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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider unitary representations of an infinite symplectic group. The
group Sp(oo) we deal with here is the set of invertible operators ¢ = 1 + A where g
preserves a symplectic form on an infinite dimensional vector space and A is of finite
rank. This group is essentially same as the inductive limit of the classical symplectic
group in the sense that the latter group is dense in operator norm topology.

First, we present a class of unitary representations of the Lie algebra sp(co) on GNS
spaces of quasifree states of the CCR (canonical commutation relations) algebra (= the
infinite dimensional Heisenberg algebra). The construction of the representation is done
in the same fashion as the metaplectic representation (Weil representation) of finite di-
mensional groups. (c.f. [[]) The representation constructed here is refered to as quasifree
represetation. As in the finite dimensional case, our infinitesimal representations give rise
to unitary representations of the double covering of Sp(oo). The infinite dimensional CCR
algebra has infinitely many mutually non-equivalent representations, and we obtain a huge
number of metaplectic representations of Sp(oco). This class of representations contains
uncountably many irreducible representations as well as non type I factor representations.

The theory of unitary representation for infinite dimensional groups is a field of inter-
play between Ergodic Theory, the measure theory of infinite dimensional space, operators
algebras, and mathematical physics, in particular, quantum field theory. So far two classes
of infinite dimensional groups are considered. (1) groups whose matrix elements are func-
tions: Examples are loop groups and the diffeomorphism group of the circle (See [[3], [
and the references therein), and their higher dimensional analogue. (2) inductive limit of
classical groups, O(o0) or U(oo). See [, [[4] and [[Lq].

So far the construction of unitary representations has been carried out in two ways.
One way is to construct measures on an infinite dimensional space quasi-invariant under
the group in question ([[I]]). Another method is to use Fock spaces of the quantum field
theory and unitary implementors of Bogoliubov automorphisms. (c.f. [f] and [[[q]).

Turning into inductive limit O(oco) and U(oo) certain representations of these groups
are closely connected with the gauge invariant part of CAR (canonical anticommutation
relations) algebra. In general the inductive limit procedure of compact groups yields an
inductive limit of group C*-algebras which are approximately finite dimensional. Then
there is a one to one correspondence of primitive ideals of the AF algebra and factor
representations of the group. The factor representation of U(oc) constructed on GNS
spaces of quasifree states of the CAR algebra corresponds to the U(1) gauge invariant
part of the CAR algebra as the quotient by the primitive ideal. (c.f. [[G]) In the same
manner, spin representations of O(o0) corresponds to the Z, invariant of the CAR algebra.
Quasi-equivalence of quasifree states for gauge invariant CAR algebras was investigated
in [[G], [§ and [[] and these results leads to classification of representations of O(c0) and
U(oo) on GNS spaces of quasifree states on CAR algebras.

In the same spirit, we can introduce quasifree representation (= Metaplectic or Weil
representation) for Sp(oo) with the aid of quasifree states of the CCR algebra. However,
there is a crucial difference. The symplectic group Sp(N) is non compact on one hand,
and the CCR algebra is an unbounded operator algebra. The unitary representative of
O(o0) or U(00) is an element of the gauge invariant CAR algebra while this is not the case



for Sp(oco). In this sense, it is not correct that classification Metaplectic representations
reduces to the representation theory of the Z, gauge invariant part of the CCR algebra.
Nevertheless we succeeded complete classification of generalized Metaplectic representa-
tions on GNS spaces associated with quasifree states of the CCR algebra.

The main result of this paper is Theorem 7.1 where we obtained the complete clas-
sification of quasifree representation constructed in the GNS representations associated
with quasifree states of the CCR algebra. To achieve our object we found it necessary to
use Modular theory of von Neumann algebra for quasifree states of CCR algebras. This
machinery was established by H.Araki in ([, [, [B] and [[.

Next we mention the organization of this paper. In Section 2 and 3 we introduce
quasifree states of CCR algebras and Fock spaces in an abstract way.

The infinitesimal quasifree representation of the Lie algebra sp(oco) is defined in Sec-
tion4.

If the quasifree state of the CCR algebra is pure, the associated representation of
sp(c0) decomposes into two mutually non-equivalent irreducible representations. This
fact is proved in Section 5.

Section 6 is devoted to an analysis of von Neumann algebras generated by sp(oco).
Using results of Section 6 our main result Theorem 7.1 is proved in Section 7.

In the final section we show that our irreducible quasifree representation is extendible
to a projective unitary representation of a larger symplectic group Sp(P, oo) where Sp(P, o0)
is a symplectic transformation commuting with a fixed projection P modulo Hilbert
Schimidt class operators. This result is closely connected with another result of D.Pickrell
in [[4] where he introduced the notion of spherical representations and examined the same
extension property.

2 Quasifree Representations of CCR algebra

We briefly sketch GNS representations of CCR algebra associated to quasifree states.

2.1. Definition. Let K be a complex vector space and v(f,g) be a non-degenerate her-
mitian form for f,g € K. Let T be an antilinear involution satisfying T? = 1,v(L'f,Tg) =
—(g, f). A self-dual CCR algebra A(K,~,T") is a complex *-algebra generated by identity
1 and{B(f)| f € K} where B(f) is complex linear in f € K and satisfies B(f)* = B(T'f),

B(f)*B(g) — B(g)B(f)* =(f,9)-

2.2. Definition. A state ¢ on A(K,~,T') is a called quasifree state if
w(B(f1) - (fzn 1) =
o(B(f1)...B(fon)) ZH%@ (fo)) B(fotmen))-

ceG j=1
S is the set of all permutations of {1,2,... ,n} satisfying
cl)<o(2)<...<o(n),o(j)<o(j+n),j=12,... ,n.

The cardinal number of & equals (2n)!127"(n!)~.



For any quasifree state ¢, let

S(f,9) = w(B(f)"B(g))-

Then a positive semi-definite hermitian form S(-,-) satisfies

S(f,9) = STy, Tf)=~(f9) (2.1)

Conversely, a positive semi-definite hermitian form S : K x K — C satisfying ([2.1]) is
given. Then there exists an unique quasifree state pg on A(K,~,I") such that

¢s(B(f)*B(g)) = S(f,9)

for all f,g € K. That is to say, a quasifree state is completely specified by a positive
semi-definite hermitian form satisfying ([2.T). (See [I].)

We define a bounded operator “S” induced by a positive semi-definite hermitian form
S satisfying ([2.0]). Due to the non-degeneracy of ~, a hermitian form

(f,9)s = S(f,9) +STg,I'f)

is positive definite. In other words (-,-)g is an inner product. Let Kg be the completion
of K with respect to (-,-)s. Then there exists a bounded operator S on Kg such that

S(fug) = (qug)S

for all f,g € K. Let I's be an antiunitary involution on Kg such that I'sf = I'f for
all f € K. The bounded operator S satisfies S* = 5, I'sS['s =1 —-S and 0 < § < 1.

vs := 2S5 — 1 satisfies y(f, g) = (f,7vs9)s for all f,g € K.
If the bounded operator S on Kg induced by a positive semi-definite hermitian form

satisfying ([2.0]) is a projection, we call S a basis projection.

Let (Hg,ms,s) be a GNS representation of CCR algebra 2A(K,~,I") associated to
ps. The Hilbert space given by GNS construction is abstract, however in case that S is
a basis projection, it can be written concretely.

Let L be a Hilbert space and consider the Boson Fock space :

Fo(L)=PerL, &L:=C, ¥=1,

n=0

1 n
<f1 Rs -+ Os frn, g1 Rs - .. B gm> = 5m”ﬁ Z H(fg(j)’go(j))'

) O'EGn ]:1

®s is the symmetric tensor product and &,, is the set of all permutations of {1,2,... ,n}.
Now we define annihilation operators b(f), f € L on Fy,(L) as follows :

b(f).fl ®s ®s fn = ! (f>.fj)f1 ®s ®s .fj—l ®s fj+1---®s fna
\/ﬁz
=1

b(f)T =0
and creation operators b'(f), f € L on JF,(L) as follows :

O(f1)fo®s .. R fus1 = VR +1f1 ... R fri1,
o)W = .



2.3.

Lemma. Suppose that S : Kg — Kg is a basis projection.

(1) bt(f),b(g), f,g € SKg are closable operators. Let A be the closure of operator A.

The finite particle vector subspace of Fn(SKg) is a core for all bT(f),b(g), f,g9 €
SKs.

(2) Due to (1), we can define the addition and multiplication of creation and annihila-

tion operators on the finite particle vector subspace of Fi,(SKg). Let QAccr(SKs)
be a *-algebra generated by all annihilation and creation operators. Let «(S) :
A(K,v,T') = Accr(SKs) be a *-homomorphism satisfying the following relation :

a(S)(B(f)) = b'(Sf) +b(STf), f € K.

Then (F,(SKs),a(S), V) is a *-representation of CCR algebra A(K,~,T"). More-
over, it is unitary equivalent to the GNS representation (Hg, s, 2s).

Proof. (1) See chapter X section 7 of [I0]. (2) An unitary operator u : Hg — F,(SKs),
ms(X)Qs — a(S) (X)W satisfies u*a(S)(X)u = mg(X) for all X € A(K,~,T). 1

By Lemma R.3, we call 75 a Fock representation and ¢g a Fock state if S is a basis
projection. In case that ¢g is a Fock state, we have the following important lemma. (See
Lemma 5.4 and 5.5 of [[.)

2.4. Lemma. Suppose that S : Ks — Kg is a basis projection.

(1) ms(B(f)), f € ReK is an essentially self-adjoint operator and set

Ws(f) := exp (i?TS(B(f)) )

Then Ws(f) satisfies the following relations :
WalfWs(f) = exp (=300 f) ) Wi+ 1),

If f € ReKg, we define Ws(f) via the following limit

Walf) i= s~ lim Wi(f,) (22)
where {f,,} is a sequence in ReK satisfying ||f — fn|| = 0. Note that the limit ([22)
does not depend on the choice of {f,}.

Let ReKs :={f € Ks|'sf = f}. The restriction of (-,+)s to ReKgs is an inner
product of ReKg. f— Ws(f) is continuous with respect to the norm on ReKg and
the strong operator topology of bounded operators on Hg.

Let L be a subspace of ReKg. Let LY be the set of vectors f € ReKg such that
(f,vs9)s = 0 for all g € L and let L be the closure of L in ReKg. Let Rg(L) be
a von Neumann algebra generated by Ws(f), f € L. Then we obtain the following
relations :



(i) Rs(L) = R(L),

(ii) Rs(L)" = Rs(LY),
) {Rs(L1) URs(L2)} = Rs(Ly + L),
) Rs(L1) NRs(Ly) = Rs(Ly N Ly).

(iii

(iv
We introduce an another hermitian form 75 on K¢ & Kg via the following relation :

Ys(fi @ g1, f2 ® g2) := (f1,75f2)s — (91,7592)s

for all f;, g; € Kg. Set fs :=Tg®I's. Then 75 satisfies ’A}/s(fghl, f5h2) = —g(hq, hg) for
all h; € Kg ® Kg.

Ps(f1® f2,1 ® g2) = (f1,Sfa + /S(1 = S)ga)s + (g1, vV S(1 = ) fa + (1 = 5)g2)s

is a positive semi-definite hermitian form on Kg ¢ Ky satisfying

Ps(hi, hs) — Ps(Tsha, T'sh) = 4s(ha, ha).
We denote the completion of Kg @& Kg with respect to the inner product (hy, hs)p, =
Pg(hl, h2) —+ Ps(rghg, Fshl) by KPS-

2.5. Lemma. The bounded operator Ps on Kp, satisfying Ps(hi, he) = (h1, Pshs)pg for
all h; € Ks ® Kg is a basis projection.

Proof. Let D(vg') be a domain of v5'. By the non-degeneracy of v, D(vg') is a dense

set of Kg. Let Ys(f1 ® g1, f2® 92) = (f1 B 91, h ® k)py. Then ysfo = h+24/S(1 — S)k,
—v592 = 2/S(1 — S)h + k. If f5, 90 € D(v5"), we have

Tps(fa® g2) =h @k = 75" (f2 +2V/S(L = 9)g2) & =75 (2V/S(L = ) fa + g2)-
By Ps = 1(yp, + 1), Ps is written explicitly on D(vg"') @ D(v5") as follows :

Ps(f®g) =75 (Sf+/S(1=8)g) & —5'(v/SA—=S)f+(1—-95)g)

It is easily checked that Pg is a projection on Kp,. 1

Remark. Let L be a dense set of Kg with respect to (+,-)s, then L @ L is a dense set of
K¢ @ Kg with respect to (-,-)py. Indeed, for any f @ g € K¢ ® Kg, there exist f,,, g, € L
such that || f, — f |ls, || g — g [[s— 0(n — o0). By the following equation

I f@glp=IVSf+vVI=S8g|%+ | VI—Sf+VSgll, (2.3)

we have || (f, @ gn) — (f © 9) [[ps— 0(n — 00).

By Lemma R.J, ¢p, is a Fock state on CCR algebra A(Kg @ Ks,/’)\/s,fs). We de-
note a GNS representation of CCR algebra A(Kg @ Ks,ﬁs,fg) associated to pp, by
(Hpy, mpg, 2pg) . The following corollary is a consequence of the direct application of
lemma P24 to Fock representation (Hpg, mpy, 2p)-

2.6. Corollary. Rp,(ReKs @ 0) = Rp,(0® ReKs) and Rpy(ReKs @ 0) is a factor.



2.7. Remark. Let a: A(K,~,T) = A(Ks @ Ksﬁs,fg) be a *-homomorphism defined
by a(B(f)) = B(f®0) and u, : Hs — Hp, be alinear operator defined by u, (7s(A4)S2s) =
Tpg(a(A))Q2p, for all A € A(K,~,T"). Then u, preserves the inner product. In fact, since
wpy and ¢g are quasifree states and

eps(B(f@0)'B(g®0)) = Ps(f ®0,9©0) = 5(f,9) = ws(B(f)"B(g))

for all f,g € K, we have pp,(a(A)) = ¢s(A) for all A € A(K,~,I"). If X and YV are
elements of A(K,~,T") and set A := X*Y, then

(Uams(X)Qs, uams(Y)Q2s) = ppg (a(XTY)) = ps(XTY) = (m5(X) s, m5(Y ) 2s) .

If we identify u,Hs with Hg, Hs is a closed subspace of Hp, and Hg = F,(Ps(Ks @ 0)).
Moreover, since u,ms(A) = mpy(a(A))u, on D(mg) := wg(A(K,7,I'))Qs, we can identify
ms(A) with mp, (a(A))|D(ms) for all A € A(K,~,T).

3 Fock Space and Exponential Vectors

In Remark .7, Hs is regarded as a closed subspace of Hp,. We explain the point in
detail.

Let Ly, Ly be Hilbert spaces and L := Ly @ Ly and e(u) := > oo ((vV/n!)™! @ u for all
u € L. We call e(u) an exponential vector.

3.1. Lemma. If u; € L; and uy € Lo, then there exists an unique unitary operator
U: Fo(L) = Fu(L1) ® Fp(La) such that Ue(uy + uz) = e(u;) ® e(uz). This shows

Fu(L) = Fu(Ly) ® Fp(La).
(See chapter II section 19 of [I7].)
where Eg(B) is the spectral projection of S for a Borel set B C R.

Proof. The restriction of (-, -) p, to PsKp, is an inner product of PsKp,. Let [Ps(Ks®0)]*+
be the orthogonal complement of Ps(Kg @ 0) in PsKg. Let u® v € [Ps(Kg @ 0)]+, then
we have

0= (u®v,Ps(f®0))ps = (Su++/S(1—S)v, f)s

for all f € Kg. This implies v/S(v/Su + /1 — Sv) =0, i.e. Su++1— Sv € Es({0})Ks.
By Ps(u®v) =u®wvand v5' = —1,v/1— S =1,V/S = 0 on Es({0})Ks, we have

u®v=Pu®v)=0® (VSu+v1-Sv).

Thus v = 0, v € Es({0})Ks. We obtain [Ps(Ks ® 0)]* € 0@ Es({0})Ks. Converse
relation is seen from direct computation. 1



From Lemma B.]], Lemma B.4 and Remark .7, we obtain the factorization of the Fock
space :

Hps =Hs® Lg, (3.1)

Ls = F,(0& Es({0})Kg). In particular, if 0 < S < 1, then Hp, = Hs.
Let L be a Hilbert space and

= é ®"L, F, (L):= é @2 L.
n=0 n=0

We call F;F(L) the even part of the Boson Fock space Fy,(L) and F,, (L) the odd part of
the Boson Fock space Fy(L).

3.3. Lemma. Let

_ 1 = 2n+1
_n:O\/(Qn)!® gBM 2n +1)! &

for allw € L. Letu; € L, j =1,2,...,N, N € N satisfy u; # £u;(i # j). Then
{e?(u;) YL, is linearly independent. Moreover, {e”(u)|u € L} generates F7(L) where
o=+ or —.

Proof. First, we prove the linear independence of {e®(u;)}.,. Let Z;VZI ajet(u;) =
0, a; € C. We have 0 = <e+(x),2;v lozje+(uj)> = Z;VZI ajcosh(z, u;) for all z € L.
If there exist ¢,j(i # j) such that (z,u;)> = (z,u;)? for all x € L, then u; = u; or
u; = . Thus there exists z¢ € L such that (zg,u;)* # (2o, u;)? for all 4,j(i # 7). Let
x = E:zo, z € C, ;== (x9,u;), then we have Z?{:l a; cosh(B;z) = 0 for all z € C. By the

2k th differential Zjvzl ;3% cosh(Bz) =0, k= 1,2,... ,N — 1, we have

1 1 e 1 ay cosh(f;2) 0
It By - B3 ay cosh(Byz 0

:1 :2 .. N i . (52 ) = . (3-2)
AN-1)  o(N-1)  a(N-1) : :
Ioh B o By ay cosh(fByz) 0

for all z € C. Since the matrix of the left hand side of ([3.2) is a Vandermonde matrix
and 7 # [2(i # j), its determinant does not vanish and we obtain a; cosh(j3;z) = 0 for
all z € C and j. Therefore, a; = 0 for all j. Linear independence of {e™ (u;)}; is verified
by putting “sinh” to the place of “cosh” in the above proof.

We prove the second part of this lemma. The case of {e*(u)|u € L} is the same as
the proof of Proposition 19.4 of [[J. Since F,(L) is generated by exponential vectors
e(u),u € L and e(u) = e*(u) e (u), {e~(u)|u € L} generates Fy (L). 1

3.4. Lemma. Let Ly, Ly be Hilbert spaces. Then there exist unitary operators Uy, U_

such that

Us o Fy (L1 @ La) = [F) (L1) © Fy) (L) @ [Fy (L1) ® Fyy (La)], (3.3)
Use™(z1 D ag) == [eT(21) ® €T (22)] @ [e7 (w1) @ € (22)] (3.4)



and
U-: Fy (L @ Lo) = [FS(L) @ By (L2)] & [Fy (L) © Fy) (L2)], (3.5)
U_et(x1 @ xo) = [et(21) @ e (22)] ® [e (71) ® e (22)]. (3.6)
Proof. Let U be the unitary operator determined by Lemma B.1l. Let U, := U|FZ (L@ Lo)
where 0 = + or —. For all zy,y; € Ly and xs,ys € Lo,
(Use (1 +22), Uret (y1 + 12)) = (Uet (z1 + 22), UeT (y1 + 12))
= <€+(ﬂ71 +x2), e (41 + y2)>

= cosh((z1,y1) + (22, y2))
= cosh(z1, y1) cosh(xs, yz) + sinh(z1, y1) sinh(z2, y2)

= (e* (1), " (1) > (e (w2), e (y >>
+<e_(x1) e (1 ><e .CL’Q) e (ys >
= (" (1) @ " (2)] ® [e” (1) @ _( 2));
[ (y1) ® " (y2)] D [e™ (1) @ €™ (12)])
and
FH (L @ Ly) @ Fyy (L1 @ Ly) = Fo(L1 ® Lo)
= Fu(L1) ® Fr(Lo)
= [FH (L) & F (L)) @ [FF (Le) & F; (Ls)]
= [Fy (L) & fJ(Lz)] S [F, (L) & Fy (Lo)]
& [Fy (L) & Fy (L2)] @ [Fy (L) © Fy) (L2)).
Thus U, is the unitary operator satisfying ([3.4). It is proved similarly that U_ is the
unitary operator satisfying ([3.9). 1

Let HE = Fg(Ps(KS D O)), g = ]-"g(O D Es({O})Ks), Clrgs = ‘Fg(PSKPS) where
o =+ or —. From the argument to the above, we obtain the following relations.

Hp, = (Hg @ LY O (Hs ®Ly), Hp, = HSDLy) ® (Hg @ LS). (3.7)

4 Quasifree Representations of sp(oo)

Let K be a complex vector space and y(f,g) be a non-degenerate hermitian form for
f,g € K. Let T be an antilinear involution satisfying I'> = 1, v(I'f,T'g) = —v(g, f). Then
we denote finite rank operators on K satisfying THI = —H and HT = H by sp(c0). HY
is defined by v(H'f,g) = ~(f, Hg) for all f,g € K. By the non-degeneracy of v, HT is
well-defined. We call H € sp(oo) a Hamiltonian. sp(co) is a Lie algebra endowed with
the Lie bracket i[H, H'] := i«(HH' — H'H).

4.1. Lemma. Let K; be a finite dimensional subspace of K. Then there exists a I'-
invariant finite dimensional subspace Kfﬁ such that K1 C Kfﬁ and the restriction of v to
K¥ is non-degenerate.

Proof. By the existence of the basis {e] ¥, of K satisfying
Iej =e;, j=12,...,2k,
v(egj—1,€25) =1, j=1,2,... k,
Vener) =0, (L) # (2 = 1,25),(2,25 — 1), = 1,2,... , k,
this lemma is proved.(See Lemma 4.1 of [J].) 1

9



4.2. Lemma. For any Hamiltonian H € sp(0o), there exists f;,g; € (HK)¥ such that
Hf =320 2g5, ) Jor all f € K.

Lemma [ is verified immediately by using linearly independent vectors {e; fﬁl of
(HK)# given by the proof of Lemma [1]. In fact

2%k
Hf = Z'Z{W(H@j, flezj—1 — y(Hezj1, fea;}
j=1
for all f e K.
For any H € sp(co), we can define a second quantization of Hamiltonian, called a
bilinear Hamiltonian, q(H) as follows.

4.3. Definition. H € sp(oo) satisfies Hf = Z;.Vzlv(gj,f)fj for all f € K. Then
q(H) := § 372, B(f;)Bl(g;)"

Note that the choice of f;, g; is not unique for H € sp(oco). However, ¢(H) is indepen-
dent of the choice of f;, g;, only depends on H € sp(co)(Lemma 4.4 of []).

¢ is the map from Hamiltonians to bilinear Hamiltonians and satisfies i[¢(H ), ¢(H')] =
q(i[H, H']). Thus gs := mg o q is a representation of sp(co) on Hg. ¢, the map from
Hamiltonians on Kg @ Kg to bilinear Hamiltonians in 2A(Kg & Kg,7s, fg), is defined as
well as ¢ : sp(oco) = A(K,v,T"). Let gpy := 7pg © G, qps(H) := qps(H & 0), then gp, is a
representation of sp(oo) on Hp,.

4.4. Definition. (1) A *-representation (H,m) of sp(co) is called a regular represen-
tation if the following two conditions hold :

(i) i[r(H),n(H")] = =w(i[H, H']) on a dense set Hy of Hilbert space H for all
H,H' € sp(c0).

(ii) w(H) is an essentially self-adjoint operator on Hy for all H € sp(o0).

(2) Let (H;,m;), j = 1,2 be reqular representations of sp(co) and M, denotes a von
Neumann algebra generated by exp(in;(H)), H € sp(co). Then two representations,
(Hi,m) and (Hz, ), are quasi-equivalent if there exists a *-isomorphism of von
Neumann algebras v : My — My such that v(exp(im(H))) = exp(ima(H)) for all
H € sp(o0). Then we write m ~, my. Moreover, if m and 7y are unitary equivalent,
then we write ™y ~ my simply.

Since all gs(H) are essentially self-adjoint operators on D(mg) = ms(A(K,~,I))Qs,
(Hs,qs) is a regular representation of sp(cc). Similarly, since all gp,(H) are essentially
self-adjoint operators on D(mp,) := mpy (U(Ks ® Ks,75, L's))Qps, (Hp, qpy) is a regular
representation of of sp(cc). Let

Qs(H) :=exp (igs(H) ) . Qro(H) = exp (idry(H)) . Qrs(H) := Qry(H @0)
and

Ms = {Qs(H) | H € sp(s0)Y', M, := {Qp, (H) | H € sp(s<)}".

10



4.5. Lemma. Qp,(H) = Qs(H) ® 1., where 1. is the identity operator on Lg.
Proof. Due to Remark P.7, we obtain

uaQs(H) = Qpy(H)uq (4.1)
for all H € sp(o0). By ([3.1]) and ([4.]), this lemma has been verified. 1

Remark. The following relation is verified quite similar to Lemma [L.9 :
Wes(f ®0) =Ws(f) ® 14 (4.2)

where Ws(f) := Wp(f ©0)|Hs for all f € ReKg and 1., is the identity operator on Lg.
In Lemma 5.1 of [f], the following relation has been proved : If P is a basis projection
on K, then

Qr(H)Wp(f)Qp(H)" = Wp(e™ f) (4.3)

for all f € ReK and H € sp(co). Due to Lemma [.J and ([4.3), the relation ([4.3) implies
the following result : For the general S, we have

Qs(H)Ws(f)Qs(H)* = Ws(e' f) (4.4)
for all f € ReK and H € sp(c).
Since Qs(H)HG C Hg and Qpy(H)HG, C HE, where o = + or —,
Q%(H) == Qs(H)|HE, Qp,(H) = Qpy(H)[HF,

are bounded operators on Hg and H%_ . We denote the restriction of gg (vesp. gpy) to HE
(resp. H%,) by ¢& (resp. qp,) and let

G = {Q3(H) | H € sp(o0)}', M, = {QF,(H) | H € sp(oc))”

Let Hq, Ho be Hilbert spaces. Then a bounded operator A on H; & H, is written in
the form of matrix like this :

A_(A21 Am),Aw.HJ—W-LZ.

We can verify the next lemma immediately.

4.6. Lemma. For all H € sp(0),

+ _ ([ QiH) @1, 0
aiim=( NN e )
0

_ ([ QiH)®1-
QPS(H) - ( s 0 Qg(H)®1+ )

where 1, is the identity operator on Lg .

If S is a basis projection, we call ¢Z a Fock representation of sp(oco) on HE.
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5 Structure of Fock Representations of sp(co)

In this section, we assume that S is a basis projection.

5.1. Lemma. Assume that Kg = K. Let Eg be the set of all C.O.N.S. of SK.
(1) Fize=A{en}nen € Es. Then {e,,Te,}nen is a C.O.N.S. of K.
(2) Forg,h € K,
Honf = (g, F)h+~(h, f)g+ (g, ))Th +~(h, f)lg, [ € K.

Hgy, satisfies THyI'= —Hgy, Hl, = Hyp,. Let

(67191{: l) ek e H(6727k7l) = Hek,Fela
H(e;3,k,l) == Hyepe;, H(e;4,k,1) := Hye, 1e,-

Then sp(c0) is real-linearly spanned by H(e;j, k,1), 1 < j <4, k,l € N, e € &s.

Moreover,
q(H(e; 1, k, l)) Bl(er)B(e)" + Ble))Bl(eg)" + 0, (5.1)
q(H(e;2,k,1)) = B(ex)"B(e)* + Blex)B(e), (5.2)
q(H (e; 3, v 1)) = i[Blex)Ble)” — Ble)Blex), (5.3)
q(H(e;4,k,1)) = i[B(ex)B(e)) — Blex)"B(er)], (5.4)

Proof. (1) obvious. (2) For all H € sp(co), there exist f;,g; € (HK)* such that Hf =
Z;.Vzlv(g], [ Let {e,} be a C.O.N.S. of S(HK)#. Then

M
(en,)sen + (Cey, x gFen—27 en, x)e, —y(le,, z)ley,

n=1

for all x € (HK)¥. In particular, let x = f;, g;, then we have

N
Hf = Zv(gj,f f

= Z{a Lk, Dy(ex, fles — a(2,k, D)y(Tey, fe

k,l=1
+ a3, k,0)y(Lex, f)Te; — a4, k, D)y(ex, f)Te}.
a(j, k,1) is defined as follows :
Oé(l, ka l) = Z;\;l 7(€k7 gj)/y(elv fj)7
06(2, ka l) = Z;\le V(Feka gj)V(eh f])7
06(3, ka l) = Zjvzl V(Fekv g])fy(reh f])v
06(4, ka l) = Z;\le 7(6167 g])fy(reh f])

12



By v(Hf,g) =~(f, Hg) for all f,g € K, a(j, k,1) satisfies

ald k1) = a2, k), (5.5)
a(l k1) = a1, k), (5.6)
a(3,k, 1) = a(3,1,k). (5.7)
In fact, if f = e, and g = I'e;, then we have ([5.), if f = e and g = ¢;, we have ([5.9), if
f =Te, and g = I'e;, we have ([57).
On the other hand, by 'HI' = —H, «(i, j, k) satisfies
a3 k1) = a1, k1), (5.8)
a4, k1) = a(2,k,1). (5.9)
Now let e denote a C.O.N.S. of SK satisfying e D {e,}} ;. By ([5.5) — ([5.9), we have
1
H= > H(ekl)+ 5 > H(esk,k),
1<k<I<M 1<k<M
H(e; k1) : = Rela(1,k, ))|H(e; 1, k, 1) — Im[a(1, k, )| H (e; 3, k, )
— Re[a(2,k, )] H (e; 2, k,1) — Im[(2, k, )| H (e; 4, k, 1).
Thus sp(c0) is real-linearly spanned by all H(e; g, k, ). 1

5.2. Lemma. (1) Qg is a cyclic vector for M.
(2) For any ey € SK, ms(B(e1))2s is a cyclic vector for Mg.
Proof. (1) Fix e = {e,}>2, € Es. By ([5.2) and ([5.4), we have
gs(H(e;2,k, 1)) + i~ qs(H(e; 4, k, 1)) = 2ms(B(ex) B(er))

for all k, 1. Since H is linearly spanned by elements [, , ms(B(ex) B(e1))Q2s, Qs is a cyclic
vector for M.
(2) Fix e := {e,}22, € &. By ([5.]]) and ([5.3), we have

qs(H(e;1,k,1) + i qs(H (e;3, k, 1)) = 2ms(B(ex) B(er)*), k # 1.

Since
{gs(H(e;1,k, 1)) +i qs(H(e; 3, k, 1)) }rs(B(e1))s = ms(B(ex))Qs (k > 2),

SK is generated by mg(B(e1))2s and all qs(H(e;1,k,1)), gs(H(e;3,k,1)). Therefore
ms(B(e1))S2s is a cyclic vector for M. 1

5.3. Lemma. (1) Let

n=1

D(Ns) = {f = a2t e Mg | €M e @LSKs, Y n? | €M < 00} :

(Ns€)™ :=ng™, ¢ € D(Ns).

Then the number operator Ng is an essentially self-adjoint operator on the finite
particle vector subspace of Hsg.
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(2) 0(Ng) =o0p(Ng) = NU{0}.
(3) ¢iNs € Ms.

Proof. (1) and (2) are well-known facts.

(3) Fix e = {en} € €. For A C N, #A < 00, we define Ny := 3, ms(B(e;)B(e;)").
Since Ny + %#A = % Y oken @s(H(e; 1,k k), N+ %#A is an essentially self-adjoint oper-
ator on the finite particle vector subspace of Hg and exp(iN,) € Mg. Since

Nams(Blex,) .. Blex,)s = Y _#{k|er, = ¢;}ms(Blen,) ... Blex,))Ss,

JEA
we have
eXp(iN—A)Ws(B(6)\1) c. B(6)\n))QS

= exp (z’Z#{k lex, = ej}> Ts(B(ey,) . .. Blex,)s.

jeA
If A= NU{0}, then >, #{k|es, = ¢;} = n. Thus

S— A—}II\IHL}{O} exp(iN—A)ﬂs(B(eM) e B(e)\n))Qg = exp(in)ﬂs(B(eAl) Ce B(e)\n))Qs
= eXp('ém)Ws(B(6)\l) e B((B)\n))Qs.

This shows that exp(iNg) = s- lima_Nugoy exp(iNy) € M. 1

5.4. Lemma. MY acts irreducibly on Hg.

Proof. Assume that H, is a non-zero intersection of M§-invariant closed subspace of H
and the finite particle vector subspace of HE. The spectrum o(Ng|Ho) is contained in
o(Ng|HE) = 2N U {0} due to the invariance of Hy under M. Let Ao := min o (Ng|H,).
If \g = 0, we have Qg € Hy. Thus Hy D MEHe D MIQs = HE. This shows that
M acts irreducibly on H{.
If Ao = 2, there exists £ € Hg such that Ng& = 2¢, £ € ®2SK. Then we can show that
there exist j,k € N such that wg(B(e;)*)ms(B(ex)*)€ is a non-zero element of H,. Since

Ts(B(e;)" Bler)")Ns = Nsms(B(e;)*Bley)”) + 2ms(B(e;)" B(ex)"),

we have

Ngms(B(e;)" Blex)*)§ = {ms(B(e;)" Blex)*)Ns — 2ms(B(e;)* Bler)") }§
= ms(B(e;)"Blex)") - 2§ — 2ms(B(e;)" Blex)"¢
=0.

This shows mg(B(e;)*B(ey)*)§ € CQg and we have \g = 0. This is contradiction. Thus

Ao # 2. Moreover, \g # 2n, n = 1,2, ... is proved by induction.
The case of My is quite similar. 1

5.5. Lemma. Two representations q& and qg are not quasi-equivalent.
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Proof. By the irreducibility of M$, it suffices that ¢& and ¢g are not unitary equiva-
lent. Suppose that there exists an unitary operator V : HZ — Hg such that VQE(H) =
Q5 (H)V for all H € sp(cc). Since the left hand side of VQ¥ (tH)Qs = Q5 (tH)VQs, t €
R is differentiable at ¢t € R, the differential of the right hand side make sense and
the domain of ¢4 (H) contains VQg. Now let H = H(e;1,k,l) and H(e;3,k,[), then
we have mg(B(ey)B(e)*)VQs = Vrs(B(er)B(e)*)Q2s = 0 for all k,I. Therefore, since
ms(B(e;)*)V Qs = 0 for all I, we obtain VQg = 0. This is contradiction. 1

6 Structure of non-Fock Representations of sp(co)

In this section, we assume that S is not a basis projection.
Lemma [.] is a well-known fact.

6.1. Lemma. Let M be a von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert space of H and E € M’
be a projection. Let C(M) := M N M and Mg = {Qr|Q € M}, Qr = Q|EH.
Then the map ¢t : M > Q — Qp € Mg is a *~homomorphism and continuous with
respect to the strong operator topologies. Moreover 1 is a *-isomorphism if and only if

C(E) :=min{F € C(M)|F > E F*=F*=F}=1.

6.2. Lemma. Let E. be a projection of Hs on HE. (E. is a element of MY.) Then
C(E}) = 1. Therefore, qs, q3 and qg are all quasi-equivalent.

Proof. By Lemma [.1l, we prove that C(FE,) is the identity operator on Hg. Since
C(E})|HE is the identity operator on H{, we have only to show that C(E.)|Hg is
the identity operator on Hg. We claim that

C(E+)7TPS(B(9 D 0))QPS = Tpg (B(g @ O))QPS (6.1)

for all g € Kg.

(i) The case of g € Es((0,1))Ks.

Let ¢’ := /(1 —S)"1Sg for g € E5((0,1))Ks N D((1 — S)™"). (D(A) is the domain
of operator A.) ¢’ is an element of Eg((0,1))Ks and satisfies Ps(g @ 0) = Ps(0® ¢') and
Tps(B(g @ 0))Qp, = mpy(B(0® ¢'))2p,. Thus it suffices that

C(E-F)WPS(B(O S gl))QPs = Tpg (B(O D gl))QPS (6'2)

for all ¢ € Eg((0,1))Ks. Now since [¢(H & 0),B(0 @ ¢')] = 0 for all H € sp(c0),
C(E}) € Mg “commutes” with mpy(B(0® ¢'))|Hs N D(mp,). (If a bounded operator @)
on a Hilbert space H and (unbounded) operator A on a Hilbert space H with a dense
domain D(A) satisfy (QAn, &) = (@Qn, A*E) for all n, £ € D(A), it is said that A commutes
with @).) Thus we obtain ([6.9).

(ii) The case of g € Eg({1})Ks.

Let f be an unit vector in Eg((0,1))Kg. Then

Tps(B(g @ 0))2pg
= Tps(B(g @ 0))mps (B(Ps(f @ 0))"B(Ps(f @ 0)))S2pg
= mps(B(g @ 0))7py (B(Ps(f @ 0))*B(f ©0))Sp,
= p(B(g © 0)B(Lsvg5' Sf @ 0)mpy (B(f @ 0))Qpg

+7ps (B9 @ 0)B(f @ 0))7pg(B(0 @ Ls(—751)2v/S(1 = S5) f))Qps.
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Since 7p,(B(g®0)B(Lsys' Sf@®0))|Hs N D(rp,) and m5(B(g®0)B(f ©0))|HsN D(7py)
commute with C'(E,) and T's(—75')/S(1 — S)f is an element of Eg((0,1))Kg, we can
use the case (i) and obtain ([6.]]). 1

6.3. Corollary. q¢% and qp, are quasi-equivalent.

Proof. 1p, is a separating vector for C' (MJISS). Indeed, let

ar ®1 0 -
( +0 + a_®1_ )QPSIO, CLO—EC(Ms),

then a;Qg = 0. Since Qg is a separating vector for C(MY), we have a; = 0. Moreover,
by q& ~4 g5 (Lemma [.3), we have a_ = 0 as well.

Let B, : Hp, — Hg be a projection and C(E.) := min{E € C(Mp) | E* = B =
E E > AEJr} Since C’(E+)st = Qp, and Qp; is a separating vector for C(M3, ), we
have C(E,) = 1, that is, g5 ~, qp,. By Lemma .3, we obtain
qg ~q q;s ~q Qs ~q Qpg-
1

If 0 < S < 1, the commutant (Mp,)" is written explicitly by using Tomita-Takesaki
theory and we can show that M, is a factor.

6.4. Lemma. Let 0 < S < 1. Then Qp, is a cyclic and separating vector for MJISS.

Proof. If 0 < S < 1, we have already got HFS = HE and Qpy(H) = Qs(H). Thus Qp,

is cyclic for MF,_. Since {CAQPS(O @ H)Qp, | H € sp(co)} generate Hj, and CA)pS(O ®H)e
(M3,), Qpy is cyclic for (Mp,) i.e. Qp is separating for M. 1

We define the modular conjugation J, , —and the modular operator Ag,  for M.
S

For a bijective linear (resp. conjugate linear) operator U on Kg @ Kg, we define a
*_automorphism (resp. conjugate *-automorphism) 7(U) of A(Ks® Kg,7s, fs) satisfying
7(U)B(h) = B(Uh).

Let w(f & g) :=T'sg @ I'sf. The conjugate linear map Jo,_ is defined by

Jap, Tps(A)Qp, = mpy(T(w) A)Qp,, A € U(Ks @ Ks,7s,Ts).

Let 0 < S < 1 and Hg := log(S(1 — S)™!). Let ©g be an infinitesimal generator
defined by

exp(it@g)mg(A)Qg = mg(T(e™5)A)Qg, A€ A(K,~,T).

a is defined in Remark B.7. Then Aq,_ = e 95, Dueto 0 < S < 1, Agq,, is defined on a
dense set of Hp, = Hs. (See Remark 7.

6.5. Lemma. Let 0 < S < 1.

(1) The restriction of Jo,_ on Hp, is the modular conjugation associated with the pair
(M, Qps) and the restriction of Agq, on Hp, is the modular operator.
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(2) M}, is a factor.

Proof. (1) We obtain Jo, Qps(H)Qps = A;z/stPs(H)*QPs for all H € sp(c0). For any

A € Mj,, there exists a net {A,} in the linear hull of {Qps(H) | H € sp(co)} such that
A, = A (v — o0) with respect to the strong * operator topology :

(A, — A)z|* + ||(A; — A%)z|* = 0
for all x € ’HJ]SS. Therefore we have

(APZW, A" Qpy) = lim (ARZT, AQp,) = lim (U, Jo, ASp,) = (U, Jo, AQp,)

V—00

for all ¥ in the domain of Ag,_. This shows that all A*Qp, are elements of the domain
of Aqp. Let To,, = Jop Ady, then To, AQp, = A*Qp, for all A € M. Thus Jo,,
is the modular conjugation associated with the pair (M}, Qp;) and Ag pg 15 the modular
operator.

(2) Qpy(H) satisties [Wp, (0@ f), Qps(H)] = 0 from the direct computation and this
shows

Rps(ReKs ®0) = Rpy (0 ® ReKs) D Mp, = MJ,SS ® Mp,. (6.3)
By Tomita-Takesaki theory we have
(M3)' = Joy, M Ja,. = {Qp,(0& H)[ME, | H € sp(co)}” (6.4)

From the quasi-equivalence of representations ¢, and gp,, ([64) implies that (Mp_)" is
generated by all @ps(() ®© H)|Hp,, H € sp(cc). Thus (Mp,)' & (Mp,) is generated by
all Qp,(0® H), H € sp(co). Since [Wp,(f ®0), Qp,(0® H)] = 0, we have

Rps (RGKS D 0)/ = Rps (0 D ReKs) D) (M;s)/ © (M]_DS)/ (65)
From Corollary P-g and ([6-3) and ([6.9), we have
C(M},) ® C(M3p,) C C(Rpy(ReKs ®0)) = Cl.

Thus C(M3p,) = Cl;.(And C(M5p,) = Cl_.) 1

7 Quasi-equivalence of
Quasifree Representations of sp(co)

Let & be the set of all positive semi-definite hermitian forms S on K satisfying ([2.1]).
Now we give the main result of this paper.

7.1. Theorem. Assume that K is separable. Let S, S € &. Two quasifree representa-
tions q% and q%, of sp(co) are quasi-equivalent if and only if the following two conditions
hold :
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(1) The topologies induced by || f ||s and || f ||sr on K are equivalent, i.e. there exists
B>a>0suchthat o || f||s<|| flls< B flls forall f € K.

(2) 1 — p(S)e XS ex5)p(S") is a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator on Kg where x(S) =
tanh™'2,/S(1 — S) and p(S) := (25 —1)7125 — 1|.

By the equivalence of norms || - ||s and || - [|s/, we can see a bounded operator S” on
K as a bounded operator on Kg.

7.2. Lemma. If o || - [|s<|| - lss< B || - |ls, there exists 0 < o < B’ such that
a - lps <l llpg < B - Ml s
Proof. Immediate from ([2.3). 1

7.3. Lemma. Let S, S" € & and the topologies induced by || f ||s and || f ||sr on K are
equivalent. Then the following conditions are equivalent.

(1) Ps — P is a Hilbert-Schimdt class operator,
(2) 1— p(S)e XX (S is a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator,
(3) 1 — p(S8")e X505 p(8) is a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator.

Proof. See Lemma 6.5 of [P]. 1

7.4. Lemma. Let S,S5" € & be basis projections and assume that K = Kg = Kg.

(1) Let 6(S,S") be a non-negative hermitian operator on K satisfying sinh? (S, S") =
—(S — 8% Let

u12(S5/S") := (sinh 0(S, S") cosh 0(S, 5")) 1SS (1 — 9),
u2(S/S") := —(sinh §(S, S") cosh (S, S")) (1 — 5)S’S,
H(S/S") :== —i0(S, S"){u12(S/S") + u2(S/S")}.

Then u;;(S/S")* = u;;(S/S") and H(S/S') satisfies

H(S/S) = H(S/S"), TH(S/S)T = —H(S/S"),
(iH(S/S"))* = iH(S/S").

(* is relative to (-,-)s.) Let
U(S/S") .= exp(iH(S/S")).
U(S/S") satisfies
U(s/s")'U(s/8) =U(s/s"\U(S/s) =1, [L,U(S/S)]=0,
U(S/SNSU(S/S) = S'.

(2) S—5"is a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator if and only if 6(S,S’) is a Hilbert-Schmidt
class operator.
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(3) Let 6(S,S") be a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator. Then there exists an unique unitary
operator T'(S,S") € Mg such that

T(S, 8"y 7 (AT(S, S') = mws[r(U(S/S"))A]

on D(mg) and

’ de 1
(Qs,T(5,5)8s) = detsk ( I S’)) (7.1)

where detgg is the determinant of SK.(Since 0(S,S") commutes with S, the right
hand side of ([7.1) is well-defined.)

Proof. (1) See Lemma 5.4 of []. (3) See Lemma 5.5 of [g]. 1

7.5. Lemma. Assume that S, S" € & are basis projections and the topologies induced by
| flls and || f |ls on K are equivalent. If S — S’ is a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator,
then q% and q%, are unitary equivalent.

Proof. Let

V?TS/(A)QS/ = Ws(A)T(S, S/)Qs, Ae Q[(K,”y, )

Since U(S/S")1SU(S/S") = S', we have g = pg o 7(U(S/S’)). This shows that V is
an unitary operator from Hg to Hg and satisfies Vg (A) = mg(A)V on D(ms) for all
A e A(K,~,T). By VHE C HZ, the restriction of V' to HZ, is an unitary operator from
HZ, to HZ and we have VQZ,(H) = Q%(H)V for all H € sp(co). Thus ¢ is unitary
equivalent to ¢Z,. 1

The next corollary is directly seen from the above lemma.

7.6. Corollary. If the topologies induced by || f ||s and || f ||sr on K are equivalent and
Ps — Psr 1s a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator, then qf, and dp,, are unitary equivalent.

7.7. Lemma. Assume that S, S' € & are not projection. If 1 — p(S)e XN eX(5) p(S7) is
a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator, then q% and q2, are quasi-equivalent.

Proof. Immediate from Corollary .3, Lemma [7.3 and Corollary [7.6. 1

7.8. Lemma. Let S € & be a projection and S € & be not a projection. Then 1 —
p(8)e XN eX(3) p(S") s ot a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator.

Proof. Suppose ¢& ~4 q& and gg ~, ¢5. Then since ¢& ~, ¢g and the irreducibility of
qZ, we have ¢& ~ g5. However, since S is a projection, ¢& 7 5. This is contradiction. So
qd g qd or qg g a5 I qd ~4 g8 and q5 %, qg, then Ps— Py is not a Hilbert-Schmidt
class operator from g~ ¢ ~q 44 % qh;. Thus 1 — p(S)e XEeX5)p(F) is not a
Hilbert-Schmidt class operator. The case of qg ~, qg and q& £, ¢ is quite similar. If
04 ~q g5 and qf A4 g and gg g qg, We have qp ~q dp, ~q Qg ~q 45 Fq qlts. Thus
1 — p(9)e™X&ex(5)p(S") is not a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator. The case of q& %, ¢q
and q& %, q& and qg #, qg is trivial. Therefore, 1 — p(S)e X(eX(5)p(S") is not a
Hilbert-Schmidt class operator. 1
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From the above lemmas, we have the necessary condition of Theorem [.1].

7.9. Lemma (Necessity of Theorem [.1]). Suppose that S, S" € & satisfy the follow-
ing two conditions.

(1) The topologies induced by || f ||s and || f ||s» on K are equivalent,
(2) 1 — p(8)e™XNeX3) p(S") is a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator.
Then two representations q% and g% are quasi-equivalent.

Next, we prove the sufficiency of Theorem [7.1.
A state pp, on CCR algebra A(Ks @ Kg,7s,'s) can be viewed as a state on M¥

satistying or,(Q) = (Qp,, Qp,), Q € M.
Now let dim K < oco. Since Ps — Ps/ is a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator, qj.?s and
q;S, are unitary equivalent and we can identify M} with M;SS,. Therefore, a state

¢p,, on CCR algebra A(Kg © Kgfﬁgf,fsl) is regarded as a state on M;SS satisfying
QOPS,(Q) = <Q,,QQ/>, Q= T(PS,PS/)QPS, Q € M+S/ = Mfts where T(Ps,PS/) is an
unitary operator determined by (3) of Lemma [/.4].

We quote the following two results to prove the sufficiency of the main theorem.

7.10. Lemma. Let M be a von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert space H with a cyclic and
separating vector V. Let Vi be a natural positive corn associated with the pair (M, V).
If ® is an another cyclic and separating vector for M, then ® € Vy if and only if the
following 2 conditions hold :

(1) Jp = Jy,

(2) (®,Q ¥) >0 forall Qu e MNM', Q. > 0.
Proof. See THEOREM 4 (5) of [A]. 1
7.11. Lemma. Let M be a von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert space H with a cyclic and

separating vector W and let Vi be the natural positive corn for W. Let ®; € Vy(i = 1,2)
and @g, be a vector state for ®;. Then

| o, — o, 2] 1~ @2 |17
Proof. See THEOREM 4 (8) of []. 1

7.12. Lemma. Letdim K < oo and S, 8" € G be 0 < S <1,0< 5 < 1. Then

1
+
I ors = or ), 12 2 {1~ detr, (e )} (72)
Proof. Let Jo and Agq be the modular conjugation and modular operator associated
with the pair (M, ') and let Vg, »¢ be the natural positive corn associated with the pair
(Mg, Qpg). We show Jor = Jo, and (', QQps) > 0 for all Q € C(M,), Q@ > 0 with
help of Lemma [.10 to prove ' € Vo, _ .
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We prove the first part, Jo = Jap,- Since we have
[Japy, T'(Ps, Ps)] =0
(See (6.2) of [J]), the following relation holds :
Jop, =0
We remark that we have already obtained the following relations :

V*QPS (H)V = QPS/ (H)a
Jor =V, V",

Joop, Qps(H)Jap, = Qrs (0@ H)',
JQPS,QPS,(H)JQPS/ = @ps,(O @ H)*

where V' is the unitary operator defined in Lemma [7.5. We have
JorQp.(H)Jo = Qpy(0 & H)*
from ([7.4), (7.3) and ([7.7). It follows

[JorJap,, Qps(H)] = 0,
[']Q"]stv @PS(O ©® H)] =0

for all H € sp(oo) from ([7-6) and ([7-§). Now the center C(Mp,) of Mp, is trivial :

C(Mp,) = ( M, O ) M, = ( CMp) 0 ) _ci.

0 M;, 0 C(Mp)
Thus JQ’JQPS S C(Mps) = Cl1, that is,
JQ/:)\JQPS, Ne Sti= {)\EC | |)\| :1}.

Due to ([7-3) and ([79), A = 1.

The second part is verified by (7)) and the factoriality of M} and

1
<Q/> QPS) = <QPS7T(PS7 PS’)QPS> = H > 0.
A€o (0(Ps,Pg)) ¥ cosh A

Therefore ) € VQPS. Now from ([7.1]) and Lemma and

PS coshH(PS,PS/) = PS\/l — [sinhH(PS,PS/)]Q
= /Ps{1 — (Ps — Ps)?}

= \/ PsPgs Ps,

we obtain ([7.9).
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7.13. Lemma. Assume that K is separable. Let S, S’ € G be 0 < S <1,0< 5 <1
and the topologies induced by || f ||s and || f ||sr on K are equivalent. If Ps— Pg: is not a
Hilbert-Schmidt class operator, then there exists I'-invariant finite dimensional subspaces
K, of K such that

Tim | (ps, = sy Mg = 2.

Su(f,g) is the restriction of S(f,g) to K,.
Proof. Since we have the inequality ([7.9), we can verify this lemma as the proof of Lemma

6.7 of . 1

7.14. Lemma (Sufficiency of Theorem [7.1)). Assume that K is separable. S, S’ €
S and the topologies induced by || f ||ls and || f |ls on K are equivalent. If 1 —
p(8)e XN eX5) p(S") s not a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator, then q% and q3, are not
quasi-equivalent.

Proof. First suppose that 0 < S < 1 and 0 < S’ < 1. Then we can show ¢ 7%, ¢& from
Lemma as the proof of Lemma 6.8 of [f]. Since qg ~, ¢& and qg ~, ¢& by Lemma
6.2, we have gg %, qg as well.

For general S and S’, this proof is quite similar to Lemma 6.8 of [F]. 1

8 Metaplectic Representations of Sp(oco, P)

8.1. Definition. A bijective linear map U on K satisfies v(U f,Uqg) = v(f,g) and TU =
UT. Let 7(U) be a *-automorphism of CCR algebra A(K,~,T') satisfying 7(U)B(f) =
B(Uf). Then we call U a Bogoliubov transformation for (K,~,I') and 7(U) a Bogoliubov
*_automorphism. The set of all Bogoliubov transformations is called the symplectic group
and we denote the symplectic group for (K,~,T') by Sp(K,~,T).

We define some subgroups of Sp(K,~,T").
Let Sp(oo) be the group generated by sp(oo) :

Sp(00) = {e"™ | H € sp(c0)}.

Suppose that P is a basis projection for (K, v,T") satisfying Kp = K.
Let Sp(oo, P) be the set of all U € Sp(K,~,I") satisfying

|PU(1 = P)lgg < o0 (8.1)

where ||-||;; 5 is the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of operators on K. ([8.1]) is the sufficient
condition of the existence of unitary representation of U.

8.2. Lemma. Let
dp(A,B) == |[|[A = B|| + [[P(A= B)(1 = P)|lys.

for all A, B € Sp(oo, P). Then Sp(co, P) is a topological group with respect to dp.

22



Proof. We have to show the continuity of multiplication and inverse. Suppose that
A, A, B, B, € Sp(oco, P) satisfy

dp(A,,, A) — O, dp(BV, B) — 0. (82)

([83) says that for any € > 0, if v — oo, then

I1PB,(1=P)llys < [PB(1 = P)llys + e (8.3)
1B, < |IBl +e.
First we claim
I1P(A, = A)B(1 = P)|[gg. = 0. (8.5)
([83) follows from ([8:3) and

1P(A, = A)B(1 = P)|lus.
< |[P(A, — A)(1 = P)B(1 = P)|lus. + | P(Ay — A)PB(1 — P)||us.
< |[[P(A, = A)(A = P)llus [IB] + A, = A[[l[PB(1 = P)|lus.-

Due to ([8.3), we have dp(A,B,, AB) — 0 as v — 0.
On the other hand, Since ([8), ([8-4) and

IP(A; — AT (1 = P)llus,
= ||[PA, (A —AAT (1 = Pllus.
<|[[PA, ( = P)(A, = A)AT (L = P)lus. + [|PA P(A, = A)ATH (L = P)|us.
< ||PATH(L = P)llus /Ay — ANAT + A7 I P(A, = )AL = P)us.,
we have dp(A ', A7) — 0 as v — occ. .

8.3. Lemma. Assume that P, and Py are basis projections and there exist f > o > 0
such that a||fl|p < (|fllp, < BI|fllp, for all f € K and Py — P is a Hilbert-Schmidt
class operator. Then Sp(oco, P1) = Sp(oo, Ps) as a topological group.

Proof. We have only to show the equivalence of the distance dp, and dp,. In this proof, we
denote the operator norm with respect to P by ||-||, and the Hilbert-Schmidt norm with
respect to P by [|*||gg p- (In this proof, the Hilbert space norm of K and the operator
norm of bounded operators on K is same notation, however we probably does not confuse
the two meanings.)

Al _ B 1Al,

B
Al p, == =~ Allp, -

ze K || ||P2 €K CYHJ?HP1

In the same way, we have [[A[, < g 1Al p, -
On the other hand,

[PA(L = P2)ns.,p,
< BIIPU (P /Py U(P1/Py)AU(Py [ P2)'U(Py/P)(1 = Pa)|lus.p
< BIU(PL/P)'PLU(P/Py)AU(Py/ P2)'(1 = P)U(P/Ps)|lus.p
< BIU(P/P)Yp |U(PL/Py)| p,
x ||[PLU(P/Py)AU(P1/Py) (1 = P1)|lus.p
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and

| PLU(PL/P)AU(PL/Po) (1 — P)||us.p
< ||PU(P/P){Pi+ (1 = P)}YAU(PL/P) (1 = Py)|us.p,
< ||U(PL/Po)|| o | PLAU (P Py)t (1 = P1)lus..py
+ |PU(PL/Po) (1 = Pr)lls.p U (P Po) | o || All oy
<||U(P1/Po)| | Allp, | LU(PL/ Po) (1 = Py)llus.,p,
+ |1PLAQL = P)lus.p U (P Po) ||, }
+[|PLUP/Po)(1 = Py)lis.p |UP Po) Y || All py
< M"(J|Allp, + [|PLA(L — Py)lms.p)

where M" is the maximum value of

IPUPL/B) (1 = Pl p [U(P/Po) ]|
|PU (P Po)Y (L= P)|yp s p IUCPL/ P2l
HU(Pl/Pz)Tle |U(P1/P)ll p, -

Since PlU(Pl/PQ)(]_ - Pl) = SiHhH(Pl, P2)U12(P1/P2), PlU(Pl/Pg)(l - Pl) is a Hilbert-
Schmidt class operator and M” is not infinity. From the above argument,

IR AL = Po)llys p, < M'([Allp, + [1PLAL = P)llys p,)

where M’ := B{|U(P/Py)Y|| ,, [U(Py/Pa)l p, M".

Let M := M' + Ba~!. Then dp,(Uy,Us) < Mdp, (Uy,Us). In the same way, we can
show that there exists a positive number m > 0 such that dp, (Ur,Us) < Ldp, (U, Us).
Therefore

mdp, (U, Uz) < dp,(Uy, Us) < Mdp, (Uy, Us).

8.4. Lemma. Let U € Sp(oco, P) and P':= UPUT.

(1) Let R(U) := U(P/P")U. Then R(U) commutes with P and R(U) is an unitary
operator on K.

(2) U(P/P")' is a positive and 1 + Hilbert-Schmidt class operator.
Proof. (1) Since P’ = UPU' and PU(P/P') = U(P/P")P’, we have
PR(U)=U(P/P)P'U =U(P/PUPU'U = R(U)P.
Thus R(U) commutes with P. Due to v(R(U)f, R(U)g) = v(f,g), we have
vp = R(U)pR(U) = 1pR(U)"R(U).
(* is relative to (-,-)p.) Since P is a projection and 7% = 1, we obtain
1 =93 = 3 RUY R(U) = RU)R(U).
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This implies R(U)R(U)* = 1. Thus R(U) is an unitary operator on K.
(2) Due to ([8.1]), O(P, P') defined in Lemma [(.4 is a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator.
Indeed, we have

|PU(1 — P)||} ¢ = tr(PU(1 — P)U'P) (8.6)

and
PU(1 — P)UTP = —[sinh (P, P"))*P, (8.7)
I'-PU(1— P)U'P-T = —[sinh (P, P")]*(1 — P) (8.8)

from the direct computation. (([8.3) follows from [sinh 8(P, P"),T'] = 0.) ([8:9), ([8:7) and
([8:9) say that sinh §(P, P') is a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator, i.e. §(P, P’) is a Hilbert-
Schmidt class operator. We obtain immediately that H(P/P’) is a Hilbert-Schmidt class
operator.

Since iH (P/P’) is a hermitian operator, the positivity of U(P/P’) is obvious. 1

From the above lemma, U € Sp(oo, P) is written as U = U(P/P')TR(U) and this is
the polar decomposition of U.

We introduce some notations to define the metaplectic representations of Sp(oo, P).

Let P be a basis projection and U be the element of Sp(K,~,T") satisfying [P, U] = 0.

(Since [P,U] = 0, U is an unitary operator.) Then the operator Tp(U) on Hp is defined
by

TP(U)WP(A)QP = WP(T(U)A)QP, AGQl(K,%F)

Tp(U) is the second quantization of U. Since 7(U) is a *-automorphism of CCR algebra
A(K,~,T') and @p is a quasifree state satisfying

ep(T(U)[B(f)'B(9)]) = (Uf, PUg)p = (f, Pg)p = ¢r(B(f)"B(yg)),

Tp(U) is an unitary operator on Hp.
Let Tp(I') be an antiunitary operator on Hp defined by

TP(P)WP(A)QP :WP(T(F)A)QP, A 691(K,7,F)

8.5. Lemma. Let U € Sp(oco, P). Then the unitary operator Qp(U) satisfying
Qr(U)We(f)Qp(U)" =Wp(Uf) (8.9)
for all f € ReK exists uniquely up to S* :={\ € C||\| =1}.
Proof. Let
Qp(U) :=T(P, P)Tp(R(U)).
Then Qp(U) satisfies ([8.9).

The uniqueness of Qp(U) follows from the irreducibility of the von Neumann algebra
Rp(ReK). In fact, if Q(U) is an another unitary operator satisfying ([8.9), then we
have

QpU) Qr(U)Wp(f)Qr(U) Qp(U) = We(f)
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for all f € ReK and this shows
QZD(U)*QP(U) c RP(RGK)/ = Cl1.
Therefore Qp(U) is unique up to the phase factor. 1

Remark. Since Qp(H) defined in the section 4 satisfies ([4.3) and Qp(U) is unique up
to the phase factor, we have Qp(e'?) = \Qp(H), X € S*.
Let

Qp(AU) = AQp(U)
for all U € Sp(oco, P) and A € S*.
8.6. Definition. We denote the group generated by all Qp(\, U) satisfying
[Tp(I),Qr(A,U)] =0 (8.10)
by Mp(oo, P). We call Mp(co, P) the metaplectic group of Sp(oo, P).

The elements \ in S! satisfying ([8:10) are 1 and —1. In fact, by [[,U(P/P’)] = 0
and [I', R(U)] = 0, we have [Tp(I'), T (P, P")] =0 and [Tp(I'),Tp(R(U))] = 0. This shows
[Tp(T),Qp(1,U)] = 0. Thus

Tp(D)Qp(N,U) = XTp(T)Qp(1,U) = A"'Qp(A, U)Tp(T).
Due to ([8I0), AA~! = 1. Therefore A € S'NR = {£1}.

8.7. Proposition. (1) The metaplectic representation Mp(oo, P) is a topological group
with respect to the strong operator topology.

(2) The metaplectic representation is continuous projective representation with respect
to the topology induced by the distance dp and the strong operator topology, i.e. if
dp(U,,U) = 0 as v — o0, then Qp(\,U,) = Qp(A\,U) strongly.

(3) Mp(oo, P) is double covering of Sp(oco, P).

Proof. (1) This claim is easily checked.
(2) We prove that [[{Qp(1,U) — 1}Qp||* = 0 if dp(U,1) — 0. Since
detp(cosh (P, P"))* < exp (||(cosh 6(P, P"))?||,,)
=exp (||-P(P— P")*P||,,)
:eXp(HPU UTPH )
= exp ([[PU(1 = P)lys)

we have

{Qp(1,U) — 1}Qp|* = 2(1 — Re (Qp, T(P, P')2p))

—2{1—detPK< L )}
cosh §(P, P)

: {1 B 4\/detp(coih9(P, p/))z}
<2 {1 — exp <—i |PU(1 — p)||H.S.) } _
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Thus the first claim has been proved.
Moreover, for any f € ReK,

{Qr(1,U) — 1}We(f)Qp|
= H{WP(UTJC>QP(17 U) - WP(f>}QP||
< {Wp(UTHQp(1,U) = We(UT/)}Qp| + [{Wp(UTf) — Wr(f)} Q05|
< {Qr(1,U) — 13|l + [{Wp(U' f) = Wp(£)}2p|

From Lemma BA(3), if ||[U — 1|| — 0, we have |[{Wp(UTf) — Wp(f)}QPH — 0. We
obtain the relation ||{Qp(1,U) — 1}z|| — 0 for all x € Hp if dp(U,1) — 0. Thus we have

H{Qr(1,U,) = Qp(1,U)}xl| =0

for all x € Hp if dp(U,,U) — 0.
(3) Let fp: Mp(oco, P) — Sp(oo, P) be a group homomorphism defined by

fP(Qp(\U))=U, Ue€Sp(oo,P), Xe{xl}.
Then fp is a covering map and ker(fp) = {Qp(—1,1),Qp(1,1)}. Thus
Mp(oo, P)/ ker(fp) ~ Sp(oco, P),

that is, Mp(oco, P) is a double covering of Sp(co, P). 1

8.8. Lemma. Let Mp(oco, P)g, be the group generated by Qp(\, et?), H € sp(o0). Then
the closure of Mp(oco, P)g, with respect to the strong operator topology is Mp(oco, P). That
is, for any U € Sp(oo, P), there exists a net {U,} in Sp(oco) such that

s- lim QP()\a Uu) = QP()\a U)
U—>00
Proof. T(P, P') is written as

T(P,P') = s- lim Qp(H(P/P)F,) = = i Qo(LU(P/P')F)

where F,, is the spectral projection of a positive Hilbert-Schmidt class operator (P, P’)
for the open interval (£, 00). (See the proof of Lemma 5.5 of [f].)

On the other hand, since R(U) is an unitary operator on K, there exists a hermitian
operator H on K such that R(U) = e*#. Since the set of all finite rank operators on K is
dense set of all bounded operators with respect to the strong * operator topology, there
exists a net {A!} such that A/ is a finite rank operator and A/, — H (strong * operator
topology) as v — oo. Let A, := (A, +(A,)*). Then A, is a finite rank hermitian operator
and A, — H (strong operator topology) as v — oo. Let H], := PA,P+(1—-P)A,(1—-P).
Then H), is a finite rank hermitian operator and commutes with P. Moreover, H], — H
(strong operator topology) as v — oo. In fact, for any = € K,

I(H, — H)z| p
< |(PAP — PHP)z|[p+ (1 - P)A,(1 - P)— (1 = P)H(1 = P))z|p
< (A, — H)Px||p + [|(Ay — H)(1 = P)z|p
— 0(v — ).
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Let H, := 1(H, — T’H,T). Then H, is contained in sp(co) and satisfies [P, H,] = 0
and H, — H (strong operator topology) as v — oo. This shows e#* € Sp(oo) and
s-lim, o € = R(U). Moreover,
s- lim Tp(e™)Wp(f)Qp = s- lim Wp(e™™ f)Qp
V—00 V—00
— Wo(R(U) )2
— Tp(R(U)Wp ()00
for all f € ReK. Thus

s- lim Qp(1,e™) = s- lim Tp(e™™) = Tp(R(U)) = Qp(1, R(U)).

V—00 vV—00

Now let U, := U(P/P")F,e' where 1 = (v,n). Then

Qr(1,U,) = Qp(LU(P/P) F)Qp(1, ")

and

S- /}i_)rglon(l, U, =Qp(1,U).

Let Q% (A, U) be the restriction of Qp(A, U) to HS where 0 = + or —.
We obtain the following proposition immediately from Lemma [(.] and Lemma B.§.

8.9. Proposition. Suppose that K is separable. Let P, and P, be basis projections
satisfying o |flly, < |fllp, < BIfly, for all § € K, K = Kp, = Kp, and P, - P,
is a Hilbert-Schmidt class operator. Then the metaplectic representations Q%, (X, *) and
Q%, (A, %) (resp . Q% (A, %) and Q% (A, *)(0 # 0')) of Sp(co, P1) = Sp(co, P,) are unitary
equivalent. (resp. not unitary equivalent.)
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