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ABOUT THE NOTION OF EIGENSTATES FOR C∗-ALGEBRAS AND SOME

APPLICATION IN QUANTUM MECHANICS

GIUSEPPE DE NITTIS AND DANILO POLO

ABSTRACT. This work is concerned with the notion of eigenstates forC∗-algebras. After

reviewing some basic and structural results, we explore the possibility of reinterpreting

certain typical concepts of quantum mechanics (e. g. dynamical equilibrium states, ground

states, gapped states, Fermi surfaces) in terms of (algebraic) eigenstates.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Usually, the concept of eigenstate is formulated within the Hilbert space formulation

of Quantum Mechanics (QM) [Dira, vNeu]: given a linear operator H (commonly called

observable) acting on the Hilbert space H (the state space) and a number λ ∈ C (the

measure outcome), then one says that ψ ∈ H is an eigenstate of H with eigenvalue λ if

the equation Hψ = λψ is satisfied. However, immediately after the birth of the Hilbert

space formulation of QM, it was realized that the quantum theory can be rigorously re-

formulated in a purely algebraic language. The algebraic foundation of QM [MvN, Sega]

turns out to be a more general and flexible theory compared with the original Hilbert space

formulation. In this setting the observables are interpreted as elements of a C∗-algebra A

and the states are the continuous linear funcional ω : A → C. The connection with the

standard formulation is given by the GNS representation (see Section 2.3) which provides

a way to associate to a given state ω a triple (πω,Hω, ψω) where πω is a representa-

tion of A over the Hilbert space Hω, and ψω is a cyclic vector ψω which permits to

reconstruct the statistic (or expectation values) of ω. One of the main advantages of the

algebraic approach is that it provides a framework suitable for dealing without ambiguity

with systems with infinite degrees of freedom such as the statistical mechanics systems

[BR1, BR2] and field theories [Haag].

In light of the above, it is worth asking whether there is an algebraic interpretation of

the concept of eigenstate of an operator. In fact this is not so exotic or difficult. Given

an observable H of a C∗-algebra A and a number λ ∈ C one says that a state ω is an

eigenstate of H if the eigenvalue equation πω(H)ψω = λψω is satisfied in the related

GNS representation (Theorem 2.15). Remarkably, this somehow natural definition of an

eigenstate can be characterized in a purely algebraic way without resorting to the GNS

representation (Definition 2.1). It is not clear to us where and when this definition was

first introduced in the literature. However, it has been used by various authors for distinct

reasons. For instance in [Ried1, Ried2] it is used for the study of spectral properties of

the almost Mathieu operator and in [MP, Pash2] for the study of the simplicity of certain

C∗-algebras. A recent review [Rine] is devoted to summarize the main properties of the

eigenstates for self-adjoint operators.

This work is aimed to review and popularize the concept of eigenstates for elements of a

C∗-algebra, and to provide a possible use of this notion to reinterpret certain ideas typical

for (quantum) condensed matter systems. By following, and extending, the presentation

in [Rine], we will explore the relation between the notion of eigenstate and the algebraic

formulation of dynamic equilibrium state, ground state, gapped state, and Fermi surface.

Along the way, we provide proofs that are missing or scattered in the literature.

In our opinion, one of the major contributions of this work is the connection between

Fermi surfaces [AM, Call, Kitt, Kuch1] and eigenstates. In particular we can show (The-

orem 4.5) that Fermi surface can be appropriately interpreted as eigenstates (of the related
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of the C∗-algebra). This paves the way to extend the notion of Fermi surface beyond the

usual setting of periodic operators. In fact in Section 4.4 we provide a generalized defini-

tion of Fermi surface which, in a certain sense, can be imagined as a “non-commutative

version” of the usual notion of Fermi surface. This work provides only the first step in

this direction, although the desired long-term goal is to have a complete characterization

of the properties of an eigenstates are to be a “non-commutative Fermi surface”.

Structure of the paper and main results. In Section 2 we review some properties of

eigenstates and generalize the results of [Rine] to normal elements. In particular, we

show that if A is a normal element of a C∗-algebra A, then there is a correspondence be-

tween its spectrum and its set of eigenstates (cf. Corollary 2.10). It is also proved that for

any normal element the set of eigenstates is closed under functional calculus (cf. Theorem

2.13). Other characterizations of eigenstates in terms of ideals and (left) invertibility are

also presented. Section 3 is devoted to the relation between the notion of eigenstate of

a self-adjoint element and the algebraic formulation of concepts like equilibrium state,

ground state and gapped state. In more detail, we show that pure states invariant un-

der the dynamic generated by a self-adjoint element H are exactly the eigenstates of H

(Proposition 3.3), and we present an explicit characterization of the eigenstates in terms

of ground states and gapped states (Propositions 3.7 and 3.9). In Section 4, we introduce

a new algebraic definition of Fermi surface for elements of a C∗-algebra A. Under mild

technical conditions, the main result of this section states that one can build an eigen-

state associated with each Fermi surface of a self-adjoint element in suitable C∗-algebras

(Theorem 4.5). A physical example is is considered in detail in Section 4.3. Supporting

material concerning the disintegration theorem has been included in Appendix A.

Acknowledgements GD’s research is supported by the grant Fondecyt Regular - 1190204.

DP’s research is supported by ANID-Subdirección de Capital Humano/ Doctorado Na-

cional/ 2022-21220144. GD would like to cordially thank J. Bellissard for several inspir-

ing discussions on the algebraic notion of eigenstate and its relation with the notion of

Fermi surface, and for suggesting references [Ried1, Ried2].

2. EIGENSTATES OF C*-ALGEBRAS

2.1. Basic definition. In the following, A will always be a unital C∗-algebra with unit 1.

In fact, there is no loss of generality in this assumption, since every non-unitalC∗-algebra

can be endowed with a unit in a standard way [BR1, Proposition 2.1.5]. The state space

of A, i. e. , the set of the normalized positive linear functionals over A [BR1, Definition

2.3.14], will be denoted with EA.

Definition 2.1 (Eigenstate). Let A ∈ A. A state ω ∈ EA is an eigenstate of A with

eigenvalue λ ∈ C if and only if

ω(BA) = λ ω(B) , ∀ B ∈ A .

The set of all eigenvalues of A will be denoted with Eig(A).
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By choosing B = 1 in the definition above it turns out that

λ = ω(A) ,

namely the value of the eigenvalue λ is determined by the evaluation of the eigenstate ω

on the operator A.

Remark 2.2. Let ω ∈ EA be an eigenstate of A with eigenvalue λ ∈ C. Then ω is also

an an eigenstate of A0 := A− λ01 with eigenvalue λ− λ0 for every λ0 ∈ C. ◭

Given A ∈ A and λ ∈ C let

JA,λ := {J = B(A− λ1) | B ∈ A} ⊆ A . (2.1)

be the associated closed left-ideal.

Lemma 2.3. The state ω ∈ EA is an eigenstate of A ∈ A with eigenvalue λ ∈ C if and

only ifω|JA,λ ≡ 0.

Proof. For the implication (⇒) let us start with the case J = B(A− λ1). Then

ω(J) = ω(BA) − λω(B) = 0 .

In the case J is the norm-limit of the sequence Jn := Bn(A− λ1) then one has by conti-

nuity that

|ω(J)| = |ω(J− Jn)| 6 ‖J− Jn‖

and in turn ω(J) = 0. The implication (⇐) follows by observing that the condition

ω|JA,λ ≡ 0 implies Definition 2.1. �

Proposition 2.4. The state ω ∈ EA is an eigenstate of A ∈ A with eigenvalue λ ∈ C if

and only if

ω
(
(A− λ1)∗(A− λ1)

)
= 0 .

Proof. The implication (⇒) is a consequence of Lemma 2.3. The implication (⇐) fol-

lows from the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality for states [BR1, Lemma 2.3.10]

|ω (B(A− λ1))|
2

6 ω (B∗B) ω ((A− λ1)∗(A− λ1)) = 0 , ∀ B ∈ A

which implies thatω(BA) = λω(B) for every B ∈ A. �

Let us recall that A ∈ A is normal if AA∗ = A∗A.

Corollary 2.5. Let A ∈ A be a normal element and ω ∈ EA an eigenstate of A with

eigenvalue λ ∈ C. Then ω is also an eigenstate of A∗ with eigenvalue λ ∈ C.

Proof. In view of Proposition 2.4 and the normality of A it holds true that

0 = ω
(
(A− λ1)∗(A− λ1)

)
= ω

(
(A− λ1)(A− λ1)∗

)

= ω
(
(A∗ − λ1)∗(A∗ − λ1)

)
.

Then, by using again Proposition 2.4 one concludes the proof. �
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2.2. Eigenstates and spectrum. Let us recall that the spectrum of A ∈ A is defined as

[BR1, Definition 2.2.1]

Spec(A) := {λ ∈ C | (A− λ1) is not invertible in A} .

The next result shows that the eigenvalues are elements of the spectrum.

Proposition 2.6. Let A ∈ A. Then, Eig(A) ⊆ Spec(A).

Proof. Let λ ∈ Eig(A) andω ∈ EA be the associated eigenstate. By contradiction, let us

suppose that B = (A− λ1)−1 ∈ A. Then, in view of Lemma 2.3, one would have that

ω(1) = ω (B(A− λ1)) = 0

which is a contradiction. Therefore A− λ1 cannot be invertible. �

It is interesting to have a criterion that guarantees the equality

Eig(A) = Spec(A) A ∈ A . (2.2)

For that, we need the following preliminary result.

Lemma 2.7. Let A ∈ A. Then, λ ∈ Eig(A) if and only if 1 /∈ JA,λ.

Proof. The implication (⇒) is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.3. In fact, if ω ∈ EA

is an eigenstate of A associated to λ ∈ Eig(A), then ω(J) = 0 for every J ∈ JA,λ,

and ω(1) = 1 by definition of states. Consequently 1 /∈ JA,λ. The implication (⇐)

requires the use of [BR1, Proposition 2.3.24] which is a consequence of the Hahn-Banach

theorem. Let 1 /∈ JA,λ and consider the unital C∗-algebra

BA,λ := C1 + JA,λ ⊆ A

and the state ω̃ : BA,λ → C defined by

ω̃(α1+ J) = α , ∀ α ∈ C , ∀ J ∈ JA,λ .

Then, there exists a stateω ∈ EA which extends ω̃. In particular, this means thatω|JA,λ ≡

0 and in turn λ ∈ Eig(A) in view of Lemma 2.3. �

Following [Conw1, Chapter VII, Definition 3.1] let us introduce the left spectrum of

A ∈ A defined as

SpecL(A) := {λ ∈ C | (A− λ1) is not left-invertible in A} .

The right spectrum SpecR(A) is defined similarly. From the definitions above, it holds

true that

Spec(A) = Spec
L
(A) ∪ Spec

R
(A) .

Moreover one has that SpecL(A) = SpecR(A
∗) .

Remark 2.8. Let A = B(H) be the C∗-algebra of bounded operators over some Hilbert

space H and A ∈ A. Then, in view of [Conw1, Chapter XI, Proposition 1.1] one has that
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SpecL(A) and SpecR(A) coincide with the approximate point spectrum and the surjective

spectrum of A, respectively . ◭

Proposition 2.9. Let A ∈ A. Then, Spec
L
(A) = Eig(A).

Proof. The inclusion Eig(A) ⊆ SpecL(A) is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.7. To

prove the opposite inclusion let λ ∈ Spec
L
(A). In order to show that λ ∈ Eig(A) it is

enough to prove that 1 /∈ JA,λ in view of Lemma 2.7. Let J ′
A,λ := A(A − λ1) be the

dense subideal of JA,λ defined by elements of the form J = B(A−λ1) with B ∈ A. Since

A− λ1 is not left-invertible by definition, it follows that 1 /∈ J ′
A,λ. Therefore no element

of J ′
A,λ can be invertible. Thus, for every J ∈ J ′

A,λ it holds true that 0 ∈ Spec(J), or

equivalently 1 ∈ Spec(1− J). It follows that ‖J− 1‖ > 1, and consequently 1 /∈ JA,λ by

a continuity argument. �

Putting together the content of Propositions 2.6 and 2.9 one gets

SpecL(A) = Eig(A) ⊆ Spec(A) A ∈ A . (2.3)

In order to pass from (2.3) to (2.2) one needs some more condition that guarantees equality

between the left spectrum and the spectrum.

Corollary 2.10. For every normal element A ∈ A the equality (2.2) holds true.

Proof. For normal elements, the equality between the left spectrum and spectrum is proved

in [Conw1, Chapter XI, Proposition 1.4]. Then the result follows from (2.3). �

Let K(H) be the (non-unital)C∗-algebra of compact operators on the separable infinite-

dimensional Hilbert space H. As usual, in order to have a unit let us consider the standard

extension K+(H) := C1 + K(H). Since the structure of K(H) does not depend on the

specific (separable) space H, we will use the short notations K and K+.

Corollary 2.11. For every A ∈ K+ the equality (2.2) holds true.

Proof. Let A = T + z1 ∈ K+ for some z ∈ C and T ∈ K. In view of Proposition 2.6

we only need to prove that Spec(A) ⊆ Eig(A). Let λ ∈ Spec(A). Then T − (λ − z)1

is not invertible, hence λ − z ∈ Spec(T). If λ 6= z, then by the Riesz-Schauder theorem

[RS1, Theorem VI.15] there exists a ψ 6= 0 in H such that Tψ = (λ − z)ψ. Therefore,

Aψ = λψ and λ ∈ Eig(A) as we will see in Theorem 2.15. Now, let λ = z and assume

that λ /∈ Eig(A). Then, from Proposition 2.9 one infers the existence of a bounded

operator S such that

1 = S(A− λ1) = ST .

The last equality would imply that the identity 1 is compact since K is an ideal. However,

this is a contradiction whenever H is infinite-dimensional. This completes the proof. �
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Example 2.12 (Unilateral shift). It is not hard to check that there are operators for which

the equality 2.2 does not hold. Let us consider the unilateral shift operator s on ℓ2(N)

defined by

s : (n1, n2, ...) 7−→ (0, n1, n2, ...) , ∀ n := (n1, n2, ...) ∈ ℓ
2(N) .

Its adjoint is given by s∗ : (n1, n2, ...) 7→ (n2, n3, ...). From [Conw1, Chapter VII,

Proposition 6.5 & Corollary 6.6] one knows that Spec(s) = D1 = Spec(s∗) where D1 :=

{λ ∈ C | |λ| 6 1} is the closed unit disk. On the other hand, by [Conw1, Chapter XI,

Proposition 1.1] one gets that Spec
L
(s) = Spec

a.p.
(s) = ∂D1 ≡ S1 where S1 := {λ ∈

C | |λ| = 1}. In view of Proposition 2.9 one finally obtains that Eig(s) ≃ S1 showing that

Eig(s) 6= Spec(s). It is worth to point out that the operator s∗ meets equation (2.2) since

it holds true that Spec
L
(s∗) = D1. ◭

The next result uses the functional calculus for normal elements of A ∈ A. In this

case A and A∗ generate a commutative sub-C∗-algebra of A which is isomorphic to the

C∗-algebra C(Spec(A)) of continuous functions over the compact set Spec(A) ⊂ C in

view of the Gelfand-Nainmark theorem [Conw1, Section VII.2]. In particular, for every

continuous function f ∈ C(Spec(A)) there is an associated (normal) element f(A) ∈ A

with spectrum f(Spec(A)) (spectral mapping theorem). From Corollary 2.10 one gets

that

Eig(f(A)) = f(Spec(A)) . (2.4)

The next result relates the eigenstates of A with the eigenstates of f(A) when A is a

normal element.

Theorem 2.13. Let A ∈ A be a normal element and f ∈ C(Spec(A)). If ω is an eigen-

state of A with eigenvalue λ ∈ C then ω is also an eigenstate of f(A) with eigenvalue

f(λ) ∈ C.

Proof. By using induction on n and m and Corollary 2.5 one obtains for any monomial

pn,m(x) := xnxm that

ω(Bpn,m(A)) = ω(BAn(A∗)m) = λnλ
m
ω(B) = pn,m(λ)ω(b).

Then, by linearity one gets that ω is an eigenstate of p(A) with eigenvalue p(λ) for

every polynomial p. The final result follows from the Stone-Weierstrass theorem and the

continuity ofω. �

Corollary 2.14. Let A ∈ A be a normal and ω ∈ EA an eigenstate of A related to the

eigenvalue λ ∈ Spec(A). Let f : C → C be a continuous function. Then,

ω([B, f(A)]) = ω(Bf(A)) − ω(f(A)B) = 0

for every B ∈ A.
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Proof. From Theorem 2.13 one has that

ω(Bf(A)) = f(λ) ω(B) .

On the other hand, by Corollary 2.5 it is also true that

ω(f(A)B) = ω (B∗f(A)∗) = f(λ) ω (B∗)

= f(λ) ω (B∗) = f(λ) ω(B) .

This completes the proof. �

2.3. Eigenstates and representations. In this section, we will study the behavior of the

notion of eigenstate under ∗-representations of the C∗-algebra A in the algebra B(H) of

bounded operators on the Hilbert space H.

Theorem 2.15. Let π : A → B(H) be a ∗-representation of A and

ωψ(A) := 〈ψ, π(A)ψ〉H , A ∈ A

be the vector state associated with the normalized vector ψ ∈ H. Then, ωψ is an eigen-

state of A with eigenvalue λ ∈ C if and only if π(A)ψ = λψ.

Proof. Let us start with the implication (⇒). If ωψ is an eigenstate then, in view of

Lemma 2.3, one obtains

0 = ωψ ((A− λ1)∗(A− λ1)) = ‖(π(A) − λ1)ψ‖2H

which implies π(A)ψ = λψ. The implication (⇐) follows from the direct computation

ωψ(BA) = 〈ψ, π(B)π(A)ψ〉H = λ 〈ψ, π(B)ψ〉H = λ ωψ(B) .

This completes the proof. �

Let us recall that every state ω ∈ EA define the GNS representation (πω,Hω, ψω)

[Conw1, Chapter VIII, Theorem 5.14]. Hereψω is the cyclic vector of the representation,

and it holds true that

ω(A) = 〈ψω, πω(A)ψω〉Hω
, A ∈ A .

The following result is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.15.

Corollary 2.16. Let A ∈ A and ω ∈ EA an eigenstate of A with eigenvalue λ ∈ C. Let

(πω,Hω, ψω) be the GNS representation ofω. Then

πω(A)ψω = λψω .

2.4. Relation between distinct eigenstates. In this section, we will investigate the rela-

tion between eigenstates of the elementA ∈ A related to distinct eigenvalues. Let us start

with a definition. A collection of states {ω1, . . . , ωN} ∈ EA is called linearly independent

if
∑N
k=1 akωk ≡ 0 with aj ∈ C implies a1 = . . . = aN = 0.

Theorem 2.17. Any collection {ω1, . . . , ωN} ∈ EA of eigenstates of A ∈ A all having

distinct eigenvalues {λ1, . . . , λN} ⊂ C, is linearly independent.
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Proof. The proof is by induction on N. The case N = 1 is clear. Assume now that the

conclusion holds for N− 1, and suppose that
∑N
k=1 akωk ≡ 0. By applying this sum to

the element B(A− λN1) for some B ∈ A one gets

0 =

N∑

k=1

akωk
(
B(A− λN1)

)

=

N−1∑

k=1

akωk
(
B(A− λN1)

)
=

N−1∑

k=1

ak(λk − λN)ωk(B) .

By the inductive hypothesis one has that ak(λk − λN) = 0 for every k = 1, . . . , N − 1.

Since all the eigenvalues are distinct it follows that a1 = . . . = aN−1 = 0. Finally

aN = 0 in view of the argument for N = 1. �

Following [Pede, Definition 3.2.3], let us recall that two linear functionals ω1 and ω2
over A are said orthogonal if

‖ω1 −ω2‖ = ‖ω1‖ + ‖ω2‖ .

Theorem 2.18. Let A ∈ A be normal. Then, any two eigenstates of A with different

eigenvalues are orthogonal.

Proof. Let ω1 and ω2 be two eigenstates of A with eigenvalues λ1 6= λ2, respec-

tively. As a consequence of the Urysohn’s lemma, there exists a continuous function

f ∈ C(Spec(A)) such that f(λ1) = 1, f(λ2) = −1 and ‖f‖∞ = 1. From Theorem 2.13

one gets that

(ω1 −ω2)(f(A)) = f(λ1) − f(λ2) = 2 .

Consequently,

2 6 ‖ω1 −ω2‖ 6 ‖ω1‖ + ‖ω2‖ = 2

which implies the orthogonality between ω1 andω2. �

2.5. Eigenstates of a projection. Let us recall that a self-adjoint projection is an element

P ∈ A such that P∗ = P = P2.

Theorem 2.19. Let P ∈ A be a self-adjoint projection andω ∈ EA. Let ωP ∈ EA be the

state defined by

ωP(A) :=
ω(PAP)

ω(P)
, ∀ A ∈ A .

The following are equivalent:

(i) ωP = ω;

(ii) ω is an eigenstate of P with eigenvalue 1;

(iii) ω(P) = 1.
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Proof. (i) ⇔ (ii). For all B ∈ A one has that

ω(BP) = ωP(BP) =
ω(PBP2)

ω(P)
=
ω(PBP)

ω(P)
= ωP(B) = ω(B) ,

thenω is an eigenstate of P with eigenvalue 1. On the other hand, ifω is an eigenstate of

P with eigenvalue 1, thenω(BP) = ω(B) for every B ∈ A, and in turnω(PB∗) = ω(B∗)

by taking the adjoint. By replacing the generic element B∗ with BP one gets ω(PBP) =

ω(BP) = ω(B). This fact along with ω(P) = 1 provides ωP(B) = ω(B) for every

B ∈ A.

(ii) ⇔ (iii). Ifω is an eigenstate of P with eigenvalue 1 then

0 = ω(0) = ω((1− P)P) = ω(1− P) .

Therefore

1 = ω(1) = ω((1− P) + P) = ω(P) .

On the other hand fromω(P) = 1 one getsω(1−P) = 0 and in turnω((1−P)∗(1−P)) =

ω(1 − P) = 0 which implies that ω is an eigenstate of P with eigenvalue 1 in view of

Proposition 2.4. �

Remark 2.20 (Eigenstates for gapped spectral projections). Let H = H∗ be a selfadjoint

element in A and σ∗ ⊂ Spec(H) ⊂ R a closed (hence compact) subset of the spectrum

of H. Let us assume the gap condition dist(σ∗, Spec(H) \ σ∗) > 0 and denote with

P∗ the spectral projection of H on σ∗. Via functional calculus, and in view of the gap

condition, we can choose a real continuous function f : R → R such that f coincides

with the characteristic function of σ∗ when restricted to Spec(H), and f(H) = P∗. In

particular, this ensures that P∗ ∈ A. We will refer to P∗ as a gapped spectral projection

of H. Our aim is to construct an eigenstate of P∗ (with eigenvalue 1). By invoking the

disintegration theorem for measures (cf. Theorem A.2), one can obtain a real probability

measure µ1 with support in σ∗. In fact, let ν := µ ◦ f−1 be the pushforward measure

by f of the standard Lebesgue measure µ on R. By Theorem A.2 there exists a ν-almost

everywhere uniquely determined disintegration {µt}t∈R of µ over ν. Since µt lives on the

fiber f−1({t}) for ν-almost all t ∈ R, it follows that µ1 is supported on f−1({1}) = σ∗ as

required. With µ1 we can generate an eigenstate ω of P∗. Indeed, from Corollary 2.10,

for each λ ∈ σ∗ there exists at least an eigenstate ωλ of H with eigenvalue λ. Let us

assume that there is a point-wise continuous (or measurable) map σ∗ ∋ λ 7→ ωλ. Then

the functional

ω(A) =

ˆ

σ∗

dµ1(λ)ωλ(A) , A ∈ A

results well-defined. Moreover, one can check that ω(1) = µ1(σ∗) = 1, which implies

thatω ∈ EA. Finally, a direct computation shows

ω(P∗) =

ˆ

σ∗

dµ1(λ)ωλ(P∗) =

ˆ

σ∗

dµ1(λ) f(λ) =

ˆ

σ∗

dµ1(λ)

= µ1(σ∗) = 1
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and by Theorem 2.19,ω is an eigenstate of P∗ with eigenvalue 1. ◭

The construction above will be taken up, and generalized in a larger context in Section

4.2.

3. EIGENSTATES AND DYNAMICS

In this section, we will relate the concept of eigenstates of a self-adjoint operator H

with certain properties of the dynamics induced by H.

3.1. Stability under the dynamics. Let H = H∗ be a self-adjoint element of the C∗-

algebra A. By functional calculus, the unitaries e i tH , with t ∈ R, are contained in

A. Then, one can define the dynamics associated with H as the one-parameter group of

automorphisms t 7→ αHt ∈ Aut(A) defined by

αHt (A) := e i tH A e− i tH , ∀ A ∈ A . (3.1)

The dynamics αH defined above is strongly continuous in the sense that the functions

t 7→ ‖αHt (A)‖ are continuous for everyA ∈ A. This easily follows from the boundedness

of H which guarantees the continuity of t 7→ ‖ e itH ‖. It turns out that the dynamics are

also strongly differentiable in the sense that the limit

δH(A) := i [H,A] = lim
t→0

αHt (A) −A

t

exists in norm for every A ∈ A. The commutator δH acts on A as a (bounded) derivation

and it is called the infinitesimal generator of the dynamics αH.

A stateω ∈ EA is invariant under the dynamics induced by H if and only if

ω ◦ αHt = ω , ∀ t ∈ R .

This is equivalent to ω ◦ δH = 0. In view of of Corollary 2.14 one has that:

Proposition 3.1. Let H = H∗ be a self-adjoint element of the C∗-algebra A andω ∈ EA

an eigenstate of H related to the eigenvalue λ ∈ Spec(H). Then ω is invariant under the

dynamics induced by H.

Remark 3.2. It is not hard to show that the converse of Proposition 3.1 is not true in gen-

eral. In fact, there are invariant states which are not eigenstates. Consider the commutative

C∗-algebra C([0, 1]), the state given by the integral

ω(f) :=

ˆ 1

0

ds f(s) , f ∈ C([0, 1]) ,

and the element ξ(s) := s for all s ∈ [0, 1]. Since ω(ξn) = (n + 1)−1 for every

n ∈ N ∪ {0}, one gets that ω(ξ) = 1
2

and ω(ξ2) 6= 1
2
ω(ξ). Therefore, ω is not an

eigenstate for ξ (associated to λ = 1
2

). Nevertheless, in view of the commutativity of

C([0, 1]),ω is trivially invariant under the dynamics induced by ξ. ◭
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In order to obtain the converse of Proposition 3.1 we need to require some more con-

ditions on the state ω. Let us recall that a state ω is pure if and only if the associated

GNS representation (πω,Hω, ψω) is irreducible [BR1, Theorem 2.3.19]. Recall that in

the commutative case, the pure states coincide with the multiplicative functionals [BR1,

Corollary 2.3.21], and therefore they are automatically eigenstates.

Proposition 3.3. Let H = H∗ be a self-adjoint element of the C∗-algebra A, t 7→ αHt the

dynamics generated by H according to (3.1) and ω ∈ EA a pure state. If ω is invariant

under the dynamics αHt then it is an eigenstate of H.

Proof. Let (πω,Hω, ψω) be the GNS representation associated with ω. As a conse-

quence of the uniqueness up to unitary equivalence of the GNS representation [BR1,

Corollary 2.3.17] one has that it exists a unique strongly continuous one-parameter group

of unitary operators Uω(t) on Hω such that: (i) Uω(t)πω(A)ψω = πω(α
H
t (A))ψω,

and (ii)Uω(t)ψω = ψω for everyA ∈ A and t ∈ R. By the Stone’s theorem there exists

a self-adjoint operator Kω on Hω such that Uω(t) = e i tKω for every t ∈ R, and in turn

Kωψω = 0 in view of the property (ii). On the other hand, since πω is a representation

and H ∈ A one has that

πω(α
H
t (A)) := e i tπω(H) πω(A) e− i tπω(H) .

Therefore Kω and πω(H) generate the same dynamics on Hω, and in turn the same

commutator. In other words one has

[πω(H) − Kω, πω(A)] = 0 , ∀A ∈ A .

By considering the irreducibility of the representation one gets πω(H) − Kω = λ1 for

some λ ∈ C in view of the Schur’s lemma. It turns out that πω(H)ψω = (Kω+λ1)ψω =

λψω and this complete the proof in view of Corollary 2.16. �

3.2. Ground state condition. In this section, we will introduce the concept of ground

state and we will study its relation with the dynamics.

Definition 3.4 (Ground state). LetH = H∗ be a self-adjoint element of the C∗-algebra A,

ω ∈ EA a state and (πω,Hω, ψω) the related GNS representation. Then, ω is a ground

state for H if and only if

ω(H) = λ∗ := min Spec(πω(H)) .

The next result shows that a ground state is automatically an eigenstate.

Proposition 3.5. Let H = H∗ be a self-adjoint element of the C∗-algebra A andω ∈ EA

a ground state for H. Then, ω is an eigenstate of H related to the eigenvalue λ∗.

Proof. In view of Theorem 2.15, it is sufficient to prove that

πω(H)ψω = λ∗ψω (3.2)
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where (πω,Hω, ψω) is the GNS representation associated to ω. Let us assume that

Spec(πω(H)) \ {λ∗} 6= ∅ otherwise it is trivial. Let EH be the PVM associated to πω(H)

and

πω(H) =

ˆ

Spec(πω(H))

dEH(λ) λ

its spectral decomposition. Then

0 = ω(H) − λ∗

= 〈ψω, (πω(H) − λ∗1)ψω〉Hω

=

ˆ

Spec(πω(H))

〈ψω, dEH(λ)ψω〉Hω (λ− λ∗)

=

ˆ

Spec(πω(H))\{λ∗}

〈ψω, dEH(λ)ψω〉Hω (λ− λ∗) .

Since the difference λ − λ∗ is strictly positive on the set Spec(πω(H)) \ {λ∗}, it follows

that

〈ψω, E
H(Spec(πω(H)) \ {λ∗})ψω〉Hω

= 0

and in turn

〈ψω, E
H({λ∗})ψω〉Hω

= 〈ψω, E
H(Spec(πω(H)))ψω〉Hω

= 〈ψω, ψω〉Hω
= 1 .

Since EH({λ∗}) is an orthogonal projection one gets that ‖EH({λ∗})ψω‖Hω = 1. Then

the Pythagoras theorem implies that

EH({λ∗})ψω = ψω .

The latter equality and the spectral decomposition of H imply the relation (3.2). �

Remark 3.6 (Absolute ground state). The stateω ∈ EA will be called an absolute ground

state of H if

ω(H) = λ0 := min Spec(H) .

Since Spec(πω(H)) ⊆ Spec(H) one gets that λ0 6 min Spec(πω(H)). However, the

same argument in the proof of Proposition 3.5 shows that λ0 is the eigenvalue of πω(H)

related to the cyclic vector ψω. Therefore, one gets that λ0 = min Spec(πω(H)) mean-

ing that an absolute ground state is a ground state according to Definition 3.4. ◭

The concept of ground states can be expressed in terms of a certain dynamical condition

as in [BR2, Definition 5.3.18]. The next characterization of ground states is an adaption

of [BR2, Proposition 5.3.19].

Proposition 3.7. Let H = H∗ be a self-adjoint element of the C∗-algebra A. If ω ∈ EA

is a ground state for H then

− i ω
(
A∗δH(A)

)
> 0 , ∀ A ∈ A . (3.3)

On the other hand, if ω ∈ EA is a pure state which meets condition (3.3) then ω is a

ground state for H.
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Proof. Let (πω,Hω, ψω) be the GNS representation associated with the stateω. For the

first implication, we have that

− i ω
(
A∗δH(A)

)
= ω

(
A∗HA−A∗AH

)
= ω

(
A∗HA

)
−ω

(
(A∗A)H

)

= ω
(
A∗HA

)
− λ∗ω

(
A∗A

)
= ω

(
A∗(H− λ∗1)A

)

= 〈ψω , πω(A)
∗(πω(H) − λ∗1)πω(A)ψω〉

= 〈ψA , (πω(H) − λ∗1)ψA〉 > 0 ,

where in the second line we used Proposition 3.5 which ensures that ω is an eigenstate

of H with eigenvalue λ∗. In the last line, we introduced ψA := πω(A)ψω, and the

last inequality is a consequence of the fact that λ∗ is by assumption the minimum of the

spectrum of πω(H). For the second implication, let us start by observing that [BR2,

Lemma 5.3.16] implies ω ◦ δH = 0, i. e.ω is invariant under the dynamics induced

by H. Assuming that ω is pure one can use Proposition 3.3 which shows that ω is an

eigenstate of H with eigenvalue λ∗ := ω(H). With this result inequality (3.3) reads

λ∗ω(A∗A) 6 ω(A∗HA) for every A ∈ A. The latter implies

λ∗ 6 inf
A∈A

ω(A∗A)>0

ω(A∗HA)

ω(A∗A)
= inf

A∈A
ω(A∗A)>0

〈ψA, πω(H)ψA〉Hω

‖ψA‖2Hω

.

In view of the cyclicity of the vector ψω one finally gets

λ∗ 6 inf
‖φ‖Hω=1

〈φ, πω(H)φ〉Hω
= inf Spec

(
πω(H)

)

where the last inequality is justified by [Tesc, Theorem 2.19]. Since λ∗ belongs to the

spectrum of πω(H) one concludes that λ∗ = min Spec
(
πω(H)

)
. �

3.3. Gapped ground states. In many applications it is relevant to know when the ground

state of a system is protected by a gap from the rest of the spectrum. Let us introduce the

following precise definition.

Definition 3.8 (Gap condition). Let H = H∗ be a self-adjoint element of the C∗-algebra

A andω ∈ EA a ground state ofH according to Definition 3.4. Then, we will say that the

ground state is gapped if

Spec
(
πω(H)

)
∩ (λ∗, λ∗ + ∆) = ∅ . (3.4)

for some ∆ > 0. Moreover, if

Ker(πω(H) − λ∗1) = {ψω}

we will say that the gapped ground state is non-degenerate.

Let us denotes with Kω := Ker(πω(H) − λ∗1)
⊥ the orthogonal complement in Hω

to the eigenspace associated with the ground state λ∗. By observing that the infimum of

Spec
(
πω(H)

)
\ {λ∗} can be estimated with the help of [Tesc, Theorem 2.19] applied to
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the subspace Kω, one can reformulate the gap condition by

inf
φ∈Kω

‖φ‖Hω=1

〈φ, πω(H)φ〉Hω
> λ∗ + ∆ . (3.5)

The next result shows that also the gap condition can be characterized by a dynamical

property [FNW, Section 6].

Proposition 3.9. Let H = H∗ be a self-adjoint element of the C∗-algebra A andω ∈ EA

a ground state of H. Then, ω is a non-degenerated gapped ground state if and only there

exists a ∆ > 0 such that

− i ω
(
A∗δH(A)

)
> ∆

(
ω
(
A∗A

)
− |ω(A)|2

)
, ∀ A ∈ A . (3.6)

Proof. Let us start with the implication (⇒). Since the ground state is assumed to be

non-degenerated one has that Kω ⊂ Hω be the orthogonal complement of the one-

dimensional subspace generated by ψω. Let ψA := πω(A)ψω and ψ⊥
A := ψA −

〈ψω, ψA〉Hω
ψω its orthogonal projection on Kω. In view of (3.5) one has that

〈
ψ⊥
A,
(
πω(H) − (λ∗ + ∆)1

)
ψ⊥
A

〉
Hω

> 0 (3.7)

for every A ∈ A. However, a direct computation shows that
〈
ψ⊥
A, ψ

⊥
A

〉
Hω

= ω(A∗A) − |ω(A)|2 (3.8)

and 〈
ψ⊥
A,
(
πω(H) − λ∗1

)
ψ⊥
A

〉
Hω

=
〈
ψA,

(
πω(H) − λ∗1

)
ψA
〉
Hω

= ω(A∗(HA−AH))
(3.9)

where in the last equality we used that λ∗ω(A∗A) = ω(A∗AH) in view of Proposition

3.5. By putting together inequality (3.7) with (3.8) and (3.9) one finally gets (3.6). For the

implication (⇐) let us observe that in view of (3.8) and (3.9) one has that condition (3.6)

is equivalent to condition (3.7). Now, in view of the cyclicity of ψω, for any φ ∈ Kω
there is a sequence {An}∈N ⊂ A such that ψAn → φ. This immediately implies that

ψ⊥
An

→ φ. Therefore, one has that
〈
φ,
(
πω(H) − (λ∗ + ∆)1

)
φ
〉
Hω

= lim
n→∞

〈
ψ⊥
An
,
(
πω(H) − (λ∗ + ∆)1

)
ψ⊥
An

〉
Hω

> 0

in view of (3.7). The positivity of the quantity on the left-hand side for every φ ∈ Kω
implies (3.5) which is equivalent to the gap condition. �

Remark 3.10. The condition of non-degeneracy of the ground state in Proposition 3.9 is

necessary for the implication (⇒). In fact, if dim Ker(πω(H)−λ∗1) > 1 there is a non-

zero ψ ′ ∈ Ker(πω(H) − λ∗1) which is orthogonal to ψω. For simplicity let us assume

that there exists a A ∈ A such that ψ ′ := ψA. In this case, the same computation in (3.9)

providesω
(
A∗δH(A)

)
= 0 and the orthogonality between ψA and ψω readsω(A) = 0.

In summary, one obtains

|ω(A)|2 − i∆−1ω
(
A∗δH(A)

)
= 0 < ‖ψA‖

2
Hω

= ω(A∗A)
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which contradicts (3.6). The general case just follows by a density argument similar to

that used in the second part of the proof of Proposition 3.9. ◭

4. FERMI SURFACES AND EIGENSTATES

In this section, we introduce the notion of generalized (or noncommutative) Fermi sur-

face for an abstract C∗-algebra A. We prove that under suitable conditions on A, we

can construct an eigenstate associated with a Fermi surface. Classical references in the

physical literature about the notion of Fermi surfaces are [AM, Call, Kitt]. From the

mathematical point of view, we will refer to the review [Kuch1].

4.1. Standard notion of Fermi surface. Let us start by introducing the concept of Fermi

surface in a fairly standard framework. Let X be a compact metric space and consider the

C∗-algebra

A := C(X)⊗ K ≃ C(X,K) . (4.1)

The isomorphism above [Murp, Theorem 6.4.17] allows us to think of A as theC∗-algebra

of continuous functions on X with values on the compact operators K (on some sperable

Hilbert space H). Since we will need to consider the spectrum of the elements in A and

the states of A, we will consider A as a subalgebra of its standard unitization A+ [BR1,

Proposition 2.1.5] made by continuous functions of the type X ∋ x 7→ A(x) + λ1 with

A(x) ∈ K and λ ∈ C. These technicalities become irrelevant if one replaces K with the

matrix algebra Matn(C). For every A ∈ A the following spectral equality holds true

Spec(A) =
⋃

x∈X

Spec
(
A(x)

)
. (4.2)

Equation (4.2) can be deduced from a very general claim about the spectra of direct in-

tegrals of operators [RS2, Theorem XIII.85]. However, it can also be justified directly.

First of all, since A 7→ A(x) is a ∗-homomorphism for every fixed x ∈ X, one has that

Spec(A(x)) ⊂ Spec(A) and in turn
⋃
x∈X Spec(A(x)) ⊆ Spec(A). The reverse inclu-

sion follows from [Kuch2, Theorem 1.4.6] which claims that if λ /∈ Spec(A(x)) for all

x ∈ X, namely if A(x) − λ1 is invertible for all x ∈ X, then A − λ1 is invertible, and

in turn λ /∈ Spec(A). Therefore, one gets
⋃
x∈X Spec(A(x)) ⊇ Spec(A). Given the

equality (4.2) we can introduce the Fermi surface (or variety) of A at the spectral point

λ ∈ Spec(A) as the subset of X defined by

F
A
λ := {x ∈ X | λ ∈ Spec(A(x))} ⊆ X . (4.3)

The concept of Fermi surface originates initially in the study of electrical conduction

in metals and is a central concept in solid state physics [AM, Kitt]. In fact, the Hamil-

tonians describing the dynamics of an electron in d-dimensional crystals are linear ellip-

tic partial differential operators with Zd-periodic coefficients. The Bloch-Floquet trans-

form maps (the resolvent of) such operators in elements of the algebra A = C(Td,K)
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[Kuch1, Kuch2]. The d-dimensional torus Td, which appears in this context as the Pon-

tryagin dual of the symmetry group Zd, is known as the Brillouin zone. Therefore, in

condensed matter physics the Fermi surfaces are the isoenergy level sets contained in the

Brillouin zone of a given periodic Hamiltonian. A toy model of this type is described in

Section 4.3.

4.2. Eigenstates for Fermi surfaces. Our next task is to show that under certain circum-

stances it is possible to associate an eigenstate to a Fermi surface defined by a self-adjoint

operator.

As in the previous section let us focus on theC∗-algebra A = C(X,K) withX a compact

metric space. Let BX be the Borel σ-algebra of X and assume that X is endowed with a

probability Borel measure µ. Let H = H∗ be a self-adjoint element in A, λ ∈ Spec(H)

a spectral point and FH
λ the associated Fermi surface according to (4.3). Since H(x) is

a compact operator for every x ∈ X, one has that Spec(H(x)) is made by an increasing

sequence of real eigenvalues

εmin 6 ε0(x) 6 ε1(x) 6 . . . 6 εn(x) 6 . . . 6 εmax ,

that are repeated according to their multiplicity, and εmin and εmax are the minimum and

the maximum of Spec(H), respectively. We will refer to every εn : X → R as the n-th

energy function. Standard perturbation theory provides that the energy function εn are

continuous [Kato, Kuch2]. Therefore ε−1n ({λ}) is a closed (hence Borelian) subset of X

for every λ ∈ R, and evidently ε−1n ({λ}) = ∅ whenever λ /∈ Spec(H). In view of the

equality (4.2) and the definition (4.3) one gets that

F
H
λ =

+∞⋃

n=0

ε−1n ({λ}) ,

and as a consequence one concludes that every Fermi surface is an element of the Borel

σ-algebra BX.

Assumption 4.1 (Finite band contribution). There is only a finite number M of energy

functions {εn1 , . . . , εnM} such that ε−1nj ({λ}) 6= ∅.

The consequence of the assumption above is that FH
λ is a closed, hence compact subset

of X.

Consider now the function fH,λ : X→ R defined by

fH,λ(x) :=

M∏

j=1

(
εnj(x) − λ

)
.

This is evidently a continuous function (product of continuous functions), hence measur-

able, such that f−1H,λ({0}) = FH
λ . Theorem A.2 assures that there exists a disintegration

{µHt }t∈R of µ subordinated to fH,λ : X → R such that µHt is supported in f−1H,λ({t − λ})



18 G. DE NITTIS AND D. POLO

(the shift in the variable is for notation purposes only). In particular, µHλ turns out to be a

probability measure supported on FH
λ .

Definition 4.2 (Fermi measure). The probability measure µHλ on X defined above will be

called the Fermi measure associated with the Fermi surface FH
λ .

In order to go further we need to assume a gap condition subordinated to the Fermi

surface.

Assumption 4.3 (Local gap condition). There is a positive constant g > 0 such that

inf
x∈FH

λ

{
dist ({λ}, Spec(H(x)) \ {λ})

}
= g > 0 .

Equivalently, on each point of the Fermi surface the eigenvalue λ is separated by a finite

gap of size at least 2g from the rest of the spectrum of H(x).

Let Q : R → R be a continuous function such that

Q(t) :=






1 if t ∈
[
λ −

g

3
, λ+

g

3

]
,

0 if t ∈

(
−∞, λ−

2

3
g

]
∪

[
λ+

2

3
g,+∞

)
.

By functional calculus, one gets that Q(H) ∈ A. Moreover, since the evaluation at x

is a homomorphism of C∗-algebras, and homomorphisms commute with the functional

calculus, one obtains thatQ(H)(x) = Q(H(x)). Taking into account Assumption 4.3 one

infers that

Q(H)(x) = PHλ (x) , x ∈ F
H
λ ,

where PHλ (x) denotes the spectral projection ofH(x) for the eigenvalue λ. In particular, in

view of the compactness of H(x) the projection PHλ (x) is finite-dimensional, hence trace

class, whenever λ 6= 0.

Let us introduce the density matrix

ρHλ (x) :=






PHλ (x)

Tr(PHλ (x))
if x ∈ F

H
λ ,

0 otherwise .

(4.4)

Lemma 4.4. Let Assumptions 4.1 and 4.3 be valid. Then, for every A ∈ A the map

X ∋ x 7−→ Tr
(
ρHλ (x)A(x)

)
∈ C (4.5)

is a measurable function.

Proof. Since by Assumption 4.1 the Fermi surface FH
λ ⊂ X is compact, there is a re-

striction map ι : C(X,K) → C(FH
λ ,K) which is a homomorphism of C∗-algebras. Said

differently ι(Q) = Q|FH
λ

is a continuous map and ι(Q(H))(x) = PHλ (x) is trace class.
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Therefore the map

F
H
λ ∋ x 7−→ Tr (ι(Q(H)A)(x)) = Tr

(
PHλ (x)ι(A)(x)

)
∈ C

is continuous, hence measurablel on FH
λ . The same is true for the map

F
H
λ ∋ x 7−→ Tr (ι(Q(H))(x)) = Tr

(
PHλ (x)

)
6= 0 .

As a result

F
H
λ ∋ x 7−→

Tr
(
PHλ (x)ι(A)(x)

)

Tr (PHλ (x))
∈ C (4.6)

is a measurable function. The proof is concluded by observing that the map (4.5) is

obtained by multiplying the map (4.6) by the characteristic function χFH
λ

of the Fermi

surface FH
λ , the latter being a measurable function on X. �

We are now in a position to prove that Fermi surfaces are related to the existence of

specific eigenstates.

Theorem 4.5. Assume that X is a compact metric space endowed with a Borel probability

measure µ. Let H = H∗ be a self-adjoint element of the C∗-algebra A := C(X,K),

λ ∈ Spec(H) \ {0} a spectral point, FH
λ the associated Fermi surface defined by (4.3)

and µHλ the Fermi measure described in Definition 4.2. If Assumptions 4.1 and 4.3 are

satisfied then the functional

ωλ(A) :=

ˆ

X

dµHλ (x) Tr
(
ρHλ (x)A(x)

)
, A ∈ A , (4.7)

with ρHλ defined by (4.4), provides an eigenstate of H with eigenvalue λ.

Proof. First of all the map ωλ : A → C in (4.2) is well defined in view of Lemma 4.4

and the fact that the Fermi measure is supported exactly on FH
λ . It is evidently linear and

normalized since

ωλ(1) =

ˆ

X

dµHλ (x) = µHλ (X) = 1.

In the last equation we have tacitly identified ωλ with its canonical extension on A+

[BR1, Corollary 2.3.13]. It is also positive since Tr(ρHλ (x)A(x)) > 0 for every x ∈ X if

A is a positive element. Summing up, it turns out that ωλ is a state of A+. It remains to

prove that ωλ is an eigenstate of H. Observe that when x ∈ FH
λ one has that PHλ (x) is

the spectral projection of H(x) at the eigenvalue λ and therefore

Tr
(
ρHλ (x)A(x)H(x)

)
= Tr

(
H(x)ρHλ (x)A(x)

)
= λTr

(
ρHλ (x)A(x)

)
.

On the other hand, the Fermi measure is supported exactly on FH
λ . As a result, one has

that

ωλ(AH) =

ˆ

X

dµHλ Tr
(
ρHλ (x)A(x)H(x)

)
=

ˆ

FH
λ

dµHλ Tr
(
ρHλ (x)A(x)H(x)

)

= λ

ˆ

FH
λ

dµHλ Tr
(
ρHλ (x)A(x)

)
= λ

ˆ

X

dµHλ Tr
(
ρHλ (x)A(x)

)
= λωλ(A)
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for every A ∈ R. This concludes the proof. �

Definition 4.6 (Fermi eigenstate). The eigenstate ωλ defined by (4.2) will be called the

Fermi eigenstate of H at the spectral value λ ∈ Spec(H) \ {0}.

Remark 4.7. The crucial point of the proof of Theorem 4.5 is to prove that the map

F
H
λ ∋ x 7−→ Tr

(
ρHλ (x)A(x)

)
∈ C

is measurable. Assumptions 4.1 and 4.3 are sufficient to ensure this fact but are not

necessary in principle. ◭

4.3. A physical application: the graphene. Let s1 and s2 be the shift operators defined

on ℓ2(Z2) by (sjψ)(n) := ψ(n − ej) with j = 1, 2, ψ ∈ ℓ2(Z2) and e1 := (1, 0)

and e2 := (0, 1) the canonical basis of Z2. We will denote by C∗(s1, s2) the unital

C∗-algebra generated by the shift operators. Elements of C∗(s1, s2) are usually called

periodic operators. In order to provide a mathematical model for the graphene we need

to extend the algebra of periodic operators to allow for the isospin degree of freedom.

As explained in detail in [DL] this is accomplished by considering the algebra A :=

C∗(s1, s2) ⊗ Mat2(C). The isotropic nearest-neighbor model perturbed by a stagger

potential γ > 0 is described by the self-adjoint operator

H :=

(
+γ1 s1 + s2

s∗1 + s∗2 −γ1

)
. (4.8)

The Hamiltonian (4.8) can also be understood as a two dimensional version of the Su-

Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model [SSH].

Consider the (inverse) Fourier transform F : ℓ2(Z2) → L2(T2) where T2 ≃ [0, 2π)2 is

the two-dimensional torus, parameterized by the coordinates k = (k1, k2), and endowed

with the normalized Haar measure dµ(k) := (2π)−2 dk. Under this transform one has

that the shift operators are mapped to the multiplication by the phases e− ik1 and e− ik2 ,

i. e. F sjF
∗ = e− ikj for j = 1, 2. As a consequence one gets the isomorphism A ≃

C(T2)⊗ Mat2(C) and the operator (4.8) is mapped to the function k 7→ H(k) with

H(k) :=

(
+γ1 e− ik1 + e− ik2

e+ ik1 + e+ ik2 −γ1

)
. (4.9)

Since we are in the precise scenario of Section 4.2 we can compute the Fermi surfaces

and the related measures for the operator (4.9). First of all it is easy to verify thatH(k) as

two energy bands ε−(k) < ε+(k) given by

ε±(k) := ±

√
γ2 + 4 cos2

(
k1 − k2

2

)
(4.10)

and the related spectral projections are

P±(k) :=
1

2
12 +

1

2ε±(k)
H(k) . (4.11)
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The energy band ε± takes al the values between the limit values ±γ and ±
√
γ2 + 4.

Therefore the spectrum of H is given by

σ(H) :=
[
−
√
γ2 + 4,−γ

]
∪
[
γ,
√
γ2 + 4

]

and shows a central gap of size 2γ.

Let us construct the Fermi surfaces for the upper band ε+. The construction for the

lower band ε− is totally similar. For every λ ∈ Y := [γ,
√
γ2 + 4], the Fermi surface

FH
λ is the null-set of the function fH,λ(k) := ε+(k) − λ, namely it is described by the

solutions of the equations

cos

(
k1 − k2

2

)
= ±

√
λ2 − γ2

2
.

Let us fix θ ≡ θ(λ) as

θ := arccos

(√
λ2 − γ2

2

)
∈
[
0,
π

2

]

and consider the linear subsets

L± := {k ∈ T2 | k2 = k1 ± 2θ} ,

G± := {k ∈ T2 | k2 = k1 ± 2(π− θ)}

that depend on λ through θ. Then, one gets that

F
H
λ = L+ ∪ L− ∪ G+ ∪ G− .

The two extreme cases are given by λmin := γ which corresponds to θ = π
2

, and λmax :=√
γ2 + 4 which provides θ = 0. In the first case, one obtains that the lines L± coincide

with the lines G± and as a result one gets FH
λmin

= Lmin
+ ∪ Lmin

− where

Lmin
± := {k ∈ T2 | k2 = k1 ± π} .

In the second case, the four lines collapse into the single line

Lmax := {k ∈ T2 | k2 = k1}

which coincides with FH
λmax

.

The next task is to compute the Fermi measures induced by the upper energy band.

For simplicity let us exclude the extreme cases by assuming λ 6= λmin, λmax. First, let

us compute the expectation operator E induced by ε+. Observe that ε+ = f ◦ g, where

g(k1, k2) = k1 − k2 and f(y) =
√
γ2 + 4 cos2

(
y

2

)
. Therefore, by invoking Proposition

A.3, one gets E = EfEg. The expectation operators Eg and Ef are computed in Examples

A.6 and A.5, respectively. By using these results one obtains that

Eψ(λ) = EfEgψ
(λ) =

1

4

∑

y∈Pλ

Egψ(y) (4.12)
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with ψ ∈ L1(T2, µ), λ ∈ Y a given spectral value and

Pλ := f−1({λ}) =
{
± 2θ,±2(π− θ)

}
.

On the other hand, from the computation in Example A.6, and some manipulation, one

obtains

Egψ(±2θ) =

ˆ 1

0

dτ ψ
(
sL±(τ)

)

where [0, 1] ∋ τ 7→ sL±(τ) ∈ T2 is a linear parametrization of L± More precisely one has

that
sL+(τ) :=

(
τ(2π− 2θ), τ(2π− 2θ) + 2θ

)
,

sL−(τ) :=
(
τ(2π− 2θ) + 2θ, τ(2π− 2θ)

)
.

Similarly one has that

Egψ
(
± 2(π− θ)

)
=

ˆ 1

0

dτ ψ
(
sG±

(τ)
)

with
sG+

(τ) :=
(
τ2θ, τ2θ+ (2π− 2θ)

)
,

sG−
(τ) :=

(
τ2θ + (2π− 2θ), τ2θ

)
.

Putting the ingredients all together one obtains

Eψ(λ) =
1

4

∑

♯=±

ˆ 1

0

dτ
[
ψ
(
sL♯(τ)

)
+ψ

(
sG♯

(τ)
)]

(4.13)

and the disintegration µHλ of the Haar measure induced by the energy band ε+ takes the

form

µHλ (k1, k2) =
1

4

∑

♯=±

ˆ 1

0

dτ
[
δsL♯(τ)(k1, k2) + δsG♯

(τ)(k1, k2)
]

where δk denotes the Dirac measure concentrated at the point k ∈ T2. Evidently, µHλ is

concentrated on the Fermi surface FH
λ .

With these ingredients, the associated Fermi eigenstateωλ is given by

ωλ(A) :=

ˆ

FH
λ

dµHλ (k1, k2)TrC2
(
P+(k1, k2)A(k1, k2)

)

=
1

4

∑

♯=±

ˆ 1

0

dτTrC2
(
P+A

(
sL♯(τ)

)
+ P+A

(
sG♯

(τ)
))

for any A ∈ A.

4.4. Generalized notion of Fermi surface. We are now in a position to provide a gen-

eralized, algebraic definition of Fermi surface.

For a C∗-algebra A let us denote by Â to the spectrum of A, i. e. , the set of unitary

equivalence classes of non-zero irreducible ∗-representations of A [Murp, Section 5.4].
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There is a privileged topology, called hull-kernel (or Jacobson) topology which makes Â

a topological space. Let Prim(A) be the set of primitive ideals of A. Then I ∈ Prim(A)

if and only if there is a non-zero irreducible representation π of A on the Hilbert space

Hπ such that I = Ker(π) [Murp, Theorem 5.4.2]. The latter characterization will be

used here as the “handy definition” of primitive ideal. Notice that primitive ideals are

automatically closed and proper. Since any two unitary equivalent representations have

the same kernel, it makes sense to use the notation Ker([π]) where [π] is the equivalence

class of π. This fact provides a canonical surjection θ : Â → Prim(A) defined by

θ : [π] 7→ Ker([π]). The set Prim(A) can be endowed with a unique topology that

satisfies the following property: for each subset R ⊆ Prim(A) the closure of R is given

by the set of primitive ideals of A which contain the intersection of the ideals in R [Murp,

Theorem 5.4.6], that is

R :=

{

P ∈ Prim(A)

∣∣∣∣∣
⋂

I∈R

I ⊆ P

}

. (4.14)

The (induced) hull-kernel topology on Â is the weakest topology making the canonical

surjection θ continuous. The topological space Â can be quite bizarre. However, one has

that Â is a T0 space if and only if the canonical surjection θ is a homeomorphism, namely

if and only if Â ≃ Prim(A) as topological spaces [Murp, Theorem 5.4.9]. In particular,

this is the case when Â is a Hausdorff space. Let us also mention that when A is a unital

C∗-algebra then Â turns out to be compact (this follows from [Murp, Theorem 5.4.8]).

For every A ∈ A and [π] ∈ Â let us denote with A([π]) the image of A in the quotient

A[π] := A/Ker([π]). Given any representative of π of the class [π], it is immediate to

check that π provides an isomorphism of C∗-algebras between A[π] and π(A). Therefore,

for any A ∈ A one has that

Spec(A([π])) = Spec(π(A)) ⊆ Spec(A)

independently of the choice of the representative π. The following result provides a gen-

eralization of (4.2).

Lemma 4.8. For every A ∈ A it holds true that

Spec(A) =
⋃

[π]∈Â

Spec(A([π])) .

Proof. Let PA be the set of pure states of A, and for a given ω ∈ PA consider the asso-

ciated irreducible GNS representation (Hω, πω, ψω). As in the proof of [BR1, Theorem

2.1.10] let us consider the direct sum representation (H, π) given by

H :=
⊕

ω∈PA

Hω , ρ :=
⊕

ω∈PA

πω .

By repeating verbatim the proof of [BR1, Theorem 2.1.10], and observing that the state

ωA in this proof can be chosen pure in view of [BR1, Lemma 2.1.23], one gets that ρ is
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a ∗-isomorphism. It follows that

Spec(A) = Spec(ρ(A)) =
⋃

ω∈PA

Spec(πω(A)) .

Since the representations (Hω, πω, ψω) are irreducible one gets that Spec(A) is con-

tained in the union of Spec(π(A)) when π runs over all the irreducible representations.

Since the spectrum only depend on the equivalence class of the representation one obtains

Spec(A) ⊆
⋃

[π]∈Â

Spec(A([π])) .

The other inclusion is trivial in view of the fact that Spec(π(A)) ⊆ Spec(A) for every

(not necessarily irreducible) representation π. �

The proof above can be shortened using [RW, Theorem A.38].

We are now in a position to generalize the concept of Fermi surfaces.

Definition 4.9 (Generalized Fermi surface). Let A ∈ A and λ ∈ Spec(A). The Fermi

surface FA
λ defined by A at the spectral point λ is the subset of Â defined by

F
A
λ :=

{

[π] ∈ Â
∣∣∣ λ ∈ Spec

(
A([π])

)}
⊆ Â . (4.15)

Example 4.10 (Relation with the standard case). To justify Definition 4.9 it is needed to

show that (4.15) is equivalent to (4.3) when A is a C∗-algebra of the form (4.1). Let us

start from the simpler case of the abelian C∗ algebra C(X) with X a compact Hausdorff

space. Then it is known that Ĉ(X) = {ǫx | x ∈ X} where ǫx : A → C is the evaluation at

x defined by ǫx(f) := f(x) for every f ∈ C(X) [RW, Example A.16]. Therefore the map

x 7→ ǫx provides a bijection between X and Ĉ(X) which turns out to be a homeomorphism

of topological spaces [RW, p. 213-214]. This allows us to write Ĉ(X) ≃ X and this is an

incarnation of the Gelfand isomorphism [BR1, Theorem 2.1.11A]. The more general case

in which A is of the formC(X,Matn(C)) orC(X,K) is discussed in [RW, Examples A.23

& A.24]. Also in this case one has that the irreducible representations of A are evaluations

of the type ǫx(A) = A(x) for every x ∈ X, up to unitary equivalences. Therefore, there

is a homeomorphism X ≃ Â provided by x 7→ [ǫx]. Putting all this information together

one can see that (4.3) can be indeed rewritten in the generalized form (4.15). ◭

Example 4.11 (Compact operators). Let us consider the compact operators K ⊂ B(H)

(for some Hilbert space H) and its standard unitization K+ = C1 + K. The argument of

[RW, Example A.15] shows that the identity representation id : K → B(H) is irreducible

and every irreducible representation is unitarily equivalent to id. Consequently K̂ = {[id]}

and Prim(K) = {I0} are (homeomorphic) singletons with I0 := {0} the trivial ideal. To

compute Prim(K+) let us observe that K is an ideal in K+. Then by virtue of [RW,
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Proposition A.26 (a)] one gets

Prim(K+) = {P ∈ Prim(K+) | K ⊆ P} ∪ {P ∈ Prim(K+) | K 6⊂ P}

= {P ∈ Prim(K+) | K ⊆ P} ∪ Prim(K)

= {K, I0} .

The irreducible representation with kernel K is the one-dimensional representation π0(K+

α1) = α for every K ∈ K and α ∈ C. By using (4.14) one gets that

I0 = {P ∈ Prim(K+) | I0 ⊆ P} = Prim(K+)

which shows that I0 is dense in Prim(K+). Therefore Prim(K+) is not Hausdorff. How-

ever, it is T0 and this provides the homeomorphism Prim(K+) ≃ K̂+ = {[id], [π0]}. It is

interesting to notice that K̂+ provides an easy example of a non Hausdorff spectrum. Now

let A ∈ K+ and λ ∈ Spec(A). Then, by applying the definition (4.15) one obtains that

the Fermi surface FA
λ defined by A at the spectral point λ is given by

F
A
λ =

{
{[id]} if π0(A) 6= λ ,

K̂+ if π0(A) = λ .

The presence of the dense point [id] independently of λ follows from the fact that it

corresponds to the identity representation which preserves the spectrum. ◭

Example 4.12 (The Toeplitz C∗-algebra). Let T be the Toeplitz C∗-algebra, namely the

C∗-subalgebra of B(ℓ2(N)) generated by the unilateral shift operator s described in Ex-

ample 2.12. There is a well-known (not-split) exact sequence, called Toeplitz extension,

given by

0 −→ K
ι

−→ T
ϕ
−→ C(S1) −→ 0 (4.16)

where K is the algebra of compact operators on ℓ2(N), ι is the inclusion (indeed K ⊂ T)

and ϕ is called the symbol map [Davi, Theorem V.1.5] and [RW, Proposition A.26]. As

a consequence one has that T/K ≃ C(S1). Moreover, T acts irreducibly on ℓ2(N) (it is

a primitive C∗-algebra) meaning that I0 ∈ Prim(T). As in the example above one has

that the trivial ideal is dense, i. e. I0 = Prim(T). Since T contains K as its unique

minimal (non-trivial) ideal, it follows that any other primitive ideal of T must contain K.

This means that the associate irreducible representation must vanish on K. Therefore the

other irreducible representations of T can be obtained by the combination of ϕ with the

evaluation at the points of S1. More precisely one gets that πθ := ǫθ ◦ ϕ : T → C are

irreducible representations of T for every θ ∈ S1. Consequently one obtains that

Prim(T) = {I0} ∪ {Iθ | θ ∈ S1}

where Iθ = K + Lθ and Lθ satisfies ϕ(Lθ) = {f ∈ C(S1) | f(θ) = 0}. One can check

that Prim(T) ≃ {I0} ∪ S1 with the usual topology on S1 but with the property that the

singleton {I0} is dense. Therefore Prim(T) is not Hausdorff. However, it is T0 and this

provides the homeomorphism T̂ ≃ Prim(T). Now let A ∈ T and λ ∈ Spec(A). Then
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the Fermi surface FA
λ defined by A at the spectral point λ is given by

F
A
λ = {I0} ∪

{
θ ∈ S1

∣∣ ϕ(A)(θ) = λ
}

in view of the definition (4.15). ◭

The generalization of the notion of Fermi surface as given in Definition 4.15 paves the

possibility of extending the construction of the Fermi eigenstates in Theorem 4.5 to more

general C∗-algebras. This problem remains outside the scope of this work and provides

material for new future investigations. However, it is worth anticipating that there is at

least a class of C∗-algebras for which the extension of Theorem 4.5 seems to be directly

accessible, even if not entirely trivial. Following [RW, Proposition 5.15] let us introduce

the following definition:

Definition 4.13 (Continuous-traceC∗-algebra). AC∗-algebra A is called continuous trace

if and only if: (i) it spectrum Â is a Hausdorff space; (ii) A is locally Morita equivalent to

C0(A).

Let us clarify the meaning of condition (ii) in the definition above. First of all notice that

the open sets U ⊂ Prim(A) are in one-to-one correspondence with the ideals

AU :=
⋂

{P ∈ Prim(A) | P /∈ U } .

In other words, the topology on Prim(A) always determines the ideal structure of A.

There are natural homeomorphisms U ≃ Prim(AU ) and Prim(A)\U ≃ Prim(A/AU )

[RW, Proposition A.27]. When Prim(A) is a (locally compact) Hausdorff space (and in

this case Prim(A) ≃ Â) one can localize at a given point I ∈ Prim(A) considering a

compact neighborhood F of I and considering the quotient AF := A/APrim(A)\F . In

fact, by the Hausdorff condition Prim(A) \ F is open in Prim(A). Condition (ii) in

Definition 4.13 means that for every I ∈ Prim(A) there is a compact neighborhood F of

I such that

AF ≃ C(F )⊗ K ≃ C(F ,K) .

We need a final observation. For a separableC∗-algebra its spectrum is a second-countable

space [Dixm, Proposition 3.3.4]. Then for a continuous trace C∗-algebra A its spectrum

Â is Hausdorff and second-countable. If F ⊂ Â is a compact subset then F is com-

pact, Hausdorff and second-countable, hence metrizable (Urysohn metrization Theorem).

Then, separable continuous-trace C∗-algebra are at least locally of the form of the C∗-

algebras considered in Sections 4.1 and 4.2 and the C∗-algebras of the type (4.1) are

special examples of (separable) continuous-trace C∗-algebras [RW, Example 5.18]. Un-

der these conditions Theorem 4.5 applies at least locally and one would expect to cook up

a global version by some technical gluing procedure.



ABOUT THE NOTION OF EIGENSTATES FOR C∗-ALGEBRAS AND SOME APPLICATIONS 27

APPENDIX A. DISINTEGRATION OF MEASURES

In this appendix, we briefly review the theory of disintegration of measures between

compact metric (or metrizable) spaces. The results of this section are adapted from

[Conw2, Section VII.2].

Let (X,BX, µ) be a Borel measure space, with X a compact metric space1 endowed

with its Borel σ-algebra BX and µ : BX → [0,+∞] a positive regular measure. We will

denote with M(X) the space of regular Borel measures on X. We say that (X,BX, µ)

is a probability space when µ(X) = 1. Let (Y,BY) be a second compact metric space

endowed with its Borel σ-algebra and f : X → Y a Borel function. The pushforward of

the measure µ by f is the measure ν : BY → [0,+∞] defined by ν(Σ) := µ(f−1(Σ)) for

every Borel set Σ ∈ BY . In the following, we will use the short notation ν = µ ◦ f−1.

Let us denote with L p(X, µ) the space of p-integrable functions and by Lp(X, µ) the

corresponding Lebesgue space of equivalence classes of these functions. For each ψ ∈

L 1(X, µ) the map

L∞(Y, ν) ∋ φ 7−→

ˆ

X

dµ(x) ψ(x) (φ ◦ f)(x) ∈ C

defines a bounded linear functional on L∞(Y, ν). Let χΣ ∈ L∞(Y, ν) be the characteristic

function of Σ. Then the mapping

BY ∋ Σ 7−→

ˆ

X

dµ(x) ψ(x) (χΣ ◦ f)(x) =

ˆ

f−1(Σ)

dµ(x) ψ(x) ∈ C

is a countably additive (complex-valued) measure on Y that is absolutely continuous

with respect to ν. Therefore, there is a unique element Eψ ∈ L1(Y, ν), the so-called

Radon–Nikodym derivative, such that
ˆ

X

dµ(x) ψ(x) (φ ◦ f)(x) =

ˆ

Y

dν(y) Eψ(y) φ(y) , ∀ φ ∈ L∞(Y, ν) . (A.1)

This construction provides a well defined map E : L1(X, µ) → L1(Y, ν) called the expec-

tation operator. As proved in [Conw2, Section VII.2, Proposition 2.8] this is a contrac-

tion, i. e. ‖Eψ‖L1 6 ‖ψ‖L1 for every ψ ∈ L1(X, µ).

Definition A.1. A disintegration of the measure µ with respect to f : X→ Y is a function

Y ∋ y 7→ µy ∈ M(X) such that: (i) for each y ∈ Y, µy is a positive probability measure

on X; (ii) if ψ ∈ L1(X, µ) then

Eψ(y) =

ˆ

X

dµy(x) ψ(x) (A.2)

where the equality is meant ν-almost everywhere.

Let {µy}y∈Y be a disintegration µ with respect to f : X → Y and ∆ ∈ BX with

characteristic function χ∆. Starting from (A.1) and setting φ ≡ 1, a direct computation

1With a little more generality we can require that X is a Radon space.
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shows that

µ(∆) =

ˆ

X

dµ(x) χ∆(x) =

ˆ

Y

dν(y) Eχ∆(y)

=

ˆ

Y

dν(y)

(
ˆ

X

dµy(x) χ∆(x)

)
=

ˆ

Y

dν(y) µy(∆) .

So the disintegration {µy}y∈Y does indeed disintegrate the measure µ into the pieces µy.

Moreover, for every ψ ∈ L1(X, µ) a similar computation provides
ˆ

X

dµ(x) ψ(x) =

ˆ

Y

dν(y) Eψ(y) =

ˆ

Y

dν(y)

(
ˆ

X

dµy(x) ψ(x)

)
. (A.3)

From its very definition it also follows that each measure µy of a disintegration is car-

ried by the level set f−1({y}) ⊆ X for ν-almost every y ∈ Y [Conw2, Section VII.2,

Proposition 2.8]. More precisely one has that

µy
(
X \ f−1({y})

)
= 0

for ν-almost every y ∈ Y. This implies that µy(∆) = µy(∆ ∩ f−1({y})) for every

∆ ∈ BX. Combining the latter fact with (A.3) one gets
ˆ

X

dµ(x) ψ(x) =

ˆ

Y

ˆ

f−1(y)

dν(y) dµy(x) ψ(x) (A.4)

for everyψ ∈ L1(X, µ), or more in general for every Borel-measurable function such that

|ψ| : X→ [0,+∞].

The next result guarantees the existence and the uniqueness of the disintegration of a

measure [Conw2, Section VII.2, Proposition 2.8].

Theorem A.2. (Disintegration Theorem) Let (X,BX, µ) be a Borel measure space, given

by a compact metric space X endowed with its Borel σ-algebra BX and a positive regular

probability measure µ : BX → [0,+∞]. Let (Y,BY) be a second compact metric space

endowed with its Borel σ-algebra and f : X → Y a Borel function. Then, there exists a

disintegration {µy}y∈Y of µ with respect to f : X → Y. Moreover, if there is a second

disintegration {µ ′
y}y∈Y of µ with respect to the same f then µy = µ ′

y for ν-almost every

y ∈ Y.

It is useful in applications to know the behavior of the disintegration under the compo-

sition of measurable maps.

Proposition A.3. Let (Xi, µ
i) be Borel probability spaces for i = 1, 2, 3. Let f : X1 → X2

and g : X2 → X3 be two measurable maps so that µ2 and µ3 are the pushforward mea-

sures induced by f and g, respectively. If h := g ◦ f, then the expectation operator Eh

with respect to h fulfills the composition rule Eh = EgEf, where Eg and Ef are the expec-

tation operators associated with f and g, respectively. Furthermore, the disintegration
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{µ1,hz }z∈X3 of µ1 with respect to µ3 related to h meets the equality

µ1,hz (Σ) =

ˆ

X2

dµ2,gz (y) µ1,fy (Σ) ,

for µ3-almost all z ∈ X3, and any measurable sets Σ ⊂ X1. Here {µ2,gz }z∈X3 and

{µ1,fy }y∈X2 denote the disintegrations of µ2 and µ1 related to g and f, respectively.

Proof. First of all, observe that µ3 coincides with the pushforward measure of µ1 induced

by h. Thus, one has that
ˆ

X1

dµ1(x) φ(h(x))ψ(x) =

ˆ

X3

dµ3(z) φ(z)(Ehψ)(z) (A.5)

for all φ ∈ L∞(X3, µ
3) and ψ ∈ L1(X1, µ

1). On the other hand, let us note that the

left-hand side of A.5 satisfies
ˆ

X1

dµ1(x) φ(h(x))ψ(x) =

ˆ

X1

dµ1(x) (φ ◦ g)(f(x))ψ(x)

=

ˆ

X2

dµ2(y) (φ ◦ g)(y)(Efψ)(y)

=

ˆ

X2

dµ2(y) φ(g(y))(Efψ)(y)

=

ˆ

X3

dµ3(z) φ(z)(Eg
Efψ

)(z) .

(A.6)

With the identification Eg
Efψ

:= (EgEf)ψ, and in light of A.5 and A.6, it holds that Eh =

EgEf as composition of linear maps between the related L1(Xi, µi) spaces. Moreover,

µ1,hz (Σ) = (EhχΣ)(z) =
(
(EgEf)χΣ

)
(z) =

ˆ

X2

dµ2,gz (y) (EfχΣ)(y)

=

ˆ

X2

dµ2,gz (y) µ1,fy (Σ)

for every measurable set Σ ⊆ X1. �

Let us end this section with some simple but useful examples.

Example A.4 (Disintegration along a product space). Let (X1, µ1) and (X2, µ2) be two

compact metric spaces endowed with regular probability measures. Let us consider the

product space (X × Y, µ) with the corresponding product measure µ := µ1 × µ2 and the

projection on the first component π : X1 ×X2 → X1 defined by π(x1, x2) = x1 for every

xj ∈ Xj and j = 1, 2. Let ν be the pushforward of the measure µ by π. From its very

definition it follows that for every measurable set Σ ⊆ X1 one gets

ν(Σ) = µ
(
π−1(Σ)

)
= µ(Σ× X2) = µ1(Σ)µ2(X2) = µ1(Σ) .
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Therefore one has that ν = µ1. The next task is to calculate the expectation operator. For

that, consider a ψ ∈ L1(X1 × X2, µ). Then, in view of (A.1) and for all φ ∈ L∞(X1, µ1)
it holds that
ˆ

X1

dµ1(x1) Eψ(x1)φ(x1) =

ˆ

X1×X2

dµ(x1, x2) ψ(x1, x2)φ(π(x1, x2))

=

ˆ

X1×X2

dµ(x1, x2) ψ(x1, x2)φ(x1)

=

ˆ

X1

dµ1(x1) φ(x1)

(
ˆ

X2

dµ2(x2)ψ(x1, x2)

)
,

where the last line is a consequence of Fubini’s theorem. Since
ˆ

X1

dµ1(x1) φ(x1)

[
Eψ(x1) −

ˆ

X2

dµ2(x2)ψ(x1, x2)

]
= 0

for every φ ∈ L∞(X1, µ1), it follows that

Eψ(x1) =

ˆ

X2

dµ2(x2)ψ(x1, x2)

as elements of L1(X2, µ2). To compute the disintegration {µx1}x1∈X1 of µ let us use (A.2).

Let Σ ⊆ X1 and Γ ⊆ X2 be two measurable sets and χΣ×Γ the characteristic function of

the product Σ× Γ . Then, one has that

µx1(Σ× Γ) = EχΣ×Γ (x1) =

ˆ

X2

dµ2(x2)χΣ×Γ (x1, x2) = µ2(Γ)χΣ(x1) , (A.7)

where in the last equality it has been used that χΣ×Γ = χΣχΓ . Therefore, one gets that

µx1 = δx1 × µ2

is a product measure where δx1 denotes the the Dirac measure on X1 concentrated on the

point x1. ◭

Example A.5 (Disintegration on the real line). Let X := [a, b] ⊂ R endowed with the nor-

malized Lebesgue measure µ, and f : X→ R a C1-function. Let a < x1 < . . . < xN < b

be the set of points in which f ′(xk) = 0 (it is not necessary to assume that f ′ vanishes on

the extremes a and b). The set of intervals Ik := [xk, xk+1] with k = 0, . . . , N, x0 := a

and xN+1 := b, provides a partition of X such that f is strictly monotone inside each Ik.

The set Y := f(X) = [fmin, fmax] ⊂ R is again an interval delimited by the maximum

and minimum values of f over X. In particular the values fmin and fmax are attained by

evaluating f over some of the points xk. It is also true that for every y ∈ Y the preimmage

Py := f−1({y}) is a finite, hence discrete, set of X. Let ν be the pushforward of the mea-

sure µ by f. From its very definition it follows that for every measurable set Σ ⊆ Y one
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gets

ν(Σ) = µ
(
f−1(Σ)

)
=

1

b− a

ˆ b

a

dx χf−1(Σ)(x)

=
1

b− a

N∑

k=0

ˆ

Ik

dx χf−1(Σ)(x)

Observe that f is invertible in each Ik. Therefore, by setting fk := f|Ik one can use the

change of variable y = f(x) in every integral by obtaining
ˆ

Ik

dx χf−1(Σ)(x) =

ˆ f(xk+1)

f(xk)

dy
(
f−1k
) ′
(y) χf−1(Σ)

(
f−1k (y)

)

=

ˆ

Y

dy
χf(Ik)(y)∣∣f ′
(
f−1k (y)

)∣∣ χΣ(y) .

Therefore, one obtains that ν is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue mea-

sure on Y and can be written in the form dν(y) = ρ(y)dy with

ρ(y) :=
1

(b− a)

N∑

k=0

χf(Ik)(y)∣∣f ′
(
f−1k (y)

)∣∣ .

The next task is to calculate the expectation operator. For that, consider a ψ ∈ L1(X, µ)

and a φ ∈ L∞(Y, ν). Then, in view of (A.1) one gets
ˆ

Y

dy ρ(y) Eψ(y) φ(y) =

ˆ

X

dµ(x) ψ(x) (φ ◦ f)(x) .

Bay decomposing the integral on the right-hand side over the intervals Ik, and applying

again the change of variables y = f(x), one gets

ˆ

Y

dy ρ(y) Eψ(y) φ(y) =

ˆ

Y

dy

(
1

(b− a)

N∑

k=0

χf(Ik)(y)ψ
(
f−1k (y)

)
∣∣f ′
(
f−1k (y)

)∣∣

)
φ(y) .

Since the equality above must hold independently of φ it turns out that

N∑

k=0

χf(Ik)(y)
[
Eψ(y) −ψ

(
f−1k (y)

)]
∣∣f ′
(
f−1k (y)

)∣∣ = 0

for almost every y in Y. Therefore, one has that

Eψ(y) =
∑

x∈Py

cx(f)ψ(x) , ck(f) :=


∑

x∈Py

1

|f ′(x)|




−1

1

|f ′(x)|
.

Finally, the disintegration {µy}y∈Y of µ is obtained by using (A.2) which provides
ˆ

X

dµy(x) ψ(x) =
∑

x∈Py

cxψ(x)
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showing that

µy =
∑

x∈Py

cxδx

coincides with a convex combination of Dirac measures supported on the points of Py.

As a special application of this result let us consider the trigonometric expression

f(x) :=

√
γ2 + 4 cos2

(x
2

)
, x ∈ [−2π, 2π]

with γ > 0. In this case, the critical points are xk := (k−2)π for n = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 and one

can define the associated partition Ik. For every y ∈ Y := (γ,
√
γ2 + 4) the set of points

Py := f−1({y}) is given by four points of the type {±x∗,±2π ∓ x∗} where the reference

point x∗ = x∗(y) is chosen as x∗ := f−1({y}) ∩ [0, π]. To compute the coefficients cx(f),

let us observe that

f ′(x) := −
sin(x)

f(x)
.

By observing that |f ′(x)| = | sin(x∗)|f(x∗)
−1 for every x ∈ Py it follows that cx(f) =

1
4

.

As a result one gets

µy =
1

4

∑

♯=±

δ♯x∗ + δ♯(2π−x∗)

for the associated disintegration of the normalized Lebesgue measure µ on [−2π, 2π]. ◭

Example A.6 (Disintegration by a linear function). Given ℓ > 0, let us consider the square

X := [0, ℓ]× [0, ℓ] ⊂ R2 endowed with its normalized (product) Lebesgue measure dµ :=

ℓ−2 dx1 dx2. Consider the linear function on X given by f(x1, x2) := x2 − x1. It is not

hard to see that the range f(X) coincides with the interval Y := [−ℓ, ℓ]. Therefore, one

can see f as a map f : X→ Y. Since f is continuous, hence measurable, we can compute

the pushforward measure ν on Y induced by the measure µ through f. Let Σ ⊆ Y by any

measurable set and χΣ its characteristic function. Then, by definition

ν(Σ) : = µ
(
f−1(Σ)

)
=

ˆ

X

dµ(x1, x2)χf−1(Σ)(x1, x2)

=
1

ℓ2

ˆ ℓ

0

dx1

ˆ ℓ

0

dx2 χΣ(x2 − x1)

where the last equality is a consequence of Fubini’s theorem. Let us assume for the

moment that χΣ is Riemann integrable and consider the change of variables (s, y) 7→

(x1, x2) given by x1(s, y) := s and x2(s, y) := s + y. The Jacobian determinant of the

transformation is 1, and after some manipulation one gets

ν(Σ) =
1

ℓ2

ˆ ℓ

0

ds

(
ˆ ℓ−s

−s

dy χΣ(y)

)

=
1

ℓ

ˆ ℓ

0

ds gΣ(s)

(A.8)
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where

gΣ(s) :=
1

ℓ

ˆ ℓ−s

−s

dy χΣ(y) =

∣∣[−s, ℓ− s] ∩ Σ
∣∣

ℓ

and |· | in the numerator denotes the usual Lebesgue measure on R. Evidently, it holds true

that gΣ : [0, ℓ] → [0, 1]. The formula above and the Lebesgue’s criterion for integrability

imply that gΣ = 0wheneverΣ is any measurable set of zero Lebesgue measure. Therefore

from (A.8) one infers that ν is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure

dy on Y. Therefore, in view of the Radon–Nikodym theorem, there exists a measurable

function ρ : Y → [0,∞) such that dν(y) = ρ(y)dy. Let us observe that the integral

(A.8) can be rewritten as

ν(Σ) =
1

ℓ2

ˆ ℓ

0

ds

(
ˆ ℓ

−ℓ

dy χ[−s,ℓ−s](y)χΣ(y)

)

=
1

ℓ2

ˆ

Y

dy χΣ(y)

(
ˆ ℓ

0

ds χ[−s,ℓ−s](y)

)

where in the second equality the order of integration has been exchanged. Therefore one

gets that

ρ(y) :=
1

ℓ2

ˆ ℓ

0

ds χ[−s,ℓ−s](y) =
ℓ− |y|

ℓ2

which provides the expression for the Radon–Nikodym derivative. The next task is to

calculate the expectation operator. For that, consider a ψ ∈ L1(X, µ). Then, in view of

(A.1) and for all φ ∈ L∞(Y, ν) it holds that
ˆ

Y

dy ρ(y)φ(y)Eψ(y) =
1

ℓ2

ˆ ℓ

0

ˆ ℓ

0

dx1dx2 ψ(x1, x2)φ(x2 − x1) .

To massage the right-hand side of this equation let us assume for the moment that the

function ψ and φ are Riemann integrable so that change of variable (s, y) 7→ (x1, x2)

can be used again. Then
ˆ

Y

dy ρ(y)φ(y)Eψ(y) =
1

ℓ2

ˆ ℓ

0

ds

ˆ ℓ−s

−s

dy ψ(s, s+ y)φ(y)

=
1

ℓ2

ˆ ℓ

0

ds

ˆ

Y

dy χ[−s,ℓ−s](y)ψ(s, s+ y)φ(y)

=

ˆ

Y

dy φ(y)

(
1

ℓ2

ˆ ℓ

0

ds χ[−s,ℓ−s](y)ψ(s, s+ y)

)
.

The equality between the first and the last member holds for very bounded Riemann

measurable function φ, and in view of the Lebesgue’s criterion for every φ ∈ L∞(Y, ν).

This implies that

ρ(y)Eψ(y) =
1

ℓ2

ˆ ℓ

0

ds χ[−s,ℓ−s](y)ψ(s, s+ y)
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for almost all y in Y. With a final manipulation one gets

Eψ(y) =
1

ℓ− |y|






ˆ ℓ−y

0

ds ψ(s, s+ y) 0 6 y 6 ℓ

ˆ ℓ

|y|

ds ψ(s, s+ y) −ℓ 6 y 6 0 .

Let us compare the last equation with the (A.2), here rewritten as

Eψ(y) =

ˆ

X

dµy(x1, x2) ψ(x1, x2) ,

where {µy}y∈Y is the disintegration of µ with respect to f : X→ Y. Then one gets that µy
is concentrated on the segment

Ly := f−1({y}) = {(x1, x2) ∈ R2 | x2 − x1 = y} ∩ [0, ℓ]2

and over Ly it agrees with the normalized one-dimensional Lebesgue measure. Let

[0, 1] ∋ τ 7→ s(τ) ∈ Ly be the linear reparametrization of Ly, given by s(τ) = (α +

βτ, α + βτ + y) and α, β depending on y. Then, with an innocent misuse of notation,

and by using the Dirac measure R2, one can write

µy(x1, x2) =

ˆ 1

0

dτ δs(τ)(x1x2)

for the disintegration of the measure µ along f. ◭
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