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Abstract

We present a suitable framework for the definition of quantum time delay in terms of sojourn
times for unitary operators in a two-Hilbert spaces setting. We prove that this time delay defined in
terms of sojourn times (time-dependent definition) exists and coincides with the expectation value
of a unitary analogue of the Eisenbud-Wigner time delay operator (time-independent definition). Our
proofs rely on a new summation formula relating localisation operators to time operators and on
various tools from functional analysis such as Mackey’s imprimititvity theorem, Trotter-Kato Formula
and commutator methods for unitary operators. Our approach is general and model-independent.
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One can find a large literature on the notion of quantum time delay in the setup of scattering theory
for self-adjoint operators (see for instance [2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 25, 27, 28, 34, 35]). But
as far as we know, there is no mathematical work on quantum time delay in the setup of scattering
theory for unitary operators. The purpose of this paper is to fill in this gap by developing a general
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theory of quantum time delay for unitary operators in a two-Hilbert spaces setting. Namely, we present a
suitable framework for the definition of time delay in terms of sojourn times in dilated regions for quantum
scattering systems consisting in two unitary operators acting in two (a priori different) Hilbert spaces.
Then, we prove under appropriate conditions the existence of this time delay and its equality with the
expectation value of a unitary analogue of the Eisenbud-Wigner time delay operator appearing in the
self-adjoint theory. This establishes in a general unitary setup, as was established before in a general self-
adjoint setup [25], the identity between the time-dependent definition of time delay (with sojourn times)
and the time-independent definition of time delay (with expectation value).

Our framework is the following. Assume that we have a scattering system (Up, U, J) consisting in a
unitary operator U in a Hilbert space H (a full propagator), a unitary operator Uy in a Hilbert space Hg
(a free propagator), and a bounded operator J : Ho — H (an identification operator) such that the wave
operators

Wy = ns;liirrgO U™ JUE Pac(Up)

exist and are partial isometries with initial subspaces ’H,ac C Ho and final subspaces H,c(U). Then, the
scattering operator
Si=WiW_:Hy —HS

is a well-defined unitary operator which commutes with Uy and decomposes into a family of unitary
operators {S(z)} ,eo(u,) in the spectral representation of Up. Assume also that we have a family of mutually
commuting self-adjoint operators @ = (Q1, ..., Qq4) in Ho (position operators) satisfying appropriate
commutations relations with respect to Up. Finally, assume that we have a non-negative even Schwarz
function f € #(RY) equal to 1 on a neighbourhood of 0 € R? (a localisation function). Then, for any
fixed r > 0 and suitable ¢ € H,.(Up), we define the sojourn time of the freely evolving state Uy in the
region defined by the localisation operator f(Q/r) as

@) =Y (U, F(Q/r)U5p),, -
nez
Now, the evolution group {U"}nez acts in H whereas f(Q/r) acts in Ho. Therefore, in order to define
a sojourn time for the corresponding fully evolving state U"W_¢, one needs to introduce a family of
operators L, : H — Ho to inject the operator f(Q/r) in the Hilbert space H (the operators L, must
satisfy some natural conditions which in simple cases are verified if L, = J* for all n € Z). We then define
the sojourn time of the fully evolving state U"W_¢ in the region defined by the localisation operator
f(Q/r) as
Tra(p) =Y (LaU"W_0, F(Q/r)L,U"W_ ), .
neZ

An additional sojourn time appears naturally in this two-Hilbert spaces setting: the time spent by the fully
evolving state U"W_¢ inside the time-dependent subset (1 — L¥L,)H of H

To(p) =Y (UW-o, (1= LjL,)UW_gp), .
nez

The symmetrised time delay 7Y™ (¢) for the scattering system (Up, U, J) is then defined as the difference
between the sojourn times for the fully evolving state U"W_¢ and the sojourn times for the freely evolving
state Ugyp before and after scattering

(@) = (Trale) + T2(9)) — 3 (T2(0) + T2(Sp)).
Our main result, properly stated in Theorem 5.3 and Remark 5.4, is the proof of the existence of the limit
limr—o0 7Y™ (@) and its identity with the expectation value of a unitary analogue of the Eisenbud-Wigner
time delay operator, namely,

ds
im 9™ () = <<p, —5*U0—<P> | (11)
r—o0 dUO HO



To our knowledge, this formula is completely new. It establishes in the unitary setup the identity between
the time-dependent definition of time delay and the time-independent definition of time delay. Under the
additional assumption that the scattering system is elastic in some appropriate sense (namely, that the
operator S commutes with some function of a velocity operator V' defined in terms of Uy and Q), we
show in Theorem 5.9 that the simpler, non-symmetrised time delay

() = (Tra(e) + Ta(9)) — T2 (@)

also exists in the limit r — oo and satisfies

ds
H nsym — i sym — __G* R
lim T797() = lim 97(p) <<p, 505 <p>% | (12)

We give now a more detailed description of the paper. In Section 2, we introduce the free propagator
Uo and the family of position operators @ = (Q1,...,Qq), and we present the general conditions of
regularity and commutation that we impose on Uy and @ (Assumptions 2.2 and 2.4). These conditions,
formulated in terms of the family of unitary operators

Up(x) = e Qe  x e R,

imply the existence of a family of mutually commuting self-adjoint operators V = (V4, ..., Vy) with V;
given by
d : -1

s- o x:oIUO(X)UO
on some appropriate core. The operators V; can be interpreted as the components of the velocity vector
associated to Uy and Q;. Accordingly, the set k(Up) of values in the spectrum o(Uy) where V = 0
(precisely defined in Definition 2.7) plays an important role and is called the set of critical values of Up.
It is a unitary analogue of the set of critial values introduced in [24, Def. 2.5] in the self-adjoint setup.

In Section 3, we use commutator methods for unitary operators [9] to construct a conjugate operator
for Uy and to prove a Mourre estimate for Uy on the set o(Up) \ k(Up) (Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3). As a
consequence, we obtain in Theorem 3.4 a class locally Up-smooth operators on St \ k(Up) and we show
that the operator Uy has purely absolutely continuous in a(Up) \ k(Up). To illustrate these results, we
present in Examples 3.5 and 3.6 the cases where the velocity vector V' is constant and Uy is the time-one
propagator for the Laplacian in RY.

In Section 4, we prove a formula which relates the evolution of the localisation operator (@) under
Up to a time operator T¢. First, we recall in Section 4.1 the properties of averaged localisation functions
Rf : R?\ {0} — C which appears naturally when dealing with quantum time delay. Then, in Section 4.2,
we prove for appropriate vectors ¢ € H,c(Ug) the summation formula

lim 2o, (U "F(Q/NUg — UgF(Q/N)Ug ™) @)y, = (0. Tr 0)sy,- (1.3)

n>0

The proof, given in Theorem 4.6, is not trivial: It involves commutator methods for families of self-adjoint
and unitary operators, the class of locally Up-smooth operators obtained in Section 3, operator identities
following from the Trotter-Kato formula (Lemma 4.5) and a repeated use of Lebesgue's dominated
convergence theorem. The operator T¢ is similar to an operator appearing in the self-adjoint setup [24,
Prop. 5.2]. Its precise definition is given in terms of a quadratic form (see Proposition 4.3), but formally

Tr=3(Q - (VRe)(V) + (VRA(V) - Q).

In Section 4.3, Lemma 4.7, we show that the operators Tr and Uy satisfy under appropriate conditions
the relation
U [Tr. Uo] = —1,



which is the unitary analogue of the canonical time-energy commutation relation of the self-adjoint setup.
Therefore, the operator T¢ can be interpreted as a time operator for Up, and Ty is equal in some suitable
sense to the operator —Uy ddTo~ Indeed, by applying Mackey's imprimitivity theorem [19], we are able to
show that T¢ acts as the differential operator —z % (z € S') in a Hilbert space isomorphic to Ho (see
Remark 4.8). In consequence, the formula (1.3) can be seen as an equality between on the I.h.s. the
difference of times spent by the evolving state UJy in the future (first term) and in the past (second
term) within dilated regions defined by the localisation operators f(Q/r) and on the r.h.s. the expectation
value in @ of the time operator T¢. At the end of Section 4.3, we illustrate these results once again with
the cases where the velocity vector V is constant and Uy is the time-one propagator for the Laplacian in
RY (see Examples 4.9 and 4.10).

In Section 5.1, we prove (1.1), that is, the existence of the symmetrised time delay 7Y™ () in the
limit r — oo and its identity with the expectation value of the unitary analogue of the Eisenbud-Wigner
time delay operator (see Theorem 5.3 and Remark 5.4). The main ingredient of the proof is the summation
formula (1.3). In Section 5.2, under the additional assumption that the scattering operator S commutes
with some appropriate function of the velocity operator V/, we prove that the simpler, non-symmetrised
time delay 7Y™ (¢p) also exists in the limit r — oo and satisfies the same identity (that is, (1.2), see
Theorem 5.9).

Before concluding, we would like to emphasize that our results here in the unitary setup are not a mere
consequence of the corresponding results [24, 25] in the self-adjoint setup. The standard tools allowing one
to go from unitary operators to self-adjoint operators (such as the Cayley transform, functional calculus
or operator logarithms) are not suited for the problem of quantum time delay. Even more, various proofs
in the present paper turn out to be more subtle than the corresponding proofs in the self-adjoint setup.
Some of the reasons explaining this fact are the following:

e |n the unitary setup, the sojourn times are defined as sums over a discrete time n € Z, whereas in
the self-adjoint setup the sojourn times are defined as integrals over a continuous time t € R. So,
in order to obtain results in the unitary setup, one has to evaluate infinite sums, which in general
is more challenging than to evaluate improper integrals. In particular, the proof of the summation
formula (1.3) is more technical than the proof of the corresponding integral formula of the self-
adjoint setup [24, Thm. 5.5], and the proof of the existence of the non-symmetrised time delay
(1.2) relies on a preliminary result based on the Poisson summmation formula (Lemma 5.5) not
needed in the self-adjoint setup.

e The unitary operators Uy and U that we consider are completely general. In particular, there are not
supposed to be time-one propagators of some self-adjoint operators Hyg and H. In consequence, one
cannot apply all the technics coming from the self-adjoint theory. Moreover, one does not have at
disposal a predefined dense set 2 C H; (such as the domain of Hy) where to perform the necessary
the calculations for the free theory. Instead, one has to come up with an assumption on Uy specific
enough to put into evidence a dense set of ¥ C Hy appropriate for the calculations, but general
enough not to oversimplify the theory. Assumption 2.2 fullfils these requirements.

e In the self-adjoint setup, the unitary groups generated by the free Hamiltonian and the time operator
satisfy in favorable situations the Weyl relation. Thus, one can apply Stone-von Neumann theorem
to conclude that the time operator acts as the energy derivative in the spectral representation of
the free Hamiltonian (see [24, Sec. 6]). In the unitary setup, the unitary groups generated by the
free propagator and the time operator satisfy at best only an imprimitivity relation. Thus, one has to
apply Mackey's imprimitivity theorem, which is more complex than Stone-von Neumann theorem,
to conclude that the time operator acts as the energy derivative in the spectral representation of
the free propagator (see Section 4.3).

To conclude, we point out that the theory presented here is general, adapted to cover a variety of
unitary scattering systems, both in the one and two-Hilbert spaces setting. Therefore, we plan in the



future to apply it to various unitary scattering systems, as for instance anisotropic quantum walks as
presented in [22, 23].
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2 Free propagator and position operators

In this section, we recall needed facts on commutators methods, we introduce our assumptions on the
free propagator and the position operators, and we describe a set of critical values of the free propagator
which appears naturally under our assumptions.

We start by recalling some facts on commutators methods borrowed from [1, 11]. Let H be a self-
adjoint operator with domain D(H) and spectrum o(H) in a Hilbert space Hg, and let A be a second
self-adjoint operator with domain D(A) in Ho. We say that H is of class CX(A) with k € N if for some
w € C\ o(H) the map

Rot—e "AH—w) e e B(Ho) (2.1)

is strongly of class C¥. In the case k = 1, the quadratic form
D(A) > ¢ — (@, (H— w)’lAcp>,HO — (A, (H- w)’1<p>,HO eC

extends continuously to a bounded operator denoted by [(H—w) ™%, A]. Furthermore, the set D(H)ND(A)
is a core for H and the quadratic form

D(H)ND(A) 3 ¢ = (Hp, Ap),, — (Ap,Hp), €C

is continuous in the topology of D(H). Thus, it extends uniquely to a continuous quadratic form [H, A]
on D(H) which can be identified with a continuous operator from D(H) to the adjoint space D(H)*, and
the following equality holds:

[(H-w)™ Al ==(H-w) ' [HA(H-w)™ (2.2)

In [11, Lemma 2], it has been shown that if [H, A|D(H) C H, then /™A D(H) C D(H) for each t € R.
Accordingly, we say in the sequel that i[H, A] is essentially self-adjoint on D(H) if [H, A]D(H) C H and
if i[H, A] is essentially self-adjoint on D(H) in the usual sense.

Now, let Q@ = (Q1, ..., Qg) be a family of mutually strongly commuting self-adjoint operators in
Ho (the position operators). Then, any function f € L>(R?) defines by d-variables functional calculus a
bounded operator f(Q) in Hq. In particular, the operator e™Q with x - Q = Zjd:l x;jQj, is unitary in Ho
for each x € RY. In this context, we say that H is of class CK(Q) with k € N if for some w € C \ o(H)
the map

R? 3 x e *Q(H —w) e c B(H) (2.3)

is strongly of class CK. Clearly, if H is of class C*(Q), then H is of class CK(Q);) for each j.

Remark 2.1. The definitions are similar if we consider a bounded operator B € 9%B(Ho) instead of a
self-adjoint operator H. In such a case, we use the notation B € CX(A) if the map (2.1), with (H —w)~*
replaced by B, is strongly of class CX, and we use the notation B € CX(Q) if the map (2.3), with
(H — w)~! replaced by B, is strongly of class CX.

In the sequel, we assume the existence of a unitary operator Uy € %(Ho) (the free propagator) with
associated family of unitary operators

Up(x) i= e Q@ pe™?  x e R,

regular with respect to Q in the following sense:



Assumption 2.2 (Regularity). The map
RY > x = Ug(x)Ust € B(Ho)
is strongly differentiable on a core 9 C Hq of the operator Q2, and for each j € {1, ..., d} the operator
d - -1
Vi =s-—| ilo(x)Us 0, @€,
dXJ x=0

is essentially self-adjoint, with self-adjoint extension denoted by the same symbol. The operator V; is of
class CY(Q), and for each k € {1, ..., d}, i [\/J Qk] is essentially self-adjoint on D(V;), with self-adjoint
extension denoted by \/J’k The operator \/J’k is of class C1(Q), and for each £ € {1, ..., d}, i [\/J’k Qg} is
essentially self-adjoint on D(V/,), with self-adjoint extension denoted by V/y,.

Assumption 2.2 implies that the set Z is a core for all the operators V;, \/J’k and \/J’,ie Assumption
2.2 also implies the invariance of the domains D(V}) under the action of the unitary group {e*®}, pa.
Indeed, the condition [V}, Qx]D(V;) C H and [11, Lemma 2] imply that €@« D(V}) C D(V;) for each
t € R. Thus €'« D(V;) = D(V}) for each t € R, and since this holds for each k € {1,.. ., d} one obtains
that e*®D(V;) = D(V}) for each x € RY. As a consequence, the operators

Vi(x) = e X Qvex@  x e RY,

are self-adjoint operators with domains D(Vj(x)) = D(V;). Similarly, the domains D(\/J’k) are left invariant
by the unitary group {e*"®?}, cra, and the operators

(X)) = e x@ Vi ex@  xeRY,
are self-adjoint operators with domains D(V/(x)) = D(V}}).

Remark 2.3. The operators V; and \/J’k can be interpreted as the components of the velocity vector and
the acceleration matrix associated to the propagator Uy and the position operators Q;.

Our second main assumption on the operators Uy(x) is a commutation assumption:
Assumption 2.4 (Commutation). [Up(x), Up(y)] =0 for all x, y € RY.

Assumption 2.4 implies that the operators Up(x) mutually commute in the strong sense, namely, if
EY() denotes the spectral measure of Uy(x) on the complex unit circle S' := {e’® | § € [0,2m)}, then

[EUO(X)(@)’ EUo(y)(@/)} -0

for all x, y € RY and all Borel sets ©,©’ C S! (see [30, Prop. 5.27]).
Additional commutation relations are obtained in the following lemma:

Lemma 2.5. Let Assumptions 2.2 and 2.4 be satisfied. Then, the operators Uy(x), (\/J-(y)+/')_1, (V5(2)+
/')71 mutually commute for all x,y,z € RY and all j, k, £ € {1, ..., d}.

Proof. Let j, k,&,me {1,..., d}, x,y € RY, and set
RYC) = (Vi(x) + )" and  RY%®) = (Vj,(x) + 1)~
For any @, ¥ € Ho, there exist (©n)nen, (¥n)nen C Z such that

fir [0 = (RY) 0l =0 a0 iy [ = R0, 0.



;I;]his, together with the facts that [Ug(x), iUs(y)Uy ] = 0 and s- d—;\yzo(/uo(y)ugl)*wm = Vi, implies
a

(0, RYUp(x) ViR %), = lim lim (@m, Uo(x)V;¥n)y,

0 m—00 N—00

lim fim - ((IUo()Us ™) 0m, Uo()¥n)yy,

m—ec n=eo dYj|,_g

= lim_im (Viom, Uo(x)¥n)y,

= (9, RV, Us(x)RY ), (2.4)
Since @, ¥ are arbitrary, this implies that

[Uo(x), RY] = —=RY[Uo(x), Vj] RY = 0.
Therefore, we obtain that
[Uo(x), RYW] = e [Ug(x — y), RY] e¥ 9 =0

and thus the operators Up(x) and R%() commute.

A calculation as in (2.4) using the commutation of Up(x)Uy* and RYY) implies that

<<p, R\//'\/J.Rvk(J/)Rij(/}> — <(p’ RVJ'RV*(”\/J-RVJQ/}>

Ho Ho

Since @, ¥ are arbitrary, this implies that
[RVJV R\/k(y)] = _RY [\/J R\/k(y)} RY = 0.
Therefore, we obtain that
I:R\/J(X)’ RVk(Y)} — e~ ixQ [R\/J’ R\/k()/)] eXQ — 0,
and thus the operators RY*) and R%() commute.

Let e, be the ¢-th standard orthonormal vector in R?. Then, the commutation of RY®) and R%)

implies that
RVk(y+ee) _ RVA(y) RVi(y+ee) _ RVi(y)

RY() RY® g eR\{0}.

€ €
Taking the limit € — 0 and using (2.2) and the strong commutation of V;(x) and V,(y), one obtains

RY%) [R\/J(X)’ Vkll(y)} R — 0.

Since the resolvent R%() on the left is injective, this implies that [RY(), V/,(y)] = 0 on D(Vi(x)), and
since D(Vi(x)) is a core for V/,(v) the last equality extends to D(V},(y)). Therefore, we obtain that

I:R\/J(X)’ R\/k/l(y)} = _RV%eW) [R\/J(X)’ Vk’e(Y)] RYe) = 0.
and thus the operators RY®*) and RVe() commute.
The commutation of Up(x) and R%() implies that
RV (y+ee) _ RY(y)  RVilytee) _ YY)

Up(x) . = z Up(x), €€ R\ {0}

Taking the limit € — 0, and using (2.2), the commutation of Uy(x) and RY() and the commutation of
RY%W) y RVa) one obtains that

RO Un(x), V()] R4 = 0
e RY%) RVW) [Uo(X), Vklz()/ﬂ RVeW) RY%W) — o
= R [Ug(x), Vi(y)]| RV = 0.



Therefore, we obtain that
[Up(x), R%W)] = —RY%W) [Up(x), Vig(y)] RV = 0,

and thus the operators Up(x) and R%:(Y) commute.
Finally, the commutation of RV« and RYin) is proved in a similar way. The details are left to the
reader. O

Lemma 2.5 and [30, Prop. 5.27] imply that the operators Uy(x), V;(y) and V/,(z) mutually commute
in the strong sense for all x,y,z € R? and all j, k, £ € {1,..., d}, that is, the spectral projections of
Uo(x), Vi(y) and V/,(z) mutually commute for all x,y,z € RY and all j, k, £ € {1, ..., d}. Using these
commutation relations, we can establish other useful facts:

Lemma 2.6. Let Assumptions 2.2 and 2.4 be satisfied.

(a) Forallje{1,..., d}, x € RY and ¢ € 9, one has

d . _ _
s- JIUQ(X)UO Yo = Vi(x)Ug(x)Ug ep.
j

(b) ForallneZ andje{1,..., d}, one has
Us (D(Q)) N D(V)) = D(Q)) N D(V)).
(c) ForallneZ,je{1,..., d} and ¢ € D(Q;) N D(V}), one has
UgQilp "o = (Qj — nV))e,
and the operator (Q; — nV}) is essentially self-adjoint on D(Q;) N D(V;).

(d) Forallx € R? and n € Z, the operator (x-Q—n(x-V)) is essentially self-adjoint on D(x-Q)ND(x-V),
with self-adjoint extension

(x-Q@—=n(x-V)) I D(x-Q)ND(x-V)=Ui(x-Q)Uy".

(e) Forallj ke {l,..., d}, one has V), = V.

The result of point (c) has the following interpretation: After time n, the position UJQ;Uy " of the
quantum system with propagator Uy is equal to the value @ of its initial position minus n times the value
V of its initial velocity.

Proof. (a) Let ¢ € 2 and ¢ € =2 2. Then, one has
<1l)v S_dd_XJI'UO(X)Uo—l(p>HO — &l_[;% <,¢'v é(e—fx-Q U()(Eej) eix-Q Uo—l _ e—ix-Q UO efx-Q U()—l)(p>H0
= lim (—L(Uo(eg))Uyt — 1) €™ Qap, Up e Ug o)y, -
Since Q1) € @, Assumption 2.2 implies that

—sa-mg(uo(eej)uo L—1)" ey =V ey,

Thus,
(5L ilo()Uq ), = (V€™ O, Uo e Uy o), = (1, V(x)Uo(x)Ug “0),,



with Up(x)Ug e € D(Vj(x)) = D(V}) due to the commutation of Vj(x) and Up(x)Uy . Since 2 is dense
in Ho and e Q : Hy — Ho is a homeomorphism, the set of vectors 1 is dense in Hg, and thus

s——/UO(x)UO 0 = Vi(x)Uo(x)Uy 0.
(b) Let ¢ € D(Q;)ND(V;) and t € R\ {0}. Then,
(e 1)Uyt = U(te) (e —1)p + (U(te) ' — Uyt
and point (a) and Lemma 2.6 imply for each ¥ € 2 that

(W, (U(teg) ™t = Uy e > te)Us ' — 1)9. Uy (p>7~Lo

u(
/ s 35 U(se)U ', Uo_l‘P>
Ho

=((
<
< dsV(seJ)U(seJ)UO Y, Uy <p>
o

o

Ho

i [ dsuse)- V(Sej)w>
Ho

Since Z is dense in Hp, it follows that

t
(e 1)Uyt = U(te) (e —1)p + i/ dsU(se) tV(se)ep,
0

and thus that _ _
QUp e =slim (e —1)Usp = Uy 'Qj — U Ve,

Therefore, we have shown that Uy (D(Q;) N D(V})) C D(Q;) with
UoQiUs te = (Qi = V)¢

for all ¢ € D(Q;) ND(V)). Since Uy* and V; commute, we also have Uy ' (D(Q;) N D(V})) C D(V;), and
thus
Uy (D(Q) ND(V))) € D(Q)) ND(V)). (2.5)

Starting with the expression (e ™/t® —1)Uye, we can show with similar arguments that
Us (D(Q)) ND(V))) € D(Q)) ND(V)) (2.6)

and that
Up ' Qjlov = (Qi + V)

for all ¢ € D(Q;) ND(V}). Using (2.5) and (2.6) we get
D(Q) ND(V;) = UplUy * (P(Q)) N D(V))) € Lo (P(Q)) N D(V))) € (D(Q)) ND(V))).
Thus, we obtain U (D(Q;) N D(V))) = (D(Q,) N D(V})), which in turn implies for each n € Z that
Ug (D(Q)) N'D(V))) = D(Q;) N D(V)).

(c) We prove the first claim by induction on n > 0 (the case n < 0 is similar). The case n = 0 is
trivial, the case n = 1 has been shown in the proof of point (b), and in the case n—1 > 1 we assume that
the claim is true. Then, to prove the claim in the case n, we take ¢ € D(Q;) ND(V}) and use successively



the fact that Uy ' (D(Q;) N D(V})) = D(Q;) N D(Vj), the induction hypothesis, the commutation of V;
and Uy, and the claim in the case n = 1 to obtain the equalities

UsQiUp "o = Uo(Q; — (n = 1)V)) Ug e
= UoQ;Uy 'o — (n = 1)Vjp
= (@ —V)e—(n—1)Vp
=(Qj—nVje.

The second claim follows from the first claim if one takes into account the fact that & is a core for
Q; and the inclusions
D(Q)ND(V) = Ug (D(Q)) ND(V) > UgZ,
which follow from point (b) and the definition of the set Z.
(d) Point (c) implies that

Up(x-Q)Ug" = (x-Q = n(x-V)) on L, (D(Q)ND(V)). (27)
Furthermore, point (b) implies that
N1 (D(Q) ND(V)) = N, UG (D(Q) ND(V))) D Ug 2.

Since 2 is a core for x - Q (because Z is dense in D(Q?) C D(x - Q)), it follows from (2.7) that the
operator (x - Q — n(x-V)) is essentially self-adjoint on N_, (D(Q;) N D(V})), and thus essentially self-
adjoint on D(x - Q) N D(x - V). This, together with the uniqueness of the self-adjoint extension of an
essentially self-adjoint operator, implies that

(- Q= n(x-V)) ID(x- @) ND(x-V) = [x-Q = n(x-V)) I N, (D(Q) N D))
= Ud(x-Q)U," 1 L, (D(Q;) N D(V)))
=Us(x-Q)Uy".

(e) Let ¢, 9 € Z. Using the facts that 7 C D(V;) C D(V},), that V), | Z = i[V;,Q«] | 2, that
2 C D(Q;) N D(Vj) and point (b), we obtain the equalities

(0. Vi), = (Vi 1Qutb)yy, = (Quep. Vi),
= dtlimo (<Uo(tej)U61<p, Qi) yy, + (Quep, Uo(tej)U61¢>no)
= £l ({7 Uo €% Uy M0, Qutp),, + (Quep, 7% Up €@ U ), )
= (iUoQiUy '0, Q) + (= iQjw0, Qi) + (Qrw, iUo@;Ug M),
+(Qup, —iQ),,.. (2.8)

with
(= iQip. Qs = el o e "y, Q) gy, = (Quep. iQjb),, -
Thus, using the fact that s—%}tzg (Uo(—tex)Uy )" = —iVi on 2, we obtain

(2.8) = (QUp M0, —iUg " Qud),,. + ( — iUp "Qup, QiUg M),
= &l ((QUU 0. Ug e ),y + (U e 0,Q U7 ), )
= & ((QUz "0, e U5 (Un(—te) U ) )y,
+(eT U (Uo(—te)Ug ) ", QJU()_1¢>’;‘-[0)

= (QiUs "0, —iQuUg )y, + (QiUg ', —iUg Vi), + ( — iQuUs M0, QiU ),
+ < — /'Ugle(p, QJU611[)>HO, (2.9)
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with
(Qilp e, —iQuUy M), = il —o(QiUs 0, e U M), = (1QuUy 0, QiUg M),

Therefore, using the fact that Ugl, Vi and Vk’j strongly commute, we obtain

(2.9) = (QiUp to, =iViUg M), +( = iVilUg to, QiU '),
= (Uy . ilVie, Qi1Uy ¢> Ho
= <U0 @, VkJUO "P>Ho
= (@ Vig¥)y,
Since 7 is dense in Ho, it follows that Vii4 = V4. Thus, Vi, =V}, on Z, and since 7 is a core for V},
and Vj;, we conclude that V, = V. g

In rest of the section, we introduce and describe a set of critical values of Uy which appears naturally
under our assumptions. For this, we use the notation V := (W, ..., V) for the velocity vector operator,
for each measurable function f : R? — C we define the operator f(V/) by using the d-variables functional
calculus, and we use the shorthand notation

EY(X\6) :=E%({e® |0 (A=6X+8)}), Xeo,2m), §>0.

Definition 2.7 (Critical values of Up). A number e € S! is called a regular value of Uy if there exists
0 > 0 such that

2(\/2 “LrUo(y.
m}“ (V2(V2+1) " +e)'E "N 0)| gy < 00 (2.10)

A number e € St that is not a regular value of Uy is called a critical value of Uy, and we denote by
k(Uo) the set of critical values of Uy.

Lemma 2.8. Let Assumptions 2.2 and 2.4 be satisfied.
(a) k(Up) is closed.
(b) The limit limgo || (V2 (V2 + 1)71 + E)flEUO(@)Hgg(HO) is finite for each closed set © C S'\ k(Up).
(c) For each closed set © C St \ k(Up), there exists a > 0 such that

E%(0) = EV([a, o0)) E¥(©).

One could have the impression that the result of point (c) also holds in the other direction; namely
that for each a > 0, there exists a closed set © C St \ k(Up) such that

EV*([a,00)) = E%(©)EY ([a, 20)).
But this is not true in general, as can be seen for instance in Example 3.6.

Proof. The proof of (a) is similar to the one of [24, Lemma 2.6(a)]. (b) follows directly by invoking a
compacity argument. For (c), if EY% (@) = 0 or V2 is strictly positive, then the claim is trivial. So, assume
that EY%(©) # 0 and that V2 is not strictly positive, that is, 0 € o(V/?). Suppose by absurd that there
is no a > 0 such that £%(0) = EY*([a, 00)) EY(©). Then, for each n € N*, there exists 9, € Ho such
that £Y°([0,1/n))EY% (@), # 0, and the vectors

EV*([0.1/n)) E%(©)4,
IEV2([0,1/n)) EY(©)¢nlla,

n-—

11



satisfy E%(©)w, = EV*([0,1/n))@n = @n and ||@,l3, = 1. It follows from (b) that

-1

Const. > Iim [(v2(v2+1)" + 5)_1EU0(9)||@(H0)

) -1 -1

> lim [[(VA(v2+1) 7 +¢) T ER(©)enly,
) -1 —1 2

= lim [ (V2(V2+ 1)+ e) BV (10.1/m) 0,

> En\r% (" (1) 4 €) T Hlnll

=14+n

which leads to a contradiction when n — oo. O

3 Locally Uy-smooth operators

In this section, we exhibit a class of locally Up-smooth operators and prove that Uy has purely absolutely
continuous spectrum in o(Up) \ k(Up) using commutator methods for unitary operators [9]. We start with
the construction of a conjugate operator for Uy. For each j € {1,..., d}, we set ) := \/J-(\/J-2 + 1)71.

Since
M= (Vi) (=) (Y +i)

' e CY(Q)), we have M; € CY(Q)) [L, Prop. 5.1.5]. Thus MN,D(Q,) C D(Q;), and the

with (\/j + /')
operator

d
0:=13 (NQ+QMN)e. ¢enl,DQ).
j=1

is well-defined and symmetric. In fact, the operator A is essentially self-adjoint:

Lemma 3.1 (Conjugate operator for Up). Let Assumptions 2.2 and 2.4 be satisfied. Then, the operator
A is essentially self-adjoint on D(Q?), and its closure A := A is essentially self-adjoint on any core for

Q>

Proof. We apply the commutator criterion of essential self-adjointness [20, Thm. X.37]. Let M =
(My, ..., My), and for n > 1 define the self-adjoint operator N := Q2+M2+n with domain D(N) = D(Q?).
In the form sense on D(N), one has

N? = Q%+ N*+ n” +2nQ% + 2nMN° + QM7 + M°Q?
d

=Q*+ M+ n?+2nQ*+2nN% + Y (QMEQ; + Me@2M) + R
J k=1

with R := Zﬁk:l (Mk[My, Q1Q; + Q[Q;, Mk Mk + [Mk, Qj]%). Now, the following inequality holds

d d
ST MMk, QIQ) + QR MidMi) > —dQ% = 3 MM, Q1.
Jik=1 J.k=1

Thus, there exists ¢ > 0 such that R > —dQ?—c. Altogether, we have shown in the form sense on D(N)

that
d

N2> Q44N+ (2 = 0)+ (20— d) QP+ 20 + > (QM3Q; + MiQ2M),
J k=1

12



where the r.h.s. is a sum of positive terms for n large enough. In particular, one has for ¢ € D(N) and
jed{l, ..., d}

IN@l3,, > (M Q]I + 1Tl
which implies that

140l < 337 (M@l + M0l ) < d Nl

J=1
It remains to estimate the commutator [A, N]. In the form sense on D(N), one has
d

204N =Y ([N, QQQk + QulMy, QlQ; + QM QulQ + Qi QM. Qi]

k=1
+ MQ;, MMy + MM [Q;, Mi] + [Q;, MMM + M [Q;, MA]T;).

The last four terms are bounded. For the other terms, the fact that I1; € CQ(Q), together with the
bounds

‘<QJ’<P, BQk@>HO

< 1Bl a9, Q%¢),,, < Const. (o, No)w,, ¢ € D(N), B € B(H),
leads to the desired estimate, namely, (¢, [A, N]<p>H0 < Const. (@, No)y, . O
The operator Uy is regular with respect to A :

Lemma 3.2. Let Assumptions 2.2 and 2.4 be satisfied. Then, the operator Uy is of class C(A) with
[A Uol = Uo X0, VA(VP +1) .
Proof. Let ¢ € 2 C D(Q?). Using the fact that [Up, ;] = 0 for each j € {1,..., d}, we obtain

(A(p, UO(p>H0 - <(P, UOA(p>H0
d

=13 (M@ + Q). Uy, — (0. Uo (M@, + QM) )0), )

=1

.
Il

I
N[
(]~
&=

1 (< _ /(HJ eix-Q +eix-Q rlj)(P, UO(p>’,L[O _ <(pv /U()(HJ efix-Q _i_efix-Q l_lj)(p>7_[0)

.
Il
—

I
=
=

Il
=

: (e iy [e7, UoJp),, + (0.i[e72, L] M)y, )

X=
J

Now, a direct calculation shows that
[e7™Q Up] = (Uo(x)Ugt = 1)Upe ™ = e ™ P Ug(1 — Uo(—x)Up 1),
and the fact that M; € C(Q;) implies that M; ¢ € D(Q;). Thus,
(A, Uop), — (0, UoAQ)n,

d
> 3
dx;

Jj=1

NI

x=0

(( e M, iUo(1 — Uo(—x)Up )0, + ((Uo(x)Ug " = 1) @, ilp ™™ ﬂj<p>H0)

I
NI
Nl

((rw, UoVp)yy, + (V0. Uoﬂj‘P>Ho)
1

J

d
= <¢,,UO VR (1 + 1)‘1<o>
j=1

Ho
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Since Z is a core for @2, and thus for A by Lemma 3.1, this implies that Uy € C1(A) with
d
[A U] = Uo Y VA (V2 +1
=1

Finally, since Uy € C(A) and Zj'/:l V2 (V2 + 1)_1 € CY(A), we infer from [1, Prop. 5.1.5] that
d
[A Uol = Uo D VA (V2+1) " e CY(A),
=1
and thus that Uy € C%(A). O

Using Lemma 3.2, we can prove a Mourre estimate for U on the set St \ k(Up) :

Lemma 3.3 (Mourre estimate for Up). Let Assumptions 2.2 and 2.4 be satisfied, and let e € S'\ k(Up).
Then, there exist a,d > 0 such that

EY(X; 8)Uy HA, Ug)EY (X;8) > aEY(X; ).
Proof. Since e” € S'\ k(Up) and Uy and V2 strongly commute, there exists § > 0 such that
Const. > fim [| (v*(V2 + 1) +6)  EY )| ey
= lim [E% (N 6) (VA(V2 4 1) T EY (N 6) +€) T EY (N 8)]| g
= Im [|(v>(v*+ 1) ER6) +€) |y (3.1)
with Has := EY(X;6)Ho. Furthermore, we have
[(V2(V2+ 1) E% (X 6) + 8)71”‘@(7{;,5) =(ate)h

with a > 0 the infimum of the spectrum of V2 (V2 + 1)_1EU°()\; 8) in Hxs. Thus, (3.1) entails the bound
a~! < Const., which implies that a # 0. In consequence,

VE(V2 1) TEY (X 6) > aEY (N 6),
with a > 0. This fact, together with the equality [A, Ug] = U Zf’:l v? (\/J2 + 1)_1 of Lemma 3.2, implies
that
E%(X\;8)Us LA, UlEY (X; 6) = Z\ﬂ +1)TTE% (X 6)
> v2(v2 +1)TE% (N 6)
>aE%(X;0),
which proves the claim. O

We now exhibit a class of locally Up-smooth operators and prove that Uy has purely absolutely
continuous spectrum in o(Up) \ k(Up). For this, we recall that an operator B € %#(Hy) is locally Up-
smooth on an open set © C S! if for each closed set @' C © there exists cer > 0 such that

> IBUSE (€|, < corllollf,  for all o € Ho.

nez
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We also recall that the space (D(A),’Ho)l/2 , Is defined by real interpolation (see [1, Sec. 3.4.1]). Since
N, € CY(Q;) foreach j € {1, ..., d}, we have D({(Q)) C D(A). Therefore, it follows by interpolation [1,
Thm. 2.6.3 & Thm. 3.4.3.(a)] that we have the continuous embeddings

D((Q)°) C (D(A), Ho),,,, ©H C ((D(A) Ho), ) CDUQY™)., 5> 1/2 (3.2)

Theorem 3.4 (Locally Up-smooth operators). Let Assumptions 2.2 and 2.4 be satisfied.
(a) The spectrum of Uy in o(Uy) \ k(Uy) is purely absolutely continuous.
(b) Each operator B € (D((Q)~°), Ho), with s > 1/2, is locally Uy-smooth on S' \ k(Up).

Proof. The first claim follows from Lemmas 3.2-3.3 and [9, Thm. 2.7]. The second claim follows from
the embeddings (3.2) and [9, Prop 2.9]. O

Example 3.5 (V' constant). Assume that there exist a dense set G C Ho and v € R9 \ {0} such that
s-Lilo(te))Uygto = viUo(te)Uptp, tEeR, je{l,..., d}, 9 €G.

Then, Up(te;) = e~'% Uy on G, and thus Up(te;) = €=t Uy by the density of G. It follows that Up(x) =
eV, for each x € RY and that VV = v. Thus, Assumptions 2.2 and 2.4 are satisfied. Moreover, since
we have for all e* € St and § > 0 that

. ~1 ~1 _
EI@)H(VZ(VZ +1) " 4¢€) E®(X0) B0ty SV (v 4+1) < oo,

the set k(Uy) of critical values of Uy is empty, and Theorem 3.4(a) implies that o(Up) = 0ac(Up).

Example 3.6 (Time-one propagator for the Laplacian). Let Uy be the time-one propagator for the
Laplacian in RY. That is, let Q = (Q1, ..., Qg) and P = (P, ..., Pq) be the usual families of position
and momentum operators in the Hilbert space Ho = L2(RY), and let Uy = e "F° be the time-one
propagator for the operator P? in Hg. In such a case, the set of Schwartz functions 2 = .#(R?) is a
core for Q2, we have for each x € RY

Uo(X) — e ixQ efiP2 eixQ — efi(P+x)2Y

and the operator Up(x)Ust = e /(P+X)° &P js strongly differentiable on 9. Straightforward calculations
show that V; = 2P;, Vi = 24k and Vi, = 0 for j k. £ € {1, ..., d} and dji the Kronecker delta function.
Thus, Assumptions 2.2 and 2.4 are satisfied. Moreover, since we have for e* € S' and § > 0 that

im [[(V2(v2 1) o) TER ()|

0 2 2 -1 1 e Py, H
im _l@)H(w 4P+ 1) 4+e) T ETT (M 6)

B(Ho) B(Ho) '

the set of critical values of Uy is the singleton k(Up) = {1}, and Theorem 3.4(a) implies that o(Up) =
Uac(UO)-

4 Summation formula

In this section, we prove and give an interpretation of a summation formula which relates the evolution
of the localisation operator f(Q) under Up to a time operator T¢.
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4.1 Averaged localisation functions

First, we recall some properties of a class of averaged localisation functions which appears naturally when
dealing with quantum time delay. These functions, which are denoted Ry, are constructed in terms of
functions f € L>®(RY) of localisation around the origin 0 of R?. They were already used, in one form or
another, in [12, 24, 25, 33, 34].

Assumption 4.1. The function f € L=(R9) satisfies the following conditions:
(i) There exists p > 0 such that |f(x)| < Const. (x)~* for almost every x € RY.
(i) f =1 on a neighbourhood of 0.

If f satisfies Assumption 4.1, then s-lim, ., f(Q/r) = 1. Furthermore, one has for each x € R\ {0}

+o00
dIJ/ I-l/_(1+p) < 00,

*du Ldu
/ — (F(ux) - X[o,1](ﬂ))‘ < / — |f(ux) — 1]+ Const./
0 H 0o M 1
where x[0.1] denotes the characteristic function for the interval [0, 1]. Therefore the function

+o0 d/J/

Rf:RY\ {0} = C, x— /0 I(f(MX) = X[0.1] (M))

is well-defined. If R% := (0, 00), endowed with the multiplication, is seen as a Lie group with Haar measure
%‘, then Ry is the renormalised average of f with respect to the (dilation) action of R% on RY.

In the next lemma we recall some differentiability and homogeneity properties of Rs. We also give
the explicit form of VR¢ when f is a radial function. The reader is referred to [34, Sec. 2] for proofs and
details.

Lemma 4.2. Let Assumption 4.1 be satisfied.

(a) If (0;f)(x) exists for all j € {1,..., d} and x € RY, and if there exists some p' > 0 such that
1(8;F)(x)| < Const.{x)~(*¢) for each x € RY, then Ry is differentiable on R \ {0} with partial
derivative given by

@R = [ du (@)
In particular, if f € .7 (RY) then Ry € C®(R\ {0}).
(b) If Rr € C™(RY\ {0}) for some m > 1, then R¢ satisfies the homogeneity properties
x - (VRf)(x) = —1, (4.1)
t(8%Ryr)(tx) = (8% Rr) (), (4.2)
where x € R9\ {0}, t > 0 and a € N9 s a multi-index with 1 < |a| < m.

(c) If f is radial, i.e. there exists fy € L>(R) such that f(x) = fo(|x|) for almost every x € RY, then
Rr € C®(R?\ {0}) and (VR¢)(x) = —x"2x for x € R\ {0}.

Obviously, one can show as in Lemma 4.2(a) that Rf € C™(RY \ {0}) if (8%f)(x) exists for all
x € R? and a € N with |a| < m, and |(8%f)(x)| < Const.({x)~*+#) some o' > 0. However, this is not
a necessary condition. In some cases (as in Lemma 4.2(c)), the function R¢ is very regular outside the
point O even if f is not continuous.
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4.2 Proof of the summation formula

In the sequel, we let D be any self-adjoint operator in Ho satisfying the following: D and Uy strongly
commute, and if p € C(R), then there exists n € CZ°(R) such that p(D) = p(D)n(V?). Obviously,
the simplest choice is to take D = V2, but in certain cases other choices can be more convenient. For
instance, when U is the time-one propagator of some self-adjoint operator Ho, that is, Uy = e~ it can
be more advantageous to take D = Hy (see Section 5.1 for more comments on this). With the operator
D at hand, we define for each t > 0 the set

D; = {w € D((Q)") | ¢ = {(Up)w = p(D)g for some ¢ € C(S*\ k(o)) and p € C=(R)} .

The sets D, are well-defined because the set of critital values k(Up) is closed due to Lemma 2.8(a).
Furthermore, we have Dy, C Dy, if t; > t», and Theorem 3.4(a) implies that D; is included in the
subspace Hac(Up) of absolute continuity of Up.

In the next proposition, we define the operator T¢. For that purpose, we consider the operators \/J’k
as the components of a d-dimensional (Hessian) matrix which we denote by V'’ (VT stands for its matrix
transpose). Also, we use sometimes the notation C~! for an operator C a priori not invertible. In such a
case, the operator C~1 is restricted to a set where it is well-defined.

Proposition 4.3 (Operator Ty). Let Assumptions 2.2, 2.4 and 4.1 be satisfied, and assume that Ry €
CL(R9\ {0}). Then, the map

d
tr:D1—C o3y (( ( Qie. (BiRr)(V)0),,, + ((0iR7) (V)e, Qj<p>%) ,

j=1

is well-defined. Moreover, if (9;R¢)(V)p € D(Q;) for eachj € {1, ..., d}, then the operator
Trg:=1(Q- (VRAV) + (VR() - QIVI ™ + (VR () - (VTV)IVI ) 9, 0D (43)

satisfies tr(@) = <<p, Tr <p>HO for each ¢ € Dy. In particular, T¢ is a symmetric operator if f is real and
Dy is dense in Hog.

Remark 4.4. (a) The operator on the r.h.s. of (4.3) is rather complicated, and one could be tempted
to replace it by the simpler operator 3(Q - (VRf)(V) + (VR¢)(V) - Q). Unfortunately, a precise meaning
for this operator is not available at this level of generality; it can be rigorously defined only in concrete
examples.

(b) If ¢ € Dy and f either belongs to ./ (RY) or is radial, then the assumption (8;R¢)(V)p € D(Q;)
holds for each j € {1,..., d}. Indeed, due to Lemma 2.8(c) and the definition of Dy, there exists n €
C((0,00)) such that (8;R¢)(V)e = (8;R¢)(V)n(V?)@, and we have the inclusion (8;R¢)(V)n(V?) €
CY(Qy) due to Lemma 4.2 and [24, Prop. 5.1]. Thus, (8;R¢)(V)@ € D(Q)).

Proof of Proposition 4.3. Let ¢ € D;. Then, there exists n € C2((0,00)) such that (8;R¢)(V)p =
(8iR¢)(V)n(V?) . Thus, we have H(GJ-Rf)(V)wHHO < Const. ||@]|#, as in Remark 4.4(b), and we obtain

|t ()] < Const. @I, [{Q)¢llx,,

which implies the first part of the proposition. For the second part, it is sufficient to show that

d
> (@R V)0, Q) = (0. ((TRO(Y) - QIVIT +i(VRA () - (VIV)IVI ) )

0
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Using Formula (4.2) and [8, Eq. 4.3.2], we get

d
> (BRIV)0. Qw)y,
=1

M=

>~ (@R (FIVI0. Q)

1 Ho

—.
Il

Mm.

Vv 2 -1/2 ~ . N1
lg\n@)gm(am(v) 0. (V2 +e) Q1 4180) o)

0. (VR (1) - Q|V|‘1w>%

o~ -

+ 1Zl@)gm/wdtrm<(em(%) NV +er T Q(1+i8Q) o) . (44)

Ho
Now, using Assumption 2.2 and the fact that ¢ = n(V2)p with n € C2°((0, 00)), we obtain that

im [(V2 46+ 6) Q1+ 8Q) @ = 2i(V e+ ) H(VTV) 0

6—0
So,
d . B
40 =3 i [ o (@R) (e 2V +e k0 V) 0),
d
lim ( (6;R7) L)(p,/(V2+E)_3/2(VlTV).(p
J; < V J >’HO
= (0. i(VRA() - (VTV)VI0)
and thus

S (@R V)0 0y = (0. ((VRA(F) - QI +i(VRA () - (VTV)IVI?) )
j=1
O

If £ is radial, then (8;R¢)(x) = —x2x; due to Lemma 4.2(c), and Formula (4.3) holds by Remark
4.4(b). Thus,

Tr=T=-(Q %+ % QW+ (V1V)) on D. (4.5)

In the next lemma, we establish identities necessary for the proof of the main theorem of this section.
We use the symbol . for the Fourier transformation on RY, and the symbol dx for the measure on R¢
making .Z a unitary operator in L?(RY, dx).

Lemma 4.5. Let Assumptions 2.2 and 2.4 be satisfied.

(a) For each compact set | CR, f € #(RY), n € Z and v > 0, we have the identities
Uy "FvQ)UGEY (1) = / dx (FF)(x) evxQ ein Jy ds (eVNE () pV2 (1 (4.6)
Rd

Ev2(/)USf(UQ)UO_n _ E\/2(/) / dx (ﬁf)(x) e—/'ﬂfi, ds (x-V(sx))EV* (1) e/‘ux-Q’ (4.7)
]Rd
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with [ ds (x - V(sx))EV" (1) the Bochner integral of the map
[0,4] 25 (x-V(sx))EV*(I) € B(Ho).

(b) For each compactset | CR, k€ {1,..., d}, x € R? and v > 0, we have the identity
d

o Ouds (x-V(sx))EV*(1) = vVi(wx)EV ().

with ddi the derivative in the topology of (Hy).

Proof. (a) Using functional calculus, we obtain

G (FF)) @D = [ ge(FF) (0 @AM
d

R

Uy "F(v@)UG = f(vUy "QUE) = /

Rd

Moreover, we know from Lemma 2.6(d) that

U "(x- QU = (x-Q+n(x-V)) I D(x-Q)ND(x-V).

Thus, it follows by the Trotter-Kato formula [21, Thm. VIII.31] that

. . m
Uy "FvQ)Up " = / dx (FF)(x) s-lim (e Q/m guntevs/m) T
R m—00
. . . . . ivn m (-1v
Now, an induction argument shows that (e*(<@)/m e“’”(X'V)/m)m = elv(xQ) ¢ i v (2 X), Indeed,
for m = 1 the claim is trivial. For m — 1 > 1, we assume that the claim is true. Then, for m > 3 the
change of variable y := ’”T‘lx and the induction hypothesis imply that

(e/'u(x-Q)/m efun(x-\/)/m) m_ (eiu(y-Q)/(m—l) efun(y-V)/(m—l)) m-1 iv(x:Q)/m givn(x:V)/m

_ oiyQ) o S vV (SR y) Giv(xQ)/m givn(xV)/m

— W(m=1)(xQ)/m 6%7 S, X-V((Z_"?)UX) eV(x:Q)/m givn(x:V)/m

i — .

_ e/l/(X-Q) e% Dy x-V((Tm”x—ﬁ—ﬁ X) e/un(X-V)/m
. v —1)v

_ ev(xQ) g4 S v (E14x)

Thus,

(=1)v

Ug”f(uQ)UgEVZ(/):/ dx (FF)(x) e s fim ' iV (Gx) gv2 gy,
R4 m—o0

But, using the continuity of the map %(Ho) > B +— €8 € %(Ho), the mutual strong commutation of
the operators Vj(-) and the boundedness of the operator (x -V (4-24x)) EV*(/), we obtain that

s-lime’m e v (£22x) EV(1) = elimmee TF 2is (v (4522) ) £V 1) EV:(1)
m—o0
_ emfo”ds(x-V(sx))EV2(/) EVZ(/)

with u-lim the limit in the topology of %(Ho). This concludes the proof of (4.6). The proof of (4.7) is

similar.
(b) Letj e {1,..., d}. Then, Assumption 2.2 and [1, Prop. 5.1.2(b)] imply that V; € C2(Q, D(V;), Ho).
which in turns implies that Vj € C}(Q, D(V}), Ho) (see [L, Sec. 5.2.2]). Thus, the map

R? 3 x — Vi(x))EV (1) € B(Ho)
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is differentiable in the topology of 2(Ho), with derivative g2-Vi(x)EV" (/) = V/,(x)EV(/). Using this fact,
Lemma 2.6(e) and an integration by parts, one obtains that

d v v v d
o ds (X-V(SX))E\/z(/)Z/ dst(sx)EVz(/)—i—/ ds ijs /L (sx)EV (1)
k Jo 0 0 -
J=1
v 5 v d 5
:/ ds Vi(sx)EY (/)+/ dss Y xVii(sx)EV (1)
0 0 =
v 2 v 2
:/ ds Vi(sx)EY (/)+/ dssdd—SVk(sx)EV (N
0 0
= V(v )EV (1),
which proves the claim. O

The next theorem is the main result of this section; it relates the evolution of the localisation operator
f(Q) under Up to the operator Tr.

Theorem 4.6 (Summation formula). Let Assumptions 2.2 and 2.4 be satisfied, and let f € .#(R9) be
even and equal to 1 on a neighbourhood of 0 € RY. Then, we have for each ¢ € D,

lim 3 D {0, (U "F(vQ)Us — UgF(vQ)Uy ") @), = (). (4.8)

n>0

Note that the sum on the I.h.s. of (4.8) is finite for each v > 0 because f(vQ) can be factorised as
1/2 1/2
FvQ) = |FwQ)["? - san(F(vQ)) |F(vQ)|"?,

with ‘f(uQ)‘l/Z locally Up-smooth on S' \ k(Up) due to Theorem 3.4(b). Furthermore, since Remark
4.4(b) applies, the r.h.s. of (4.8) can also be written as the expectation value (¢, Tr¢),, .

Proof. (i) Let ¢ € D, and v > 0. Then, there exist a real function n € C°((0,00)) and a compact set
I € (0, 00) such that ¢ = n(V?)p = EV"(I)p, and it follows from Lemma 4.5 that

>~ (0. (U FvQ)US — USF(v@)UG "))y,

n>0

=3 [ ax(F000) (o (m(v2) e enii s v
n>0 /R?

_e—in jﬂ/ ds (x-V(sx))EV (1) elvxQ 77(\/2)) (P>
Ho

_ Z /Rd dx (ﬂf)(x) <(P, (eiux-Q 77(\/(1/X)2) efﬂfoudS(X-V(SX))EVZ(/)
n>0

_ein jﬂ/ ds (x-V/(sx))EV (1) ’I’](V(*l/X)2) eiux-Q) (P>
Ho

_ Z/ dx (FF)(x) <(P, ((eiuX-Q _1)77(\/([/)()2) einfouds(x-v(sx))Ev2(/)
n>0 /R?

_e—inf?ds (x-V(sx))EV (1) n(V(fux)z) ( ivx-Q 71)) (p>7{
0

+ / dx (FF00) (i, (m(V(x)?) &S =GV =0E70)
Rd

n>0

— e CVENETD (v (—1x)?) ) ) (4.9)

Ho
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But, by using the change of variable x’ = —x and the fact .#f is even, one obtains that the second term
in (4.9) is equal to zero. Thus,

lim > (o, (Ug"FvQ)US — UsF(vQ)Ug ")),
vN\0 >0

i @ vxQ 2\ ain [ ds (x-V(sx))EV? (1)
J@Og/uad dx (FF)(x) <<p, ((e Dn(V(vx)?)emlo

0

_eminfS, ds (x-V(sx))EV> (1) n(V(fux)2) ( eivx-Q 71)) (p> (4.10)

Ho’

and in point (ii) below we show that we can replace the sum over n by an integral over t :

(410) = lim / dt/ dx (yf)(x) <(p’ ((eiux-Q *1)7’](\/(UX)2) eftj‘[)”dS(X-V(SX))EVZ(/)
L/\O 0 Rd
it 2, ds (x-V(sx))EVZ (1) BRI 2
e n(V(—vx)?)(e 1)) <p>HO.
Thus, using the change of variable u := vt, we get
lim » (o, (Uy"f(vQ)Ug — Ugf(vQ)Uy ") @),

r\0
\‘nZO

= Iim/ dp,/ dx (Ff)(x) <<p, (%(e'“X'Q—l)n(V(z/xf) et J3 ds eV (sx)EV (1)
vNO /o Rd

_ e % J°, ds (x-V(sx))EV* (1) ’f)(\/(—l/x)2) % ( eivxQ _1)) (p>

0

Hoy

and in point (iii) below we show that we can exchange the limit lim,~ o with the integrals over u and x
in the last expression. This, together with the fact that .#f is even, Lemma 4.2(a) and Proposition 4.3,
implies that

lim >~ (o, (Us"F(vQ)US — USF(vQ)Ug ")),
v\0 s

= ,'/O du,/Rd dx (ZF1)(x) <<(X . Q)(p, eI VIEY (1) (p>7{0 _ <(p, e~k V)EV (1) (X . Q)(p>%)

_zd:/ooodu | (=@ (<Qj<p,e"“‘”v’ @), + (0. Qf“’>%o)

0

I
B

| au (@ @1 @vIeh, + (070, Qo))

~Jo
tr ().

(ii) We show here that

LI/@O”Z /Rd dx (yf)(x) <(P, ((eiux-Q 71)7,’(\/(”)()2) e/'njo ds (x-V(sx))EY™ (1)

.
Il

I
N

>0
_ 7inf70U ds (x-V(sx))EV? (1) _ 2 ivxQ
e n(V(-vx)?)(e 1)) <p>HO
o > o ivx-Q 2\ it [¥ ds (x-V(sx))EV (1)
l@o/o dt/Rdgx(/ f)(x) <<p, ((e )n(V(vx)?)e'tho

_emit)l,ds (x-V(sx))EV> (1) n(V(fux)z) ( ivx-Q 71)) (p>H ’
0
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which is equivalent to

1
H a;
’1@0,720/0 dt/Rdgx(Jf)(x) (4.11)
) <(p’ ((e/'ux-Q 71) (1 _eithy ds(x-\/(sx))E‘/z(/)) n(V(ux)2) ein fy ds (x-V(sx))EVZ(1)

_ oin %, ds (xV(sx))EV (1) 1(V(~vx)?) (1 _eitf%ds (x-V(sx»E“(o) (exQ _1)) (p>% —0.
0

For this, it is sufficient to prove that we can exchange in (4.11) the limit lim,~o with the sum over n
and the integrals over t and x. We present the calculations only for the first term on the .h.s. of (4.11),
since the second term can be handled in a similar way. So, let

T(v,n) = /Oldt/Rdgx(ﬁf)(x)

<(P, (eiux-Q 71) (1 - eitfou ds (x-V(sx))EVz(/)) ’I’](V(IJX)2) einfo" ds (x-V(sx))EV? (1) (P>

Ho .
Since .Zf € .7(RY) and
H(eiuX-Q 71) (1 _eithy ds(x-V(sx))EVz(/)) ’I’](V(UX)Z) oinfy ds(x-V(sx))EVz(/)H < Const.,
PB(Ho)
we have that
|T (v, n)| < Const., (4.12)
and thus T (v, n) is uniformly bounded in v > 0 by a function in £X({1,..., no}) for any ng € N*.

For the case n > ng, let Bl ,(x) := ein 5 ds (eV(SDE () Then, Lemma 4.5(b) implies that
(818, ()0 = inv () EV" (1BL,(x)0 = inv\j(vx)BL (),

and thus T (v, n) can be written as

14 d L
T(v.n) =~ Z/O ‘“‘“/Rd dx (@29, Ajwt () (8;B1,,) (X)0)5,,
Jj=1

with
Aie(x) = (FF)() (0 _1)(Q)2 1 (1 B eitfo"dS(X-V(sx))E‘/Z(/)) Vi(ux)V (ux) 20 (V (0x)?).
Now, for each multi-index a € N9 with |a| < 2, we have
|62 L (9 —1) <Q>’2H{@(HO) < Const. (). (4.13)

Thus, it follows from Assumption 2.2, Lemma 4.5(b), [24, Prop. 5.1] and the rapid decay of .Zf that
the map RY 3 x — A, ,+(x) € B(Ho) is twice strongly differentiable, with strong derivatives satisfying
forall j,k e {1,..., d}andallmeN

(@A) | < Const. (£)0)

and
|6k { (8 A0, ) Vie(w - )V (v )_2}(x)‘]@(ﬂo) < Const. (U){(1)%(x)™™. (4.14)
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So, we can perform two successive integrations by parts with vanishing boundary contributions to get

T (v, n) 71/ / dt/Rd dx ( GAJ”)(X)B,’,V,,(X)@>HO

szl [ at /R 0 (@120, 86 { (B ) ilw V(v 2} (B ()0),,

Combining this with the bound (4.14), we get for any v € (0,1) and n > ng that
|T (v, n)| < Const.n™2

This, together with the bound (4.12), implies that that T (v, n) is uniformly bounded in v € (0,1) by a
function in £1(N). Thus, we can apply Lebesgue's dominated convergence theorem to exchange the limit
lim,~ 0 with the sum over nin (4.11). Since the exchange of the limit lim,~ o with the integrals over t
and x in (4.11) is trivial, the result follows.

(iii) We show here that we can exchange the limit lim,~o with the integrals over i and x in the
expression

||m/ d/.,L/ dX(gZT’)(X) ( ( H/XQ 1) (V(I/X)2) e,‘%fouds(x.\/(sx))EW(/)

v\0

_ e—/% f_u ds (x-V(sx))EV (1) ’I’](\/(*I/X)2) % ( eivxQ 71)) (p>H . (4.15)
0

We present the calculations only for the first term in (4.15), since the second term can be handled in a
similar way. So, let

T(v, ) = /Rd dx <<p, (ZF)(x) L (@ -1)n(V(vx)?)e” J5 ds (eV(sx))E* (1) <p>

Ho
Due to the bound (4.13) and the inclusion .Zf € .#(R?), we have
‘7~'(u, p,)‘ < Const., (4.16)

and thus T (v, w) is uniformly bounded in v > 0 by a function in L ((0,1],du).
For the case pu > 1, let B, (x) := eV I3 dsGeVSNE (D Then, Lemma 4.5(b) implies that

(8/BL,,) (x)0 = inV;(vx)EV* (1B}, ,(x)¢ = inV(vx) B, ,(x)e,

and thus T (v, ) can be written as

d
o =23 [ dc (@0 A0, W),
with B
Aju(x) = (F)(x) (e —1)(Q) 2 Vj(vx)V (vx)*n(V (vx)?).

Furthermore, one can show as in point (ii) that that the map RY 3 x /N\j,,,(x) € B(Ho) is twice strongly
differentiable, with strong derivatives satisfying for all j, k € {1, ..., d}and allmeN

H (aJ/KJ,U) (X) ||@(’HO) S Const. <X>7m
and

16 (B A ) Vi(v )V (v- )72}(X)H33(H0) < Const. (V) (x)~™. (4.17)
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So, we can perform two successive integrations by parts with vanishing boundary contributions to get

i d - ~
-3 | 4 ((@%0. 04 0BLa(x)e),,
:7% Z / dX ‘P’ak{(aAJvt)Vk(” Vv~ } >Ho'

J,k=1

Combining this with the bound (4.17), we get for any v € (0,1) and > 1 that
ﬁ'(u, w)| < Const. ™2

This, together with the bound (4.16), implies that that T (v, ) is uniformly bounded in v € (0,1) by a
function in L! ((0, 00), du). Thus, we can apply Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem to exchange
the limit lim,~ o with the integral over 1 in (4.15). Since the exchange of the limit lim,~ o with the integral
over x in (4.15) is trivial, the result follows. O

4.3 Interpretation of the summation formula

In this section, we explain why the operator T¢ can be considered as a time operator for Uy and we
give an interpretation of the summation formula (4.8). We start with a lemma which establishes crucial
commutation relations between the operators T¢ and Uy :

Lemma 4.7. Let Assumptions 2.2 and 2.4 be satisfied, and let f € .7 (RY) be real and equal to 1 on a
neighbourhood of 0 € RY.

(a) We have
TeUdp = (USTe — nU§)@, n€Z, ¢ €Dy. (4.18)

(b) If Dy is dense in Ho and Ty is essentially self-adjoint on Dy with closure T, then we have the
imprimitivity relation

&ST y(Ug) e 5T = y(e 75 Uy), seR, ye C(SH). (4.19)
Proof. (a) Since D((Q)) = N, D(Q;), we have the equality

= {p en_,D(Q)) | © = ((Us)yp = p(D)p for some ¢ € C(S! \ k(Up)) and p € C(R)},

and thus U{D; C Dy for each n € Z due to Lemma 2.6(c) and the definition of the operator D.
Moreover, if ¢ € Dy and f € #(R?), then we have the inclusions (8;R¢)(V)e € D(Q;) N D(V;) and
V7l € D(Q;) N D(V,) for each j € {1,..., d}. Therefore, using successively the strong commutation
of Up and V, Lemma 2.6(c), and the relations (4.1)-(4.2), we obtain

(@ (TRAM) + (VR() - QIVI™Y) Ul

d
> (QUBERAW) + (BR) (F)QUIVIT) 0

J=1

d
Ug Y~ (@ + V) (@R (W) + (BRe) ()@ + nH)IVIT) 0

J=1

Ug (Q (VRA)(V) + (VR (1) - Q|V|*1) © —2nUZy.
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This, together with (4.3), implies that TrUfw = (U§Ty — nUg)e.
(b) We know from (4.18) that U, 'TrUsp = (Tr — 1)¢ for each ¢ € D;. Since Ty is essentially
self-adjoint on Dy, it follows that

UgtTelUo = Uyt TrlUp = Tr — 1.
Using this relation and functional calculus, we infer that
eisTf,y(UO) e—fsTf _ ’Y(UO efsUO’leUo e—fsﬁ) _ ’Y(UO eis(Tf—l) e—fsﬁ) _ ,y(e—fs UO)
which proves the claim. |

If Dy is dense in Ho and Ty is essentially self-adjoint on Dy, then (4.19) and Mackey's imprimitivity
theorem [19, Thm. 5] applied to the group R and the subgroup Z imply the existence of a continuous
unitary representation o of Z in a Hilbert space b, achieving the following: Let F, be the set of functions
fo : R — by such that

(i) fo(n+s)=o(n)fs(s) forall n € Z and s € R,
(i) ()Mo, € Lic(R),
(iii) fy is strongly measurable,

let (-, )3, and || - ||, be the scalar product and norm on F, given by

1
<f0190>7{g ::/ d5<fa(5):ga(5)>bg and ”faHHU = <fay fa>7{gy fayga S Fav
0

and let H, be the Hilbert space completion of F, for the norm || - ||3,, that is,
Ho = {fo € Fo | Ifolln, < 00}/{fs € Fo | Ifoll, = 0}
Then, there exists a unitary operator % : Ho — H, satisfying for all s € R and vy € C(S')
U e T Y= = Up(s) and  Uy(Up)% ™' = Pal),
with U, the induced continuous unitary representation of o from Z to R given by
(Us(s)fs)(t) :=1To(t+5), s teR, fy €H,

and P, given by _
(Po(ME)(s) == v(e2™)fr(s), SER, f, € Hy, v € C(SH).

Therefore, the spectrum of Uy is purely absolutely continuous and covers the whole unit circle St, and we
get for all ¢ € Hg and ¢ € D; the equalities

1 |
B.T00)s, = (0. Te0), = [ 05 (@010, 5.0520)

with %(s) the distributional derivative at s of the function R 5 s — (Z ¢)(s) € bo. In particular, if
we make the change of variable z(s) := e?™s € S! and choose functions Z %, % ¢ : S' — b, satisfying

(#P)(s) = (Z9)(2(5)) and (% )(s) = (Z)(2(5))

for each s € [0, 1), we obtain the identity

(W.Tr o)y, = /S dug: (2) <(0?/7/») (2), -z d(j/z‘p) (z)> (4.20)
bo
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with dug: (z) := 522 the Haar measure on S'.

If Dy is dense in Ho, then Proposition 4.3 and Remark 4.4(b) imply that T¢ is symmetric, and the
relations Ho = D; C Hac(Up) imply that Uy has purely absolutely continuous spectrum. However, the
spectrum of Uy may not cover the whole unit circle S'. Either way, we expect that the operator T is still
equal to a differential operator in some Hilbert space isomorphic to Hg, but we have not been able to
prove it in this generality.

If Dy is not dense in Hg, then we are not aware of works using a relation like (4.18) to infer results
on the spectral nature of Uy or on the form of T¢. In such a case, we only know from Theorem 3.4(a) that
Up has purely absolutely continuous spectrum in o(Up) \ k(Up). However, if one makes some additional
assumption on the action of Tr on D;, one should be able to obtain further results on Uy and Tr. We
refrain to do it here, but we refer to [24, p. 324] for a discussion of this issue in the self-adjoint setup.

Remark 4.8 (Interpretation of the summation formula). The results that precede have a nice physical
interpretation. Lemma 4.7(a) implies that the operators T and Uy satisfy on Dy the relation

Ug ' [Tr, Uo] = —1,

which is the unitary analogue of the canonical time-energy commutation relation of the self-adjoint setup.
Accordingly, the operator T¢ can be interpreted as a time operator for Uy, and T¢ should be equal in some
suitable sense to the operator —Uy diUo' Indeed, this is essentially what tells us Equation (4.20): if Dy
is dense in Ho and Ty is essentially self-adjoint on Dy, then T¢ acts (after a change of variable) as the
differential operator —z% (z € S*) in the Hilbert space H, isomorphic to Hg.

On another hand, the I.h.s. of Formula (4.8) has the following meaning: For v > O fixed, it can be
interpreted as the difference of times spent by the evolving state Uiy in the future (first term) and in the
past (second term) within the region defined by the localisation operator f (vQ). Therefore, Formula (4.8)
shows that this difference of times tends as v \, 0 to the expectation value in @ of the time operator Tr.

We conclude this section with an illustration of these results in the setups of Examples 3.5 and 3.6.

Example 4.9 (V constant, continued). If Q and Uy are such that V = v € R?\ {0} as in Example 3.5,
then we have k(Ug) = @. Therefore, if we set D = V/? = v2, we obtain that

D1 = {0 eD((Q)) | ¢ = C(Uo)p = p(v*)p for some ¢ € C*(S') and p € CZ*(R)}
=D((Q))
= mﬁilp(Qf)'
Since (4.3) implies the equality Tr = (VR¢)(v) - Q on Dy, it follows that T¢ is essentially self-adjoint on

D;, and thus (4.20) implies that T¢ acts (after a change of variable) as the differential operator —z dd—z
(z € SY) in the Hilbert space H, .

Example 4.10 (Time-one propagator for the Laplacian, continued). IfQ, P, Uy and Hg are as in Example
3.6, then we have V.= 2P and k(Uy) = {1}. Furthermore, if we take f radial and set D = V> = 4P?,
then the set

D1 = {0 € D((Q)) | ¢ = C(e™™)p = p(P)¢ for some ¢ € C2(S*\ {1}) and p € CZ(R) }
is dense in Ho, and a calculation using (4.5) shows the following equalities on D

T=T=-1(Q@ & +H QP +iP?) =-1 (@ &+ £Q).

o

Thus, it follows from [2, p. 484-485] that T is symmetric on Dy and acts as the differential operator
—z & (z €S') in the spectral representation of Us.
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5 Quantum time delay

5.1 Symmetrised time delay

In this section, we prove the existence of symmetrised time delay for a quantum scattering system (Uy, U, J)
with free propagator Uy, full propagator U, and identification operator J. The propagator Uy is a unitary
operator that acts in the Hilbert space Hp and satisfies Assumptions 2.2 and 2.4 with respect to the
family of position operators Q. The propagator U is a unitary operator in a Hilbert space H that satisfies
Assumption 5.1 below. The operator J : Ho — H is a bounded operator used to identify the Hilbert space
Ho with a subset of the Hilbert space H. The assumption on U asserts the existence, the isometry and
the completeness of the generalised wave operators for the scattering system (Up, U, J). To state it, we
use the notation P,(Uy) for the projection onto the subspace Hac(Up) of absolute continuity of Uy (and
idem for U):

Assumption 5.1 (Wave operators). The wave operators

We = slim U™"JUZPac(Up)

s
exist and are partial isometries with initial subspaces ’HSE C Ho and final subspaces Hac(U).

Sufficient conditions on the difference JUy — UJ guaranteeing the existence and the completeness of
Wi are given, for instance, in [23, Sec. 2]. The main consequence of Assumption 5.1 is that the scattering
operator
S:=WiW_ : Hy — HS

is a well-defined unitary operator commuting with Up.

We now define the sojourn times for the scattering system (Up, U, J), starting with the sojourn time
for the free evolution {Uf}nez. Given a positive number r > 0, a non-negative function f € .%(R?) equal
to 1 on a neighbourhood ¥ of 0 € R? and a vector ¢ € Dy, we set

T@) = _(Ugp. F(Q/r)Ugp),, .

neZ

The operator f(Q/r) is approximately equal to the projection onto the subspace E?(r¥)Ho of Ho, with
r¥ :={x € RY | x/r € =}. Therefore, if ||@|/3, = 1, then T2(¢p) can be roughly interpreted as the time
spent by the evolving state Uy inside EQ(rZ)Ho. The quantity T°(y) is finite for each ¢ € Dy, since
we know from Lemma 3.4(b) that the operator |f(Q/r)|*/? is locally Up-smooth on S* \ k(Up).

When defining the sojourn time for the full evolution {U"},cz, one faces the problem that the
localisation operator f(Q/r) acts in Hg, while the operator U™ acts in H. The obvious modification would
be to use the operator Jf(Q/r)J* € B(H), but the resulting definitions could be not general enough (see
[25, Rem. 4.5] for a discussion of this issue in the case of scattering for self-adjoint operators). Sticking
to the basic idea that the freely evolving state Uf¢ should approximate, as n — oo, the corresponding
evolving state U"W4¢, one should look for operators L, : H — Hq satisfying the condition

im |[LaU"Weo = Ugell,, = 0.
Since we consider vectors ¢ € Dy, the operators L, can be unbounded as long as L,,U”WiED(/) are
bounded for all compact sets | C R (if Uy is the time-one propagator of some Hamiltonian Hy and
D = Hy, then one can simply require that L,E" (/) are bounded for each compact set / C R). With these
operators L, at hand, it is natural to define the sojourn time for the full evolution {U"} ez as

Tr(@) =) (LaU"Wop, F(Q/r)LU"W-p),, .

nez

27



Another sojourn time appearing naturally in this context is

To(p) = Z (((p, ©)r, — (LaU"W_op, L”UHWJP>H0) .
nEZ

The finiteness of T,1(¢) and T(¢) is proved under some additional assumptions in Lemma 5.2 below.
The term T, 1(w) can be roughly interpreted as the time spent by the scattering state U"W_¢ inside
E®(r¥)H, after being injected in Hg by L,. If some slight abuse of notation is allowed to write the term

Ta(¢p) as
To(p) =Y (UW-o, (1= LjL,)UW_op), ,
neZ
then T2() can be interpreted as the time spent by the scattering state U"W_¢ inside the time-dependent
subset (1 — LiL,)H of H. If L, is considered as a time-dependent quasi-inverse for the operator J (see
[36, Sec. 2.3.2] for a related notion of time-independent quasi-inverse), then the subset (1 — L%L,)H can
be interpreted as an approximate complement of JHg in H at time n. The necessity of the term T,(¢) in
the setup of two-Hilbert spaces quantum scattering can easily be illustrated when, for example, Uy and U
are time-one propagators of Hamiltonians presenting some multichannel structure (see for instance [26,
Sec. 5]). On the other hand, when Ho = H, it is natural to set L, = J* =1, and then T(¢p) vanishes.
Within this general framework, we say that

(@) 1= Tr(p) = 3 (T2 (@) + T7(S)),

with T,(p) = T,1(@) + T2(p), is the symmetrised time delay of the scattering system (Ug, U, J) with
incoming state ¢ in the region defined by the localisation operator f(Q/r), and we say that

() 1= To(0) = T7 ()

is the non-symmetrised time delay of the scattering system (Up, U, J) with incoming state ¢ in the
region defined by the localisation operator f(Q/r). In the case of scattering for self-adjoint operators,
the symmetrised time delay is the only time delay having a well-defined limit as r — oo for complicated
scattering systems (see for example [4, 7, 12, 15, 16, 26, 29, 31, 32]).

Finally, for the next lemma, we need the auxiliary quantity

() = 33 (0, S"[Uy "F(Q/r)UE — UFF(Q/r)Uy ", S1 @), (5-1)

n>0

which is finite for all vectors ¢ € Hy N Dy satisfying Sg € Dy (see [25, Eq. (4.5)] for a similar definition
in the case of scattering for self-adjoint operators).

Lemma 5.2. Let Assumptions 2.2, 2.4 and 5.1 be satisfied. Let f € .7 (R?) be non-negative and equal
to 1 on a neighbourhood of 0 € RY. Foreach n € Z, let L, : H — H satisfy L, ,U"WLEP(I) € B(H,Ho)
for all compact sets | C R. Finally, let ¢ € Hy N Dy satisfy Sp € Dy and

ne [[(LaW- = 1) UG, € £(-N) and n— (LW — 1)U Se||,, € £1(N). (5.2)
Then, T,(p) is finite for each r > 0, and
lim (7™ () = 7(p)) = 0.
Proof. The proof consists in showing that the expression
1(9) = Tra(@) = 5(T2(0) + T2(S9)) — 17*()
= > (Lol W, F(Q/N)LAU"W-0),, — (Ug, F(Q/T)UP), )

n<—-1

+y ((LHU”W_q), F(Q/r)LUW- ), — (U5Se, f(Q/r)USS(p>HO)

n>0

—3(0. F(Q/Nw),, +3(Se.f(Q/r)Sw),, (5.3)
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converges as r — oo to —T2(¢). But, apart from the boundary terms (5.3) which cancel out as r — oo,
this can be done as in the self-adjoint case [25, Lemma 4.2]. So, we leave the details to the reader. [

The next Theorem establishes the existence of the symmetrized time delay; it is a direct consequence
of Theorem 4.6, Definition (5.1) and Lemma 5.2.

Theorem 5.3 (Symmetrised time delay). Let Assumptions 2.2, 2.4 and 5.1 be satisfied. Let f € ./ (R9)
be non-negative, even and equal to 1 on a neighbourhood of 0 € R?. For eachn € Z, let L, : H — H,
satisfy L,U"WyEP(I) € B(H, Ho) for all compact sets | C R. Finally, let ¢ € Hy N'Da satisfy S € D,
and (5.2). Then, one has

lim 7™ (10) = (9, S*[Tr, S0}, (5.4)

r—oo

with T¢ defined in (4.3).

Remark 5.4. Theorem 5.3 is the main result of the paper. It shows the identity of the symmetrised
time delay defined in terms of sojourn times and an analogue of Eisenbud-Wigner time delay for general
unitary scattering systems (Ug, U, J). The I.h.s. of (5.4) is equal to the global symmetrised time delay of
the scattering system (Up, U, J), with incoming state ¢, in the dilated regions defined by the localisation
operators f(Q/r). The r.h.s. of (5.4) is the expectation value in @ of the Eisenbud-Wigner-type time
delay operator S*[T¢, S|. When Tr acts in some suitable sense as the differential operator —Uoﬁ, which
occurs in most of the situations of interest (see Section 4.3), one obtains an analogue of Eisenbud-Wigner
formula for unitary scattering systems:

ds
. sym _ o
rll_[go TV (p) = <<p, S*Us aUs (p>?{o .

5.2 Non-symmetrised time delay

We present in this section conditions under which the symmetrised time delay 7Y™ (¢) and the non-
symmetrised time delay 7Y™ (¢) are equal in the limit r — oco. Physically, this cannot hold if the scattering
is not elastic or is of multichannel type. But for simple scattering systems, the freely evolving states Ujp
and U S¢ should spend the same time in the region defined by the localisation operator f(Q/r) in the
limit r — oo, and thus the equality of both time delays should be verified. Mathematically, this equality
reduces to finding conditions under which
lim (T2(Se) — T2(p)) = 0. (5.5)
r—o0o
Formally, the proof of (5.5) goes as follows: Suppose that the scattering operator S strongly commutes
for each v > 0 with the operator ) ., f(vnV) (i.e. the scattering system is simple in the sense that
it preserves some appropriate function of the velocity vector V). Then, using the change of variables
v.=1/r, one gets

lim (T2(S¢) = TP())

— l@oz (0, S*[Up "f(v@)U5, S]@),, — (@, S*[Fur(V), S]@)s,

nez
— l@oz (0. S*[f(wQ+vnV) —f(vnV), Sle),,

nez

=0.

A rigorous justification of this argument is given in Proposition 5.8 below. Before this, we need two
technical lemmas and an assumption on the behaviour of the Cp-group {e’X'Q}XeRd in the subspace
D((V)). We start with the first technical lemma:
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Lemma 5.5. Let Assumptions 2.2 and 2.4 be satisfied. Take f € /(R?), n € C((0,00)), and ¢ € Ho
such that ¢ = EV*(I)y for some compact set | C (0, 00). Finally, define for v € (0,1) and t € R

g, () = /Rd dx (FF)(x) <(p’ (’I’](V(UX)2) eftj‘g”ds(x-v(sx))E\/Z(/) 7,,7(\/2) efutx-VEVz(/)) (p>H0 )

Then, we have the equality

I 3 aulo) = [ dtaco) (5.6)
Proof. The proof consists in two steps: In the first step, we show that the function g, : R — C satisfies
the hypotheses of the Poisson summation formula [10, Thm. 8.32], and in the second step we show the
equality (5.6).

(i) A direct calculation using the fact that f € .#(RY) shows that g, € C*, with k-th derivative
given by

1 k
gy9(t) = (iv)" / dx (FF)(x) <<P’ <77(V(ux)2) </ ds (x- V(sx))EW(/)) et ds eV (D)
R 0
kK ivixVEV?
—n(V3) (x VE\/2(/)) QiVtx-VEY (/)) (p>H0 _ (5.7)
So, in particular g, is continuous.
We now show that there exists € > 0 such that
lg,(t)| < Const. (t)"(+) L € (0,1), t € R, (5.8)

We only show it for the first term in g, (t), namely,
gu1(t) == / dx (Ff)(x) <<p,n(V(z/x)2) e/tfovds(x.\/(sx))Ew(/) <p> ,
Rd

since the second term can be handled in a similar way. Let B, .(x) = e/t Js ds (V($)E () Then, Lemma
4.5(b) and the equality ¢ = EY* (/)¢ imply that

(81B,,t) ()¢ = itv Vj(vx) By, ().

Thus, g,,1(t) can be written for v € (0,1) and t € R\ {0} as

1 d
0.a(0) = 7= 3 | dx (0. @B (),
=1

with
Civ(x) == (FF)X)n(V(vx)?)Vi(vx)V (vx) 2.
Moreover, one can show as in point (ii) of the proof of Theorem 4.6 that the map RY 3 x — C;,(x) €
PB(Ho) is twice strongly differentiable, with strong derivatives satisfying for all j, k € {1,..., d} and
méeN
1(8,C;v) (x)H‘@(HO) < Const. (V) {x)™™

and

Hak{(@cj,u)vk(u.)\/(u.)*2}(X)H%(HO) < Const. (V)2 (x)™™. (5.9)
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So, we can perform two successive integrations by parts with vanishing boundary contributions to get

. d
)= 53 [ 056,008 (o),

d
o Y / (0.8 (BG V() 2H0BL()0),,

k=1
Combining this with the bound (5.9), we obtain for v € (0,1) and t € R\ {0} that
lg,1(t)| < Const. t 20 72(v)2. (5.10)

Since the function t — g,.1(t) is uniformly bounded in t € R, the bound (5.10) implies that g,,; satisfies
(5.8).
We now show that there exists € > 0 such that

’/ dt e~2mint g,,(t)‘ < Const. (n)~(*9) 1 € (0,1), neZ (5.11)
R

The equation (5.7), together with calculations as above, shows that we have for v € (0,1) and t € R\ {0}
the estimate
|g%9(t)| < Const. t72/K72(1)2, (5.12)

Thus, we can perform for n € Z* two successive integrations by parts with vanishing boundary contribu-
tions to obtain the bound

/dt g=2mint g,,(t)‘ = ‘(27rn)‘2/dt g=2mint g,(,Q)(t)‘ < Const. n720%72(1)2,
R R

which implies (5.11).
(ii) Point (i) shows that we can apply the Poisson summation formula [10, Thm. 8.32] to get the

equality
Z/dt e—2mint gu(t)-
R

lim > " g,(n) = lim /dtg,,(t) + lim
rN\0 ez UNO R ”\OnGZ*
Furthermore, due to the estimate (5.12), we can perform two successive integrations by parts with
vanishing boundary contributions in the integral fRdt e=2™nt g,(t) to obtain

lm > = i |

dt g,(t) — lim Z(zm)—2/dt e=2mint g2) (1), (5.13)
neRr R N0 T R

2

Now, due to the estimate (5.12) and the convergence of the sum }°, ;. n~%, we can apply Lebesgue's

dominated convergence theorem in the last term of (5.13) to get
. T o ) - —2mint (2) i
i S = fim, [ deau() = 3 @nn) [ dt i e g2e) = fim [ dtau(o)
neR neZ*
which proves the claim. Ol
For the second technical lemma, we need the following assumption on the Co-group {e*®}, cpa :

Assumption 5.6. The Co-group {e*°?}, cra is of polynomial growth in D({V')), that is, there exists r > 0
such that

ix-Q d
1™ | oy piuy < Const-x)" - for all x € RY.
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Lemma 5.7. Let Assumptions 2.2, 2.4 and 5.6 be satisfied, and take n € C2°((0,00)) and | C (0,00) a
compact set. Then, there exists s > 0 such that

7 (n(v(ux)2) el Iy ds (VISNE () _p(1/2) emx.vgw(,)) Hgm < Const. (1 + |ul)(x)°

forallv € (0,1), u € R and x € RY.

Proof. For x € R? and u € R, we define the function
G (0’ 1) N %(IHO), U ei% fo"ds(x-\/(SX))EVz(/) 7’](\/2),
which is continuous and satisfies in %(Ho)

. 2
9u(0) i= Jim gu(v) = e VET (D (v2), (5.14)

Since n(V?) € CH(Q) (see [1, Def. 5.1.1(b)]), we also have in Z(Ho)

1 d d 1 ) _
L (n(V(vx)?) =n(V?)) = %/o dt&n(V(tuxf) = /ZXJ-/O dt e *Q [n(V?), Q] ™ ¥ . (5.15)
J=1

Therefore, by combining the identities (5.14) and (5.15), we obtain
. (n(v(ux)2) o f ds (e V(sx))EVA (1) —n(V?) e’“X'VEv2(/))
. w 2
= (n(V(#x)?) = n(v?)) & o &S CVENETD 42 (g, () — 9x(0))

d 1
Z / dt e~itvxQ [ (V2), QJ} eitrx-Q ei% fo"ds(x-\/(sx))E‘/z(/) +%(ngu(u) _ ngu(o)). (5.16)

Now, since L [ ds (x - V(sx))EV*(1) = [; dt (x-V(tvx))EV*(1), we have for € € R\ {0} small enough

gx’u(u + E) - gx,u(u)
- (em Jo dECeV (v +e)))EV (1) _ gt fo dt (eV(tvx))EV (1) ) n(v?)

_ iy dt CeV(ewx)EVE (1) (efufoldfX'<V(f(”+5)x"v(t””EV2(/) _1) n(v?)

_ e/wgdt(x-\/(wx))EW(/) (eiufoldtfol ds te 30,y X%V, (t(v+se)x)EV (1) 71) n(VQ)

and multiplying by €1 and taking the limit € — 0 in %(Ho) we obtain

GeuW) =in et Jy dt (e () BV ( / dtt Z ijk\/j’k(tux)Evz(/)n (V2). (5.17)
J k=1

This, together with (5.16) and the mean value theorem, implies that

7 (W(V(z/x)2) el Jo ds (VSN EC () _p(1/2) e’“X-VEv2(/)) H

B(Ho)
< Const. |x| +£sup g% (€V) ||@(HO)
d
< Const. |x| + Const. [x|? || sup Z H\/J.’,<(£UX)E‘/2(/)77(V2)H@(HO). (5.18)
EG[O,I]J"kzl ’
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Since
Vi(Evx)EV: (1) n(V?) = e 87 Q v e8xQ EV* (1) (v?),

with £V (1) n(V?) € B(Ho, D((V))) and V}, € B(D((V)), Ho), it follows from Assumption 5.6 that
there exists r > 0 such that

IV(€vx)EY (1 n(V?)]| 4,y < Comst. (€vx)”
Therefore, we obtain from (5.18) that

H% (n(V(z/x)Q) Qi Jy ds (xV(sx))EV (1) —n(V?) ei“X'VEv2(’)) < Const. (1 + |u)(x)+2,

B(Ho)

and thus the claim follows with s ;= r + 2. O

For the next proposition, we need to define for v > 0 and for f € .7 (R?) equal to 1 on a neighbour-
hood of 0 € R? the function

For:RIN{0} = C, x~ Z f(vnx).
nez

The function Fr is well-defined because f € .7 (R9), and if f is radial or d = 1, then F, ¢(x) depends only
on the squared norm x? of x € RY\ {0}.

Proposition 5.8. Let Assumptions 2.2, 2.4, 5.1 and 5.6 be satisfied. Let f € Y(Rd) be non-negative,
even and equal to 1 on a neighbourhood of 0 € R. Let ¢ € Hy N'Dy satisfy Sp € D». Finally, suppose
that V® and S strongly commute and that

(m(V?)F,¢(V),S] =0 forallne Cx((0,00)) and v > 0. (5.19)
Then, one has

- 0 0 _
l(‘no (Tl/u(S(p) Tl/u((p)) 0

The operator n(V2)F,¢(V) in (5.19) is well-defined and bounded because n € C((0,0)) and
Fu.r : R?\ {0} — C. Furthermore, if f is radial or d = 1, then n(V2)F,,¢(V) can be written as a function
of V2 and the condition (5.19) automatically follows from the strong commuation of V2 and S.

Proof. Let ¢ € Hy N D, satisfy S € D,. Then, there exist a real function n € Cgo((O,oo)) and a
compact set | C (0, 00) such that ¢ = n(V?)p = EV(I)p. This, together with (5.19), Lemma 4.5(a)
and the strong commutation of V2 and S, implies

1/1/(5(!’) 1/,/((9)

7Z<<p S* [n(V2)Us "F(vQ)UZEY (1), s]<p> - <<p,s* [n(v2)Fu,f(V)Ev2(/),s]<p>

ez Ho Ho
= <(p S* [n(V2) Uy "F(Q)UZEY" (1) — n(V2) FunV)EV (1), 5}<p>H
neZ 0
_ Z/ dx (7 <(p 5 —77(V2) ivx-Q gin f2 ds (xV(sx))EV* (1) “n(v?) eivmxVE (1) S] (p>
nez B Ho
_ Z/ dx (jf)(X) <(P S* —ef”X‘Qn(V(z/x)z) einfO” ds(x-V(sx))Ev2(/) _,n(\/2) efunx.VEV2(/)y S:| (p>H
neZ - 0
= dX ©, S [ elvx@ _1 n \/(I/X)2 einfouds(x-v(sx))E‘/z(l)’ Sle
% [ x(# 009 o [(e -ty enr) Jo)..
n Z/ dx (FF)(x) <(p’ 5 [n(v(ux)z) oin J§ ds (x-V(sx)EV (1) —n(V?) e/’unx.VEVZ(/)’ 5]<P>H . (5.20)
nez R? 0
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So, to prove the claim, it is sufficient to show that the two terms in (5.20) are equal to zero in the limit
v\, 0. This is done in points (i) and (ii) below.
(i) For the first term in (5.20), we can adapt the proof of Theorem 4.6 to obtain the equalities

lim Z/ dx (yf)(X) <(p’ S* |:(eil/x-Q 71)77(\/(”)()2) einj;)” dS(X-V(SX))EVZ(/)’ S} (p>
nez Re

v\0 Ho

= lim / d/-‘// dx («g.f)(X) <(p’ S* |:%(efu><-Q 71)7](\/(1/)()2) ef% fo"ds(x-\/(SX))EW(/)’ S:| (p>
R Rd

N0 Ho

= //Rdu /Rd dx (Zf)(x) (((x - Q)Sep, eV S‘p>m B <(x . Q)p, bV (p>HO) |

and then the change of variables i’ := —u and x’ := —x together with the parity of .Zf implies that the
last expression is equal to zero.

(i) For the second term in (5.20), it is sufficient to prove for ¢ € D, satisfying 1 = n(V2)'z/J =
EV*(1)4 that

lim Z/ dx (Ff)(x) <¢, (n(V(ux)2) ein i ds CeV()E (1) _py (1/2) e"””X-VEv2(/>) ¢> =0.
Rd

U\(O net ’Ho
Using Lemma 5.5 and the change of variables p := vt we obtain that this is equivalent to
im / du/ dx (FF)(x) <’¢, v (W(V(l/x)z) &l Ji 4 (e VISE (1) _p (1/2) eiux-VEVZ(/)) z/)> =0
\0 R ]Rd_ v ’Ho
(5.21)

Now, under the assumption that we can exchange in (5.21) the limit lim,~ and the integrals over u and
x, then it follows by (5.16)-(5.17) that

J@O/Rdu /Rd dx (FF)(x) <¢, 7 (n(V(ux)2) eif i ds CVSNE (1) _p(1/2) ewx-VEvzw) w)

|
v

Ho

d
= /'/Rdlll‘/Rng (eg‘\f)(X) <"l)v <["7(V2)Yx . Q] elbxV +%eiux.v Z Xijlekn(V2)>'d)>H v

Jik=1 .

and then the change of variables i/ ;= —u and x’ := —x together with the parity of .Zf implies that the
last expression is equal to zero. Thus, it only remains to show that we can exchange in (5.21) the limit
lim,\ 0 and the integrals over u and x by applying Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem.

Define for v € (0,1) and p € R

L(v, 1) = /R W (FNE) (. F(n(V(x)?) & E T SEVEETD (12) eV ETD )

Then Lemma 5.7 and the rapid decay of .Zf imply that
|L(v, )| < Const. (14 [ul),
with a constant independent of v. Thus, |L(v, u)| is uniformly bounded in v € (0,1) by a function in
LY ([~1. 1] du).
For the case |u| > 1, set
AL(x) = W VETD and B)(x) 1= &/f I S OVEDET()
Then, we have

(GAL) ()% = ipVAL ()Y,
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and Lemma 4.5(b) implies that

(8B1,) (X)W = VJ(VX)B://,;L(X)W

Therefore, with the notations C; := n(V?)V;V =2 and G, := e*? we can rewrite L(v, u) as

Ho

L) = S | 4 (FN00 (93 (60nC, 65 (0180,) () = G (04) () ¥)

We shall now use repeatedly the following result: Let h € .7 (R9) and let Y := (Y1, ..., Yy) a family of self-
adjoint strongly mutually commuting operatorsin Ho. If Y1, .. ., Yy are of class C?(@), then h(Y) € C%(Q)
and [[(Y), Qj], Q«] € B(Ho) for all j k € {1,..., d}. Such a result has been proved in [24, Prop, 5.1]
in a greater generality. Here, the operator C; is of the type h(Y) since V4, .. ., Vy are self-adjoint strongly
mutually commuting operators of class C?(Q). So, we can perform an integration by parts (with vanishing
boundary contributions) with respect to the variable x; to obtain

d
L, ) = %Z;/Rgx (BT ) () (W, 1 (Gux G BL () — CALKO) W),

- zj; X (00 (9.6un[61. Q] 6BLu Iy,
Now, the scalar product in the first term can be written as
L <1p, %(G,,XEG:X (8BL,)(x) - E(@AL)(X))’LP>HO with £ :=n(V2)V2 € B(Ho).
Thus, a second integration by parts leads to
L) = —% i /R dx (03(F ) () (¥, 2 (GEGL Bl (x) = EAL() W)y,

I'

L / (BU(F ) (X) (W, Gux [E, Q)] G BL (0¥,

"2:

1 d
—Z / (FE)) (W, Gox[C1. Q)] G Bl (W), (5.22)

"2:

Then, by performing a third integration by parts, we obtain that the first term in (5.22) is equal to

Jik=1 0
. d
i _ .
== 2 [ OB (9} (GtGiEL ) ~ MALO)),
d
+ % Z g dx (87 (F 1)) (x) (¥, Gux [ M, Qx] G:XBL,M(X)¢>HO
jk=1

with My == n(V2)VkV~* € %B(Ho). Furthermore, by mimicking the proof of Lemma 5.7 with n(V?)
replaced by My, we obtain that there exists s > 0 such that

5 (GuxMGLxBL,. () ~ MiAL() | < Const. (14 [ul)x)°
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forall v € (0,1), u € R and x € RY. Thus, the first and the second terms in (5.22) can be bounded
uniformly in v € (0, 1) by a function in L*(R\[—1, 1], du). For the third term in (5.22), a direct calculation
shows that it can be written as

. d
30 [ TN (650G Q6L CuGin (WL ) (G,

0
Jok=1

So, by doing once more an integration by parts with respect to the variable xx, we also obtain that this
term can be bounded uniformly in v € (0,1) by a function in L}(R\ [—1, 1], du).

These last estimates together with the previous estimate for p € [—1,1] shows that |L(v, u)| is
bounded uniformly in v € (0,1) by a function in L*(R, du). Therefore, we can exchange the limit lim,~ o
and the integration over p in (5.21). Due to Lemma 5.7, we can also exchange the limit lim,~ and the
integration over x in (5.21). O

The existence of the non-symmetrised time delay is now a direct consequence of Theorems 5.3 and
Proposition 5.8:

Theorem 5.9 (Non-symmetrised time delay). Let Assumptions 2.2, 2.4, 5.1 and 5.6 be satisfied. Let
f € .7(RY) be non-negative, even and equal to 1 on a neighbourhood of 0 € RY. For each n € Z, let
L,:H — Ho satisfy L,U'WLEP(I) € B(H,Ho) for all compact sets | C R. Let ¢ € Hy N Dy satisfy
S € Dy and (5.2). Finally, suppose that V> and S strongly commute and that

(n(V?)F,¢(V),S] =0 forallne C=((0,00)) and v > 0.

Then, one has

lim 77 () T (0) = (0, S*[Tr, Sl@),,..

= lim
r—o00

with T¢ defined in (4.3).
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