.5) and (3.6) are taken over all possible k-splitting of m.
Claim: V, ...V, (fg;)=T"y,.
We prove the above claim by induction.
Form=1,T"=nf+af and V,,0; = (n f)e; + (a1 f)g;. Clearly, the claim is true.
Suppose the claim is true for m. We have

Nt - - .Vm(fspj) = vnm+1 (VU 771 (f‘p])) = Vnm+1 (ngoj)
= 7]m+1( )QOj + am+1T p; = m+1(p] + Sm—l—l — Tm—HSOj-

\Y

Therefore, we have

m—+1

Vﬂ ?71 f(p] ZZ nllall . nlk 1 Qi 1)771kf]30j7 (1O>

where the inner sum is taken over all of the k-splittings of m.
Fixakin {1,...,m+1} and pick any set of positive integers [y, ..., [} such that l;+...+
lp = m+1. We call a summand in (I0) with || =1, —1,..., [Ix_1| = b1 — 1, | 1] = Ik a
term of type (l1,...,1). From equation (2)), each of the terms of type (1, ..., ;) is bounded
above by
Mk
m(h D=1
m+1

The number of terms of type (I, ..., ;) is at most (l ;
15+ 0k

) . S0 the sum of all the terms
of type (li,...,lx) is bounded above by

m 4+ 1 MF
(ll'...-lk)m(ll — Dl (=1L

m

For each fixed k, the number of choices of (I, ... 1l) is (k: |

). And hence we can bound



both sides of equation (I0) for any s € K as below

h’(vnl Tt vnm(pj)l/2(8)
m m+1 M*
)( )m(zl—1)!...(zk—1)!

l;. .. 1

Mk

m m Mk—i—l
+

3

5777,
m!

€ "1 1+ Me.,,
< (sre) il + DM

m! €

WV, - Vi, 05)(s)

1 m
S(m+1)M(§) — 0 as m — oo.

So, we conclude

m

)
sup%h(v771 o Vnm<pj)1/2(s) < 0,

0 0
where the sup is taken over all m =0,1,...;n,...,0m, € {8_’8_}’ and all s € K.
s 05

Taking f = 1, this shows that ¢; is an analytic section of S for any fixed j. Since
{©j(5)520} spans H, for any s, we have H — S is an analythic Hilbert field.

0
Now, if g is real-analytic and non-harmonic, and k£ = 8—9, then the curvature operator
s
0
75 8_) are unbounded operators at points where Ag # 0. This means that this Hilbert
s’ 0§

field does not induce any Hilbert bundle.
O
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