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Abstract. It is well known that the unboundedness of operators in Hilbpace
entails domain troubles. It is also well known that most donteoubles can be
surmounted by extending the Hilbert space to a rigged Hikg@ace. In this note,
we point out another of such troubles, namely the correspocel between the
Schrodinger and the Heisenberg pictures for unboundechtips, and sketch the
solution of this problem within the rigged Hilbert space.

1. Introduction

Quantum Mechanics textbooks show that the Schrodingertt@dHeisenberg pictures are
physically equivalent, because they yield the same priibabmplitudes for measuring an
observablé\ in a statep. Textbooks, however, usually omit the fact that for unbathdpera-
tors, the manipulations that lead from the SchrodingelnédHeisenberg picture must be taken
with care, due to domain problems. The purpose of this ndtepsint out those domain prob-
lems and to sketch their solution by extending the Hilbedcsgpto the rigged Hilbert space.
For a class of potentials, we use a theorem by Hunziker tesaleh problems explicitly.

2. The problem

Suppose that the algehrd of observables of a system consists of the following opesato
M:{H7A17A27"'7AN}7 (1)

whereH is the Hamiltonian and, Ay, ..., Ay are the other relevant observables of the system
(e.g., position and momentum). Those operators are asstonimxself-adjoint on a Hilbert
spaces”. For simplicity, we restrict ourselves to pure states andidservables that do not
depend explicitly on time. Then, in the Schrodinger piefuwhich shall be denoted by the
subscript S, the observables are kept fixed in time,

As(t) = As(0) = A, 2)
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whereas the states evolve in time according to the Schygédequation,

—d
i #s(t) =Hos(t). 3)
Integration of this equation leads to
gs(t) =e MNps(0) = e /Mg, (@)

In the Schrodinger picture, the expectation value of thasaneement of the observablein
the statep is given by

(A)s(t) = (ds(t)|Asls(t)) = (e H/Np|Ale M/ Ng) (5)

In the Heisenberg picture, which shall be denoted by thecsigid, the states are kept
fixed in time,

Pu(t) = on(0) =9, (6)
whereas the observables evolve in time according to “Hemsg’s equation of motion:”
d
i A(t) = [A(t). H]. (7)
In integrated form, Eq[{7) reads as
A (t) = &Ht/NA, (0)e THU/A — gHt/ApgiHt/N, @8)

In the Heisenberg picture, the expectation value of the oreasent ofA in the statep is given
by _ .

() = (BrIAG(t) | ¢r) = (plTNAeTN|g). 9)
The equivalence of the Schrodinger and Heisenberg peiarguaranteed by the equality of
the expectation valueBI(5) arid (9):

(A)s(t) = (An(t), (10)
which follows from the unitarity of the group evolution opgor e 'Ht/h,

When the operators of the algehsé are all bounded, they are defined on the whole of
the Hilbert space’”’, and domain troubles do not arise. But if at least one opeddtthe
algebra, say\, is unbounded, theA; cannot be defined on the whole of the Hilbert space,
but at the most on a dense subspat@\,) of the Hilbert space on which; is self-adjoint.

In such event, one has to specify on what states the algatparations involving unbounded
operators are valid, since algebraic operations (e.g.sspraducts and commutation relations)
of unbounded operators are not defined on the wholgfofIf A andB are two unbounded
operators defined on two dense subdomaitid) and Z(B) of ¢, then the sum oA andB,
A+ B, is defined only forf € Z2(A) N 2(B); the product ofA by B, BA, is defined only for
thosef € Z(A) such thaiAf € 2(B); the commutation relation &t andB, [A, B] = AB— BA,

is defined only for thosé such thatf € Z(A)NZ(B), Af € 2(B) andBf € Z(A).

Likewise algebraic operations, the time evolution (8) ofiabounded operat@ cannot
be defined on the whole of”. Clearly, the time evolution oA,

At) = eHt/NagHUN, (11)
is defined only for thosé € .# such that e/ f € 2(A). Thus, the Heisenberg picture of

an unbounded operatéris not defined on the whole of”.

We have therefore to face the fact that algebraic operatindshe Heisenberg picture of
unbounded operators entail domain troubles. As we are doisge in the next section, such
domain troubles can be surmounted by extending the Hilpaxtesto the rigged Hilbert space.
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3. Sketch of a solution

The way the rigged Hilbert space surmounts the domain tesutifialgebraic operations is well
known (seel]ll] for a recent, simple example). Basically, evhesonances are not involved,
one has to construct the maximal invariant subspace of gebed of operators,

o= () 2(A). (12)
Acd/

The spaceb is obviously contained in the domains of the observablek@ttgebra,
dPC YA, Acd, (13)

and is the largest subspace of the Hilbert space that rermaiasant under the action of all
the operators of the algebra:
AD C D, Ac .. 14

It is precisely this invariance what makes all algebraicrapens (e.g., sums, multiplications
and commutation relations) well defined @n In addition, the braga| and the ketsa) asso-
ciated with the continuous spectra of the operators belonie dual®’, and to the antidual,
@*, spaces, respectively:
(al e @',
(15)
|a) € .

Now, it is clear that in order to avoid the domain troubleshef time evolution[{111) of an
unbounded observabkg we simply need to leA(t) act on a subspace whose time evolution
is included inZ(A). Since we want this to happen for all the operators of thebatget is
natural to demand that the spabée invariant under the action of the time evolution group:

e H/Np . (16)

When the invariancd(16) holds, the time evolution of all diperators of the algebra is well
defined on®, and® is invariant undeA(t):

AP C D, Ac . (17)

This invariance makes, in particular, all algebraic operat involving the time evolution of
the observables well defined.

The problem is, it is not known whether the invariaricd (18&dor any Hamiltonian
and for any algebra we could think of. But, as we are going éars¢he next section, for some
cases of interest a theorem by Hunziker provides a positisear.

To finish this section we note that, as a byproduct of the ianae [I6), one can define
the time evolution of the bras and kets:

(al(t) = (ale™/M,
18
) (t) = e"/Na). o

In the rigged Hilbert space language, the precise defindfdhis time evolution is as follows:

(aleht/Ng) = (ale™/Np), ¢ c D,
(19)
(¢le H/Ma) = (gH/Mpla), ¢ e D.
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Because(al and |a) are defined only when they act @b definitions [ID) make sense only
when eH/Ng and é1t/Ng belong tod; that is, definitions[{119) make sense only wikris
invariant under the time evolution group. Thus, the invace&of® under the time evolution
group, which guarantees thatt) is well defined, also guarantees that the time evolution of
the bras and kets is well defined.

4. Example
In practical applications, the most important unboundeseokables we encounter are the

position, the momentum and the energy operators. If, fopkaiy, we restrict ourselves to
one dimension, the position opera®@is defined as multiplication by the position coordinate:

Qf (x) = xf(x); (20)

the momentum operat®¥is defined as differentiation with respect to the positioordmnate:
. df(x)

Pf(x) = —ih ; 21

(x) = i = (21)

and the energy operator, or Hamiltonidhjs the sum of the kinetic energy operator and the
potentialV (x):
R2 d?f(x)
2m  d2x
As we explained in the previous section, we have to constheimaximal invariant
subspacep of the algebralH,Q, P}, and then see whether is invariant under @/l The
form of ® and the invariance ap under e'Ht/N depend on the form o&f (x).
In this note, we shall only consider potenti®éx) that are bounde@>-functions with
bounded derivatives. For such potentials, the maximalriam subspace of the algebra
{H,Q,P} is the Schwartz space:

Hf(x) =

+V(X)f(x). (22)

®=7(R). (23)

This space is indeed invariant undet'&/", as the following theorem states for any dimension
n [2]:

Theorem (Hunziker) If V (x) is a bounded C-function on R" with bounded derivatives,
then .7 (R") isinvariant under the unitary group e 'H/M and the mapping (¢,t) — e "Ht/N¢
of ./ (R") x Ronto . (R") is continuous (in the sense of the conventional topology of . (R")).

Thus, wherV (x) is a bounde€”-function with bounded derivatives, the time evolution
(and therefore the Heisenberg picture) of the algébtaQ, P} is well defined ond = . (R).

As a byproduct, the time evolution of the brds|, (x|, (p| and ketgE), |x), |p) of H, Q, P is
also well defined, since those bras and kets act as functionat® = .7 (R).

WhenV (x) is not continuous but only piece-wise continuous (&/@x) is a rectangular
barrier potential), the discontinuities of the potentialé to be taken into consideration. For
example, itV (X) is continuous everywhere except at, say; a, b, then the maximal invariant
subspace ofH, Q, P} is the space” (R— {a,b}) constructed in(l1]. In this case, one has to
prove that” (R— {a,b}) is invariant under @/, Although the invariance of”(R— {a, b})
under e'H/N s still to be proven, an examination of the proof of Hunzikeheorem [[2]
suggests that such invariance should hold.
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For other “reasonable” potentials the invariance of theespondingd under time evo-
lution is to be expected, too. By “reasonable” we mean thapthtential can be considered as
a small perturbation to the kinetic energy, in the sense &b 3.

5. Conclusion

We have discussed the problems in defining the Heisenberggiof an algebra of unbounded
observables. We have seen that the Heisenberg picturelisiefgled when the maximal in-
variant subspace of the algebra remains invariant undemtieeevolution group. Such invari-
ance should hold in general, although we have shown it onlyp&bentials that are smooth.
More precisely, whe¥/ (x) is a boundedC”-function with bounded derivatives, Hunziker’'s
theorem has been used to show that the Heisenberg pictuhe aldebra{H,Q,P} is well
defined on the Schwartz space.
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Note: The version of Hunziker’s theorem | provided in this paparasthe most general
one. In fact, after this paper was already in press, | redlithat a theorem by Roberts [4]
combined with the general version of Hunziker’s theorehgj2jrantees that, when the poten-
tial is infinitely differentiable on some open seti®t whose complement has zero Lebesgue
measure, and when the potential satisfies the Kato condRjomhen the maximal invariant
subspace of the algebf#l, Q, P} is dense and invariant under'8"/". In particular, the space
< (R—{a,b}) of [1]] is indeed invariant under the time evolution of the Hatangular barrier
Hamiltonian.
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