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Abstract

Let α : R → Aut(G) define a continuous R-action on the topological group G. A unitary
representation (π♭,H) of the extended group G♭ := G⋊α R is called a ground state representa-
tion if the unitary one-parameter group π♭(e, t) = eitH has a non-negative generator H ≥ 0 and
the subspace H

0 := kerH of ground states generates H under G. In this paper we introduce
the class of strict ground state representations, where (π♭,H) and the representation of the
subgroup G0 := Fix(α) on H0 have the same commutant. The advantage of this concept is
that it permits us to classify strict ground state representations in terms of the corresponding
representations of G0. This is particularly effective if the occurring representations of G0 can
be characterized intrinsically in terms of concrete positivity conditions.

To find such conditions, it is natural to restrict to infinite dimensional Lie groups such as
(1) Heisenberg groups (which exhibit examples of non-strict ground state representations); (2)
Finite dimensional groups, where highest weight representations provide natural examples; (3)
Compact groups, for which our approach provides a new perspective on the classification of
unitary representations; (4) Direct limits of compact groups, as a class of examples for which
strict ground state representations can be used to classify large classes of unitary representa-
tions.
Keywords: positive energy representation, ground state, holomorphic induction, Heisenberg
group, compact group
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1 Introduction

Let G be a (Hausdorff) topological group and α : R → Aut(G) be a homomorphism defining a
continuous action of R on G and let

G0 := Fix(α) := {g ∈ G : (∀t ∈ R) αt(g) = g}

be the closed subgroup of fixed points. The semidirect product G♭ := G⋊αR is a topological group
with respect to the product topology, and a unitary representation (π♭,H) of G♭ on a complex
Hilbert space H always has the form

π♭(g, t) = π(g)Ut, (1)

where (π,H) is a unitary representation of G and (Ut)t∈R is a unitary one-parameter group on H
satisfying the covariance condition

Utπ(g)U−t = π(αt(g)) for t ∈ R, g ∈ G. (2)

Writing Ut = eitH with a selfadjoint operator H (Stone’s Theorem, [Ru73, Thm. 13.38]), we call
π♭, resp., the pair (π, U) a positive energy representation of (G,α) if H ≥ 0. If, in addition, for
the minimal energy space H0 := kerH , the subset π(G)H0 spans a dense subspace of H, we call
(π,H) a ground state representation. 1 One expects that that ground state representations are
determined by the representation (π0,H0) of G0 on the “minimal energy space” H0, but this is in

1In [JN21] the term “ground state representation” is used in a slightly more general context where the minimal
eigenvalue of H is not necessarily 0, but this is only a matter of terminology.
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general not the case (Example 4.8). To make up for this defect, we introduce the concept of a strict
ground state representation (Definition 2.12), where we require, in addition, that the (injective)
restriction map from the commutant π(G)′ of π(G) to the commutant π0(G0)′ (a morphism of
von Neumann algebras) is surjective. This class of representations of G is completely determined
by the corresponding representations of G0 and we want to use it to classify strict ground state
representations in terms of the corresponding representations of G0. This is particularly effective if
the occurring representations of G0 can be characterized intrinsically in terms of concrete positivity
conditions.

To find such conditions, it is natural to restrict to the class of, possibly infinite dimensional, Lie
groups. For these groups the method of holomorphic induction which has been developed in [Ne13]
for Banach–Lie groups and extended in [Ne14b, App. C] to certain Fréchet–Lie groups, can be used
to construct strict ground state representations.

We discuss four classes of groups:

(1) Heisenberg groups Heis(V, σ), i.e., the canonical central extension of the additive groups of a
symplectic vector space (V, σ) by the circle group T. These groups provide in particular ex-
amples of non-strict ground state representations. As these group arise naturally in Quantum
Field Theory in the context of the canonical commutation relations, we were able to use old
results of M. Weinless [We69] to derive a structure theorem for ground state representations
under some extra conditions on the R-action. In this context our results complement the
theory of semibounded representations of these group, developed in [NZ13] and [Ze14].

(2) Finite dimensional Lie groups, as a class of groups whose well-developed structure theory
permits to understand the intricacies on the conditions to be imposed on the R-action on G.
Here highest weight representations, and the more general class of semibounded representa-
tions provide natural examples of strict ground state representations ([Ne00]).

(3) Connected compact groups, as a class of topological groups which is rather close to Lie groups.
They are projective limits of connected Lie groups and we show that this approximation can be
aligned with the R-action on G. This permits us to show that all unitary representations are
strict ground state representations, and this provides a novel perspective on the classification
of unitary representations of connected compact Lie groups (Subsection 6.2). If α is defined by
αt(g) = exp(td)g exp(−td) for a regular element d ∈ g (the Lie algebra of G), then G0 = T is a
maximal torus and the approach to the classification in terms of ground state representations
leads to the Cartan–Weyl Theorem on the classification in terms of their highest (lowest)
weights (cf. [Wa72, p. 209]).

(4) Direct limits of compact groups ([Gl05]); as a class of Lie groups for which strict ground state
representations can be studied systematically with the methods developed in this paper. We
only briefly discuss some concrete examples to give an impression of how this can be done in
principle.

In the representation theory of Lie groups, ground states have classically been studied in the
context of highest or lowest weight representations, which require a much finer structure theoretric
context (cf. [KR87]). For this specific class of representations (and for the more general class of
semibounded representations), methods similar to ours have also been used in the following contexts:

• double extensions of Hilbert–Lie groups ([MN16])

• twisted loop groups with values in Hilbert–Lie groups ([MN17])
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• Hermitian Banach–Lie groups of compact type, i.e., automorphism groups of Banach hermi-
tian symmetric spaces ([Ne12, §8])

• the particular Schatten class groups U1(H) and U2(H) ([Ne12, App. D])

• for groups of local gauge transformations, positive energy and ground state representations
have been treated from a similar perspective in [JN21, §§3, 9].

The specific features appearing in these papers suggest that a general theory of ground state rep-
resentations for general topological groups could be a useful tool to classify important classes of
unitary representations of groups which are not locally compact.

We now describe the structure of this paper in some more detail. In Section 2 we develop the
basic concepts. First we explain how the concept of a minimal implementing group from the theory
of operator algebraic dynamical systems translates into our context (Subsection 2.1). It provides
the language to define minimal positive energy representations and ground state representations.
In this context, the Borchers–Arveson Theorem implies that, for a ground state representation
(π, U,H) of (G,α), the one-parameter group (Ut)t∈R is redundant in the sense that it is completely
determined by the representation π ofG and the assumption that the generating subspaceH0 is fixed
pointwise by U (see also [Ne14] for a formulation of the Borchers–Arveson Theorem in the context
of topological groups). After discussing some elementary properties of ground state representations,
we introduce the new concept of a strict ground state representation in Subsection 2.3. The purpose
of this concept is to classify ground state representations of G in terms of representations of G0

arising on some H0.
In Section 3 we develop for Lie groups methods to identify these representations of G0 in intrinsic

terms. We formulate four conditions: (L1) G is a Lie group (modelled over a locally convex space),
(L2) α defines a smooth R-action on G, (L3) the subgroup G0 of fixed points is a Lie group, and
(L4) the Lie algebra g of G is the direct sum of the Lie algebra g0 of G0 and D(g), where D is the
infinitesimal generator of the induced R-action on g. Note that conditions (L1-3) are automatic if
G is a finite dimensional Lie group, but (L4) corresponds to ker(D2) = ker(D). If these conditions
are satisfied and p0 : g → g0 is the projection with kernel D(g), then the closed convex cone

Cα ⊆ g0,

generated by elements of the form p0([Dx, x]), x ∈ g, turns out to play an important role. The
main result in Section 3 is Theorem 3.11 which asserts that, for every ground state representation
(π, U,H), we have

Cα ⊆ Cπ0 := {x ∈ g0 : − i∂π0(x) ≥ 0},
where ∂π0(x) is the infinitesimal generator of the unitary one-parameter group (π0(exp tx))t∈R.
This is a necessary condition for a representation (π0,H0) of G0 to appear in a ground state
representation of G. Unfortunately it is not sufficient in general (Remark 6.17).

As a consequence of the Borchers–Arveson Theorem, for abelian groups G with a faithful ground
state representation, the R-action on G is trivial. Therefore the simplest non-trivial examples arise
from 2-step nilpotent groups. We therefore discuss Heisenberg groups G = Heis(V, σ) in Section 4,
where R acts on G through a symplectic one-parameter group β : R → Sp(V, σ). In this context
condition (L4) turns into the weak splitting condition, which implies a tensor factorization of ground
state representations that can be derived from old results of M. Weinless [We69]. Actually an
example where (L4) is violated led us to an example of a non-strict ground state representation
(Example 4.8).
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Section 5 introduces the powerful technique of holomorphic induction as a means to construct
ground state representations. It deals with unitary representations that can be realized in Hilbert
spaces of holomorphic sections of complex vector bundles whose fibers are Hilbert spaces. Unfor-
tunately, holomorphic induction requires rather fine geometric assumptions on the Lie groups. But
it provides effective tools to determine if a given representation can be realized in this setup, and
then one can typically conclude that it is a strict ground state representation. If G is a Banach–Lie
group and D : g → g is a bounded derivation for which 0 is isolated in Spec(D) and the norm on
g is α-invariant (D is elliptic), then Theorem 5.8, our main result in Section 5 is one of our key
tools to identify strict ground state representations. In the following sections it is applied to finite
dimensional Lie groups, where the necessary requirements are verified more easily.

This is why we first turn to finite dimensional Lie groups in Section 6. Again, an old result,
C. Moore’s Eigenvector Theorem ([Mo80]), turns out to be quite helpful. We use it to see that, if
an irreducible G-representation (π,H) with discrete kernel has ground states for an R-action corre-

sponding to an inner derivation D = add, then d must be an elliptic element, i.e., eR add is a torus
group, or, equivalently, add is semisimple with purely imaginary spectrum. Our setup applies par-
ticularly well to compact connected Lie groups. In this context, for any α : R → Aut(G), we show in
Theorem 6.15 that every unitary representation (U,H) of G is a strict ground state representation,
and that these correspond precisely to the representations (π0,H0) of the connected subgroup G0

satisfying Cα ⊆ Cπ0 . If the derivation D = add is such that d is a regular element, then G0 is a
maximal torus, and this result reproduces the Cartan–Weyl classification of irreducible representa-
tions, but it also works for any d. In Section 7 this result is extended to general connected compact
topological groups (Theorem 7.3), which provides a novel global perspective on the classification for
these groups. We conclude this paper with Section 8 which is devoted to countable direct limits of
finite dimensional Lie groups. These are always locally convex Lie groups by Glöckner’s Theorem
([Gl05]). For direct limits of compact Lie groups, Theorem 8.2 generalizes the characterization of
representations (π0,H0) of G0 which extend to ground state representations in terms of the posi-
tivity condition Cα ⊆ Cπ0 . It thus reduces the corresponding classification problem from G to G0.
We discuss some examples where G0 is abelian (a direct limit of tori), so that concrete classification
results can be obtained with the Bochner Theorem for nuclear groups ([Ba91]).

We include four short appendices: In Appendix A we recall Arveson’s concept of spectral sub-
spaces which is an important tool to formulate the splitting conditions in Section 3. Similarly
Appendix B recalls the vector-valued version of the Gefland–Neimark–Segal (GNS) correspondence
between operator-valued positive definite functions and unitary representations generated by Hilbert
subspaces. Some facts on bosonic Fock spaces are collected in Appendix C because they are needed
in our discussion of Heisenberg groups in Section 4, Finally, Appendix D contains a key observation
that we use in Section 7 for the reduction from general compact groups to finite dimensional ones
and also at some point in Section 8.

Notation

• H denotes a complex Hilbert space, the scalar product is linear in the second argument, B(H)
denotes the algebra of bounded operators on H, and U(H) the unitary group. We call a subset
E ⊆ H total if JEK := spanE = H.

• For a set S ⊆ B(H) of bounded operators, its commutant is denoted

S ′ := {A ∈ B(H) : (∀B ∈ S)AB = BA}.
A ∗-subalgebra M ⊆ B(H) is called a von Neumann algebra if it equals its own bicommutant:
M = M′′ := (M′)′ (cf. [BR02, §2.4]). Then its center is Z(M) = M∩M′.
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• For a selfadjoint operator H = H∗ on H we write H ≥ 0 if its spectrum Spec(H) in contained
in [0,∞). We then say that the corresponding unitary one-parameter group (eitH)t∈R has
positive spectrum.

• For a (continuous) unitary representation (π,H) of a Lie group G with Lie algebra g and
exponential function exp: g → G, we write ∂π(x) for the skew-adjoint infinitesimal generator
of the unitary one-parameter group π(exp tx), so that we have π(exp tx) = et∂π(x) in the sense
of measurable functional calculus for unbounded normal operators (cf. Definition 3.4). To π
we associate two convex cones in the Lie algebra:

Wπ := {x ∈ g : inf(Spec(−i∂π(x))) > −∞} ⊇ Cπ := {x ∈ g : − i∂π(x) ≥ 0}. (3)

• G♭ = G⋊α R for a homomorphism α : R → Aut(G).

2 Generalities on ground state representations

In this section we discuss three aspects of ground state representations (π, U,H) for a pair (G,α).
In Subsection 2.1 we explain how the concept of a minimal implementing group from the theory
of operator algebraic dynamical systems translates into our context. It provides the language to
define minimal positive energy representations and ground state representations. In Subsection 2.2
we take a closer look at elementary properties of ground state representations. The main new
concept we introduce is that of a strict ground state representation (Subsection 2.3). Roughly
speaking, strictness means that the representation (π,H) of G decomposes in the same way as the
representation (π0,H0) of the fixed point group G0 on the minimal energy space H0. In particular,
strictness implies that (π0,H0) determines (π,H). The purpose of this concept is to classify ground
state representations of G in terms of the representations (π0,H0) of G0 extending to ground state
representations of G. A key problem is to identify these representations of G0 in intrinsic terms.
We shall see in Section 3 how this problem can be addressed for Lie groups.

2.1 Minimal representations

The following refinement of the Borchers–Arveson Theorem can be found in [JN21, Thm. 3.7].
Part (i) is in [BR02, Thm. 3.2.46]. We also refer to [BGN20, Thm. 4.14, Lemma 4.17] for a detailed
discussion of this circle of ideas.

Theorem 2.1. (Borchers–Arveson Theorem) Let H be a Hilbert space and M ⊆ B(H) be a von
Neumann algebra. Further, let (Ut)t∈R be a strongly continuous unitary one-parameter group on H
for which M is invariant under conjugation with the operators Ut, so that we obtain a one-parameter
group α : R → Aut(M) by αt(M) := Ad(Ut)M := UtMU∗t for M ∈ M. If Ut = eitH with H ≥ 0,
then the following assertions hold:

(i) There exists a strongly continuous unitary one-parameter group U0
t = eitH0 in M with

Ad(U0
t ) = αt and positive spectrum. It is uniquely determined by the requirement that it is

minimal in the sense that, for any other unitary one-parameter group (Vt)t∈R in U(H), such
that Ad(Vt) = αt for t ∈ R, the unitary one-parameter group (VtU

0
−t)t∈R in the commutant

M′ has positive spectrum.

(ii) If U0
T = 1 for some T > 0 and F ⊆ H is an M-invariant subspace, then the subspace

F0 := F ∩ kerH0 satisfies JMF0K = F .
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(iii) If T ∈ R satisfies αT = idM, then U0
T = 1.

The Borchers–Arveson Theorem applies naturally to positive energy representations ([JN21,
Cor. 3.9]), where it takes the following form:

Corollary 2.2. Let (π, U,H) be a positive energy representation of (G,α) and (U0
t )t∈R be the

minimal positive implementing unitary one-parameter group in π(G)′′ from Theorem 2.1. Then U
factorizes as

Ut = U0
t Wt for t ∈ R,

where (Wt)t∈R is a unitary one-parameter group with positive spectrum in the center Z(π♭(G)′′) of
the von Neumann algebra π♭(G♭)′′ generated by π♭(G♭), where π♭(g, t) = π(g)Ut.

Proof. We apply Theorem 2.1 to the von Neumann algebra M := π(G)′′. As Wt := U0
−tUt com-

mutes with π(G), it is contained in π(G)′. Further, U0
−t ∈ π(G)′′ implies Wt ∈ π♭(G♭)′′. Since Wt

commutes with π(G) and UR, it is central in π♭(G♭)′′.

Corollary 2.3. ([Ne14, Thm. 2.5]) If (π, U,H) is an irreducible positive energy representation of
G♭ = G⋊α R, then its restriction to G is also irreducible.

Proof. By Schur’s Lemma, the irreducibility of π♭ implies that π♭(G♭)′ = C1. Hence Wt ∈ T1

implies Ut ∈ π(G)′′. Therefore C1 = π♭(G)′ = π(G)′, so that the irreducibility of π follows from
Schur’s Lemma.

The concept of a minimal representation that we now define is inspired by the situation in
Corollary 2.2. We shall see in Proposition 2.7 that the concept of a ground state representation
is more restrictive, but it is this extra assumption of the existence of “sufficiently many” ground
states that permits us to obtain more information to classify representations.

Definition 2.4. (Minimal and ground state representations) A positive energy representation
(π, U,H) of G♭ with Ut = eitH is called

• minimal if the one-parameter group U is minimal with respect to the von Neumann algebra
π(G)′′, i.e., U = U0 (see [BGN20, §5] for a discussion of this concept in the context of von
Neumann algebras).

• a ground state representation if Jπ(G)H0K = H holds for the minimal energy subspace

H0 := kerH.

In view of the factorization in Corollary 2.2, we adopt the point of view that we understand
positive energy representations if we know the minimal ones. For those, the extension of the
representation π of G to G♭ is uniquely determined by the Borchers–Arveson Theorem. As the
extendability of a unitary representation (π,H) of G to a positive energy representation of G♭ is
an intrinsic property, we also call (π,H) a positive energy representation of (G,α) if it extends to
a positive energy representation of G♭. Here we keep in mind that the minimal extension with
U = U0 provides a natural extension π♭ to G♭ with the same commutant, hence with the same
closed invariant subspaces.

With this terminology, Theorem 2.1 has the following consequence:

Corollary 2.5. Let (π,H) be a positive energy representation of (G,α). If αT = idG for some
T > 0, then U0

T = 1 and (π,H) is a ground state representation.
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We write Ĝ for the set of equivalence classes of irreducible unitary representations of the topo-
logical group G. Since the problem of parametrizing Ĝ for an infinite dimensional Lie group G is
rather intractable ([Ne14c]), the positive energy condition with respect to some α provides a regu-
larity condition that selects a class of representations for which one expects concrete classification
results ([JN19], [Ne12, Ne14, Ne14b]).

Remark 2.6. Every R-action α on G specifies a subset Ĝ(α) ⊆ Ĝ of irreducible positive energy

representations with respect to α (cf. Corollary 2.3), and these subsets of Ĝ are expected to be more
tractable for specific α’s than general irreducible representations whose classification is elusive.

2.2 Ground state representations

It is a natural problem to describe the positive energy representations (π,H) of (G,α) in terms of
simpler data. For ground state representations, the necessary information should be provided by
the representation of G0 on H0. Here the following observation is an important tool.

Proposition 2.7. (Ground state representations are minimal) For a ground state representation
(π, U,H), the following assertions hold:

(i) (π, U,H) is minimal, hence in particular UR ⊆ π(G)′′.

(ii) Let P0 denote the orthogonal projection onto H0. Then the restriction map

R : π(G)′ → (P0π(G)′′P0)
′ ⊆ B(H0), A 7→ P0AP0

is an isomorphism of von Neumann algebras whose range is contained in π0(G0)′.

Proof. (i) follows by applying [BGN20, Prop. 5.4] to the C∗-algebra π(G)′′.
(ii) By (i), Ut = U0

t ∈ M := π(G)′′, so that the orthogonal projection P0 of H onto H0 is contained
in M. That H0 is generating under π(G) shows that the central support of P0 in M, i.e., the
minimal central projection Z with ZP0 = P0, is 1. Therefore [BGN20, Lemma 3.14(iv)] implies
that the restriction map R is an isomorphism onto the commutant of the von Neumann algebra
M0 := P0MP0 ⊇ π0(G0), hence contained in π0(G0)′.

We recall that a unitary representation (U,H) of a groupG is called factorial if the von Neumann
algebra U(G)′′ is a factor, i.e., its center is trivial: Z(U(G)′′) = C1.

Lemma 2.8. Let (π, U,H) be a factorial minimal positive energy representation and Ut = eitH .
If H0 := kerH is non-zero, then Jπ(G)H0K = H, so that (π,H) is a ground state representation.

Proof. The subspace F := Jπ(G)H0K is invariant under the von Neumann algebra M := π(G)′′

generated by π(G) because it is π(G)-invariant. Since H0 is also invariant under M′, the same
holds for F . Therefore F is invariant under (M ∪ M′)′′ = B(H). Here we use that factoriality
implies that (M∪M′)′ = M′ ∩M′′ = C1. Invariance under B(H) clearly entails F = H.

The following lemma is a useful elementary tool to verify the positive energy and the ground
state condition for direct sums.

Lemma 2.9. Let (π,H) be a unitary representation of G which is a direct sum of unitary subrep-
resentations (πj ,Hj)j∈J . Then (π,H) is a positive energy (ground state) representation for (G,α)
if and only if all the representations (πj ,Hj)j∈J have this property.

In particular, every subrepresentation of a positive energy (ground state) representation inherits
this property.

8



Proof. “⇒”: If (π,H) is of positive energy, then U0
t ∈ π(G)′′ for every t ∈ R (Theorem 2.1), so that

the U0
t preserve all the subspaces Hj . Therefore its restriction to Hj shows that all representations

(πj ,Hj) are of positive energy since the one-parameter groups (U0
t |Hj

)t∈R have positive spectrum.
If, in addition, (π, U,H) is a ground state representation, then Proposition 2.7(i) implies that

U = U0 is minimal, so that UR ⊆ π(G)′′. Therefore H0 = kerH is invariant under the commutant
π(G)′, and this implies that

H0 =
∑

j∈J
Hj ∩H0 ∼=

⊕̂
j∈J

H0
j .

As π(G)H0 is total in H, projection to Hj shows that πj(G)H0
j is total in Hj , i.e., (πj , Uj ,Hj) is a

ground state representation.
“⇐”: If all representations (πj ,Hj) are of positive energy, then Ut|Hj

:= U0
j,t defines a positive

unitary one-parameter group with the correct commutation relations, so that (π,H) is of positive
energy.

If all representations (πj ,Hj) are ground state representations, then H0 = kerH0 = ⊕̂j∈JH0
j

satisfies Jπ(G)H0K = H, and therefore (π,H) is a ground state representation.

In the following proposition we take a closer look at the special case where α is given by
conjugation with a one-parameter subgroup γ : R → G, i.e., by inner automorphism. Then the
spectrum of π ◦ γ determines the positive energy properties of (π,H).

Proposition 2.10. (The inner case) Let γ : R → G be a continuous one-parameter group and
suppose that α is defined by

αt(g) = γ(t)gγ(t)−1 for t ∈ R, g ∈ G.

We consider a unitary representation (π,H) of G and write π(γ(t)) = eitH for t ∈ R, H∗ = H.
Then the following assertions hold:

(i) If H is bounded from below, then there exists c ∈ R such that Ut := eit(H+c1) defines a positive
energy representation (π, U,H).

(ii) If (π,H) is factorial, then it is of positive energy for (G,α) if and only if H is bounded from
below.

(iii) (π,H) is a positive energy representation for (G,α) if and only if it is a direct sum of repre-
sentations (πj ,Hj)j∈J for which the corresponding generators Hj of πj ◦ γ are bounded from
below.

Proof. (i) is clear.
(ii) If (π, U,H) is a positive energy representation, we have

U0
t = π(γ(t))Vt with Vt ∈ Z(π(G)′′) = π(G)′′ ∩ π(G)′. (4)

If π is factorial, i.e., Z(π(G)′′) = C1, then Vt = eict1 for some c ∈ R. For U0
t = eitH

0

, this implies
that π(γ(t)) = eit(H0−c1) has the generator H0 − c1 which is bounded from below by −c1. The
converse follows from (i).
(iii) Let (π,H) be a positive energy representation and U0

t = eitHVt be as in (4) with Vt ∈ Z(π(G)′′).
If Vt = eitZ , then all spectral subspaces Hn := PZ([n, n+1)), n ∈ Z, of Z are π(G)-invariant, hence
lead to subrepresentations (πn,Hn)n∈N. On Hn the restriction Zn of Z has spectrum in [n, n+ 1],
hence is bounded. Therefore Hn = H0

n − Zn is bounded from below.
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If, conversely, the representations (πn,Hn)n∈N are such that the generators Hn are bounded
from below, sayHn ≥ cn1, then Un

t := eit(Hn−cn1) defines a covariant positive energy representation
(πn, U

n,Hn). Now Lemma 2.9 implies that the direct sum also is a positive energy representation.

Example 2.11. (a) If the R-action on G is trivial, then every unitary representation (π,H) of G
is a ground state representation with H = H0 and U0

t = 1 for t ∈ R.
(b) If (π,H) is a positive energy representation, then π(Z(G)) is pointwise fixed by Ad(Ut). In
particular, for an abelian group G and a faithful positive energy representation π, we have αt = idG
for t ∈ R (cf. [Ne14]).

Therefore the simplest class of groups with non-trivial positive energy representations are two-
step nilpotent groups G, for which Heisenberg groups are the simplest examples. Then π((G,G)) ⊆
T1 for every irreducible representation, which leads to oscillator groups G♭. We discuss this special
case in Section 4. For these groups the existence of semibounded representations (cf. Definition 3.5)
and the existence of non-trivial ground state representations has been studied in [NZ13] and [Ze14].

2.3 Strict ground state representations

We now identify a class of ground state representations for which the subgroup G0 is “large” in a
suitable sense. This is the class of strict ground state representations, which are determined by the
representation (π0,H0) of G0. In Example 4.8 we shall see a ground state representation which is
not strict.

Definition 2.12. We call a ground state representation (π,H) for (G,α) strict if every operator
on H0 commuting with π0(G0) extends to an operator on H commuting with π(G). In view of
Proposition 2.7, this is equivalent to the following identity of the von Neumann algebras in B(H0):

π0(G0)′′ = P0π(G)′′P0.

As π(G) spans a weakly dense subspace of π(G)′′, the von Neumann algebra P0π(G)′′P0 ⊆ B(H0)
is generated by P0π(G)P0 which always contains π0(G0), hence also π0(G0)′′.

Problem 2.13. Suppose that α is periodic. Is every ground state representation of (G,α) strict?

Remark 2.14. If the ground state representation (π,H) of (G,α) is irreducible, then Schur’s
Lemma implies π(G)′′ = B(H) which leads to P0π(G)′′P0 = P0B(H)P0 = B(H0). Therefore (π,H)
is strict if and only if (π0,H0) is also irreducible, i.e., π0(G0)′′ = B(H0).

Remark 2.15. Since von Neumann algebras are generated by their projections, a ground state
representation is strict if and only if the map F 7→ F ∩ H0 defines a bijection between the closed
π(G)-invariant subspaces of H and the the closed π0(G0)-invariant subspaces of H0. As this map
is injective (cf. Proposition 2.7(i)), the main point is its surjectivity.

Example 2.16. (An operator algebraic example of a strict ground state representation) Let M ⊆
B(H) be a von Neumann algebra and G := U(M) be its unitary group. For a unitary one-parameter
group Ut = eitH in M we obtain a continuous action on G by αt(g) = UtgU−t for t ∈ R, g ∈ U(M).
We assume that H ≥ 0 and U = U0 in the sense of the Borchers–Arveson Theorem (Theorem 2.1).
Then the identical representation of G on H is a positive energy representation.

It is a ground state representation if and only if H0 = kerH satisfies JU(M)H0K = H, which
is equivalent to JMH0K = H. For the projection P0 onto H0, which is contained in M, this is
equivalent to its central support being equal to 1 ([BGN20, Lemma 3.14]).
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The group G0 is the centralizer of UR in G = U(M), hence contained in the subalgebra

P0MP0 ⊕ (1− P0)M(1− P0)

and it contains the unitary group U(P0MP0). We conclude that π0(G0) = U(P0MP0), and the
von Neumann algebra generated by this group is P0MP0 = P0G

′′P0. Therefore the ground state
representation of (G,α) on H is strict.

Proposition 2.17. If (π,H) is a strict ground state representation, then every subrepresentation
is also a strict ground state representation.

Proof. Let (ρ,F) be a subrepresentation of (π,H) and PF denote the orthogonal projection onto F .
Then Q0 := PFP0 is the projection onto F0, and Lemma 2.9 implies that (ρ,F) is a ground state
representation. Let A ∈ B(F0) commute with ρ0(G0). Extending A by 0 on the orthogonal
complement of F0 in H0, we obtain an operator A′ ∈ π0(G0)′. This operator commutes with
P0π(G)P0 by strictness of (π,H), and therefore A commutes with Q0ρ(G)Q0 = PFP0π(G)P0PF .
Hence (ρ,F) is also strict.

Definition 2.18. We say that the pair (G,α) has the unique extension property if two ground state
representations (πj ,Hj)j=1,2 for which the G0-representations (π0

1 ,H0
1) and (π0

2 ,H0
2) are equivalent,

the representations π1 and π2 are unitarily equivalent, that is, the following diagram commutes:

(π0
1 ,H0

1) →֒ (π1,H1)y∀ϕ0

y∃ϕ
(π0

2 ,H0
2) →֒ (π2,H2)

The following lemma is a key to some of our main results below, in particular to Theorem 8.2.

Proposition 2.19. (Strictness and unique extension) A pair (G,α) has the unique extension prop-
erty if and only if every ground state representation of (G,α) is strict. If this is the case, then,
for ground state representations (πj ,Hj)j=1,2 and any unitary G0-equivalence Φ0 : H0

1 → H0
2, there

exists a unique G-equivalence Φ: H1 → H2 extending Φ0.

Proof. We first observe that the second statement on the uniqueness of Φ follows from the fact that
we must have Φ(π1(g)ξ) = π2(g)Φ

0(ξ) for g ∈ G, ξ ∈ H0
1, and π1(G)H0

1 is total in H1.
We now show the first statement. Suppose first that (G,α) has the unique extension property

and that (π,H) is a ground state representation. In view of Proposition 2.7(ii), it suffice to show
that R is surjective. Since the von Neumann algebra π0(G0)′ is generated by its unitary elements V ,
it suffices to observe that the unique extension property implies that any such V extends uniquely
to an element Ṽ ∈ π(G)′. Therefore every ground state representation is strict.

Now we assume that every ground state representation is strict. Let (πj ,Hj)j=1,2 be two ground
state representations and V : H0

1 → H0
2 be a unitary G0-equivalence. Then

W : H0
1 ⊕H0

2 → H0
1 ⊕H0

2, W (ξ, η) := (V ∗η, V ξ)

is a unitary element in the commutant of (π0
1 ⊕ π0

2)(G
0). As ρ := π1 ⊕ π2 is a ground state

representation by Lemma 2.9, it is strict. Hence there exists an element W̃ ∈ ρ(G)′ extending W .

As the restriction map R is an injective homomorphism of ∗-algebras, W̃ is unitary. Further,
WH0

1 = H0
2 implies that W̃H1 = H2, so that Ṽ := W̃ |H1 : H1 → H2 is a unitary G-equivalence

extending V .
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Remark 2.20. If (π,H) is a ground state representation and P0 the orthogonal projection onto H0,
then

ϕ(g) := P0π(g)P0 ∈ B(H0)

defines a positive definite B(H0)-valued function on G with

ϕ(h1gh2) = π0(h1)ϕ(g)π
0(h2) for g ∈ G, h1, h2 ∈ G0 (5)

and in particular ϕ|G0 = π0. The requirement Jπ(G)H0K = H implies that the representation
(π,H) is equivalent to the GNS representation (πϕ,Hϕ) in the reproducing kernel Hilbert space
Hϕ ⊆ C(G,H0). We refer to Proposition B.1 in Appendix B for a precise formulation of the vector-
valued Gelfand–Naimark–Segal (GNS) construction. From this perspective, the unique extension
property asserts that the representation (π0,H0) of G0 determines the function ϕ if πϕ is a ground
state representation with H0

ϕ = H0.

3 Lie theoretic aspects

To formulate necessary conditions for a representation (π0,H0) to extend to a ground state rep-
resentation for (G,α), it is instructive to take a closer look at the context of, possibly infinite
dimensional, Lie groups.

3.1 Regularity conditions for actions on Lie groups

We assume that

(L1) G is a Lie group with Lie algebra g, modeled on a locally convex space (cf. [Ne06]).

(L2) α is smooth, so that G♭ is a Lie group. The R-action on its Lie algebra g = L(G) is denoted
by αg

t := L(αt) ∈ Aut(g) and we write D := d
dt

∣∣
t=0

αg
t ∈ der(g) for the infinitesimal generator

of this one-parameter group.

(L3) G0 is a Lie group with Lie algebra g0 = Fix(αg).

(L4) The subspace g+ := D(g) complements g0 in the sense that g = g0 ⊕ g+ as topological vector
spaces. Then p0 : g → g0 is an αg-invariant continuous projection onto the subspace of fixed
points.

We define the α-cone in g0 by

Cα := conv{p0([Dx, x]) : x ∈ g} ⊆ g0 (6)

for the closed convex cone generated by all elements p0([Dx, x]).

Remark 3.1. (a) If αg is continuous and periodic, i.e., αg

T = idg for some T > 0, and g is complete,
then

p0(x) :=
1

T

∫ T

0

αg
t (x) dt

is a projection onto the subspace g0 of fixed points and (L4) is satisfied.
(b) If g is finite dimensional, (L4) means that the generalized 0-eigenspace of D coincides with the
eigenspace. Clearly, this is the case if D is semisimple.
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Remark 3.2. (The diagonalizable case) Suppose that the one-parameter group αg of Lie algebra
automorphisms can be written as αg

t = et add for some d ∈ g for which add is diagonalizable on gC
with purely imaginary eigenvalues:

gC =
⊕

λ∈R
gλC(−id) with gλC(−id) = {z ∈ gC : [d, z] = iλz}.

Defining (x+ iy)∗ := −x+ iy for x, y ∈ g, we have g = {z ∈ gC : z
∗ = −z} and

[d, g] = [d, gC] ∩ g =
{
z =

∑

λ6=0

zλ : z
∗ = −z

}
.

For x =
∑

λ xλ ∈ g we then have −x = x∗ =
∑

λ x
∗
λ with x∗λ = −x−λ. Write p0 : gC → g0

C
for the

fixed point projection introduced by (L4). It is given by the 0-component x0 := p0(x).

p0([[d, x], x]) =
∑

λ,µ

ip0(λ[xλ, xµ]) =
∑

λ

iλ[xλ, x−λ] =
∑

λ

−iλ[xλ, x
∗
λ] = 2i

∑

λ>0

λ[x∗λ, xλ], (7)

where we have used that

(−λ)[x∗−λ, x−λ] = (−λ)[−xλ,−x∗λ] = λ[x∗λ, xλ].

We conclude that
Cα = conv{i[x∗λ, xλ] : λ > 0, xλ ∈ gλC(−id)} (8)

(see (6)).
If αg is continuous and periodic and g is complete, then the sum of the eigenspaces is a dense

subalgebra (Remark 3.1).

Example 3.3. (Twisted loop groups) Important examples where α is periodic arise as follows. Let
K be a Lie group with a complete Lie algebra k, and Φ ∈ Aut(K) be of finite order ΦN = idK . We
consider the twisted loop group

LΦ(K) := {ξ ∈ C∞(R,K) : (∀x ∈ R) ξ(t+ 1) = Φ−1(ξ(t))}.

This is a Lie group with Lie algebra

Lϕ(k) := {ξ ∈ C∞(R, k) : (∀x ∈ R) ξ(t+ 1) = ϕ−1(ξ(t))}, where ϕ = L(Φ) ∈ Aut(k)

is the induced automorphism of the Lie algebra k of K. Then

(αtξ)(x) := ξ(x + t) (9)

defines a smooth action of R on G := LΦ(K) with αN = idG. Therefore (L4) follows from Re-
mark 3.1(a). The infinitesimal generator of the automorphism group αg

t = L(αt) (acting also by
(9)) is given by Dξ = ξ′. The subgroup of α-fixed points is the subgroup

G0 ∼= KΦ

of constant elements with values in the subgroup KΦ of Φ-fixed points in K. If

knC = {x ∈ kC : ϕ
−1(x) = e

2πin
N x} for n ∈ Z,
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denotes the ϕ-eigenspaces in kC, then kn
C
= kn+N

C
. Now

Lϕ(kC)
n = knC ⊗ en, where en(t) = e

2πint
N ,

are the D-eigenspaces in L(kC) ∼= L(k)C corresponding to the eigenvalue 2πin
N . The expansion as

Fourier series x =
∑

n∈Z xn with xn ∈ Lϕ(kC)
n converges in Lϕ(kC) by Harish–Chandra’s Theorem

([Wa72, Thm. 4.4.21]) and

im(D) =
{
x =

∑

n∈Z
xn ∈ Lϕ(k) : x0 = 0

}
.

From Remark 3.2 we know that the cone Cα ⊆ kϕ is generated by the brackets

[(yn ⊗ en)
∗, yn ⊗ en] = [y∗n ⊗ e−n, yn ⊗ en] = [y∗n, yn]⊗ 1, yn ∈ knC, n > 0.

Therefore
Cα = cone{i[y∗n, yn] : n > 0, yn ∈ knC}.

From kn+N
C

= kn
C
it follows that, for 0 < n ≤ N , z2N−n := y∗n ∈ k2N−n

C
with 2N − n > 0, and

[y∗n, yn] = [z2N−n, z
∗
2N−n] = −[z∗2N−n, z2N−n].

Hence the cone Cα is a linear space which coincides with g0 ∩ [g, g], which is an ideal in g0.

To create a situation with a non-trivial cone Cα, which by Theorem 3.11 below is necessary
for the existence of ground state representations with trivial kernel, one has to pass to a central
extension of the loop algebras:

L♯
ϕ(k) := R⊕σ Lϕ(k) where σ(ξ, η) :=

1

2π

∫ 1

0

κ(ξ(t), η′(t)) dt,

and the bracket is given by
[(t, ξ), (s, η)] = (σ(ξ, η), [ξ, η]).

Here κ is a positive definite invariant bilinear form on k which is also ϕ-invariant. Then the elements
i[y∗n, yn] generating Cα have a non-trivial central component:

iσ(y∗n ⊗ e−n, yn ⊗ en) = iκ(y∗n, yn)
1

2π

∫ 1

0

e−n(t)e
′
n(t) dt = iκ(y∗n, yn)

1

2π

2πin

N
= −κ(y∗n, yn)

n

N
.

For a, b ∈ k, the complex bilinear extension of κ satisfies

−κ((a+ ib)∗, a+ ib) = −κ(−a+ ib, a+ ib) = κ(a, a) + κ(b, b).

Therefore all elements in Cα have a non-negative central component and Cα is non-trivial.
If k is abelian, this construction simply leads to a Heisenberg algebra, a class of examples

discussed in Section 4 below; see in particular [SeG81] for the case where α is periodic. For more
details on (twisted) loop groups with values in compact Lie groups, we refer to [PS86], [Ne14b],
[MN16, MN17], [JN21].
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3.2 Momentum sets and positive cones

Definition 3.4. Let G be a Lie group and (π,H) be a unitary representation of G. An element
ξ ∈ H is called a smooth vector if its orbit map

πξ : G → H, g 7→ π(g)ξ

is smooth. The smooth vectors form a π(G)-invariant subspace H∞ ⊆ H, and the representation
(π,H) is said to be smooth if H∞ is dense in H. This is always the case if G is finite dimensional,
but not in general ([BN08]).

On H∞ the derived representation dπ of the Lie algebra g = L(G) is defined by

dπ(x)v :=
d

dt

∣∣
t=0

π(exp tx)v.

For a smooth representation the invariance of H∞ under π(G) implies that, for x ∈ g, the operator
i · dπ(x) on H∞ is essentially selfadjoint (cf. [RS75, Thm. VIII.10]) and that its closure, coincides
with the selfadjoint generator i∂π(x) of the unitary one-parameter group πx(t) := π(exp tx), i.e.,
πx(t) = et∂π(x) for t ∈ R.

Definition 3.5. (a) Let P(H∞) = {[v] := Cv : 0 6= v ∈ H∞} denote the projective space of the
subspace H∞ of smooth vectors. The map

Φπ : P(H∞) → g′ with Φπ([v])(x) =
〈v,−i · dπ(x)v〉

〈v, v〉

is called the momentum map of the unitary representation π. The operator i · dπ(x) is symmetric
so that the right hand side is real, and since v is a smooth vector, it defines a continuous linear
functional on g. We also observe that we have a natural action of G on P(H∞) by g.[v] := [π(g)v],
and the relation

π(g)dπ(x)π(g)−1 = dπ(Ad(g)x)

immediately implies that Φπ is equivariant with respect to the coadjoint action of G on the topo-
logical dual space g′.
(b) The weak-∗-closed convex hull Iπ ⊆ g′ of the image of Φπ is called the (convex) momentum set
of π. In view of the equivariance of Φπ, it is an Ad∗(G)-invariant weak-∗-closed convex subset of g′.
(c) The momentum set Iπ provides complete information on the extreme spectral values of the
selfadjoint operators i · ∂π(x):

sup(Spec(i∂π(x))) = sπ(x) := sup〈Iπ ,−x〉 for x ∈ g (10)

(cf. [Ne08, Lemma 5.6]). This relation shows that sπ is the support functional of the convex subset
Iπ ⊆ g′, which implies that it is lower semicontinuous and convex. It is obviously positively
homogeneous. The semibounded unitary representations are those for which the set Iπ is semi-
equicontinuous in the sense that its support function sπ is bounded in a neighborhood of some
x0 ∈ g.

The closed convex cone

Cπ := {x ∈ g : − i∂π(x) ≥ 0} (10)
= I⋆π := {x ∈ g : (∀α ∈ Iπ) α(x) ≥ 0} (11)

is called the positive cone of π.
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Definition 3.6. We call a ground state representation (π,H) of the Lie group G smooth if the
subspace

H0,∞ := H0 ∩H∞

is dense in H0. This implies in particular that the representation (π0,H0) of G0 is also smooth.

Lemma 3.7. If (L1/2) hold and (π,H) is a smooth ground state representation of G, then the
extended representation (π♭,H) of G♭ is smooth.

Proof. The assumptions imply that H0,∞ is contained in the space H∞(G♭) of smooth vectors
for G♭. As π(G)H0,∞ is total in H by the ground state condition and H∞(G♭) is π(G)-invariant,
this subspace is dense.

Definition 3.8. Let E be a locally convex space and let α : R → GL(E), t 7→ αt be a group
homomorphism. Then α is called

(a) equicontinuous, if the subset {αt : t ∈ R} ⊂ End(E) is equicontinuous (cf. Definition A.1).

(b) polynomially bounded, if for every continuous seminorm p on E, there exists a 0-neighborhood
U ⊆ E and N ∈ N such that

sup
x∈U

sup
t∈R

p(αt(x))

1 + |t|N < ∞.

Remark 3.9. If E is finite dimensional, then α is polynomially bounded if and only if the spectrum
of its infinitesimal generator A is purely imaginary. However, for an infinite dimensional Hilbert
space H, there exists is a one-parameter group α : R → GL(H) with ‖αt‖ = e|t| whose generator
has purely imaginary spectrum, cf. [vN96, Example 1.2.4].

From [NSZ15, Prop. 3.2] we quote the following sufficient condition for the density of H0,∞

in H0.

Proposition 3.10. Suppose that

• the one-parameter group (αg
t )t∈R of Lie algebra automorphisms is polynomially bounded,

• (π,H) is a smooth positive energy representation of (G,α), and

• there exists an ε > 0 such that Spec(−i∂π(d)) ∩ [0, ε] = {0} (spectral gap condition),

then H0,∞ is dense in H0.

Let d := (0, 1) ∈ g♭ = g⋊D R be the element implementing D, so that Dx = [d, x] for x ∈ g. In
the setting specified above, we formulate in the following theorem a necessary positivity condition
that a representation (π0,H0) arising in a ground state representation of (G,α) has to satisfy.

Theorem 3.11. (Cα-positivity Theorem) Suppose that (L1-4) are satisfied. If (π,H) is a smooth
ground state representation of the Lie group G, then the cone Cα introduced in (6) satisfies

Cα ⊆ Cπ0 = {x ∈ g0 : − i∂π0(x) ≥ 0}. (12)

Proof. Let ξ ∈ H0 ∩ H∞, t ∈ R and x ∈ g. Then π(exp tx)ξ is a smooth vector for G♭, hence
contained in the domain of the infinitesimal generator H of U , and we have

f(t) := 〈π(exp tx)ξ,Hπ(exp tx)ξ〉 ≥ 0 for t ∈ R
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because H ≥ 0. As f(0) = 〈ξ,Hξ〉 = 0, we also have

f ′(0) = 〈∂π(x)ξ,Hξ〉 + 〈Hξ, ∂π(x)ξ〉 = 0

and f ′′(0) ≥ 0, and this is what we shall exploit. To this end, we rewrite f as

f(t) = 〈ξ, π(exp−tx)Hπ(exp tx)ξ〉 = 〈ξ, π(exp−tx)(−i∂π♭(d))π(exp tx)ξ〉
= −i〈ξ, ∂π♭(e−t ad xd)ξ〉.

This immediately leads to

0 ≤ f ′′(0) = −i〈ξ, ∂π([x, [x,d]])ξ〉 = −i〈ξ, ∂π([Dx, x])ξ〉. (13)

Next we observe that, for y ∈ g, we have

〈ξ, ∂π(Dy)ξ〉 = d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

〈ξ, ∂π(etDy)ξ〉 = d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

〈ξ, Ut∂π(y)U−tξ〉

=
d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

〈U−tξ, ∂π(y)U−tξ〉 =
d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

〈ξ, ∂π(y)ξ〉 = 0

because Utξ = ξ for all t ∈ R. Therefore 〈ξ, ∂π(z)ξ〉 = 0 for z ∈ g+, and thus (L4) entails

〈ξ, ∂π([Dx, x])ξ〉 = 〈ξ, ∂π(p0([Dx, x]))ξ〉 = 〈ξ, ∂π0(p0([Dx, x]))ξ〉.

Since H0,∞ is dense in H0 and invariant under π0(G0), it follows that the operators i ·∂π0(x0)|H0,∞ ,
x0 ∈ g0, are essentially selfadjoint with closure equal to i · ∂π0(x0). We therefore obtain

−i∂π0(p0([Dx, x])) ≥ 0 for every x ∈ g

and thus Cα ⊆ Cπ0 .

Example 3.12. In the context of Remark 3.2, for the representation of G0 on H0, the condition
Cα ⊆ Cπ0 in Theorem 3.11 is equivalent to

∂π0([x∗λ, xλ]) ≥ 0 for λ > 0, and [d, xλ] = iλxλ, xλ ∈ gC. (14)

In the following we shall encounter various circumstances, where (12) is also sufficient for a
representation (π0,H0) of G0 to extend to a ground state representation of G. In some cases we
can derive a positivity property similar to (12) from the positive energy condition. The idea for the
following proposition is taken from [JN21].

Proposition 3.13. Let (π, U,H) be a positive energy representation of (G,α) for which the exten-
sion to G♭ is smooth. If x ∈ g satisfies (adx)2Dx = 0, then

− i∂π([Dx, x]) ≥ 0. (15)

Proof. Let π♭(g, t) := π(g)eitH be the extension of π to G♭. We proceed as in the proof of The-
orem 3.11 for any ξ ∈ H∞. Our assumption implies that the smooth function f : R → R is
non-negative. Now [[Dx, x], x] = 0 leads to

f(t) = −i〈ξ, ∂π♭(e−t ad xd)ξ〉 = −i〈ξ,Hξ〉 − it〈ξ, ∂π♭(Dx)ξ〉 − it2

2
〈ξ, ∂π♭([Dx, x])ξ〉 ≥ 0

for t ∈ R. This implies that − i
2 〈ξ, ∂π([Dx, x])ξ〉 ≥ 0, so that (15) follows.
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4 Heisenberg and oscillator groups

In this section we discuss ground state representations of Heisenberg groups. Here an old result
by M. Weinless [We69] can be used to obtain crucial information on the structure of ground state
representations.

We consider a locally convex space V , endowed with a continuous alternating form σ : V×V → R.
We further assume that σ is weakly symplectic, i.e., non-degenerate. The corresponding Heisenberg
group is the central extension

G = Heis(V, σ) := T× V with (z, v)(z′, v′) = (zz′e
i
2σ(v,v

′), v + v′). (16)

It is a Lie group with Lie algebra g = R⊕ V , on which the bracket is

[(z, v), (z′, v′)] = (σ(v, v′), 0).

Any smooth action α : R → Aut(G) fixing all elements in the central circle T× {0} corresponds to
a one-parameter group β : R → Sp(V, σ) whose infinitesimal generator is denoted DV ∈ sp(V, σ).
Then the infinitesimal generator D of αg has the form

D(z, v) = (0, DV v) for z ∈ R, v ∈ V. (17)

This implies in particular that

G0 = T× ker(DV ) = T× V β ,

which also is a Heisenberg group. The group

G♭ := G⋊α R

is called the associated oscillator group (cf. [NZ13]).
We define the effective subspace of V as

Veff := Vβ , Vβ := span{βt(v) − v : t ∈ R, v ∈ V }.

From the invariance of σ under β, we immediately obtain

V β = {v ∈ V : (∀t ∈ R) βt(x) = x} = V ⊥σ

β = V ⊥σ

eff . (18)

Then Geff := T× Veff is a closed α-invariant subgroup of G and

G♭
eff = Geff ⋊α R E G♭ = G⋊α R

is a normal subgroup for which the quotient G♭/G♭
eff is abelian, and G0 commutes with G♭

eff .
We consider unitary representations (π,H) of G with π(z, 0) = z1 for z ∈ T. These represen-

tations can also be viewed as projective representations of the abelian group (V,+) (see [JN19] for
generalities on projective Lie group representations).

For any element x = (z, v) ∈ g, we have

[Dx, x] = [(0, DV v), (z, v)] = (σ(DV v, v), 0) ∈ z(g).

Hence Proposition 3.13 shows that the positive energy condition for π implies the following positivity
condition on DV ∈ sp(V, σ):

σ(DV v, v) = −i∂π
(
(σ(DV v, v), 0)

)
≥ 0 for v ∈ V (19)

(cf. [BGN20, Ex. 4.26, Prop. 4.27]).
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Definition 4.1. (Weinless conditions) The triple (V, σ, β) defines a boson single particle space in the
sense of [We69]. Weinless defines a positive energy Bose–Einstein field over (V, σ, β) as a quadruple
(H,W,Ω, U), consisting of a complex Hilbert space H, a unit vector Ω ∈ H, a continuous unitary
one-parameter group (Ut)t∈R on H, and a map W : V → U(H), with the following properties:

(W1) W (x)W (y) = ei
σ(x,y)

2 W (x+ y) for x, y ∈ V (Weyl relations).

(W2) W (βt(x)) = UtW (x)U−t for x ∈ V , t ∈ R (β-equivariance).

(W3) UtΩ = Ω for t ∈ R.

(W4) Ut = eitH with H ≥ 0 (U has positive spectrum).

(W5) The unitary one-parameter groups W x
t := W (tx), x ∈ V , are strongly continuous (regularity).

(W6) W (V )Ω is total in H.

These requirements translate naturally into our context. Relation (W1) means that

π(z, v) := zW (v)

defines a unitary representation of Heis(V, σ) and (W2,3,4,6) imply that (π, U,H) defines a ground
state representation with cyclic vector Ω. Condition (W5) is a rather weak continuity requirement
which is in particular satisfied if W is strongly continuous. Therefore every continuous positive
energy representation (π, U,H) with a cyclic ground state vector Ω defines by W (x) := π(1, x) a
positive energy Bose–Einstein field over (V, σ, β).

The following uniqueness result is a variant of the Stone–von Neumann Uniqueness Theorem,
which fails in general for infinite dimensional spaces V , but the existence of β implements additional
structure that can be used to obtain a similar uniqueness for ground state representations if Vβ is
large ([BR02],[Ka79, Ka85]).

Theorem 4.2. (Weinless’ Uniqueness Theorem; [We69, Thm. 4.1]) Let (H,W,Ω, U) be a positive
energy Bose–Einstein field over (V, σ, β), i.e., (W1-6) are satisfied, and

Vβ = span{βt(x)− x : x ∈ V, t ∈ R}.

Then there exists an, up to unitary equivalence unique, complex Hilbert space H and a symplectic
linear map j : (Vβ , σ) → (H, 2 Im〈·, ·〉) such that

(j1) j(Vβ) is dense in H, and

(j2) there exists a unitary one-parameter group UH
t = eitB on H with j ◦βt = UH

t ◦ j for t ∈ R and
B > 0.

We further have

(j3) 〈Ω,W (x)Ω〉 = e−
1
4 ‖j(x)‖

2

for x ∈ Vβ.

(j4) If ξ ∈ HU is U -fixed and orthogonal to Ω, then W (Vβ)Ω⊥ξ.

The Weinless Theorem has interesting consequences for the structure of strongly continuous
ground state representations.

Proposition 4.3. Let (π, U,H) be a continuous ground state representation of (Heis(V, σ), α) with
π(z, 0) = z1 for z ∈ T and cylic ground state vector. Then the following assertions hold:
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(a) The linear map j : Vβ → H extends to a continuous linear map j : Veff = Vβ → H.

(b) On the subspace K0 := W (Veff)Ω we have an irreducible representation ρ0 of G♭
eff with a

smooth ground state vector Ω and (K0)
0 = CΩ.

(c) The representation ρ1 of G♭
eff on the G♭

eff-invariant subspace K1 ⊆ H generated by H0 is
equivalent to the representation

K1
∼= H0⊗̂K0, ρ1(g) = 1⊗ ρ0(g) for g ∈ G♭

eff . (20)

In particular, the commutant of ρ1(G
♭
eff) is ρ1(G

♭
eff)
′ ∼= B(H0)⊗ 1.

(d) The subspace K1 is also invariant under G0, which acts on it by ρ1(g) = π0(g)⊗1 for g ∈ G0.

Proof. (a) From (j3) we derive that j is bounded on a 0-neighborhood in Vβ , hence continuous and
therefore extends to a continuous linear map on Veff .
(b) Clearly, K0 is invariant under G

♭
eff with cyclic vector Ω. Since the corresponding positive definite

function
ϕ(z, x, t) = 〈Ω, zW (x)UtΩ〉 = ze−

1
4‖j(x)‖

2

, z ∈ T, x ∈ Veff , t ∈ R,

is smooth, Ω is a smooth vector ([Ne10, Thm. 7.2]).
Further, (j4) implies that (K0)

0 = K ∩ H0 = CΩ is one-dimensional. As Ω is cyclic, the
representation of the commutant ρ0(G

♭
eff)
′ on (K0)

0 = CΩ is faithful, hence the commutant is
one-dimensional and thus (ρ0,K0) is irreducible.
(c) Let ξ ∈ HU be a unit vector, and consider the representation of G♭ on the subspaceHξ generated
by W (V )ξ. Then Weinless’ Theorem applies to the representation of G♭ on Hξ, and it follows that,

for x ∈ Veff , we also have 〈ξ,W (x)ξ〉 = e−
1
4‖j(x)‖

2

. If (ξj)j∈J in an orthonormal bases of H0,
it follows that the subspaces Kξj generated by W (Veff)ξj are mutually orthogonal, and the GNS
Theorem implies that the representation on this cyclic subspace is equivalent to (ρ0,K0). This
proves (c).
(d) The subgroup G0 commutes with G♭

eff by (18) and acts on the subspace H0 of ground state
vectors by the representation π0. Hence it also preserves the subspace K1. By (c), it acts on the
left tensor factor, which is a multiplicity space for the action of G♭

eff .

Theorem 4.4. (Factorization Theorem for ground state representations) Suppose that (V, σ, β)
satisfies the weak splitting condition 2

V = V β + Veff . (WSC)

Then every ground state representation (π, U,H) of G♭ factorizes as a tensor product H = H0⊗̂K0

with
π(g) = π0(g)⊗ 1 for g ∈ G0 and π(g) = 1⊗ ρ0(g) for g ∈ G♭

eff ,

where the representation (ρ0,K0) of G
♭
eff is irreducible and equivalent to the pullback of the canonical

Fock representation of Heis(Veff , σ) on F+(H), defined by the positive definite function

ϕ(z, x) = ze−
1
4‖j(x)‖

2

(see Appendix C and Remark 4.6 below). We further have π♭(G♭)′ = π(G)′ ∼= π0(G0)′. In particu-
lar, (π, U,H) is strict.

2Condition (WCS) is a weaker version of the splitting condition (SC) that plays a crucial role in the construction
of ground state representations by holomorphic induction in Section 5.
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Proof. Our assumption implies that W (V β + Vβ)Ω ⊆ CW (Vβ)W (V β)Ω ⊆ W (Vβ)H0 is total in H.
Therefore H = K1, and the assertion follows from Proposition 4.3.

Remark 4.5. (a) If β is periodic of period T > 0 and V is complete, then the fixed point projection

p0 : V → V β, p0(v) =
1

T

∫ T

0

βt(v) dt

satisfies p0(V ) = V β and ker(p0) = Veff by the Peter–Weyl Theorem ([HM06]). We therefore have
V = V β ⊕ Veff in this case.
(b) Suppose that V β + Veff is dense in V , i.e., that the weak splitting condition (WSC) is satisfied.
As V β and Veff are σ-orthogonal, it follows that (V β , σ) is also symplectic.

For every t 6= 0, the range of the map V → Veff , v 7→ βt(v)−v generates the same closed subspace
as its restriction to Veff . We therefore have (Veff)eff = Veff .

The direct sum Ṽ := V β⊕Veff carries a natural symplectic form and the addition map i : Ṽ → V
is symplectic and R-equivariant with dense range. Therefore the adjoint

j : V → Ṽ ′ ∼= (V β)′ ⊕ V ′eff , j(v) = (σ(v, ·), σ(v, ·))

is injective.

Remark 4.6. (a) If V = H
R (the real subspace underlying a complex Hilbert space H) and

σ(v, w) = 2 Im〈v, w〉 and βt = eitD with D ≥ 0, then second quantization leads to a positive
energy representation (π, U,H) on the symmetric Fock space

H := F+(H) =
⊕̂

n∈N0

Sn(H)

with cyclic unit vector Ω ∈ S0(H) for which we have

〈Ω, π(x)Ω〉 = e−
1
4‖x‖

2

for x ∈ V = H

(cf. Appendix C). We conclude that the irreducible representation (ρ0,K0) in Theorem 4.4 is equiv-
alent to the canonical representation of Geff on the Fock space F+(H). Note that

H0 = F+(kerD)

is one-dimensional if and only if D > 0.
(b) Suppose that V = V0 ⊕ H

R is a direct sum of two symplectic spaces, where H is a complex
Hilbert space and βt(v0 + v1) = v0 + eitDv1 for t ∈ R, v0 ∈ V0, v1 ∈ H and D = D∗ ≥ 0 on H. For
any unitary representation (ρ,K) of Heis(V0, σ0) with ρ(z, 0) = z1 for z ∈ T, we obtain on

H := K⊗̂F+(H) by π(z, v0 + v1) := π(z, v0)⊗ πF+(v0)

a ground state representation of Heis(V, σ), where H0 = K⊗̂F+(kerD). Therefore one cannot
expect to draw any finer conclusion on the representation of G0 on H0.
(c) As the representation of G♭

eff on K0 is smooth, Proposition 3.13 implies that, for x ∈ Veff , we
have

σ(DV (x), x) = 〈Ω,−i∂π([Dx, x])Ω〉 ≥ 0. (21)

As j : Veff → H is symplectic, we obtain with UH
t = e−itDH for t ∈ R the relation

σ(DV (x), x) = 2 Im〈j(DV (x)), j(x)〉 = 2 Im〈−iDHj(x), j(x)〉 = 2〈DHj(x), j(x)〉. (22)

This implies that DH ≥ 0
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Lemma 4.7. If there exists a ground state representation (π, U,H) of (Heis(V, σ), α) with π(z, 0) =
z1 for z ∈ T, then the following assertions hold:

(a) The subspace Veff ⊆ V is symplectic, i.e., the restriction of σ to Veff is non-degenerate and

Veff ∩ V β = {0}. (23)

(b) The map j : Veff → (H, 2 Im〈·, ·〉) is injective.

(c) If Ω is an eigenvector for some x ∈ Veff , then x = 0.

(d) If x ∈ V with W (x)Ω ∈ H0, then x ∈ V β.

Proof. (a) In view of (18), we have to verify (23). Let x ∈ Veff ∩ V β . Then

W (x) = ρ1(x) = 1⊗ ρ(x) = π0(x) ⊗ 1

in the terminology of Proposition 4.3, and thus W (x) ∈ T1 = π(T × {0}). This contradicts the
injectivity of π (Remark C.1).
(b) follows immediately from (a) and the fact that j is symplectic.

(c) If W (x)Ω = λΩ for some λ ∈ T, then (j3) implies λ = e−
1
4‖j(x)‖

2

, so that j(x) = 0. This entails
x = 0 because j is injective by (b).
(d) For every t ∈ R, we have

W (βt(x))Ω = UtW (x)Ω = W (x)Ω

because W (x)Ω ∈ H0. Therefore Ω is an eigenvector of W (x)−1W (βt(x)) ∈ W (βt(x)−x). Now (c)
shows that βt(x) = x, hence that x ∈ V β .

Example 4.8. We present an example where σ is non-degenerate on Veff but Veff +V β is not dense
in V . We consider the Banach space

V := C([0, 1],C) with σ(f, g) := 2 Im

∫ 1

0

f(x)g(x) dx = −i

∫ 1

0

f(x)g(x)− g(x)f(x) dx,

endowed with the symplectic R-action, defined by

(βtf)(x) = e−itxf(x).

Then V β = {0}, and since σ is the imaginary part of a hermitian scalar product, it is non-degenerate.
By (18), the vanishing of V β implies that σ is non-degenerate on

Veff ⊆ {f ∈ V : f(0) = 0}.

As all functions in Veff vanish in 0, this subspace is not dense in V .
The uniqueness of j implies that H = L2([0, 1]), where j : Veff →֒ H is the canonical inclusion.

Although this inclusion is injective, there exist positive energy representations of Heis(V, σ) that
are not multiples of Fock space representations (cf. Remark 4.6(a)).

For any unitary representation κ of the additive group (C,+), we obtain by f 7→ κ(f(0)) a
unitary representation of V . Let (ρ0,K0) be the cyclic Fock representation of Heis(V, σ), specified

by the positive definite function ϕ(z, f) = ze−
1
4‖f‖

2
2 and let (κ, E) be a cyclic representation of C

22



with cyclic vector Ω0. Recall that this implies that E ∼= L2(R2, µ) with a finite positive measure µ,
Ω0 = 1 and

(κ(x+ iy)F )(a, b) = ei(ax+by)F (a, b).

We define on the tensor product H := E ⊗K0 a unitary positive energy representation of Heis(V, σ)♭

by
π(z, f, t) := κ(f(0))⊗ ρ0(z, f, t).

Its minimal energy subspace is H0 = E ⊗ Ω ∼= E , which is clearly cyclic. The commutant
π(Heis(V, σ))′ is isomorphic to the commutant κ(V )′ = κ(V )′′; where we use that κ is cyclic and
thus κ(V )′′ maximal abelian. As the cyclic vector Ω0 ∈ E separates κ(V )′ ∼= π(Heis(V, σ))′, it is
also cyclic for Heis(V, σ). Therefore (π,H) defines a positive energy Bose–Einstein field on H.

From the isomorphism of the commutants κ(V )′ ∼= π(Heis(V, σ))′ and Schur’s Lemma, it follows
that the representation π is irreducible if and only if µ is a point measure, i.e., κ is simply a character
of the group (C,+). Then H = K0 and π(z, f, t) = κ(f(0))ρ0(z, f, t).

We also note that π0(G0) = T1, so that the inclusion κ(C)′ ⊆ π0(G0)′ = B(H0) is proper if
and only if κ is not irreducible. We conclude that π is strict if and only if dim E = 1, i.e., κ is
irreducible.

As a consequence of the preceding discussion, we record:

Proposition 4.9. There exist pairs (G,α), where G is a Banach–Lie group and α is a smooth
action, such that not all smooth ground state representations are strict.

Remark 4.10. One cannot replace the density assumption (WSC) in Theorem 4.4 by the assump-
tion that V β + Vβ is σ-weakly dense, i.e., that σ is non-degenerate on V β. If V β = {0}, then Vβ

is σ-weakly dense, and we have this situation in Example 4.8. The construction of the non-strict
ground state representations in this example show that the conclusion of Theorem 4.4 is invalid in
this example.

Remark 4.11. (a) If dim V < ∞, then V β = V ⊥σ

eff intersects Veff trivial, hence is a linear comple-
ment.
(b) Without the assumption of Veff being symplectic, the sum Veff +V β need not be dense in V , as
the following example shows. On V = R2 with sp(V, σ) ∼= sl2(R), we consider the nilpotent element

D =

(
0 0
1 0

)
∈ sl2(R) = sp(V, σ) and βt = etD =

(
1 0
t 1

)
.

Then V β = Re2 = Vβ are both one-dimensional, hence not symplectic. It follows in particular, that
any map j : Vβ → H into a complex Hilbert space H with dense range is trivial. Therefore Weinless’
Theorem implies that Re2 annihilates all ground state vectors (see also Theorem 6.6(ii) below).
(c) From (18) it follows that

(V β + Veff)
⊥σ = (V β + Vβ)

⊥σ = V β ∩ (V β)⊥σ

is the radical of the restriction of σ to V β . Therefore the non-degeneracy of σ on V β is equivalent
to V β + Vβ being σ-weakly dense in V .

Remark 4.12. (Kay’s Uniqueness Theorem)
(a) A single particle structure for (V, σ, β) is a triple (j,H, UH), consisting of a complex Hilbert
space H, a real linear map j : V → H and a unitary one-parameter group UH

t = eitB with B > 0
such that:

j(V ) = H, σ(v, w) = 2 Im〈j(v), j(w)〉 for v, w ∈ V, and j ◦ βt = UH

t ◦ j for t ∈ R.
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Conditions (j1/2) in Theorem 4.2 imply that (j,H, UH) defines a single particle structure for
(Vβ , σ, β). According to Kay’s Uniqueness Theorem ([Ka79, Ka85]), any two single particle struc-
tures for (Vβ , σ, β) are unitarily equivalent. Note that single particle structures on V can only exist
if V β = {0} because j is supposed to be injective and UH has no non-zero fixed points on H.
(b) If we start with a complex Hilbert space H and V = HR (the underlying real space) with
σ = 2 Im〈·, ·〉, then any unitary one-parameter group βt = eitA on H defines a boson single particle
space (V, σ, β) and V = kerA⊕ Vβ .

Suppose that kerA = 0 and write A = R|A| for the polar decomposition of A. Then R is a
unitary involution and I := iR defines a new complex structure on H; we write H for the resulting
complex Hilbert space. Then the identity map j : H → H is symplectic and βt = eIt|A|, so that
(j,H, β) is the unique single particle structure for (V, σ, β).
(c) An important special case arises from the translation action (βtf)(z) = f(eitz) of R on H =
L2(T). Then

σ(ξ, η) = 2

∫ 1

0

Im(ξ(t)η(t)) dt =
1

i

∫ 1

0

ξ(t)η(t)− η(t)ξ(t)) dt

In this case (Af)(z) = zf ′(z) with kerA = C1 (the constant functions). Therefore R corresponds
to the Hilbert transform on 1⊥ ⊆ L2(S1).

5 Holomorphic induction

One can use the technique of holomorphic induction to show that certain ground state representa-
tions are strict and to obtain further regularity properties. In [Ne14b, App. C], it is shown that
this technique, developed in [Ne13] for Banach–Lie groups, also applies to Fréchet–BCH–Lie groups
satisfying the conditions (SC) and (A1-3) below.

In this section we first describe the geometric environment on the Lie group and Lie algebra
level needed for holomorphic induction (Subsection 5.1) and define this concept in Subsection 5.2.
All this is combined with a homomorphism α : R → Aut(G) in Subsection 5.3. If G is a Banach–Lie
group and D ∈ der(g) is a bounded operator for which 0 is isolated in Spec(D) and the norm on g

is α-invariant (D is elliptic), then this leads to Theorem 5.8, the main result of this section.

5.1 The geometric setup for holomorphic induction

Let G be a Lie group with the smooth exponential function exp: g → G. If, in addition, G is
analytic and the exponential function is an analytic local diffeomorphism in 0, then G is called a
BCH–Lie group (for Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff). Then the Lie algebra g is a BCH–Lie algebra,
i.e., there exists an open 0-neighborhood U ⊆ g such that for x, y ∈ U the Hausdorff series

x ∗ y = x+ y +
1

2
[x, y] + · · ·

converges and defines an analytic function U ×U → g, (x, y) 7→ x ∗ y. The class of BCH–Lie groups
contains in particular all Banach–Lie groups ([Ne06, Prop. IV.1.2], [GN]).

Let G be a connected Fréchet–BCH–Lie group G with Lie algebra g. We further assume that
there exists a complex BCH–Lie group GC with Lie algebra gC and a natural map η : G → GC for
which L(η) is the inclusion g →֒ gC. Assume that G0 ⊆ G is a Lie subgroup for which M := G/G0

carries the structure of a smooth manifold with a smooth G-action. We also assume the exis-
tence of closed Ad(G0)-invariant complex subalgebras g±

C
⊆ gC for which the complex conjugation
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σg(x+ iy) = x− iy on gC satisfies σg(g
±
C
) = g∓

C
and we have a topological direct sum decomposition

gC = g+
C
⊕ g0C ⊕ g−

C
(SC)

(cf. (L3/4) in Section 3). We put

q := g+
C
⋊ g0C and p := g ∩ (g+

C
⊕ g−

C
),

so that g = g0 ⊕ p is a topological direct sum. We assume that there exist open symmetric convex
0-neighborhoods

UgC
⊆ gC, Up ⊆ p ∩ UgC

, Ug0 ⊆ g0 ∩ UgC
, U

g
±
C

⊆ g±
C
∩ UgC

, and Uq ⊆ q ∩ UgC

such that the BCH-product is defined and holomorphic on UgC
× UgC

, and the following maps are
analytic diffeomorphisms onto an open subset:

(A1) Up × Ug0 → g, (x, y) 7→ x ∗ y.

(A2) Up × Uq → gC, (x, y) 7→ x ∗ y.

(A3) U
g
−
C

× Uq → gC, (x, y) 7→ x ∗ y.

Examples 5.1. (a) If dimG < ∞ and D is elliptic, then all these assumptions are satisfied for the
positive/negative spectral subspaces g±

C
of the derivation i ·D of gC.

(b) Let G be a simply connected Banach–Lie group for which gC also is the Lie algebra of a Banach–
Lie group and M = G/G0 is a Banach homogeneous space. If the subalgebras g±

C
⊆ gC satisfy the

splitting condition (SC), then (A1-3) follow directly from the Inverse Function Theorem. This is
the context of [Ne13].

Remark 5.2. (From Banach to Fréchet)
Let GB be a Banach–Lie group with Lie algebra gB, G

0
B ⊆ GB and MB = GB/G

0
B be as above

(cf. Example 5.1(b)). We assume that the splitting condition (SC) is satisfied. In addition, let
β : R → Aut(GB) be a one-parameter group of automorphisms defining a continuous R-action on
GB and assume that the subalgebras g±B,C, qB and g0 are β-invariant. Then the subgroup

G := {g ∈ GB : βg : R → GB, t 7→ βt(g) is smooth}

of GB carries the structure of a Fréchet–BCH–Lie group with Lie algebra

g := {x ∈ gB : R → gB, t 7→ L(βt)x is smooth},

the Fréchet space of smooth vectors for the continuous R-action on the Banach–Lie algebra gB.
Likewise G0 := G∩G0

B is a Lie subgroup of G for which M := G/G0 is a smooth manifold consisting
of the elements of MB = GB/G

0
B with smooth orbit maps with respect to the one-parameter group

of diffeomorphisms induced by β via βM
t (gG0

B) = βt(g)G
0
B.

Since the automorphisms L(βt) of g resp., gC are compatible with the BCH multiplication, it
is easy to see with [Ne14b, Lemma C.5] that conditions (A1-3) are inherited by the closed Fréchet
subalgebras

g0 = g0B ∩ g, g±
C
= (g±

C
)B ∩ gC and q = qB ∩ gC.
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5.2 Holomorphically induced representations

Condition (A1) implies the existence of a smooth manifold structure on M = G/G0 for which G
acts analytically. Condition (A2) implies the existence of a complex manifold structure on M which
is G-invariant and for which the complex structure on the tangent space TeG0(M) ∼= g/g0 of M in
the base point eG0 is determined by the identification with gC/q. Finally, (A3) makes the proof
of [Ne13, Thm. 2.6] work, so that we can associate to every bounded unitary representation (ρ,V)
of G0 a holomorphic Hilbert bundle V := G ×G0 V over the complex G-manifold M by defining
β : q → gl(V) by β(g+

C
) = {0} and β|g0 = dρ.

Definition 5.3. We write Γ(V) for the space of holomorphic sections of the holomorphic Hilbert
bundle V → M = G/G0 on which the group G acts by holomorphic bundle automorphisms.
A unitary representation (π,H) of G is said to be holomorphically induced from (ρ,V) if there
exists a G-equivariant linear injection Ψ: H → Γ(V) such that the adjoint of the evaluation map
eveG0 : H → V = VeG0 defines an isometric embedding ev∗eG0 : V →֒ H. If a unitary representation
(π,H) holomorphically induced from (ρ,V) exists, then it is uniquely determined ([Ne13, Def. 3.10])
and we call (ρ,V) (holomorphically) inducible.

The concept of holomorphic inducibility involves a choice of sign. Replacing g+
C

by g−
C

changes
the complex structure on G/G0 and thus leads to a different class of holomorphically inducible
representations of G0.

The following two theorems contain key information on holomorphically induced representations.
The first one describes properties of holomorphically induced representations and the second one
provides a sufficient criterion for a representation to be holomorphically induced.

Theorem 5.4. ([Ne14b, Thm. C.2]) Assume (A1-3). If the unitary representation (π,H) of G is
holomorphically induced from the bounded G0-representation (ρ,V), then the following assertions
hold:

(i) V ⊆ Hω consists of analytic vectors, i.e., their orbit maps G → H are real-analytic.

(ii) R : π(G)′ → ρ(G0)′, A 7→ A|V is an isomorphism of von Neumann algebras.

(iii) dπ(g−
C
)V = {0}.

Proof. (i) follows from [Ne13, Lemma 3.5] and (ii) from [Ne13, Thm. 3.12]. Further (iii) follows
from Equation (1) in the discussion preceding Theorem 3.12 in [Ne13].

Theorem 5.5. ([Ne13, Thm. 3.17]) Suppose that (U,H) is a unitary representation of G and V ⊆ H
is a G0-invariant closed subspace such that

(HI1) The representation (ρ,V) of G0 on V is bounded.

(HI2) V ∩ (H∞)g
−
C is dense in V.

(HI3) Jπ(G)VK = H.

Then (π,H) is holomorphically induced from (ρ,V).
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5.3 The setting with α

Now let α : R → Aut(G) define a smooth R-action on G for which the action on the Lie algebra g

is polynomially bounded and write D ∈ der(g) for the infinitesimal generator of α (see (L1/2) in
Section 3). We assume, in addition to (A1-3) in Subsection 5.1, that α and the subspace g+ are
linked by the requirement that

g+
C
=

⋃

δ>0

gC([δ,∞)), (24)

where gC([δ,∞)) is the Arveson spectral subspace for the one-parameter group (αg
t )t∈R on gC (cf.

Appendix A). Applying Proposition A.8 to the Lie bracket gC×gC → gC, we see that g
+
C
is a closed

complex subalgebra. For f ∈ S(R), αg(f) :=
∫
R
f(t)αg

t dt and z ∈ gC, the relations αg(f)z = αg(f)z

and the relation f̂(ξ) = f̂(−ξ) for the Fourier transform f̂(ξ) =
∫
R
eiξxf(x) dx imply that

g−
C
:= σg(g

+
C
) =

⋃

δ>0

gC((−∞,−δ]), (25)

where σg(x+ iy) = x− iy is complex conjugation on gC.

Example 5.6. (a) Suppose that G is a Banach–Lie group and consider an element d ∈ g for which
the one-parameter group eR add ⊆ Aut(g) is bounded, i.e., preserves an equivalent norm. We call
such elements, resp., the corresponding derivation D = add elliptic. Then

G0 = ZG(expRd) = ZG(d) = {g ∈ G : Ad(g)d = d}

is a closed subgroup of G, not necessarily connected, with Lie algebra g0 = zg(d) = ker(add).
Since g contains arbitrarily small eR add-invariant 0-neighborhoods U , there exists such an open
0-neighborhood with expG(U) ∩ G0 = expG(U ∩ g0). Therefore G0 is a Lie subgroup of G, i.e., a
Banach–Lie group for which the inclusion G0 →֒ G is a topological embedding.

Our assumption implies that αg
t := et add defines an equicontinuous one-parameter group of

automorphisms of the complex Banach–Lie algebra gC. For δ > 0, we consider the Arveson spectral
subspace

gδC := gC([δ,∞[).

By Lemma A.4, the splitting condition

gC = gδC ⊕ g0C ⊕ σg(g
δ
C) (26)

is satisfied for some δ > 0 if and only if 0 is isolated in Spec(add).
Since Ad(G0) commutes with eR add, the closed subalgebras g±

C
⊆ gC are invariant under Ad(G0)

and eR add. Now p := g ∩ (g+
C
⊕ g−

C
) is a closed complement for g0 in g, so that M := G/G0 carries

the structure of a Banach homogeneous space and q := g0
C
+ g+

C
∼= g+

C
⋊ g0

C
defines a G-invariant

complex manifold structure on M .
(b) Let g be a real Hilbert–Lie algebra, i.e., g is a Lie algebra and a real Hilbert space, the Lie
bracket is continuous and the operators adx, x ∈ g, are skw-symmetric. Then one can use spectral
measures to see that g+

C
is the spectral subspace corresponding to the open interval (0,∞) (cf.

Lemma A.10), so that the splitting condition

gC = g+
C
⊕ g0C ⊕ g−

C
(27)

is satisfied. In particular, 0 need not be isolated in the spectrum of add ([BRT07, Prop. 5.4]).
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The following results are of key importance for the following. It contains the main consequences
of Arveson’s spectral theory for the R-actions on gC and H∞.

Proposition 5.7. (A strictness criterion) Suppose that (27) holds, and that (π,H) is a smooth
ground state representation of (G,α), i.e., H0,∞ is dense in H0, and that the representation (π0,H0)
of G0 is bounded. Then (π,H) is holomorphically induced from (π0,H0) and in particular strict.

Proof. First, Theorem A.12 implies that dπ(g−
C
)H0,∞ = {0}. Applying Theorem 5.5 to V := H0, we

see that (π,H) is holomorphically induced from (π0,H0), and Theorem 5.4(ii) implies strictness.

In the Banach case we can formulate more concrete sufficient conditions for strictness:

Theorem 5.8. Suppose that G is Banach and d ∈ g is elliptic with 0 isolated in Spec(add)
and g−

C
= gC(] − ∞,−δ]) for some δ > 0. Then the following assertions hold for any smooth

representation (π,H) for which −i∂π(d) is bounded from below.

(a) The G0-invariant subspace V := (H∞)g
−
C satisfies H = Jπ(G)V)K.

(b) If the G0-representation ρ(h) := π(h)|V on V is bounded, then (π,H) is holomorphically
induced from the representation ρ of G0 on V, π is semibounded, and d ∈ W 0

π (see (3)). In
particular, V consists of analytic vectors.

(c) In addition to (b), suppose that −i∂ρ(d) ≥ m1 for m ∈ R. Then −i∂π(d) ≥ m1 and the
associated minimal positive energy representation of (G,α) for αt(g) = exp(td)g exp(−td) is
strict with H0 = V.

Proof. (a) and (b) follow from [Ne13, Thms. 4.7, 4.14]. It remains to prove (c). Let P denote the
spectral measure of−i∂π(d). Our assumption implies that V ⊆ P ([m,∞)). As V consists of analytic
vectors, dπ(U(g))V is dense in H. Since V is annihilated by g−

C
, we have dπ(U(g))V = dπ(U(g+

C
))V

by the Poincaré–Birkhoff–Witt Theorem. Finally, we observe that the Spectral Translation Formula
(Theorem A.12) implies that

dπ(U(g+
C
))V ⊆ V +H∞([δ,∞)) ⊆ H∞([m,∞)). (28)

We conclude that H∞([m,∞)) is dense in H, i.e., that −i∂π(d) ≥ m1.
Since d is central in g0 and π is holomorphically induced from π0, there exists a unitary one-

parameter group (Ut)t∈R in the commutant π(G)′ with Ut|V = π0(exp td) (Theorem 5.4). As
the restriction to V is an isomorphism of von Neumann algebras, Ut = eitB, where B ≥ 0 is
bounded. Now Wt := π(exp td)U−1t defines a unitary one-parameter group implementing the same
automorphisms as exp(td) for which V consists of fixed points. Now the same argument as in (a),
applied to the extended Lie algebra g⋊Rd and the representation of G⋊α R by π̃(g, t) = π(g)Wt

implies that (Wt)t∈R has positive spectrum and fixed point space HW = V (see (28)). As π(G)V is
total in H, it follows that (π,W,H) is a ground state representation, hence in particular minimal
by Proposition 2.7. Theorem 5.4 further implies that it is strict.

The preceding theorem does not assert that (π,H) is a ground state representation, but we have
the following corollary. It provides a sufficient condition for a bounded representation to be ground
state. It applies in particular to finite dimensional unitary representations of compact Lie groups.
By the strong boundedness assumptions, it follows immediately from Theorem 5.8.

Corollary 5.9. If G is Banach and d ∈ g is elliptic with 0 isolated in Spec(add), then ev-
ery bounded representation of G is a strict ground state representation of (G,α) for αt(g) =

exp(td)g exp(−td), where H0 = Hg
−
C .
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The following theorem shows that, assuming that (π,H) is semibounded with d ∈ W 0
π permits

us to get rid of the quite implicit assumption that the G0-representation on V is bounded. It is an
important generalization of Corollary 5.9 to semibounded representations.

Theorem 5.10. ([Ne13, Thm. 4.12]) Let (π,H) be a semibounded unitary representation of the
Banach–Lie group G and let d ∈ W 0

π be an elliptic element for which 0 is isolated in Spec(add)
and g−

C
= gC(] −∞,−δ]) for some δ > 0. We write P : B(R) → B(H) for the spectral measure of

the unitary one-parameter group πd(t) := π(exp(td)). Then the following assertions hold:

(i) The representation π|G0 of G0 is semibounded and, for each bounded measurable subset B ⊆ R,
the G0-representation on P (B)H is bounded.

(ii) The representation (π,H) is a direct sum of representations (πj ,Hj)j∈J for which there exist

G0-invariant subspaces Dj ⊆ (H∞j )g
−
C for which the G0-representation ρj on Vj := Dj is

bounded and Jπj(G)VjK = Hj. Then the representations (πj ,Hj) are holomorphically induced
from (ρj ,V).

(iii) If (π,H) is irreducible and m := inf Spec(−i∂π(d)), then P ({m})H = (H∞)g
−
C and (π,H) is

holomorphically induced from the bounded G0-representation ρ on this space.

Corollary 5.11. In the context of Theorem 5.10, (π,H) is a ground state representation and the
direct summands (πj ,Hj)j∈J are strict ground state representations.

Proof. First we use Theorem 5.8(c) to see that all representations (πj ,Hj)j∈J are strict ground
state representations. Now Lemma 2.9 shows that their direct sum (π,H) is also a ground state
representation.

Problem 5.12. Are direct sums of strict ground state representations always strict?

6 Finite dimensional groups

In this section we assume that G is finite dimensional, so that G♭ is finite dimensional as well.
Replacing G by G♭, it suffices to consider the inner case, i.e., for some fixed d ∈ g, we are interested
in unitary representations (π,H) for which −i∂π(d) is bounded from below (cf. Proposition 2.10).
Let Iπ ⊆ g∗ denote the momentum set of π (Definition 3.5).

6.1 Generalities

From (3) we recall the that

Wπ = {x ∈ g : − i∂π(x) bounded below } = {x ∈ g : inf Iπ(x) > −∞} (29)

is a convex cone in g, invariant under Ad(G). It contains the positive cone of π:

Cπ = {x ∈ g : − i∂π(x) ≥ 0}. (30)

We assume that π has discrete kernel, i.e., that the positive cone Cπ of π is pointed. The linear
subspace

gπ := Wπ −Wπ E g

is an ideal becauseWπ is an Ad(G)-invariant convex cone, and the restriction of π to the correspond-
ing normal subgroup Gπ E G is semibounded. Semibounded representations of finite dimensional
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groups have been studied in detail and classified in [Ne00]. As d ∈ Wπ ⊆ gπ, we may further assume
that g = gπ and restrict our discussion to semibounded representations. With [Ne00, Thm. XI.6.14]
on the existence of a direct integral decompositions, many assertions can be reduced to the case of
irreducible representations. This leaves us with the situation where:

(F1) ker(π) is discrete, so that the cone Cπ is pointed.

(F2) d ∈ Wπ and π is semibounded.

(F3) π is irreducible.

Remark 6.1. From d ∈ Wπ it follows that Spec(add) ⊆ iR by [Ne00, Prop. VII.3.4] because
discreteness of the kernel is equivalent to Iπ spanning g∗. As a consequence of the Jordan de-
composition, this implies that the one-parameter group eR add ⊆ Aut(g) is polynomially bounded
because its semisimple component is bounded and its unipotent component is polynomially bounded
(Remark 3.9).

Definition 6.2. Amaximal abelian subspace t ⊆ g is called a compactly embedded Cartan subalgebra
if the closure of ead t ⊆ Aut(g) is compact. Let t ⊆ g be a compactly embedded Cartan subalgebra
and gC = tC ⊕⊕

α∈∆ gα
C
the corresponding root decomposition, where

gαC = {y ∈ gC : (∀x ∈ t) [x, y] = α(x)y} and ∆ = {α ∈ it∗ : gαC 6= {0}}.

The elements of ∆ are called roots. We call a root α ∈ ∆

• compact if there exists an xα ∈ gα
C
with α([xα, x

∗
α]) > 0 and write ∆k ⊆ ∆ for the set of

compact roots.

• non-compact if there exists a non-zero xα ∈ gα
C
with α([xα, x

∗
α]) ≤ 0 and write ∆p ⊆ ∆ for

the set of non-compact roots.

Then dim gα
C
= 1 for α ∈ ∆k and there exists a unique element α∨ ∈ [gα

C
, g−α

C
] with α(α∨) = 2. The

reflections rα : t → t, rα(x) = x− α(x)α∨ for α ∈ ∆k generate the Weyl group W .

Lemma 6.3. Let x be an element of the semisimple real Lie algebra g and x = xs+xn be its Jordan
decomposition, where xs is semisimple and xn is nilpotent. Then the adjoint orbit of x contains all
elements of the form xs + txn, t > 0.

Proof. Since the Jordan decomposition and the adjoint orbit of x adapts to the decomposition of g
into simple ideals, we may w.l.o.g. assume that g is simple.

Let q = l⋉u ⊆ g denote the Jacobson–Morozov parabolic associated to the nilpotent element xn

([HNO94]). Then xs ∈ ker(adxn) ⊆ q implies that xs ∈ q. As xs is semisimple, it is conjugate
under the group of inner automorphisms of q to an element of l.3 By the Jacobson–Morozov
Theorem, l contains a semisimple element h with [h, xn] = 2xn and h ∈ [xn, g]. In terms of this
element, we have q =

∑
n≥0 gn(adh) and l = ker(adh). We conclude that [h, xs] = 0, so that

et adhx = xs + e2txn for t ∈ R.

We now come to the main result of this section. For its proof we shall use the following theorem
([Mo80, Thm. 1.1]), which is a formidable tool to exclude that certain Lie algebra elements have
ground states.

3Every algebraic subgroup G ⊆ GL(V ), V a finite dimensional real vector space, is a semidirect product G ∼= U⋊L,
where U is unipotent and L is reductive. Moreover, for every reductive subgroup L1 ⊆ G there exists an element
g ∈ G with gL1g

−1 ⊆ L ([Ho81, Thm. VIII.4.3]).
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Theorem 6.4. (Moore’s Eigenvector Theorem) Let G be a connected finite dimensional Lie group
with Lie algebra g and x ∈ g. Further, let nx E g be the smallest ideal of g such that the induced
operator adg/nx

x on the quotient Lie algebra g/nx is elliptic, i.e., semisimple with purely imaginary
spectrum. Suppose that (π,H) is a continuous unitary representation of G and v ∈ H an eigenvector
for the one-parameter group π(expRx). Then

(a) v is fixed by the normal subgroup Nx := 〈exp nx〉 E G, and

(b) the restriction of i∂π(x) to the orthogonal complement of the space HNx of Nx-fixed vectors
has absolutely continuous spectrum.

Corollary 6.5. Let G be a connected finite dimensional Lie group. Suppose that (π,H) is an
irreducible unitary representation of G with discrete kernel and that d ∈ g is such that ∂π(d) has
an eigenvector in H. Then ad(d) is elliptic.

Proof. Suppose that v is an eigenvector of ∂π(d). Then Moore’s Eigenvector Theorem implies that
the normal subgroup Nd E G fixes v. As Nd is normal, the subspace HNd of Nd-fixed vectors is a
G-subrepresentation, hence coincides with H by irreducibility. As ker(π) is discrete, nd = {0}, and
this means that add is elliptic.

Theorem 6.6. Let (π,H) be an irreducible semibounded representation with discrete kernel of the
finite dimensional connected Lie group G and let d ∈ Wπ. Then the following assertions hold:

(i) There exists a compactly embedded Cartan subalgebra t ⊆ g and a W-invariant positive system
∆+

p of non-compact roots such that

Wπ ∩ t = Cmax := (i∆+
p )

⋆ := {x ∈ t : (∀α ∈ ∆+
p ) iα(x) ≥ 0}

and Wmax := Ad(G)Cmax coincides with Wπ.

(ii) d has smooth ground states if and only if ad(d) is elliptic.

(iii) If g is simple hermitian, then Wπ = Wmax, and in particular Wπ is closed.

Proof. (i) From [Ne00, Thm X.4.1] and its proof we know that the set of extreme points Ext(Iπ)
is a coadjoint orbit Oλ for some λ ∈ t∗, that Iπ = conv(Oλ) and that there exists a W-invariant
positive system ∆+

p such that
Wπ ∩ t = Cmax.

As W 0
π is an elliptic cone, i.e., its interior consist of elliptic elements ([Ne00, Prop. VII.3.4(c)]), it

follows that
Wπ = Ad(G)Cmax = Wmax. (31)

(ii) As in (i), we derive from [Ne00, Prop. VII.3.4(c)] that W 0
π = Ad(G)(W 0

π ∩ t) because W 0
π is

elliptic. A ground state vector for d exists if and only if the minimal spectral value

m := inf Spec(−i∂π(d))

is an eigenvalue. If this is the case, then Corollary 6.5 implies that add is elliptic.
Now we assume, conversely, that d ∈ Wπ is elliptic. Then Ad(G)d intersects the Cartan

subalgebra t ([Ne00, Thm. VII.1.4(vi)]). As d ∈ Wπ and Wπ ∩ t = Cmax, it follows that d is
Ad(G)-conjugate to an element d′ ∈ Cmax. Therefore the t-weight decomposition of Hλ implies
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that the m-eigenspace of −i∂π(d′) contains a lowest weight vector (which is smooth), so that the
minimal eigenspace H0

λ contains a non-zero smooth vector.
(iii) Suppose that g is simple hermitian. To show that Wmax ⊆ Wπ, let x ∈ Wmax and write
x = xs + xn for its Jordan decomposition. Then the adjoint orbit of x contains all elements
xs+ txn, t > 0 (Lemma 6.3), so that xs, xn ∈ Wmax. Since xn is nilpotent, we even have xn ∈ Wmin

by [HNO94, Thm. III.9], and since Wmin ⊆ Cπ ([Ne00, Thm. X.4.1]), it follows that xn ∈ Cπ. As xs

is elliptic, its adjoint orbit intersects t ∩Wmax = Cmax ⊆ Wπ, as we have seen in (i). This implies
that every elliptic element in Wmax is contained in Wπ . We thus obtain that

x = xs + xn ∈ Wπ + Cπ ⊆ Wπ,

and hence that Wmax ⊆ Wπ, which implies equality by (31) above.

Example 6.7. In the context of the preceding theorem, we note that, in general Wπ 6= Wmax

because Wπ need not be closed. Let

σ(x, y) :=

n∑

j=1

xjyn+j − yjxn+j

be the canonical symplectic form on R2n and d ∈ sp2n(R) an element for which the corresponding
Hamiltonian function Hd(v) = 1

2σ(dv, v) is positive definite. For the oscillator representation
(π, L2(Rn)) of g = heis(R2n, σ)⋊Rd, we have

Wπ = heis(R2n, σ)⊕ R+d,

a closed half space with boundary heis(R2n, σ). An element of heis(R2n, σ) corresponds to a semi-
bounded operator if and only if it is central. Therefore Wπ is not closed, hence different from Wmax.

Example 6.8. (The case of simple Lie algebras) (a) Assume that g is simple and that α is non-
trivial. As all derivations of g are inner, we have αt(g) = exp(td)g exp(−td) for some non-zero
d ∈ g. If G has a non-trivial positive energy representation, then g must be compact or hermitian
([Ne00, §§VII.2/3]).

• In the compact case all irreducible representations (π,H) are finite dimensional, so that all
operators ∂π(x) for x ∈ g are bounded. Hence the positive energy condition is satisfied for
every d ∈ g and ground states exist (cf. Corollary 5.9).

• In the hermitian case, there is a closed convex cone Wmax ⊆ g, such that there exists a positive
energy representation if and only if d ∈ Wmax ∪ −Wmax (Theorem 6.6(iii)). If d ∈ Wmax,
then every irreducible representation (π,H) for which −i∂π(d) is bounded from below is
semibounded because the cone Wπ = Wmax has interior points. By Theorem 6.6(ii), the
existence of ground states is equivalent to d being elliptic.

(b) In a hermitian Lie algebra, there exist two closed convex invariant cones Wmin ⊆ Wmax such
that, for every non-trivial closed convex invariant cone W ⊆ g we have

Wmin ⊆ W ⊆ Wmax or Wmin ⊆ −W ⊆ Wmax.

If Wmin = Wmax, which is the case for g = sp2n(R), this means that W is unique up to sign. We
therefore have

Wmin ⊆ Cπ ⊆ Wπ ⊆ Wmax

for every positive energy representation, and thus Cπ = Wπ .
In general the two cones Cπ and Wπ are different. Concrete examples are easily found for

g = su1,2(C).

32



Remark 6.9. For finite dimensional Lie groups G the classification of irreducible semibounded
unitary representations easily boils down to a situation where one can apply Theorem 5.10. If
the semibounded unitary representations of G separate the points, then the set comp(g) of elliptic
elements in g has interior points ([Ne00, Prop. VII.3.4(c)]) and we may choose d as an interior point
which, in addition, is a regular element of g. Then t := g0 := ker(add) is a compactly embedded
Cartan subalgebra and the corresponding subgroup T := exp(t) = G0 is abelian. For a semibounded
representation (π,H) of G with discrete kernel we now choose a W-invariant positive system ∆+

p of
non-compact roots such that Wπ ⊆ Wmax and obtain d ∈ C0

max. As d is elliptic, Theorem 6.6 now
implies that π is holomorphically induced from (π0,H0). Further, this representation is irreducible,
and since G0 = T is abelian, Schur’s Lemma leads to dimH0 = 1. This means that π0(expx) =
eiλ(x) for some λ ∈ t∗, the lowest weight of the representation π with respect to the positive system
∆+ := {α ∈ ∆: α(−id) > 0}. In this case Cα ⊆ Cπ0 is equivalent to

λ(α∨) ≤ 0 for α ∈ ∆+
k and λ([x∗α, xα]) ≥ 0 for α ∈ ∆+

p , xα ∈ gαC. (PC)

As Remark 6.17 below shows, these conditions are in general not sufficient.

From [HN12, Cor. 14.3.10] we recall the following fact on the connectedness of the group G0.

Lemma 6.10. If G is connected and d is elliptic, then the subgroup G0 = ZG(d) is connected.

6.2 Application to compact Lie groups

Theorem 6.15 below is the main result of the present subsection. It shows that all unitary rep-
resentations of compact connected Lie groups are ground state representations for any continuous
homomorphism α : R → Aut(G). The following lemma prepares the crucial information for its
proof.

We first recall the root decomposition of the compact Lie algebra g with with respect to a
Cartan subalgebra t ⊆ g (Definition 6.2) containing a fixed element d that we may pick in [g, g] as
g = z(g)⊕ [g, g]. We have

gC = tC ⊕
⊕

α∈∆
gαC,

and obtain with

g±
C
:=

∑

±α(−id)>0

gαC and g0C = zg(d)C = tC +
∑

α(−id)=0

gαC = zgC
(d)

the triangular decomposition
gC = g+

C
⊕ g0C ⊕ g−

C

of gC with respect to −i add (cf. [Ne00, Ch. IX.5]). We choose a positive system ∆+ ⊆ ∆ in such
a way that

∆+ ⊇ ∆++ := {α ∈ ∆: α(−id) > 0}.
Then ∆0+ := ∆0 ∩∆+ is a positive system in the root system

∆0 := {α ∈ ∆: α(−id) = 0} of (g0, t), and ∆+ = ∆0+∪̇∆++. (32)

Proposition 6.11. Let G be a connected Lie group with compact Lie algebra g and derivation
D = add for some d ∈ [g, g]. For an irreducible unitary representation (π0,H0) of G0 := ZG(d),
the following conditions are equivalent:
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(i) (π0,H0) is holomorphically inducible.

(ii) dπ0([z∗, z]0) ≥ 0 for every z ∈ g+
C
, i.e., Cα ⊆ Cπ0 .

(iii) dπ0(α∨) ≤ 0 for every α ∈ ∆++.

(iv) The lowest weight λ of (π0,H0) satisfies λ(α∨) ≤ 0 for every α ∈ ∆++.

(v) The lowest weight λ of (π0,H0) is ∆+-antidominant.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): This follows from [Ne12, Lemma 6.11], but we repeat the direct argument.
Condition (i) yields a realization of (π0,H0) as a subrepresentation of a unitary representation
(π,H) of G such that H0 consists of smooth vectors and dπ(g−

C
)H0 = {0} (Theorem 5.8). For

z ∈ g+
C
we now have z∗ ∈ g−

C
, so that we obtain for ξ ∈ H0 with

〈ξ, dπ(z)ξ〉 = 〈ξ, dπ(z0)ξ〉

the inequality

〈ξ, dπ0([z∗, z]0)ξ〉 = 〈ξ, dπ([z∗, z]0)ξ〉 = 〈ξ, dπ([z∗, z])ξ〉 = 〈ξ, dπ(z∗)dπ(z)ξ〉 = ‖dπ(z)ξ‖2 ≥ 0.
(33)

By (7) in Remark 3.2, the cone Cα ⊆ g0 is generated by the elements i[z∗, z]0, z ∈ g+
C
. Therefore

(33) implies Cα ⊆ Cπ0 .
(ii) ⇒ (iii): For α ∈ ∆++, we pick xα ∈ gα

C
with [xα, x

∗
α] = α∨ (cf. Definition 6.2). Then (iii) follows

from (ii) and −α∨ ∈ Cα.
(iii) ⇒ (iv): This follows from the fact that λ(α∨) is an eigenvalue of dπ0(α∨).
(iv) ⇒ (v): By (iv), we only have to observe that λ(α∨) ≤ 0 for α ∈ ∆0,+ because λ is the lowest
weight of a unitary representation (cf. [Ne00, Prop. IX.1.21] for more details).
(v) ⇒ (i): If λ is antidominant with respect to ∆+, then the corresponding unitary lowest weight
representation (πλ,Hλ) of G contains (π0,H0) as the subrepresentation on the minimal eigenspace
for −i∂π(d), hence is holomorphically induced from (π0,H0) (Theorem 5.5). That πλ exists follows
from the fact that λ actually integrates to a character of T ⊆ G0.

Remark 6.12. The set T̂+ ⊆ T̂ of chose characters satisfying Condition (iv) is invariant under

the Weyl group W0 := W(g0, t). Identifying the unitary dual Ĝ of G with the orbit space T̂ /W
(Cartan–Weyl Theorem, [Wa72, p. 209]), it follows that the ground state representations for (G,α)

correspond to the subset T̂+/W0.

The above lemma characterizes the holomorphically inducible representations of G0. The fol-
lowing proposition switches the perspective from G0 to G:

Proposition 6.13. Let G be a connected Lie group with compact Lie algebra g and derivation D =
add for some d ∈ g. Then every irreducible unitary representations (π,H) of G is holomorphically
induced from the irreducible representations (π0,H0) of G0 on the minimal eigenspace of −i∂π(d)
and it is a strict ground state representation.

Proof. Since H is finite dimensional, −i∂π(d) has an eigenspace H0 for a minimal eigenvalue.
This space carries an irreducible representation of the connected group G0 (Lemma 6.10). This
follows easily from U(gC) = U(g+

C
)U(g0

C
)U(g−

C
) which shows that every G0-invariant subspace of

H0 generates an invariant subspace of H under U(g+
C
) (alternatively, we can use Theorem 5.4(ii)).

As π is irreducible, H0 generates H under the action of G. That (π,H) is holomorphically
induced from (π0,H0) follows from Theorem 5.5 and that it is a strict ground state representation
from Corollary 5.9.
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Remark 6.14. The representation π0 need not be one-dimensional if t 6= g0, i.e., if g0 is not abelian.
A simple example is obtained for G = U3(C), the identical representation (π,H) on H = C3, and

d = i diag(1, 0, 0).

Then H0 = Ce2 + Ce3 is 2-dimensional and

G0 ∼= U(Ce1)×U(Ce2 + Ce3) ∼= T×U2(C).

Theorem 6.15. If G is a compact connected Lie group and α : R → Aut(G) is a continuous
homomorphism, then the following assertions hold:

(i) Every unitary representation of G is a ground state representation.

(ii) A unitary representation (π0,H0) of G0 = Fix(α) extends to a ground state representation
of G if and only if it satisfies the positivity condition Cα ⊆ Cπ0 .

(iii) (G,α) has the unique extension property, i.e., every ground state representation of (G,α) is
strict.

Proof. (i) As every unitary representation of G is a direct sum of irreducible ones, Lemma 2.9 shows
that it suffices to assume that (π,H) is irreducible. Then the assertion follows from Proposition 6.13.
(ii) The necessity of Cα ⊆ Cπ0 follows from Theorem 3.11. To see that it is also sufficient, write
(π0,H0) as a direct sum of irreducible representations (π0

j ,H0
j )j∈J . By Proposition 6.11, the rep-

resentations (π0
j ,H0

j ) are holomorphically inducible to unitary representations (πj ,Hj) and we can

form their direct sum (π,H), which naturally contains (π0,H0) as a subrepresentation. Now the
subspace F ⊆ H generated by π(G)H0 carries a ground state representation extending π0.
(iii) We have to show that all ground state representations (π,H) of G are strict (cf. Proposi-
tion 2.19). As H0 is π(G)′-invariant, it decomposes according to the decomposition π ∼= ⊕[ρ]∈Ĝπ[ρ]

into isotypic G-representations. We have already seen that the passage from π to π0 defines for

irreducible representations an injection Ĝ →֒ Ĝ0, whose image has been characterized in Proposi-
tion 6.11. Hence there are no non-zero G0-intertwining operators between different representations
π0
[ρ]. This reduces the problem to the case where π is isotypic, where it follows from the fact that

ρ is holomorphically induced from ρ0 (Proposition 6.13), and now strictness follows from Theo-
rem 5.4(ii).

Remark 6.16. (Classification schemes)
(a) We think of the preceding theorem as a classification scheme for the irreducible representations
of G. To recover the classical approach, let d ∈ g be a regular element, i.e., t := g0 := ker(add)
is abelian. Then T := G0 is a maximal torus of G, and the preceding theorem asserts that the
irreducible unitary representations of G can be parametrized in terms of those irreducible unitary
representations of T arising as ground state representations for αt(g) = exp(td)g exp(−td). Since
T is abelian, its irreducible representations are characters. So Theorem 6.15 yields an injection

Ĝ →֒ T̂

whose range is the subset
T̂d := {χ ∈ T̂ : − i · dχ ∈ C⋆

α}.
As d is regular,

∆+ := {α ∈ ∆(gC, tC) : − iα(d) > 0}
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is a positive system of roots. Proposition 6.11 then implies that

T̂d = {χ ∈ T̂ : (∀α ∈ ∆+)λ(α∨) ≤ 0}
consists of all antidominant weights. We thus recover the Cartan–Weyl Classification of the irre-
ducible G-representations in terms of lowest weights.
(b) The key point of the preceding theorem is that it does not require d to be regular. In any case
we obtain an injection

Ĝ →֒ Ĝ0

and an irreducible representation π0 of G0 is contained in the range of this map if and only if
Cα ⊆ Cπ0 . Note that Cα ⊆ g0 is a closed convex invariant cone in g0, hence determined by
the intersection with any Cartan subalgebra t ⊆ g0 ([Ne00, Thm. VII.3.29]). Let λ0 ∈ it∗ be an
extremal weight of an irreducible representation π0 of G0. Then all weights of π0 are contained in
conv(W0λ). Therefore Cα ⊆ Cπ0 is equivalent to

−i · λ ∈ (Cα ∩ t)⋆.

Hence the image of Ĝ in Ĝ0 ⊆ T̂ consists of all characters χ which are lowest weights of G0-
representation and, in addition, satisfy

−i · dχ ∈ (Cα ∩ t)⋆.

Remark 6.17. The assumptions of compactness and finite dimension in Theorem 6.15(i),(ii) are
fundamental and cannot be removed. This is demonstrated by the following examples. We examine
one case, disproving (i), and another one, disproving (ii).

(a) The group G = SL2(R) is a finite dimensional Lie group, hence locally compact, but not
compact. It has irreducible unitary representations (π,H) (the principal series) for which
all non-zero elements d ∈ g correspond to unbounded hermitian operators i∂π(d) which
are neither bounded from below or above. Therefore (i) of Theorem 6.15 fails for αt(g) :=
exp(td)g exp(−td) and every non-zero d ∈ g. The group G0 = ZG(d) is compact if and only
if d is elliptic. Therefore, even if we require only G0 to be compact, instead of the whole
group G, Theorem 6.15(i) fails.

(b) We illustrate another example, where Theorem 6.15(ii) fails. We consider the group G :=
SU1,2(C) and αt(g) = exp(td)g exp(−td) for d := i diag(1,−1,−1). Then α has a compact
group of fixed points

G0 ∼= S(U1(C)×U2(C)) = {(det(g)−1, g) ∈ U1(C)×U2(C) : g ∈ U2(C)} ∼= U2(C).

The subspace t of diagonal matrices in g is a compactly embedded Cartan subalgebra. For a
linear functional on t, represented by

λ = (λ1, λ2, λ3) ∈ Z
3

and satisfying λ2 > λ3, the condition for the existence of a corresponding unitary highest
weight representation is

λ3 − λ1 ≥ 1

(cf. [NO98, Lemma I.6]).

However, the condition Cα ⊆ Cπ0 , only implies that λ3 ≥ λ1. Therefore λ = (0, 1, 0) defines
an irreducible representation of G0 onH0 = C2 by π0(g1, g2) = g2, for which Cα ⊆ Cπ0 , but π0

does not extend to a ground state representation. Therefore the conclusion of Theorem 6.15(ii)
fails. Similar arguments apply to all hermitian Lie algebras of real rank r ≥ 2.
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7 Compact non-Lie groups

In this short subsection we show that the results on compact Lie groups in Section 6.2 can be
extended to general compact groups.

Let G be a compact group. Then the group Aut(G) is a topological group with respect to the
initial topology defined by the map Aut(G) → C(G,G)2co, ϕ 7→ (ϕ, ϕ−1), where C(G,G)co denotes
the set C(G,G), endowed with the compact open topology. The continuity of the evaluation map
ev : C(G,G) ×G → G implies that the action of Aut(G) on G is continuous.

A homomorphism α : R → Aut(G) is continuous if and only if it is continuous as a map into
C(G,G)co, which in turn is equivalent to the continuity if the corresponding action map

α∧ : R×G → G, (t, g) 7→ αt(g).

Here we use the Exponential Law for locally compact spaces, asserting that the map

C(X,C(Y, Z)co)co → C(X × Y, Z)co, f 7→ f∧, f∧(x, y) := f(x)(y) (34)

is a homeomorphism ([GN, Prop. A.5.17]).
The Lie algebra g of G can be identified as a topological space with

L(G) := Hom(R, G) ⊆ C(R, G)co.

Lemma 7.1. For a compact connected group G, the following assertions hold:

(i) The adjoint action Ad: Aut(G)× L(G) → L(G),Ad(ϕ, γ) := Adϕ γ := ϕ ◦ γ is continuous.

(ii) Every continuous R-action α on G defines a continuous action on L(G) by the automorphisms
Adαt γ := αt ◦ γ. Moreover, there exists a filter basis (Qj)j∈J of α-invariant closed subgroups
such that G/Qj is a compact Lie group and G ∼= lim

←−
G/Qj.

Proof. (i) By the Exponential Law, the continuity of this map is equivalent to the continuity of the
map

Ad∧ : Aut(G)× L(G) × R → G, Ad∧(ϕ, γ, t) := ϕ(γ(t)).

The continuity of this map follows from the continuity of the action of Aut(G) on G and the
continuity of the evaluation map L(G) × R → G.
(ii) follows immediately from (i). As a topological Lie algebra, g is a projective limit of finite
dimensional Lie algebras (gj)j∈J ([HM07, Thm. 2.20, Lemma 3.20]) and, accordingly, its topological
dual g′ ∼= lim

−→
g′j is a directed union of the finite dimensional subspaces g′j .

We have seen above that any continuous one-parameter group α : R → Aut(G) defines a con-
tinuous action on g ∼= L(G). On its topological dual, we thus obtain a one-parameter group
β : R → GL(g′) with continuous orbit maps with respect to the weak-∗ topology. As the weak-∗
topology on g′ is the finest locally convex topology ([HM07, Thm. A2.8]), Proposition D.1 shows that
every g′j ⊆ g′ is contained in a finite dimensional β-invariant subspace Wj = span{βt(g

′
j) : t ∈ R}.

Let qj : g → gj denote the quotient maps. Then g′j
∼= ker(qj)

⊥ ⊆ g′ and thus

W⊥j =
⋂

t∈R
βt(g

′
j)
⊥ =

⋂

t∈R
Adαt

(ker qj) ⊆ ker qj

is an ideal of finite codimension. We further have
⋂

j W
⊥
j = {0}. For the closed normal subgroups

Qj := exp(W⊥j ) E G, the quotient G/Qj is a finite dimensional compact Lie group and G ∼=
lim
←−

G/Qj .
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By the preceding lemma, we may write a compact connected Lie group G as lim
←−

G/Qj, where

the normal subgroups are α-invariant und each Gj = G/Qj is a compact connected Lie group that
inherits an R-action αj from α.

Alternatively, this can be derived from the structure theory for the topological group Aut(G)
developed in [HM06, p. 264]. For a compact group G, the group Aut(G)0 ∼= G′/Z(G′) is a compact
group with Lie algebra g′. Hence every continuous one-parameter group α : R → Aut(G) is obtained
by the conjugation action of a one-parameter group γ : R → G′. In particular, all normal subgroups
are α-invariant. All this follows from the following structure theorem:

Theorem 7.2. ([HM06, Cor. 9.87]) Let G be a compact connected group with maximal pro-torus T
and write Inn(G) ⊆ Aut(G) for the subgroup of inner automorphisms. Then there is a totally
disconnected closed subgroup D of Aut(G) contained in the normalizer

NAut(G)(T ) = {α ∈ Aut(G) : α(T ) = T }

of T in Aut(G) such that

Aut(G) = Inn(G) ·D, Inn(G) ∩D = {idG}, Aut(G) = Inn(G)⋊Out(G), Out(G) ≃ D.

In particular, Out(G) is totally disconnected, Inn(G) ≃ G/Z(G) is compact connected semisimple
center-free and isomorphic to G′/Z(G′).

Theorem 7.3. Let G be a connected compact group and α : R → Aut(G) be a continuous one-
parameter group. Then every continuous unitary representation of G is a strict ground state repre-
sentation for (G,α).

Proof. We have G ∼= lim
←−

Gj for compact connected Lie groups Gj and quotient maps qj : G → Gj .

By Lemma 7.1, we may assume that the kernels of the quotient maps qj are α-invariant, so that we
obtain R-actions αj on the connected compact Lie groups Gj .

By [Ne10, Thm. 12.2], every continuous unitary representation (π,H) of G is a direct sum
of subrepresentations (πk,Hk) with ker qjk ⊆ kerπk for some jk. Lemma 2.9 now shows that a
unitary representation (π,H) of G is a ground state representation if and only if this holds for all
representations of Lie quotient groups Gj , and for these the assertion follows from Theorem 6.15.

Since any finite dimensional representation ofG factors through a representation of a Lie quotient
group, the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 6.15 shows that the injectivity of the map

Ĝ → Ĝ0, [π] 7→ [π0] for compact connected Lie groups implies the same for G. Now we can argue
as in the proof of Theorem 6.15(iii) to see that (π,H) is a strict ground state representation.

8 Ground state representations of direct limits

After some general observation about direct limits, we discuss in this section some examples that
show how the results on strict ground state representations on compact connected Lie groups
(Theorem 6.15) can be extended to direct limits of such groups.

8.1 Ground state representations

Here we use the unique extension property of compact connected Lie groups G to extend The-
orem 6.15 to direct limit groups G = lim

−→
Gn. By Glöckner’s Theorem [Gl05], countable direct

limits of directed systems of connected finite dimensional Lie groups always exist in the category
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of locally convex Lie groups, and the so obtained Lie group is also the direct limit in the cate-
gory of topological groups. Under additional assumptions on the Gn, this provides in particular a
classification of ground state representations in term of the corresponding representations (π0,H0)
of the subgroup G0. For abelian G0 this leads in particular to direct integrals of lowest weight
representations, but many other classes of representations appear naturally.

Assumption: In the following we assume that each subgroup Gn ⊆ G is α-invariant and put

αn(t) := α(t)|Gn
for t ∈ R.

By Proposition D.1, the groups Gn can always be chosen such that this is the case. We also assume
that the infinitesimal generators Dn ∈ der(gn) of the corresponding one-parameter subgroups of
Aut(gn) are semisimple, so that gn = Dn(gn) ⊕ ker(Dn) and (L1)-(L4) in Section 3 are satisfied.
In particular, the cone Cαn

in (6) is defined.

Lemma 8.1. If all pairs (Gn, αn)n∈N have the unique extension property for ground state repre-
sentations, then so does (G,α).

Proof. Let (πj ,Hj)j=1,2 be two ground state representations of G and ϕ : H0
1 → H0

2 be a unitary G0-
equivalence. We write Hn

j := Jπj(Gn)H0
j K] for j = 1, 2. As each (Gn, αn) has the unique extension

property and the representation of Gn on Hn
j is ground state, there exist uniquely determined

unitary Gn-equivalences Φn : Hn
1 → Hn

2 extending ϕ. For n < m uniqueness implies that Φm|Hn
1
=

Φn. Therefore the Φn combine to a unitary G-equivalence Φ: H1 → H2.

Theorem 8.2. Assume that each pair (Gn, αn) has the unique extension property and that the
condition Cαn

⊆ Cπ0 (see (6)) is sufficient for the extendability of a unitary representation (π0,H0)
of G0

n to Gn. Then every unitary representation (π0,H0) of G0 = lim
−→

G0
n satisfying Cα ⊆ Cπ0

extends uniquely to a strict ground state representation of G.

Proof. Each restriction (π0
n,H0) is a unitary representation of G0

n satisfying Cαn
⊆ Cπ0

n
, hence

extends uniquely to a unitary representation (πn,Hn) of Gn.
If n < m, then π0

n = π0
m|G0

n
, so that the unique extension property implies that the Gn-

representation on the subspace Jπm(Gn)H0K ⊆ Hm is Gn-equivalent to (πn,Hn). We thus obtain a
natural isometric Gn-equivariant inclusion

ϕmn : Hn → Hm with ϕmn|H0 = idH0 .

Here we identify H0 with a subspace of every space Hn. These embeddings also intertwine the
minimal unitary one-parameter groups U0

n,t := eitHn implementing α on Hn and satisfying H0
n =

H0 = kerHn.
For n < m < k, we then have ϕkm ◦ ϕmn = ϕkn, so that we obtain a unitary direct limit

representation (π,H) = lim
−→

(πn,Hn) of the direct limit group G = lim
−→

Gn. Since the restriction of

this presentation is continuous on every Gn and G carries the direct limit topology, π is continuous.
By construction, it is a ground state representation of (G,α). Lemma 8.1 implies that (G,α) has
the unique extension property, so that the strictness of (π,H) follows from Proposition 2.19.

8.2 Some infinite dimensional unitary groups

We consider the Lie group G := U∞(C) = lim
−→

Un(C) and αt ∈ Aut(G) determined by

αt(g) = etdge−td, d = diag(i · dn)n∈N.
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Then G0 ⊆ G is the subgroup preserving all eigenspaces of the diagonal operator d on C(N).
We assume that the (dn)n∈N are mutually different, so that

T := G0 ∼= T
(N) (35)

is the subgroup of diagonal matrices in G. So G is a direct limit of the compact subgroups Gn
∼=

Un(C) and the abelian group G0 is the direct limit of the tori Tn := T ∩Un(C) ∼= Tn. Accordingly,
the character group

Ĝ0 ∼= lim
←−

T̂n ∼= lim
←−

Z
n ∼= Z

N

carries a natural totally disconnected, metrizable group topology. Taking the differential in e, we

identify the character group Ĝ0 by with a subgroup of the dual space (g0)′ ∼= RN.
The cone Cα ⊆ g0 is easy to determine. Let D := add. Then Cα is generated by the elements

−i[x∗λ, xλ] for λ > 0 and −iDxλ = −i[d, xλ] = λxλ (cf. Remark 3.2). All matrices Enm ∈ gl∞(C)
are eigenvectors of D with

−iDEnm = (dn − dm)Enm.

For dn > dm we thus obtain the generator

−i[E∗nm, Enm] = −i[Emn, Enm] = −i(Emm − Enn),

so that
Cα = i cone{Enn − Emm : dn > dm}.

Hence Cα ⊆ Cπ0 is equivalent to

∂π0(Enn − Emm) ≥ 0 for dn > dm. (36)

Since G0 is abelian, all irreducible representations are one-dimensional. A character χλ ∈ Ĝ0

with χλ(expx) = e2πλ(x), λ ∈ RN, satisfies the positivity condition (36) if and only if

λn − λm ≥ 0 for dn > dm. (37)

We write T̂ (d) ⊆ T̂ ∼= ZN for the closed subgroup of all characters satisfying this condition.
By Theorems 8.2 and 3.11, a representations (π0,H0) of G0 is extendable to a ground state

representations of G if and only if Cα ⊆ Cπ0 . In view of [Ba91, Prop. 7.9], the abelian group T = G0

is nuclear because it is Hausdorff and a countable direct limit of compact abelian groups (which are
nuclear). Therefore the Bochner Theorem for nuclear groups ([Ba91, Ch. 4] implies that its unitary

representations are given by Borel spectral measures on the character group T̂ , endowed with the
topology of pointwise convergence, which is the product Borel structure on T̂ ∼= ZN. Therefore
π0 extends to a ground state representation if and only if its spectral measure is supported by the
closed subset T̂ (d). In particular, general ground state representations for (G,α) are direct integrals
of unitary highest weight representations (πλ,Hλ) with λ satisfying (37).

Remark 8.3. The classification results for unitary highest weight representations in [MN16] also
fit into this context. In that paper one finds a description of all pairs (λ,d), where λ ∈ it∗ ∼= RN

and D = add, for which the unitary highest weight representation L(λ) of gl∞(C) with highest
weight λ carries a positive energy representations for (G,α). This amounts to the condition that

inf〈Wλ− λ,−id〉 > −∞
holds for the corresponding Weyl group W (the group of all finite permutations in the present
example). This condition is equivalent to the unitary highest weight representation (πλ,Hλ) to be
a ground state representation for (G,α), where the minimal eigenvalue of −id is λ(id).
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Remark 8.4. The are also weight representations of G = U∞(C) which have no extremal weight,
but which are ground state representations. We refer to [DP99] and [DMP00] for classification
results for weight modules V of su∞(C)C ∼= sl∞(C). As we have seen in [Ne04, Ex. V.9], some
weight representations define bounded representations with no extremal weights. In particular,
there are weight modules V whose weight set PV consists of all functionals of the form

−iα = χN − χM , with N,M ⊆ N, N ∩M = ∅, |N | = |M | < ∞.

As PV = −PV , the operator defined by −id ∈ RN on V is semibounded if and only if it is bounded,
and this happens if and only if (up to an additive constant) d has finite support. Write d = d+−d−,
where d± are non-negative with finite support. Then

−iα(d) = χN (d)− χM (d) = χN (d+)− χN (d−)− χM (d+) + χM (d−)

is minimal if supp(d+) ⊆ M and supp(d−) ⊆ N , which leads to the minimal value

−iα(d) = −χN(d−)− χM (d+) = −
∑

n∈N
|dn|.

In particular, the representation on V is a ground state representations for G0 = T .

Remark 8.5. The situation does not change significantly if we replace the group U∞(C) by some
Banach completion, such as U1(H) (completion in the trace norm), or the group U2(H) (completion
in the Hilbert–Schmidt norm). The continuous unitary representations of these groups are simply
those continuous unitary representations of G which extend to these completions, so that we are
dealing with less representations for the larger groups.

Example 8.6. Similar techniques apply to the direct limit G = lim
−→

Gn of the groups Gn := U2n(C)

with their natural embedding, given by the connecting maps g 7→
(
g 0
0 g

)
. Then the abelian group

T := lim
−→

Tn can be identified with a subgroup of the mapping group C({0, 1}N,T) of T-valued

functions on the Cantor set {0, 1}N. Here Tn corresponds to the subgroup C({0, 1}n,T) ∼= T2n . Let
f : {0, 1}N → R be an injective function, such as

f((an)) :=

∞∑

n=1

an3
−n.

This function can be used to define an automorphism group (αt)t∈R of G with G0 = T .
The embedding of G into the C∗-algebra ⊗n∈NM2(C) leads to bounded representations of G,

and all these are positive energy representations. Many of them have no ground states.

Example 8.7. The restricted direct product groups

G = U2(C)
(N) = {(gn)n∈N ∈ U2(C)

N : |{n ∈ N : gn 6= 1}| < ∞}

are direct limits of the compact groups Gn = U2(C)
n are also natural examples. Up to equivalence,

any one-parameter automorphism group α of G is acting by αt((gn)) = (exp(tdn)gn exp(−tdn)),
where dn = i diag(xn,−xn) ∈ su2(C) are diagonal matrices (xn ∈ R). If all dn are non-zero, then

T := G0 ∼= (T2)(N)
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is a nuclear abelian group (the subgroup of diagonal matrices). Its irreducible unitary representa-
tions are given by its character group

T̂ ∼= (Z2)N

of sequences of pairs of integers ((kn,mn))n∈N. If all xn are positive, we find that

T̂ (α) = {((kn,mn))n∈N : (∀n ∈ N) kn ≥ mn}.

Let (πn,Hn) denote the irreducible representation of U2(C) with highest weight (kn,mn) and
vn ∈ Hn be a unit vector of lowest weight, which is a ground state vector for dn. Then the infinite
tensor product ⊗

n∈N
(Hn, vn)

carries an irreducible unitary representaton of G which a corresponding ground state represen-
tation. In the same way as for the group U∞(C), we see that the ground state representations
of G correspond to those representations of T whose spectral measure is supported on the closed
subset T̂ (α).

A Arveson spectral theory

In this appendix we collect the concepts relating to spectral subspaces for the action of a one-
parameter group on a complete locally convex space. We follow [Ar74] with some generalizations.
We use these concepts for one-paramter groups of automorphisms of infinite dimensional Lie alge-
bras.

A.1 Arveson spectral subspaces

Definition A.1. Let E and F be a locally convex spaces. We denote by Hom(E,F ) the space of
continuous linear maps from E to F and write End(E) := Hom(E,E). A subset Y ⊂ Hom(E,F )
is called equicontinuous if for every open 0-neighborhood U in F there exists a 0-neighborhood W
in E such that T (W ) ⊂ U holds for every T ∈ Y .

Definition A.2. (cf. [NSZ15], [Ne13]) Let V be a complete complex locally convex space and let
α : R → GL(V ), t 7→ αt be a strongly continuous representation.
(a) Assume that α is polynomially bounded (Definition 3.8), i.e., for every continuous seminorm p,
there exists a 0-neighborhood U ⊆ V and N ∈ N such that

sup
x∈U

sup
t∈R

p(αt(x))

1 + |t|N < ∞.

We define

αf (v) :=

∫

R

f(t)αt(v) dt for v ∈ V, f ∈ S(R). (38)

Then αf ∈ End(V ) and this yields a representation of the convolution algebra (S(R), ∗) on V . We
define the spectrum of an element v ∈ V by

Specα(v;S) := {y ∈ R : (∀f ∈ S(R))αf v = 0 ⇒ f̂(y) = 0}
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which is the hull of the annihilator ideal of v. Here we use the following version of the Fourier
transform:

f̂(y) :=

∫

R

eixyf(x) dx. (39)

For a closed subset E ⊆ R, we now define the corresponding Arveson spectral subspace

V (E;S) := {v ∈ V : Specα(v;S) ⊆ E}.

We define the spectrum of (α, V ) by

Specα(V ) := {y ∈ R : (∀f ∈ S(R))αf = 0 ⇒ f̂(y) = 0}.

We also put

V + =
⋃

δ>0

V ([δ,∞);S) and V − =
⋃

δ>0

V ((−∞,−δ];S). (40)

We say that the splitting condition is satisfied if these subspace and the subspace V 0 := V ({0}) of
fixed points (cf. Lemma A.6 below) satisfy

V = V + ⊕ V 0 ⊕ V −. (SC)

(b) If α is equicontinuous, then (38) exists for all f ∈ L1(R) and we can define Specα(v) and V (E)
as above with by S(R) replaced by L1(R), see [Ne13, Def. A.5(b)]. This was Arveson’s original
context.

Example A.3. Suppose that (π,H) is a continuous unitary representation of a finite dimensional
Lie group G and d ∈ g is such that Spec(add) ⊆ iR. We claim that, on the Fréchet space H∞
of smooth vectors, the representation of R, defined by the unitary one-parameter group πd(t) :=
π(exp td) is polynomially bounded (cf. [NSZ15]). The topology on H∞ is defined by the seminorms

pD(v) := ‖dπ(D)v‖, D ∈ U(g).

Therefore
pD(πd(t)v) = ‖dπ(D)π(exp td)v‖ = ‖dπ(e−t addD)v‖,

and this expression has polynomial estimates because D ∈ U(g) is contained in a finite dimensional
add–invariant subspace F on which the one-parameter group ei add is of polynomial growth.

As a consequence, the operators πd(f) =
∫
R
f(t)πd(t) dt, f ∈ S(R), leave the subspace H∞

invariant und the spectral subspaces H∞(E;S) are defined for every closed subset E ⊆ R in the
sense of Definition A.2.

Lemma A.4. ([Ne13, Lemma A.16]) If V is a Banach space and D := α′(0) is a bounded operator,
i.e., α : R → Aut(V ) is norm continuous, then there exists a δ > 0 such that the splitting condition
(SC) is satisfied with

V + = V ([δ,∞)) and V − = V ((−∞,−δ])

if and only if 0 is isolated in the spectrum of D.

Example A.5. It is easy to see examples where the splitting condition (SC) fails. A very typical
one is the Banach space

V := C([−1, 1],C) with (αth)(x) = eitxh(x).
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Then αf (h)(x) = f̂(x)h(x) shows that

Specα(h) = supp(h) for h ∈ V.

This leads to

V + = {h ∈ V : h|[−1,0] = 0}, V − = {h ∈ V : h|[0,1] = 0} and V 0 = {0}.

In particular all functions in V + + V 0 + V − vanish in 0, so that this is a proper subspace of V .

Lemma A.6. ([Ar74, p. 226]) For λ ∈ R, we have

V ({λ}) = Vλ(α) := {v ∈ V : (∀t ∈ R)αt(v) = eitλv}.

Remark A.7. (a) In [Ar74, p. 225] it is shown that (in the equicontinuous case)

V (E) = {v ∈ V : (∀f ∈ L1(G)) supp(f̂) ∩ E = ∅ ⇒ αf (v) = 0},

which implies in particular that V (E) is a closed subspace, which is clearly α-invariant. Note that

the condition supp(f̂) ∩ E = ∅ means that f̂ vanishes on a neighborhood of E.
(b) If (Ej)j∈J is a family of closed subsets of R, then V

(⋂
j∈J Ej

)
=

⋂
j∈J V (Ej) follows immedi-

ately from the definition.
(c) Lemma A.6 implies in particular that

V (∅) = {0}

because this subspace is contained in every eigenspace V ({λ}), λ ∈ R.

The following proposition is an important technical tool.

Proposition A.8. ([Ne13, Prop. A.14]) Assume that (αj , Vj), j = 1, 2, 3 are continuous equicontin-
uous representations of R on the complete locally convex complex spaces Vj and that β : V1×V2 → V3

is a continuous equivariant bilinear map. Then we have for closed subsets E1, E2 ⊆ R the relation

β(V1(E1)× V2(E2)) ⊆ V3(E1 + E2).

Example A.9. Let g be a complete locally convex Lie algebra and let x ∈ g be such that adx
generates a continuous equicontinuous one-parameter group α : R → Aut(g) of automorphisms, i.e.,
α is strongly differentiable with α′(0) = adx. Applying Definition A.2 to the R-representation on g

defined by α, we obtain for each closed subset E ⊆ R a spectral subspace gC(E).

Lemma A.10. ([Ne13, Lemma 4.3]) Let Ut := eitA be a strongly continuous unitary one-parameter
group with infinitesimal generator A = A∗. Then the following assertions hold:

(i) For each f ∈ L1(R), we have U(f) = f̂(A).

(ii) Let P : B(R) → B(H) be the unique spectral measure with A = P (idR). Then, for every closed
subset E ⊆ R, the range space P (E)H coincides with the Arveson spectral subspace H(E).
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A.2 Applications to unitary representations

Proposition A.11. ([Ne13, Prop. 4.4]) Let (π,H) be a smooth unitary representation of the
Banach–Lie group G, d ∈ g be elliptic, and P : B(R) → L(H) be the spectral measure of the
unitary one-parameter group πd(t) := π(expG td). Then the following assertions hold:

(i) H∞ carries a Fréchet structure for which πd defines a continuous equicontinuous action of R
on H∞. In particular, H∞ is invariant under πd(f) for every f ∈ L1(R).

(ii) For every closed subset E ⊆ R, we have H∞(E) = (P (E)H) ∩ H∞ for the corresponding
spectral subspace.

(iii) For every open subset E ⊆ R, (P (E)H) ∩ H∞ is dense in P (E)H∞. More precisely, there
exists a sequence (fn)n∈N in L1(R) for which πd(fn) → P (E) in the strong operator topology

and supp(f̂n) ⊆ E, so that πd(fn)v ∈ H∞ ∩ P (E)H∞ for every v ∈ H∞.

Theorem A.12. (Spectral translation formula; [NSZ15, Thm. 3.1]) Assume that g is a complete
locally convex Lie algebra, α : R → Aut(G) defines a continuous action of R on G, and that the
induced action on gC is also continuous. Let π♭(g, t) = π(g)Ut be a continuous unitary representation
of G⋊α R on H and let H∞ be the space of smooth vectors with respect to π.

(i) If α is equicontinuous, then

dπ(gC(E))H∞(F ) ⊆ H∞(E + F ) for E,F ⊆ R closed.

(ii) If α is polynomially bounded, then

dπ(gC(E;S))H∞(F ) ⊆ H∞(E + F ) for E,F ⊆ R closed.

B Positive definite kernels

Let X be a set and E a Hilbert space. A Hilbert subspace H ⊆ EX of the linear space of E-valued
functions on X is said to have continuous point evaluations if the linear maps

Kx : H → E , f 7→ f(x)

are continuous. Then the function

K : X ×X → B(E), K(x, y) := KxK
∗
y

is called its reproducing kernel. As the kernel K determines the subspace H ⊆ EX and its scalar
product uniquely, we write HK ⊆ EX for the Hilbert space determined by K and H0

K ⊆ HK for the
subspace spanned by the functions K∗yv, y ∈ X , v ∈ E . A kernel function K : X ×X → B(E) is the
reproducing kernel of some Hilbert space if and only if it is positive definite in the sense that, for
any finite collection (x1, v1), . . . , (xn, vn) ∈ X × E , the matrix (〈vj ,K(xj , xk)vk)1≤j,k≤n is positive
semidefinite (cf. [Ne00, Ch. 1]).

If X = G is a group and the kernel K : G×G → E is invariant under right translations, then it
is of the form K(g, h) = ϕ(gh−1) for a function ϕ : G → B(E). Such functions are called positive
definite if the kernel K is positive definite.

The following proposition generalizes the well-known GNS construction to operator-valued func-
tions on groups (cf. [NÓ18]).
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Proposition B.1. (GNS-construction for groups) Let E be a Hilbert space.

(a) Let ϕ : G → B(E) be a positive definite function with ϕ(e) = 1E . Then (Uϕ
g f)(h) := f(hg)

defines a unitary representation of G on the reproducing kernel Hilbert space Hϕ := HK ⊆ EG

with kernel K(g, h) = ϕ(gh−1) and the range of the isometric inclusion K∗e : E → H is a
G-cyclic subspace, i.e., Uϕ

GK
∗
eE spans a dense subspace of H. We then have

ϕ(g) = KeU
ϕ
g K

∗
e for g ∈ G. (41)

(b) If, conversely, (U,H) is a unitary representation of G and j : E → H is an isometric inclusion,
then

ϕ : G → B(E), ϕ(g) := j∗Ugj

is a B(E)-valued positive definite function. If, in addition, j(E) is cyclic, then (U,H) is
unitarily equivalent to (Uϕ,Hϕ).

C Bosonic Fock space

We start with the construction of the von Neumann algebras on the bosonic Fock space. For
v1, . . . , vn ∈ H, we define

v1 · · · vn := v1 ∨ · · · ∨ vn :=
1√
n!

∑

σ∈Sn

vσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ vσ(n)

and vn := v∨n, so that

〈v1 ∨ · · · ∨ vn, w1 ∨ · · · ∨ wn〉 =
∑

σ∈Sn

〈vσ(1), w1〉 · · · 〈vσ(n), wm〉. (42)

For every v ∈ H, the series Exp(v) :=
∑∞

n=0
1
n!v

n defines an element in F+(H) and the scalar
product of two such elements is given by

〈Exp(v),Exp(w)〉 =
∞∑

n=0

n!

(n!)2
〈v, w〉n = e〈v,w〉.

These elements span a dense subspace of F+(H), and therefore we have for each x ∈ H a unitary
operator on F+(H) determined by the relation

Ux Exp(v) = e−〈x,v〉−
‖x‖2

2 Exp(v + x) for x, v ∈ H. (43)

A direct calculation then shows that

UxUy = e−i Im〈x,y〉Ux+y for x, y ∈ H. (44)

To obtain a unitary representation, we have to replace the additive group of H by the Heisenberg
group

Heis(H) := T×H with (z, v)(z′, v′) := (zz′e−i Im〈v,v
′〉, v + v′).

For this group, we obtain with (44) a unitary representation

U : Heis(H) → U(F+(H)) by U(z,v) := zUv.
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In this physics literature, all this is expressed in terms of the so-called Weyl operators

W (v) := Uiv/
√
2, v ∈ H

satisfying the Weyl relations

W (v)W (w) = e−i Im〈v,w〉/2W (v + w), v, w ∈ H. (45)

We also note that the vacuum vector Ω := Exp(0) ∈ F+(H) satisfies

〈Ω, UxΩ〉 = 〈Ω, e− ‖x‖2

2 Exp(x)〉 = e−
‖x‖2

2 .

Remark C.1. If (V, σ) is a symplectic vector space, then the corresponding Weyl algebra C∗(V, σ)
is the universal C∗-algebra with unitary generators (W (v))v∈V , and the relations

W (v1)W (v2) = ei
σ(v1,v2)

2 W (v1 + v2)

([BR96, Thm. 5.2.8]).
The representations of this C∗-algebra are in one-to-one correspondence with the unitary rep-

resentations (π,H) of Heis(V, σ) satisfying π(z, 0) = z1 for z ∈ T. An injective representation of
Heis(V, σ) is obtained on ℓ2(V ) by

W (x)δy = e−
i
2σ(x,y)δy, x, y ∈ V, where δy(z) = δyz

is the canonical orthonormal basis in ℓ2(V ). As the C∗-algebra C∗(V, σ) is simple by [BR96,
Thm. 5.2.8], all its representations are injective, and therefore the corresponding representations π
of Heis(V, σ) are injective as well.

D Spaces with the finest locally convex topology

Let V be a countably dimensional real vector space, carrying the finest locally convex topology.
This is the locally convex topology for which all seminorms p : V → R+ are continuous. So a net
(xj)j∈J converges in V to x if and only if, for every seminorm p on V , we have p(xj −x) → 0. From
any basis of V , we obtain an increasing sequence (Vn)n∈N of finite dimensional linear subspaces
for which V =

⋃
n Vn, and the topology on V is the direct limit topology with respect to the

subspaces Vn ([GN, Ex. B.13.3]), i.e., a subset O ⊆ V is open if and only if O∩Vn is an open subset
of Vn for every n ∈ N. We refer to the survey paper [GGH10] for a discussion of more general final
topologies on topological groups.

Proposition D.1. Let V be a real vector space, endowed with the finest locally convex topology,
i.e., all seminorms on V are continuous. If α : R → GL(V ) is a homomorphism defining an action
of R on V with continuous orbit maps, then

(i) all α-orbits lie in finite dimensional subspaces, and

(ii) there exists a locally finite endomorphism D such that αt = etD for all t ∈ R. 4

4An endomorphism D ∈ End(V ) is called locally finite if each v ∈ V is contained in a finite dimensional D-invariant
subspace. Then eDv =

∑
∞

k=0

1

k!
Dkv is defined and (etD)t∈R defines a one-parameter group of GL(V ).
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Proof. Let v ∈ V . Then α[−1,1]v ⊆ V is a compact subset, hence contained in a finite dimensional
subspace W ([HM06, Prop. 7.25(iv)]). For f ∈ C∞c (R) with supp(f) ⊆ [−1, 1] this implies that

α(f)v :=

∫

R

f(t)αt(v) dt =

∫ 1

−1
f(t)αt(v) dt ∈ W.

For 0 < ε ≤ 1, let Wε ⊆ W denote the subspace generated by α(f)v for supp(f) ⊆ [−ε, ε].
Then Wε ⊆ Wε′ for ε < ε′, and by the finiteness of dimW , there exists an ε0 ∈ (0, 1] for which
Wε0 is minimal. Then Wε = Wε0 for 0 < ε ≤ ε0. As α(δn)v → v for any sequence (δn)n∈N in
C∞c (R, [0,∞)) with supp(δn) ⊆ [− 1

n ,
1
n ] and

∫
R
δn = 1, it follows that v ∈ Wε0 . Since Wε0 consists

of smooth vectors for α, this implies in particular that v ∈ V∞.
We conclude that all orbit maps in V are smooth. Therefore Dw := d

dt

∣∣
t=0

αtw defines an

element of End(V ). From αt(v) ⊆ W for |t| ≤ 1, it follows that Dkv ∈ W for k ∈ N. Therefore
U := span{Dkv : k ∈ N0} is a finite dimensional D-invariant subspace of W . Let DU := D|U . Then

d

dt

(
α−te

tDU v
)
= α−t(−D +DU )e

tDU v = 0,

so that αtv = etDU v. This shows that U is α-invariant and that αt = etD holds in the sense of
exponentials of locally finite operators.
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