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Abstract

Let a: R — Aut(G) define a continuous R-action on the topological group G. A unitary
representation (Wb, H) of the extended group G = G xaRis called a ground state representa-
tion if the unitary one-parameter group wb(e, t) = e has a non-negative generator H > 0 and
the subspace H° := ker H of ground states generates # under G. In this paper we introduce
the class of strict ground state representations, where (7rb7H) and the representation of the
subgroup G° := Fix(a) on H° 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 G°. This is particularly effective if the occurring representations of G° 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.
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1 Introduction

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

G :=Tix(a) = {g € G: (Vt € R) au(9) = g}

be the closed subgroup of fixed points. The semidirect product G” := G x4 R is a topological group
with respect to the product topology, and a unitary representation (wb,H) of G’ on a complex
Hilbert space ‘H always has the form

' (g,t) = n(g)Us. (1)

where (7, H) is a unitary representation of G and (Uy)¢cr is a unitary one-parameter group on H
satisfying the covariance condition

Umn(g)U—y = m(au(g)) for teR,geG. (2)

Writing U; = e with a selfadjoint operator H (Stone’s Theorem, [Ru73, Thm. 13.38]), we call
7°, resp., the pair (m,U) a positive energy representation of (G,a) if H > 0. If, in addition, for
the minimal energy space H° := ker H, the subset 7(G)H" spans a dense subspace of H, we call
(m,H) a ground state representation. 1 One expects that that ground state representations are
determined by the representation (7°,H%) of G° on the “minimal energy space” H°, 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.



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 m(G)" of 7(G) to the commutant 7°(G°)’" (a morphism of
von Neumann algebras) is surjective. This class of representations of G is completely determined
by the corresponding representations of G° and we want to use it to classify strict ground state
representations in terms of the corresponding representations of G°. This is particularly effective if
the occurring representations of GO 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 [Nel3]
for Banach—Lie groups and extended in [Nel4b, 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, o), i.e., the canonical central extension of the additive groups of a
symplectic vector space (V, o) 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 [Zel4].

(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 « is defined by
at(g) = exp(td)g exp(—td) for a regular element d € g (the Lie algebra of G), then G° = 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. [WaT72, p. 209]).

(4) Direct limits of compact groups ([G105]); 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:

e double extensions of Hilbert-Lie groups ([MN16])

e twisted loop groups with values in Hilbert-Lie groups ([MN17])



e Hermitian Banach—Lie groups of compact type, i.e., automorphism groups of Banach hermi-
tian symmetric spaces ([Nel2, §8])

e the particular Schatten class groups U;(#H) and Uz(#H) ([Nel2, App. DJ)

e 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
(m, U, H) of (G, @), the one-parameter group (Uy)er is redundant in the sense that it is completely
determined by the representation 7 of G and the assumption that the generating subspace H is fixed
pointwise by U (see also [Nel4] 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 G°
arising on some #?.

In Section 3 we develop for Lie groups methods to identify these representations of G in intrinsic
terms. We formulate four conditions: (L1) G is a Lie group (modelled over a locally convex space),
(L2) « defines a smooth R-action on G, (L3) the subgroup G° of fixed points is a Lie group, and
(L4) the Lie algebra g of G is the direct sum of the Lie algebra g° of G° and W, 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(D?) = ker(D). If these conditions
are satisfied and pg: g — g¥ is the projection with kernel D(g), then the closed convex cone

Co Cg°

generated by elements of the form po([Dx,z]), * € 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
(m,U,H), we have

Co C Cro:={z € ¢’ —i0n°(x) > 0},

where On%(z) is the infinitesimal generator of the unitary one-parameter group (7%(exptx))icr.
This is a necessary condition for a representation (7°,H") of GV 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, o) in Section 4,
where R acts on G through a symplectic one-parameter group 5: R — Sp(V, o). 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).



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 a-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 (m, H) with discrete kernel has ground states for an R-action corre-
sponding to an inner derivation D = ad d, then d must be an elliptic element, i.e., eRadd ig a torus
group, or, equivalently, ad d is semisimple with purely imaginary spectrum. Our setup applies par-
ticularly well to compact connected Lie groups. In this context, for any a: 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 (7%, %) of the connected subgroup G°
satisfying C, C Cro. If the derivation D = add is such that d is a regular element, then G° 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 Glockner’s Theorem
([G105]). For direct limits of compact Lie groups, Theorem 8.2 generalizes the characterization of
representations (7%, H°) of G° which extend to ground state representations in terms of the posi-
tivity condition C,, C Co. It thus reduces the corresponding classification problem from G to G°.
We discuss some examples where G 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

e 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 C H total if [E] := spanE = H.

e For a set S C B(H) of bounded operators, its commutant is denoted
§' :={Ae€ B(H): (VBeS)AB = BA}.

A x-subalgebra M C 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 N M’.



e For a selfadjoint operator H = H* on ‘H we write H > 0 if its spectrum Spec(H) in contained
in [0,00). We then say that the corresponding unitary one-parameter group (e );cr has
positive spectrum.

e For a (continuous) unitary representation (m,H) of a Lie group G with Lie algebra g and
exponential function exp: g — G, we write O (z) for the skew-adjoint infinitesimal generator
of the unitary one-parameter group 7(exp tz), so that we have w(exptz) = *?™(®) in the sense
of measurable functional calculus for unbounded normal operators (cf. Definition 3.4). To 7
we associate two convex cones in the Lie algebra:

W, = {x € g: inf(Spec(—idn(z))) > —o0} D Cr :={x € g: —idn(x) > 0}. (3)

e G* = G x4 R for a homomorphism a: R — Aut(G).

2 Generalities on ground state representations

In this section we discuss three aspects of ground state representations (m, U, H) for a pair (G, ).
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 (m, H) of G decomposes in the same way as the
representation (70, H°) of the fixed point group G® on the minimal energy space H°. In particular,
strictness implies that (7%, H°) determines (7, H). The purpose of this concept is to classify ground
state representations of G in terms of the representations (7%, H°) of G° extending to ground state
representations of G. A key problem is to identify these representations of G 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 [BR0O2, 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 C B(H) be a von
Neumann algebra. Further, let (Uy)ier be a strongly continuous unitary one-parameter group on H
for which M is invariant under conjugation with the operators Uy, so that we obtain a one-parameter
group a: R — Aut(M) by ap(M) := Ad(U,)M := U MU} for M € M. If Uy = e®H with H >0,
then the following assertions hold:

(i) There ewists a strongly continuous unitary one-parameter group UP = e®Ho in M with
Ad(UY) = oy 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 (Vi)ier in U(H), such
that Ad(V;) = oy for t € R, the unitary one-parameter group (V,U°,)icr in the commutant
M’ has positive spectrum.

(i) If U2 = 1 for some T > 0 and F C H is an M-invariant subspace, then the subspace
FO:= FNker Hy satisfies [MFo] = F.



(iii) If T € R satisfies ar = idp, then US = 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 (m,U,H) be a positive energy representation of (G,a) and (UD)icr be the
minimal positive implementing unitary one-parameter group in w(G)"” from Theorem 2.1. Then U
factorizes as

Uy =UW; for teR,

where (Wy)ier is a unitary one-parameter group with positive spectrum in the center Z(m°(G)") of
the von Neumann algebra 7°(G®)" generated by ©°(G”), where ©°(g,t) = 7(g)U;.

Proof. We apply Theorem 2.1 to the von Neumann algebra M := 7(G)"”. As W, := U°,U; com-
mutes with 7(G), it is contained in 7(G)’. Further, U°, € n(G)” implies W; € 7°(G”)". Since W,
commutes with 7(G) and Ug, it is central in 7°(G?)". O

Corollary 2.3. ([Neld, Thm. 2.5]) If (m,U, H) is an irreducible positive energy representation of
G =G Xo R, then its restriction to G is also irreducible.

Proof. By Schur’s Lemma, the irreducibility of 7” implies that 7”(G”) = C1. Hence W; € T1
implies U; € 7(G)”. Therefore C1 = °(G)" = 7(G)’, so that the irreducibility of 7 follows from
Schur’s Lemma. O

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
(m,U,H) of G” with U; = ™ is called

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

e a ground state representation if [7(G)H°] = H holds for the minimal energy subspace

HO .= ker H.

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 m of G to G? is uniquely determined by the Borchers-Arveson Theorem. As the
extendability of a unitary representation (m,H) of G to a positive energy representation of G” is
an intrinsic property, we also call (7, H) a positive energy representation of (G, «) if it extends to
a positive energy representation of G’. Here we keep in mind that the minimal extension with
U = U° provides a natural extension 7° 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 (m,H) be a positive energy representation of (G,a). If ar = idg for some
T >0, then U =1 and (7,H) is a ground state representation.



We write G for the set of equivalence classes of irreducible unitary representations of the topo-
logical group G. Since the problem of parametrizing G for an infinite dimensional Lie group G is
rather intractable ([Nel4c]), the positive energy condition with respect to some « provides a regu-
larity condition that selects a class of representations for which one expects concrete classification
results ([JN19], [Nel2, Nel4, Nel4b]).

Remark 2.6. Every R-action o on G specifies a subset @(a) C G of irreducible positive energy
representations with respect to « (cf. Corollary 2.3), and these subsets of G are expected to be more
tractable for specific @’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 (7, H) of (G, «) in terms of
simpler data. For ground state representations, the necessary information should be provided by
the representation of G° on H°. Here the following observation is an important tool.

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

(i) (m, U, H) is minimal, hence in particular Ur C n(G)".

(ii) Let Py denote the orthogonal projection onto H°. Then the restriction map
R: 7n(G) — (Pom(G)"Ry)' € B(H°), A~ PyAR,
is an isomorphism of von Neumann algebras whose range is contained in 7°(G°)’.

Proof. (i) follows by applying [BGN20, Prop. 5.4] to the C*-algebra m(G)".

(ii) By (i), Uy = U? € M := nn(G)", so that the orthogonal projection Py of H onto H? is contained
in M. That H° is generating under 7(G) shows that the central support of Py in M, i.e., the
minimal central projection Z with ZPy = Fy, 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
MO := PypM Py O 7%(GY), hence contained in 7%(G)’. O

We recall that a unitary representation (U, H) of a group G 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 (m,U,H) be a factorial minimal positive energy representation and U; = e*H

If HO := ker H is non-zero, then [r(G)H°] = H, so that (m,H) is a ground state representation.

Proof. The subspace F := [r(G)H"] is invariant under the von Neumann algebra M := 7(G)"
generated by 7(G) because it is m(G)-invariant. Since H is also invariant under M’, the same
holds for F. Therefore F is invariant under (M U M’)” = B(H). Here we use that factoriality
implies that (MU M’) = M’ N M"” = C1. Invariance under B(H) clearly entails F = H. O

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 (m,H) be a unitary representation of G which is a direct sum of unitary subrep-
resentations (mwj,H;);cs. Then (m,H) is a positive energy (ground state) representation for (G, a)
if and only if all the representations (m;, H;)jes have this property.

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



Proof. “=": If (m,H) is of positive energy, then U € 7(G)" for every t € R (Theorem 2.1), so that
the U preserve all the subspaces H;. Therefore its restriction to #; shows that all representations
(mj,H;) are of positive energy since the one-parameter groups (Uf|#, )ier have positive spectrum.

If, in addition, (7,U,H) is a ground state representation, then Proposition 2.7(i) implies that
U = U° is minimal, so that Ug C 7(G)”. Therefore H® = ker H is invariant under the commutant

m(G)’, and this implies that
HO=D HnH =D H).
JjeJ

As m(G)HO is total in H, projection to H; shows that Wj(G)Hg-) is total in H;, i.e., (m;,U;, H;) is a
ground state representation.
“«<": If all representations (m;,H;) are of positive energy, then Uiy, := UJQ)t defines a positive
unitary one-parameter group with the correct commutation relations, so that (7, H) is of positive
energy.

If all representations (m;, H;) are ground state representations, then H® = ker Hy = @jeﬁ'—[?
satisfies [1(G)H°] = H, and therefore (7, M) is a ground state representation. O

In the following proposition we take a closer look at the special case where « is given by
conjugation with a one-parameter subgroup v: R — G, i.e., by inner automorphism. Then the
spectrum of 7 o v determines the positive energy properties of (7, H).

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

ai(g) =v()gy(@t)~"  for teR,ged.

We consider a unitary representation (mw,H) of G and write w(y(t)) = e fort € R,H* = H.
Then the following assertions hold:

(1) If H is bounded from below, then there exists ¢ € R such that U; := e*H+eV) defines a positive
energy representation (w,U, H).

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

(iii) (m,H) is a positive energy representation for (G,«) if and only if it is a direct sum of repre-
sentations (mj,H;)jeq for which the corresponding generators H; of wj o~y are bounded from
below.

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

U =n(y(t)V;  with Vi € Z(n(G)") =n(G) N=(G)'. (4)

If 7 is factorial, i.e., Z(m(G)") = C1, then V; = ¢/'1 for some ¢ € R. For U? = ¢*H’  this implies
that 7(y(t)) = e*Ho=c1) has the generator Hy — c1 which is bounded from below by —cl. The
converse follows from (i).

(iii) Let (m, H) be a positive energy representation and U = eV, be as in (4) with V; € Z(7(G)").
If V; = Z, then all spectral subspaces H,, := PZ([n,n+1)), n € Z, of Z are 7(G)-invariant, hence
lead to subrepresentations (7, Hn)nen. On H, the restriction Z, of Z has spectrum in [n,n + 1],
hence is bounded. Therefore H,, = H,? — Z,, is bounded from below.



If, conversely, the representations (7, Hn,)nen are such that the generators H, are bounded
from below, say H,, > ¢, 1, then U* := eit(Hn—cnl) defines a covariant positive energy representation
(7, U™, H,). Now Lemma 2.9 implies that the direct sum also is a positive energy representation.

O

Example 2.11. (a) If the R-action on G is trivial, then every unitary representation (m, H) of G
is a ground state representation with % = H® and U? =1 for t € R.

(b) If (m,H) is a positive energy representation, then n(Z(G)) is pointwise fixed by Ad(U;). In
particular, for an abelian group G and a faithful positive energy representation m, we have oy = idg
for t € R (cf. [Neld]).

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 7((G,G)) C
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 [Zel4].

2.3 Strict ground state representations

We now identify a class of ground state representations for which the subgroup G° is “large” in a
suitable sense. This is the class of strict ground state representations, which are determined by the
representation (7%, H°) of G°. In Example 4.8 we shall see a ground state representation which is
not, strict.

Definition 2.12. We call a ground state representation (w,H) for (G, «a) strict if every operator
on HY commuting with 7°(GY) extends to an operator on H commuting with 7(G). In view of
Proposition 2.7, this is equivalent to the following identity of the von Neumann algebras in B(H°):

FO(GO)H = P(ﬂT(G)”PQ.

As 7(G) spans a weakly dense subspace of 7(G)”, the von Neumann algebra Pym(G)" Py C B(H°)
is generated by Pym(G)Py which always contains 7%(G?), hence also 7°(G°)".

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

Remark 2.14. If the ground state representation (w,H) of (G,«) is irreducible, then Schur’s
Lemma implies 7(G)"” = B(#H) which leads to Py (G)" Py = PyB(H)Py = B(H°). Therefore (7, H)
is strict if and only if (7%, 1) is also irreducible, i.e., 7°(G°)"” = B(H").

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 — F N H defines a bijection between the closed
7(G)-invariant subspaces of H and the the closed 7°(G°)-invariant subspaces of H". 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 C
B(H) be a von Neumann algebra and G := U(M) be its unitary group. For a unitary one-parameter
group Uy = e in M we obtain a continuous action on G by ay(g) = U;gU_, for t € R, g € U(M).
We assume that H > 0 and U = U 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 H° = ker H satisfies [U(M)H] = H, which
is equivalent to [MH°] = H. For the projection Py onto H°, 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 G is the centralizer of Uz in G = U(M), hence contained in the subalgebra
PaMPy® (1 — PO)M(1 - P)

and it contains the unitary group U(PyMP). We conclude that 7%(G°) = U(PyMP,), and the
von Neumann algebra generated by this group is PpMPy = PyG"” Py. Therefore the ground state
representation of (G, ) on H is strict.

Proposition 2.17. If (7, H) is a strict ground state representation, then every subrepresentation
is also a strict ground state representation.

Proof. Let (p, F) be a subrepresentation of (7, 1) and Pr denote the orthogonal projection onto F.
Then Qo := PrP, is the projection onto F°, and Lemma 2.9 implies that (p, F) is a ground state
representation. Let A € B(FY) commute with p°(G°). Extending A by 0 on the orthogonal
complement of F° in H", we obtain an operator A’ € 7%(G°)’. This operator commutes with
Pyr(G) Py by strictness of (m,H), and therefore A commutes with Qop(G)Qo = PrPym(G)PyPx.
Hence (p, F) is also strict. O

Definition 2.18. We say that the pair (G, «) has the unique extension property if two ground state
representations (m;, H;);j=1,2 for which the G%-representations (79, H?) and (73, H9) are equivalent,
the representations 7, and 7o are unitarily equivalent, that is, the following diagram commutes:

(W?, ,H(lj) — (7T17H1)

VYt Jp

(ng%g) — (W27H2)
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, «) has the unique extension prop-
erty if and only if every ground state representation of (G,«) is strict. If this is the case, then,
for ground state representations (m;,H;)j=1,2 and any unitary G°-equivalence ®°: HY — HY, there
exists a unique G-equivalence ®: Hy — Ho extending ®°.

Proof. We first observe that the second statement on the uniqueness of ® follows from the fact that
we must have ®(m1(g)€) = m2(g)®°(¢) for g € G, € € HY, and 71 (G)HY is total in H;.

We now show the first statement. Suppose first that (G, «) has the unique extension property
and that (m, ) 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 7°(G?)’ 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 V' € m(G)’. Therefore every ground state representation is strict.

Now we assume that every ground state representation is strict. Let (m;, H;);j=1,2 be two ground
state representations and V: HY — HY be a unitary G%-equivalence. Then

W:HOH) = HYOH), W(En) = (V' VE)

is a unitary element in the commutant of (79 @ 79)(G®). As p := m @ ma is a ground state
representation by Lemma 2.9, it is strict. Hence there exists an element W V e p(G) extending W.

As the restriction map R is an injective homomorphism of *-algebras, W is unitary. Further,
WHY = HY implies that W’Hl = Ha, so that V := Wy, : H1 — Ho is a unitary G-equivalence
extending V. O

11



Remark 2.20. If (7, H) is a ground state representation and Py the orthogonal projection onto H°,
then
p(g) = Pom(9)Po € B(H’)

defines a positive definite B(H")-valued function on G with
p(highs) = 7°(h1)p(g)n’(he)  for g € G hi ho € G° (5)

and in particular ¢|go = 7°. The requirement [7(G)H’] = H implies that the representation
(m,M) is equivalent to the GNS representation (m,,%,) in the reproducing kernel Hilbert space
H, C C(G,H"). 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 (7, H%) of G° determines the function ¢ if T, is a ground
state representation with 7—[8, =HO.

3 Lie theoretic aspects

To formulate necessary conditions for a representation (7%, H°) to extend to a ground state rep-
resentation for (G, «), 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) « is smooth, so that G” is a Lie group. The R-action on its Lie algebra g = L(G) is denoted
by of := L(at) € Aut(g) and we write D := af € der(g) for the infinitesimal generator
of this one-parameter group.

d
dt |t:0

(L3) GV is a Lie group with Lie algebra g° = Fix(a?®).

(L4) The subspace gy := D(g) complements g° in the sense that g = g° @ g as topological vector
spaces. Then py: g — g° is an a®-invariant continuous projection onto the subspace of fixed
points.

We define the a-cone in g° by
C,, :=conv{po([Dz,z]): = € g} C ¢° (6)
for the closed convex cone generated by all elements po([Dz, x]).

Remark 3.1. (a) If af is continuous and periodic, i.e., a?p = idg for some T' > 0, and g is complete,

then

T
po(z) = %/0 af(x)dt

is a projection onto the subspace g° 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.

12



Remark 3.2. (The diagonalizable case) Suppose that the one-parameter group o of Lie algebra

automorphisms can be written as af = e?®dd for some d € g for which add is diagonalizable on gc

with purely imaginary eigenvalues:

g =@Pod(~id) with gi(—id) = {z € ge: [d, 2] = iAz}).
AER

Defining (z + iy)* := —x + iy for z,y € g, we have g = {z € g¢: z* = —z} and

d,g] = [d,gc]ﬁgz{ZZZz,\: z* :—z}.

A£0

For z = Y, z) € g we then have —z = z* = ), 2} with 25 = —z_. Write po: gc — g2 for the
fixed point projection introduced by (L4). It is given by the 0-component zg := po(z).

po(([[d,z),a]) = > ipo(Ama, ) = Y idza,won] = D —iMwa, 23] =20 ) Aay,an],  (7)
Ap

A A A>0
where we have used that
(= N[z y 222] = (=N [—2r, —2}] = [z}, 2.

We conclude that
C, =conw{i[z},zx]: A > 0,25 € ga(—id)} (8)
(see (6)).
If a? 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 « is periodic arise as follows. Let
K be a Lie group with a complete Lie algebra €, and ® € Aut(K) be of finite order ®V = idx. We
consider the twisted loop group

Lo(K) = {€ € C(R,K): (Vo € R) €(t +1) = & (£(1)}.
This is a Lie group with Lie algebra
Lo(8) = {6 € C¥RE): (Vo € R) §(t+1) = 9 ' (€(1)},  where o = L(®) € Aut(®)
is the induced automorphism of the Lie algebra ¢ of K. Then
(06 (@) = £z + 1) (9)

defines a smooth action of R on G := Lg(K) with ay = idg. Therefore (L4) follows from Re-
mark 3.1(a). The infinitesimal generator of the automorphism group «f = L(ay) (acting also by
(9)) is given by D¢ = £’. The subgroup of a-fixed points is the subgroup

G~ K?
of constant elements with values in the subgroup K® of ®-fixed points in K. If

t={rctc:p (x)=e N a} for nez,

13



=2V, Now

denotes the ¢-eigenspaces in £c, then ¢

2mint

Lo(kc)" =8¢ ®e,, where e,(t)=e ~ |

are the D-eigenspaces in L(£c) = L(£)c corresponding to the eigenvalue 2. The expansion as

Fourier series = ), &, with 2, € L,(fc)" converges in L, (tc) by Harish-Chandra’s Theorem
([Wa72, Thm. 4.4.21]) and

im(D) = {x = an €L,(t): o = O}.

nez

From Remark 3.2 we know that the cone C, C £¥ is generated by the brackets

[(yn & en)*uyn & en] = [y:; De—nYn @ en] = [y:;ayn] ®1, Yn € Bgvn > 0.

Therefore
Co = tone{i[y), yn]: n > 0,y, € €}

From €Y = ¢2 it follows that, for 0 <n < N, zon_,, :=y;; € £V " with 2N —n > 0, and

[y:w yn] = [Z2N—n7 Zﬁszfn] = _[ZSN,H, ZQN_n].

Hence the cone C,, is a linear space which coincides with g° N [g, g], which is an ideal in g".

To create a situation with a non-trivial cone C,, 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:

1

1
LL) = R®, Lo()) where a(éon) =5 [ k(Elt) ' (),
T Jo

and the bracket is given by
[(tv 5)) (Sa 77)] = (0’(5, 77)7 [57 77])

Here k is a positive definite invariant bilinear form on £ which is also ¢-invariant. Then the elements
[y, yn] generating C, have a non-trivial central component:

1 2min

. N Y -
ZO'(y:; Qe—nsYn @ en) = “i(yna yn)_ / e—n(t)eil(t) dt = “i(yna yn)_
0

= k(Y5 Yn) o
27T 271_ N - ﬁyn??/n

N .

For a,b € ¢, the complex bilinear extension of x satisfies
—k((a+1b)*,a + ib) = —r(—a +ib,a + ib) = k(a,a) + k(b,b).

Therefore all elements in C,, have a non-negative central component and C\, is non-trivial.

If € 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 « is periodic. For more
details on (twisted) loop groups with values in compact Lie groups, we refer to [PS86], [Nel4db],
[MN16, MN17], [JN21].
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3.2 Momentum sets and positive cones

Definition 3.4. Let G be a Lie group and (7, H) be a unitary representation of G. An element
& € H is called a smooth vector if its orbit map

7G> H, g— 7(g9)¢

is smooth. The smooth vectors form a m(G)-invariant subspace H* C H, and the representation
(m,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 ([BN0S]).

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

d
dr(z)v := o7 ‘t:Ow(exp tx)v.

For a smooth representation the invariance of H>° under 7(G) implies that, for = € g, the operator
i-dm(x) on H™ is essentially selfadjoint (cf. [RS75, Thm. VIIL.10]) and that its closure, coincides
with the selfadjoint generator (0w (z) of the unitary one-parameter group 7w, (t) := m(exptx), i.e.,
7o (t) = et?™(@) for t € R.

Definition 3.5. (a) Let P(H>) = {[v] := Cv: 0 # v € H*™} denote the projective space of the
subspace H> of smooth vectors. The map

(v, —i - dw(z)v)

(v, 0)

is called the momentum map of the unitary representation . The operator i - dn(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] := [7(g)v],
and the relation

O P(H®) — ¢ with &, ([v])(z) =

m(g)dm(z)m(g)”" = dr(Ad(g)x)

immediately implies that ®, is equivariant with respect to the coadjoint action of G on the topo-
logical dual space g'.

(b) The weak-*-closed convex hull I, C g’ of the image of ® is called the (convexr) momentum set
of m. In view of the equivariance of ®, it is an Ad*(G)-invariant weak-x-closed convex subset of g'.
(¢) The momentum set I, provides complete information on the extreme spectral values of the
selfadjoint operators ¢ - O (z):

sup(Spec(idn(x))) = sz () :=sup(Ilr,—z) for =z€g (10)

(cf. [Ne08, Lemma 5.6]). This relation shows that s, is the support functional of the convex subset
I, C ¢’, which implies that it is lower semicontinuous and convex. It is obviously positively
homogeneous. The semibounded unitary representations are those for which the set I is semi-
equicontinuous in the sense that its support function s, is bounded in a neighborhood of some
xo € 9.

The closed convex cone

Cpi={zeg: —ion(z)>0 2 I* .= [z eg: (Yae ) a(z) >0} (11)

is called the positive cone of .
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Definition 3.6. We call a ground state representation (mw, ) of the Lie group G smooth if the
subspace
HO® = HONH™

is dense in H°. This implies in particular that the representation (7%, H°) of G is also smooth.

Lemma 3.7. If (L1/2) hold and (w,H) is a smooth ground state representation of G, then the
extended representation (7°,H) of G° is smooth.

Proof. The assumptions imply that H%> is contained in the space H>(G”) of smooth vectors
for G*. As m(G)H*> is total in H by the ground state condition and H>(G”) is 7(G)-invariant,
this subspace is dense. O

Definition 3.8. Let FE be a locally convex space and let @ : R — GL(E), t — «a; be a group
homomorphism. Then « is called

(a) equicontinuous, if the subset {ay : t € R} C End(F) is equicontinuous (cf. Definition A.1).

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

Sup sup ———2 < 00
zeU ter 1+ [t

Remark 3.9. If F is finite dimensional, then « 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 « : R — GL(H) with |loy|| = el*l 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 H%°
in H°.

Proposition 3.10. Suppose that
e the one-parameter group (of )ier of Lie algebra automorphisms is polynomially bounded,
o (m,H) is a smooth positive energy representation of (G, ), and
o there exists an € > 0 such that Spec(—i0m(d)) N [0,e] = {0} (spectral gap condition),
then H®> is dense in HO.

Let d := (0,1) € g° = g xp R be the element implementing D, so that Dz = [d,z] for z € g. In
the setting specified above, we formulate in the following theorem a necessary positivity condition
that a representation (7%, H°) arising in a ground state representation of (G, a) has to satisfy.

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

Co CCro ={x g’ —ion’(z) >0} (12)

Proof. Let € € HONH>, t € R and = € g. Then 7(exptz)¢ is a smooth vector for G”, hence
contained in the domain of the infinitesimal generator H of U, and we have

f@) ;= (m(exptx)f, Hr(exptx)€) >0 for te€R
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because H > 0. As f(0) = (¢, HE) = 0, we also have
1(0) = (O (x)¢, HE) + (HE, Om(2)€) = 0
and f”(0) > 0, and this is what we shall exploit. To this end, we rewrite f as
F(t) = (& m(exp —tw) Hr(exp tx)€) = (¢, w(exp —tx)(—idn" (d))m (exp tz)E)
= —i(¢, 0" (e~ 217 a)¢).
This immediately leads to
0 < f"(0) = —i(¢, on([a, [, d]]))€) = —i(¢, In([Da, 2])¢). (13)

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

(¢, 0m(Dy)&) = %L&’ om(e'Py)E) = %L:o
d

d
= 2| _ g o) = 2| (€ oml)e) =0
because Uy¢ = £ for all t € R. Therefore (£, 0n(2)§) =0 for z € g, and thus (L4) entails
<€7 67T([D:E7 ‘T])§> = <§7 87r(p0([D:v, (E]))§> = <§7 aﬂ'o(po([DQC, (E]))§>

Since H% is dense in HY and invariant under 7°(G?), it follows that the operators i-97° ()| 0.,
xo € g°, are essentially selfadjoint with closure equal to i - d7°(x). We therefore obtain

(&, UOm(y)U—+§)

t:O<

—i0m(po([Dx,2])) >0 forevery =z €g
and thus C,, C C,o. O

Example 3.12. In the context of Remark 3.2, for the representation of G° on #H°, the condition
Cq C Cr, in Theorem 3.11 is equivalent to

or’([x},xx]) >0 for A>0, and [d,z\] =i\, z\ € ge. (14)

In the following we shall encounter various circumstances, where (12) is also sufficient for a
representation (70, H%) of G° 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 (m,U,H) be a positive energy representation of (G, ) for which the exten-
sion to G” is smooth. If x € g satisfies (adx)>?Dx = 0, then

—i0n([Dx,x]) > 0. (15)

Proof. Let 7°(g,t) := n(g)e**" be the extension of 7 to G*. We proceed as in the proof of The-
orem 3.11 for any & € H*. Our assumption implies that the smooth function f: R — R is
non-negative. Now [[Dz, z], z] = 0 leads to

12
£(8) = =ile, 0 (e 47 Q)g) = —ile, HE) — it(€, 0 (Da)E) — - (6, 0n° (D, 2))e) 2 0
for ¢ € R. This implies that —3 (¢, on([Dx,2])€) > 0, so that (15) follows. O
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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 formo: VxV — R.
We further assume that o is weakly symplectic, i.e., non-degenerate. The corresponding Heisenberg
group is the central extension

G =Heis(V,0):=T xV with (z,0)(z,v) = (22e27®) v + ). (16)
It is a Lie group with Lie algebra g = R ® V', on which the bracket is
[(Zv U)v (Zlv U/)] = (U(Uv U/)v O)'

Any smooth action a: R — Aut(G) fixing all elements in the central circle T x {0} corresponds to
a one-parameter group 5: R — Sp(V, o) whose infinitesimal generator is denoted Dy € sp(V, o).
Then the infinitesimal generator D of a® has the form

D(z,v) = (0,Dyv) for zeRveV. (17)
This implies in particular that
G =T x ker(Dy) =T x V7,
which also is a Heisenberg group. The group
G" =G xR

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

Vet := V3, Vs :=span{B:(v) —v:t€R,ve V}.
From the invariance of o under 3, we immediately obtain
VP={veV:(VteR) Bi(z) =a} =V;7 =V (18)
Then Geg := T X Vig is a closed a-invariant subgroup of G and
s =Geg o RIG” =G xu R

is a normal subgroup for which the quotient G” / GZH is abelian, and G° commutes with GZH.

We consider unitary representations (w, ) of G with w(z,0) = 21 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 z = (z,v) € g, we have

[Dz, z] = [(0, Dvv), (2,v)] = (¢(Dvv,v),0) € 3(g)-

Hence Proposition 3.13 shows that the positive energy condition for 7 implies the following positivity
condition on Dy € sp(V,0):

o(Dyv,v) = —idr((c(Dyv,v),0)) >0 for veV (19)
(ct. [BGN20, Ex. 4.26, Prop. 4.27)).
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Definition 4.1. (Weinless conditions) The triple (V, o, 8) defines a boson single particle space in the
sense of [We69]. Weinless defines a positive energy Bose—Einstein field over (V, o, 3) as a quadruple
(H,W,Q,U), consisting of a complex Hilbert space H, a unit vector {2 € H, a continuous unitary
one-parameter group (Uy)icr on H, and a map W: V — U(H), with the following properties:

(z,y)

W1) W(z)W(y) =" =" W (x +y) for z,y € V (Weyl relations).
W2 (Bi(z)) = UW (2)U_, for z € V, t € R (f-equivariance).
W3

wW(g
UQ=Q fort e R
Uy =

=

(W1)
(W2)
(W3)
(W4) e with H > 0 (U has positive spectrum).

(W5) The unitary one-parameter groups Wj* := W (tz), x € V, are strongly continuous (regularity).
(W6) W(V)Q is total in H.

These requirements translate naturally into our context. Relation (W1) means that
7(z,v) := zW(v)

defines a unitary representation of Heis(V, o) and (W2,3,4,6) imply that (7, U, H) defines a ground
state representation with cyclic vector . Condition (W5) is a rather weak continuity requirement
which is in particular satisfied if W is strongly continuous. Therefore every continuous positive
energy representation (m,U, H) with a cyclic ground state vector Q defines by W(z) := n(1,z) a
positive energy Bose—Einstein field over (V, o, 3).

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 § implements additional
structure that can be used to obtain a similar uniqueness for ground state representations if Vj is
large ([BR02],[KaT79, Ka85]).

Theorem 4.2. (Weinless’ Uniqueness Theorem; [We69, Thm. 4.1]) Let (H, W, Q,U) be a positive
energy Bose—Finstein field over (V, o, 3), i.e., (W1-6) are satisfied, and

Vg = span{fi(z) —z: x € V,t € R}.

Then there exists an, up to unitary equivalence unique, complex Hilbert space H and a symplectic
linear map j: (Vg,0) — (H,2Im(,-)) such that

(j1) j(V3) is dense in H, and

j2) there exists a unitary one-parameter group UM = e'*B on H with jo B, = UM oj fort € R and
t t
B > 0.

We further have
(33) (W (2)Q) = e~ 3li@I for 2 € Vs.
(j4) If € € HY is U-fized and orthogonal to 0, then W (V5)QLE.

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

Proposition 4.3. Let (7,U,H) be a continuous ground state representation of (Heis(V, o), a) with
m(z,0) = 21 for z € T and cylic ground state vector. Then the following assertions hold:
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(a) The linear map j: Vg — H extends to a continuous linear map j: Veg = Wg — H.

(b) On the subspace Ko := W (Veg)Q we have an irreducible representation py of G’ with a
smooth ground state vector 2 and (Ko)® = CQ.

(c) The representation p1 of GZH on the Gzﬂ—mvam'cmt subspace Ky C H generated by HO is
equivalent to the representation

Ki = H°®Ko, pilg) =1®polg) for g€ Gl (20)
In particular, the commutant of p1(G’g) is p1(G°g) = B(H") ® 1.
(d) The subspace K1 is also invariant under G°, which acts on it by p1(g) = ™ (g)®1 for g € G°.

Proof. (a) From (j3) we derive that j is bounded on a 0-neighborhood in V3, hence continuous and
therefore extends to a continuous linear map on Veg.
(b) Clearly, Ky is invariant under GZH with cyclic vector 2. Since the corresponding positive definite
function

o(z,z,t) = (Q, zW(2)U2) = ze_%llj(m)lﬁ, zeT,x € Vegg,t €R,

is smooth, € is a smooth vector ([NelO, Thm. 7.2]).

Further, (j4) implies that (Ko)? = K N H? = CQ is one-dimensional. As Q is cyclic, the
representation of the commutant po(G’g) on (Ko)? = CQ is faithful, hence the commutant is
one-dimensional and thus (pg, Ko) is irreducible.

(c) Let & € HY be a unit vector, and consider the representation of G” on the subspace He generated
by W (V). Then Weinless” Theorem applies to the representation of G* on He, and it follows that,
for # € Vug, we also have (&, W(2)¢) = e~ ili@I* 1f (¢;)jes in an orthonormal bases of H°,
it follows that the subspaces K¢, generated by W (Veg)E; are mutually orthogonal, and the GNS
Theorem implies that the representation on this cyclic subspace is equivalent to (pg, Ko). This
proves (c).

(d) The subgroup G° commutes with G’ by (18) and acts on the subspace H° of ground state
vectors by the representation 7°. 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 Ggﬁ. o

Theorem 4.4. (Factorization Theorem for ground state representations) Suppose that (V, o, 3)
satisfies the weak splitting condition 2

V =VF+ V. (WSC)
Then every ground state representation (m,U, ") of G® factorizes as a tensor product H = H°®K,
with
m(g)=7(g) @1 for ¢geG® and w(g)=1®@po(g) for ge Gy,
where the representation (po, Ko) of GZH is irreducible and equivalent to the pullback of the canonical

Fock representation of Heis(Vogr, o) on F4(H), defined by the positive definite function

o(z,7) = ze~ 3@

(see Appendix C and Remark 4.6 below). We further have ©°(G®) = w(G)" = 7°(G°Y. In particu-
lar, (m,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# + V3)Q C CW (V)W (VA)Q C W (V5)HO is total in H.
Therefore H = Ky, and the assertion follows from Proposition 4.3. O

Remark 4.5. (a) If 5 is periodic of period T > 0 and V is complete, then the fixed point projection

1 T
VoV () =g [ B
0

satisfies po(V) = V7 and ker(pg) = Veg by the Peter-Weyl Theorem ([HMO06]). We therefore have
V = VP @ Vg in this case.
(b) Suppose that V? 4 Vg is dense in V/, i.e., that the weak splitting condition (WSC) is satisfied.
As V? and Vg are o-orthogonal, it follows that (V4 o) is also symplectic.

For every ¢ # 0, the range of the map V' — Vog, v — St(v) —v generates the same closed subspace
as its restriction to Veg. We therefore have (Vg )et = Vest-

The direct sum V := V# @ Veg carries a natural symplectic form and the addition map ¢: VoV
is symplectic and R-equivariant with dense range. Therefore the adjoint

JV—= ‘7/ = (VB)/ ® e/ff7 ](U) = (U(Uv ')7 U(Uv ))
is injective.
Remark 4.6. (a) If V = H® (the real subspace underlying a complex Hilbert space H) and
o(v,w) = 2Im{v,w) and B; = P with D > 0, then second quantization leads to a positive

energy representation (m, U, H) on the symmetric Fock space

—

H=F,H=E _S"H

n&eNp

with cyclic unit vector Q € S°(H) for which we have

112

(Q,m(x)Q) = e~ ill for zeV=H

(cf. Appendix C). We conclude that the irreducible representation (pg, Ko) in Theorem 4.4 is equiv-
alent to the canonical representation of Geg on the Fock space Fy(H). Note that

H = F(ker D)

is one-dimensional if and only if D > 0.

(b) Suppose that V = Vi @ H¥ is a direct sum of two symplectic spaces, where H is a complex
Hilbert space and B;(vo 4+ v1) = vo + e*Pu; for t € R, vy € Vp,v1 € H and D = D* > 0 on H. For
any unitary representation (p, KC) of Heis(Vp, 0¢) with p(z,0) = z1 for z € T, we obtain on

H:=KRF((H) by w(z,v0+wv1):=7(z,00) @7z, (v0)

a ground state representation of Heis(V, o), where H* = K®F, (ker D). Therefore one cannot
expect to draw any finer conclusion on the representation of G° on H°.

(c) As the representation of GZH on Ky is smooth, Proposition 3.13 implies that, for x € Veg, we
have

o(Dy(x),z) = (Q, —idn([Dz, z])Q) > 0. (21)
As j: Vg — H is symplectic, we obtain with U' = e7#P+ for ¢ € R the relation
o(Dv(z),z) = 2Im{j(Dy (x)), j(x)) = 2Im(=iDnj(z), j(x)) = 2(Dnj(z), j(z)). (22)

This implies that Dy > 0
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Lemma 4.7. If there exists a ground state representation (m,U,H) of (Heis(V, o), ) with w(z,0) =
z1 for z € T, then the following assertions hold:

(a) The subspace Veg C V is symplectic, i.e., the restriction of o to Veg is non-degenerate and

Veg NVP = {0}. (23)

(b) The map j: Veg — (H,21Im{(-,-)) is injective.
(c) If Q is an eigenvector for some x € Vg, then z = 0.
(d) If x € V with W (x)Q € H°, then z € V.
Proof. (a) In view of (18), we have to verify (23). Let € Vog N V7. Then
W) = pi() = 1@ pla) = n(z) @ 1

in the terminology of Proposition 4.3, and thus W(z) € T1 = «(T x {0}). This contradicts the
injectivity of 7 (Remark C.1).

(b) follows immediately from (a) and the fact that j is symplectic.

(c) If W (2)Q = AQ for some A € T, then (j3) implies A = e~ 517@)1I* 5o that j(z) = 0. This entails
x = 0 because j is injective by (b).

(d) For every t € R, we have

W(B:(2))2 = U W (2)Q2 = W (z)2

because W (z)Q2 € H°. Therefore 2 is an eigenvector of W (z)~1W (B:(x)) € W (B:(z) — x). Now (c)
shows that 3;(z) = x, hence that z € V7. O

Example 4.8. We present an example where ¢ is non-degenerate on Veg but Veg + V7 is not dense
in V. We consider the Banach space

1 1
Vi=C01.0) with a(fg) =21m [ Flg(e)de = ~i [ Falg(o) - 5@ o) do.
0 0
endowed with the symplectic R-action, defined by

(Bef)(@) = e f ().

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

Ver C{f €V: f(0) =0}

As all functions in Vg vanish in 0, this subspace is not dense in V.

The uniqueness of j implies that H = L?([0,1]), where j: Vog < H is the canonical inclusion.
Although this inclusion is injective, there exist positive energy representations of Heis(V, o) that
are not multiples of Fock space representations (cf. Remark 4.6(a)).

For any unitary representation x of the additive group (C,+), we obtain by f — x(f(0)) a
unitary representation of V. Let (pg, Ko) be the cyclic Fock representation of Heis(V, o), specified
by the positive definite function ¢(z, f) = ze~il715 and let (k,€) be a cyclic representation of C
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with cyclic vector Q°. Recall that this implies that £ =2 L?(R?, u) with a finite positive measure j,
0% =1 and _
(h(x + iy)F)(a, b) = o=+ F(a,b).

We define on the tensor product H := £ ® Ky a unitary positive energy representation of Heis(V, o)
by
ﬂ-(za s t) = H(f(O)) ® pO(Zv 8 t)'

Its minimal energy subspace is H' = £ ® Q = &, which is clearly cyclic. The commutant
m(Heis(V, o))’ is isomorphic to the commutant x(V)" = x(V)”; where we use that x is cyclic and
thus (V)" maximal abelian. As the cyclic vector Q0 € & separates (V) = m(Heis(V,0))’, it is
also cyclic for Heis(V, o). Therefore (7, ) defines a positive energy Bose—Einstein field on H.

From the isomorphism of the commutants (V) = w(Heis(V, 0))’ and Schur’s Lemma, it follows
that the representation 7 is irreducible if and only if 4 is a point measure, i.e., k is simply a character
of the group (C,+). Then H = Ky and 7(z, f,t) = &(f(0))po(z, f,t).

We also note that 7%(GY) = T1, so that the inclusion x(C)" C 7%(G°)" = B(H") is proper if
and only if x is not irreducible. We conclude that 7 is strict if and only if dim& = 1, ie., x is
irreducible.

As a consequence of the preceding discussion, we record:

Proposition 4.9. There exist pairs (G,«), where G is a Banach-Lie group and « 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 V7 + Vs is o-weakly dense, i.e., that o is non-degenerate on VA It V8 = {0}, then V3
is o-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 < oo, then V# = Vle‘f" intersects Vyg trivial, hence is a linear comple-
ment.

(b) Without the assumption of Vg being symplectic, the sum Vg + V* need not be dense in V, as
the following example shows. On V = R? with sp(V, o) 2 sl3(R), we consider the nilpotent element

b= ((1) 8) €sl(R) =sp(V,0) and f=e" = C (1)) '

Then VP = Rey = Vs are both one-dimensional, hence not symplectic. It follows in particular, that
any map j: V3 — H into a complex Hilbert space H with dense range is trivial. Therefore Weinless’
Theorem implies that Reg annihilates all ground state vectors (see also Theorem 6.6(ii) below).
(c) From (18) it follows that

(VP4 Vegr)To = (VP + V) o = VPN (V) Lo

is the radical of the restriction of o to V2. Therefore the non-degeneracy of o on V# is equivalent
to VA + V3 being o-weakly dense in V.

Remark 4.12. (Kay’s Uniqueness Theorem)

(a) A single particle structure for (V,o,3) is a triple (j,H,U"), consisting of a complex Hilbert
space H, a real linear map j: V — H and a unitary one-parameter group U/! = ¢*® with B > 0
such that:

j(V)=H, o(v,w)=2Im{(j(v),j(w)) for wv,weV, and joBi=Uloj for teR.
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Conditions (j1/2) in Theorem 4.2 imply that (j,H,U") defines a single particle structure for
(Vs,0,8). According to Kay’s Uniqueness Theorem ([Ka79, Ka85]), any two single particle struc-
tures for (Vg, o, 8) are unitarily equivalent. Note that single particle structures on V' can only exist
if V# = {0} because j is supposed to be injective and UM has no non-zero fixed points on H.

(b) If we start with a complex Hilbert space H and V = H® (the underlying real space) with
o = 2Im(-,-), then any unitary one-parameter group f; = e'** on H defines a boson single particle
space (V,0,0) and V = ker A & Vp.

Suppose that ker A = 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 is symplectic and 3, = e'*4l, so that
(4, H, B) is the unique single particle structure for (V, o, 3).

(c) An important special case arises from the translation action (8;f)(z) = f(e¥z) of R on H =
L?(T). Then

1 1
— R -
oten) =2 [ @) de = 7 [ T - w0ECE) o
In this case (Af)(z) = zf'(z) with ker A = C1 (the constant functions). Therefore R corresponds
to the Hilbert transform on 1+ C L2(S!).

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 [Nel4b, App. C], it is shown that
this technique, developed in [Nel3] 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 «: 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 a-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 C g such that for x,y € U the Hausdorff series

x*y:x+y+%[%y]+~-
converges and defines an analytic function U x U — g, (z,y) — 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 G¢ with Lie algebra gc and a natural map n: G — G¢ for
which L(n) is the inclusion g < g¢. Assume that G° C G is a Lie subgroup for which M := G/G°
carries the structure of a smooth manifold with a smooth G-action. We also assume the exis-
tence of closed Ad(GY)-invariant complex subalgebras g(jct C gc for which the complex conjugation
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og(z+1iy) = x — 1y on gc satisfies ag(g%) = g& and we have a topological direct sum decomposition
gc =08 ©OCD oo (SC)
(cf. (L3/4) in Section 3). We put

q::ggxg% and p::gﬂ(gg@gg),

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

Upe Coc, Uy CPNUg, Up C8°NUg, U CoENUg, and Uy CanUp

such that the BCH-product is defined and holomorphic on Uy, x Uy, and the following maps are
analytic diffeomorphisms onto an open subset:

(A1) Up xUgo = g, (x,y) — = * y.
(A2) U, x Uy = gc, (x,y) — x * .
(A3) Uy x Uq = gc, (x,y) — T *y.

Examples 5.1. (a) If dim G < oo and D is elliptic, then all these assumptions are satisfied for the
positive/negative spectral subspaces gé of the derivation ¢ - 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//G° is a Banach homogeneous space. If the subalgebras gé C gc satisfy the
splitting condition (SC), then (A1-3) follow directly from the Inverse Function Theorem. This is
the context of [Nel3].

Remark 5.2. (From Banach to Fréchet)

Let Gp be a Banach—Lie group with Lie algebra gp, G%, C Gp and Mp = GB/G%, be as above
(cf. Example 5.1(b)). We assume that the splitting condition (SC) is satisfied. In addition, let
B: R — Aut(Gp) be a one-parameter group of automorphisms defining a continuous R-action on
Gp and assume that the subalgebras 9335,@7 qp and g° are S-invariant. Then the subgroup

G:={geGp: 7:R— Gp,t— B(g) issmooth}
of G carries the structure of a Fréchet—BCH—-Lie group with Lie algebra
g:={re€gp:R—gp,t— L(B)x issmooth},

the Fréchet space of smooth vectors for the continuous R-action on the Banach—Lie algebra gg.
Likewise G° := GNGY is a Lie subgroup of G for which M := G/G° is a smooth manifold consisting
of the elements of Mp = G /GY% with smooth orbit maps with respect to the one-parameter group
of diffeomorphisms induced by 3 via M (9G%) = B:(9)G%.

Since the automorphisms L(f5;) of g resp., gc are compatible with the BCH multiplication, it
is easy to see with [Neldb, Lemma C.5] that conditions (A1-3) are inherited by the closed Fréchet
subalgebras

®=0%ng, o =(@5Hpnegc and q=gqpNgc.
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5.2 Holomorphically induced representations

Condition (A1) implies the existence of a smooth manifold structure on M = G/G° 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 T,qo(M) = g/g° of M in
the base point eGY is determined by the identification with gc/q. Finally, (A3) makes the proof
of [Nel3, Thm. 2.6] work, so that we can associate to every bounded unitary representation (p, V)
of G° a holomorphic Hilbert bundle V := G xgo V over the complex G-manifold M by defining

B:q— gl(V) by B(gl) = {0} and 8|z = dp.

Definition 5.3. We write I'(V) for the space of holomorphic sections of the holomorphic Hilbert
bundle V.— M = G/G° on which the group G acts by holomorphic bundle automorphisms.
A unitary representation (m,H) of G is said to be holomorphically induced from (p,V) if there
exists a G-equivariant linear injection W: H — I'(V) such that the adjoint of the evaluation map
evego: H — V = V qo defines an isometric embedding ev).o: V < H. If a unitary representation
(m,H) holomorphically induced from (p, V) exists, then it is uniquely determined ([Nel3, Def. 3.10])
and we call (p,V) (holomorphically) inducible.

The concept of holomorphic inducibility involves a choice of sign. Replacing gé by gc changes
the complex structure on G/G° and thus leads to a different class of holomorphically inducible
representations of G°.

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. ([Nel4b, Thm. C.2]) Assume (A1-3). If the unitary representation (w,H) of G is
holomorphically induced from the bounded G°-representation (p,V), then the following assertions
hold:

(i) V CHY consists of analytic vectors, i.e., their orbit maps G — H are real-analytic.
(i) R: 7(Q)" — p(G°)', A Aly is an isomorphism of von Neumann algebras.
(ii) dm(gz)V = {0}.

Proof. (i) follows from [Nel3, Lemma 3.5] and (ii) from [Nel3, Thm. 3.12]. Further (iii) follows
from Equation (1) in the discussion preceding Theorem 3.12 in [Nel3]. O

Theorem 5.5. ([Nel3, Thm. 3.17]) Suppose that (U, H) is a unitary representation of G and V C H
is a GP-invariant closed subspace such that

(HI1) The representation (p,V) of G° onV is bounded.
(HI2) VN (H>)% is dense in V.
(HI3) [#(G)V] =H.

Then (m,H) is holomorphically induced from (p,V).
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5.3 The setting with «

Now let a: 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 o (see (L1/2) in
Section 3). We assume, in addition to (A1-3) in Subsection 5.1, that o and the subspace g1 are
linked by the requirement that

g(?jr = U gﬁC([(Sv OO))? (24)

6>0

where gc([d,00)) is the Arveson spectral subspace for the one-parameter group (af )icr on ge (cf.
Appendix A). Applying Proposition A.8 to the Lie bracket gc x gc — gc, we see that gt is a closed

complex subalgebra. For f € S(R), a®(f) := [, f(t)af dt and z € gc, the relations a8 (f)z = a®(f)z
and the relation f(¢) = f(—{“) for the Fourier transform f(f) = [p €°* f(z) dz imply that

g(E = Ug(g(é) = U gC((_Oov _6])7 (25)

6>0
where o4 (2 + iy) = « — 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 e®2d4 C Aut(g) is bounded, i.e., preserves an equivalent norm. We call
such elements, resp., the corresponding derivation D = add elliptic. Then

G® = Zg(expRd) = Zg(d) = {g € G: Ad(g)d =d}

is a closed subgroup of G, not necessarily connected, with Lie algebra g° = 34(d) = ker(add).
Since g contains arbitrarily small e®2d9-invariant 0-neighborhoods U, there exists such an open
0-neighborhood with expq(U) N G® = expg (U N g°). Therefore G° is a Lie subgroup of G, i.e., a
Banach-Lie group for which the inclusion G® < G is a topological embedding.

Our assumption implies that of := e/®d defines an equicontinuous one-parameter group of
automorphisms of the complex Banach-Lie algebra gc. For 6 > 0, we consider the Arveson spectral

subspace

g == ge([6, 00)).

By Lemma A.4, the splitting condition

gc = g8 @ g2 @ og(gd) (26)

is satisfied for some § > 0 if and only if 0 is isolated in Spec(add).

Since Ad(G?) commutes with e®249, the closed subalgebras g C gc are invariant under Ad(G®)

and e®2dd. Now p := gN (gf @ gz ) is a closed complement for g° in g, so that M := G/G° carries
the structure of a Banach homogeneous space and q := g2 + gé = gg x g2 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 ad z, x € g, are skw-symmetric. Then one can use spectral
measures to see that ngL is the spectral subspace corresponding to the open interval (0,00) (cf.
Lemma A.10), so that the splitting condition

gc = o¢ ®oe B g¢ (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 (7, H) is a smooth
ground state representation of (G, ), i.e., H®*° is dense in H°, and that the representation (7°, H°)
of G° is bounded. Then (m,H) is holomorphically induced from (7%, H®) and in particular strict.

Proof. First, Theorem A.12 implies that dm(gg )H">° = {0}. Applying Theorem 5.5 to V := H°, we
see that (m, H) is holomorphically induced from (7%, H?), and Theorem 5.4(ii) implies strictness. O

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 gz = gc(] — o0, —=4]) for some 6 > 0. Then the following assertions hold for any smooth
representation (w,H) for which —iOm(d) is bounded from below.

(a) The G°-invariant subspace V := (H>)% satisfies H = [r(G)V)].

(b) If the G°-representation p(h) = w(h)|y on V is bounded, then (w,H) is holomorphically
induced from the representation p of G° on V, m is semibounded, and d € W2 (see (3)). In
particular, V consists of analytic vectors.

(c) In addition to (b), suppose that —idp(d) > ml for m € R. Then —idn(d) > ml and the
associated minimal positive energy representation of (G, a) for ai(g) = exp(td)gexp(—td) is
strict with H° = V.

Proof. (a) and (b) follow from [Nel3, Thms. 4.7, 4.14]. It remains to prove (c). Let P denote the
spectral measure of —idm(d). Our assumption implies that V C P([m, 00)). As V consists of analytic
vectors, dm(U(g))V is dense in H. Since V is annihilated by g¢, we have d(U(g))V = dn(U(gl))V
by the Poincaré—Birkhoff-Witt Theorem. Finally, we observe that the Spectral Translation Formula
(Theorem A.12) implies that

ar(U(g¢))Y SV +H>([6,00)) € H™([m, 0)). (28)

We conclude that H([m, o0)) is dense in H, i.e., that —idn(d) > m1.

Since d is central in g° and 7 is holomorphically induced from 7°, there exists a unitary one-
parameter group (U;)ier in the commutant 7(G)" with U]y = 7%(exptd) (Theorem 5.4). As
the restriction to V is an isomorphism of von Neumann algebras, U; = €™, where B > 0 is
bounded. Now W, := m(exp ﬁd)U;1 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 x Rd and the representation of G x, R by 7(g,t) = w(g)W;
implies that (W;)er has positive spectrum and fixed point space H"W =V (see (28)). As w(G)V is
total in H, it follows that (7w, W, H) is a ground state representation, hence in particular minimal
by Proposition 2.7. Theorem 5.4 further implies that it is strict. O

The preceding theorem does not assert that (7, 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,«) for a:(g) =

exp(td)gexp(—td), where H = H% .
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The following theorem shows that, assuming that (7, H) is semibounded with d € W? permits
us to get rid of the quite implicit assumption that the G%-representation on V is bounded. It is an
important generalization of Corollary 5.9 to semibounded representations.

Theorem 5.10. ([Nel3, Thm. 4.12]) Let (7, H) be a semibounded unitary representation of the
Banach-Lie group G and let d € W2 be an elliptic element for which 0 is isolated in Spec(add)
and g = gc(] — 00, =0]) for some § > 0. We write P: B(R) — B(H) for the spectral measure of
the unitary one-parameter group ma(t) := w(exp(td)). Then the following assertions hold:

(i) The representation w|go of G is semibounded and, for each bounded measurable subset B C R,
the G°-representation on P(B)H is bounded.

(ii) The representation (w,H) is a direct sum of representations (mj,H;)jes for which there exist

G-invariant subspaces D; C (’H;?O)BE for which the G°-representation p; on V; := Dj is
bounded and [7;(G)V;] = H,;. Then the representations (m;, H;) are holomorphically induced
from (p;, V).

(iii) If (m,H) is irreducible and m := inf Spec(—idn(d)), then P({m})H = (H>)% and (m,H) is
holomorphically induced from the bounded G°-representation p on this space.

Corollary 5.11. In the context of Theorem 5.10, (7w, H) is a ground state representation and the
direct summands (m;,H;)jes are strict ground state representations.

Proof. First we use Theorem 5.8(c) to see that all representations (m;,#H;)jes are strict ground
state representations. Now Lemma 2.9 shows that their direct sum (w,H) is also a ground state
representation. O

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 (m, H) for which —idnr(d) is bounded from below (cf. Proposition 2.10).
Let I C g* denote the momentum set of 7 (Definition 3.5).

6.1 Generalities
From (3) we recall the that
W, ={x €g: —idr(z) bounded below } = {z € g: inf I;(z) > —co} (29)
is a convex cone in g, invariant under Ad(G). It contains the positive cone of m:
Cr={zxeg: —iom(x) > 0}. (30)

We assume that m has discrete kernel, i.e., that the positive cone C, of 7 is pointed. The linear
subspace
Or =W —Wrdg

is an ideal because W, is an Ad(G)-invariant convex cone, and the restriction of 7 to the correspond-
ing normal subgroup G, < G is semibounded. Semibounded representations of finite dimensional
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groups have been studied in detail and classified in [Ne00]. Asd € W, C g,, we may further assume
that g = g, 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(m) is discrete, so that the cone Cj is pointed.
(F2) d € W and 7 is semibounded.
(F3) 7 is irreducible.

Remark 6.1. From d € W, it follows that Spec(add) C R by [Ne00, Prop. VIL.3.4] because
discreteness of the kernel is equivalent to I, spanning g*. As a consequence of the Jordan de-
composition, this implies that the one-parameter group e®24d C Aut(g) is polynomially bounded
because its semisimple component is bounded and its unipotent component is polynomially bounded
(Remark 3.9).

Definition 6.2. A maximal abelian subspace t C g is called a compactly embedded Cartan subalgebra
if the closure of et C Aut(g) is compact. Let t C g be a compactly embedded Cartan subalgebra
and gc = tc © @, 08 the corresponding root decomposition, where

gt ={y€gc: (Vzet) [z,y] =a(x)y} and A={acit": g #{0}}.
The elements of A are called roots. We call a root a« € A

o compact if there exists an z, € g¢ with a([zs,x}]) > 0 and write Ay C A for the set of
compact roots.

e non-compact if there exists a non-zero z, € g¢ with a([za,z}]) < 0 and write A, C A for
the set of non-compact roots.

Then dim g¢ = 1 for & € Ay, and there exists a unique element a¥ € [g2, gc ] with a(a¥) = 2. The
reflections rq: t = t,74(2) = x — a(x)a" for a € Ay generate the Weyl group W.

Lemma 6.3. Let x be an element of the semisimple real Lie algebra g and x = x5+ x, be its Jordan
decomposition, where xs is semisimple and x, is nilpotent. Then the adjoint orbit of x contains all
elements of the form x5+ tx,, 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 g = Ixu C g denote the Jacobson-Morozov parabolic associated to the nilpotent element x,,
([HNO94]). Then z, € ker(adz,) C q implies that =5 € q. As z, is semisimple, it is conjugate
under the group of inner automorphisms of q to an element of [.> By the Jacobson-Morozov

Theorem, [ contains a semisimple element h with [h, z,] = 2z, and h € [2,,g]. In terms of this
element, we have q = > -;gn(adh) and [ = ker(adh). We conclude that [h,zs] = 0, so that
etadhy — o4 o2ty for t € R. O

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 C GL(V), V a finite dimensional real vector space, is a semidirect product G = Ux L,
where U is unipotent and L is reductive. Moreover, for every reductive subgroup L; C G there exists an element
g € G with gL1g~! C L ([Ho81, Thm. VIIL.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 n, < g be the smallest ideal of g such that the induced
operator adg/, x on the quotient Lie algebra g/n, is elliptic, i.e., semisimple with purely imaginary
spectrum. Suppose that (w,H) is a continuous unitary representation of G andv € H an eigenvector
for the one-parameter group w(exp Rz). Then

(a) v is fixed by the normal subgroup N, := (expn,) I G, and

(b) the restriction of iOm(x) to the orthogonal complement of the space HN+ of N,-fived vectors
has absolutely continuous spectrum.

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

Proof. Suppose that v is an eigenvector of d7(d). Then Moore’s Eigenvector Theorem implies that
the normal subgroup Ngq < G fixes v. As Nq is normal, the subspace HNa of Ng-fixed vectors is a
G-subrepresentation, hence coincides with H by irreducibility. As ker(7) is discrete, ng = {0}, and
this means that ad d is elliptic. O

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

(i) There exists a compactly embedded Cartan subalgebra t C g and a W-invariant positive system
A;‘ of non-compact roots such that

Wi Nt = Crnax := (IA))" == {z € t: (Va € Af)ia(x) > 0}

and Winax := Ad(G)Cax coincides with Wi
(ii) d has smooth ground states if and only if ad(d) is elliptic.
(iii) If g is simple hermitian, then W = Wiax, and in particular Wy is closed.

Proof. (i) From [Ne00, Thm X.4.1] and its proof we know that the set of extreme points Ext(I;)
is a coadjoint orbit O for some A € t*, that I, = conv(O),) and that there exists a W-invariant

positive system A} such that
Wi Nt = Chax-

As W2 is an elliptic cone, i.e., its interior consist of elliptic elements ([Ne00, Prop. VIL.3.4(c)]), it
follows that L

W, = Ad(G)Chax = Whax- (31)
(ii) As in (i), we derive from [Ne00, Prop. VIL3.4(c)] that W? = Ad(G)(W?2 N t) because W2 is
elliptic. A ground state vector for d exists if and only if the minimal spectral value

m := inf Spec(—idn(d))

is an eigenvalue. If this is the case, then Corollary 6.5 implies that add is elliptic.

Now we assume, conversely, that d € W is elliptic. Then Ad(G)d intersects the Cartan
subalgebra t ([Ne0O, Thm. VIL.1.4(vi)]). As d € W, and W; Nt = Chax, it follows that d is
Ad(G)-conjugate to an element d’ € Cyax. Therefore the t-weight decomposition of H, implies
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that the m-eigenspace of —idm(d’) contains a lowest weight vector (which is smooth), so that the
minimal eigenspace 7—[9\ contains a non-zero smooth vector.

(iii) Suppose that g is simple hermitian. To show that Wiax € Wi, let @ € Winax and write
T = xzs + x, for its Jordan decomposition. Then the adjoint orbit of z contains all elements
Zs+txy,, t >0 (Lemma 6.3), so that x4, x,, € Wihax. Since x,, is nilpotent, we even have x,, € Wiy
by [HNO94, Thm. II1.9], and since Wi,y C C ([Ne00, Thm. X.4.1]), it follows that x,, € Cr. As x4
is elliptic, its adjoint orbit intersects tN Winax = Cimax € Wi, as we have seen in (i). This implies
that every elliptic element in Wi, .« is contained in W,. We thus obtain that

I:IS+$n€Wﬂ+OﬂgWﬂ7
and hence that Wi,,x C W, which implies equality by (31) above. O

Example 6.7. In the context of the preceding theorem, we note that, in general W, # Wiax
because W, need not be closed. Let

n
o(z,y) = Zl’jynﬂ — YjTntj
j=1
be the canonical symplectic form on R?" and d € sp,,, (R) an element for which the corresponding

Hamiltonian function Hg(v) = %o(dv,v) is positive definite. For the oscillator representation
(7, L?(R™)) of g = heis(R?", o) x Rd, we have

W, = heis(R?*",0) R, d,

a closed half space with boundary heis(R?", o). An element of heis(R?", o) corresponds to a semi-
bounded operator if and only if it is central. Therefore W is not closed, hence different from Wy, .x.

Example 6.8. (The case of simple Lie algebras) (a) Assume that g is simple and that « is non-
trivial. As all derivations of g are inner, we have a;(g) = exp(td)gexp(—td) for some non-zero
d € g. If G has a non-trivial positive energy representation, then g must be compact or hermitian
([Ne00, §§VIL2/3]).

e In the compact case all irreducible representations (m, ) are finite dimensional, so that all
operators O7(z) for € g are bounded. Hence the positive energy condition is satisfied for
every d € g and ground states exist (cf. Corollary 5.9).

e In the hermitian case, there is a closed convex cone Wi,.x C g, such that there exists a positive
energy representation if and only if d € Wipax U —Wiax (Theorem 6.6(iii)). If d € Wiax,
then every irreducible representation (m,7) for which —idn(d) is bounded from below is
semibounded because the cone W, = Wi,ax 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 Wiy, € Winax such
that, for every non-trivial closed convex invariant cone W C g we have

Wmin g w g Wmax or Wmin g -W g Wmax-

If Winin = Wnax, which is the case for g = sp,,,(R), this means that W is unique up to sign. We
therefore have
Winin € Cr € Wi € Winax
for every positive energy representation, and thus C, = W.
In general the two cones C, and W, are different. Concrete examples are easily found for
g= 5111_]2(@).
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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 := g° := ker(add) is a compactly embedded
Cartan subalgebra and the corresponding subgroup 7' := exp(t) = G is abelian. For a semibounded
representation (7, H) of G with discrete kernel we now choose a W-invariant positive system A; of
non-compact roots such that W, C Wyay and obtain d € C0,_ .. As d is elliptic, Theorem 6.6 now
implies that 7 is holomorphically induced from (7%, H%). Further, this representation is irreducible,
and since G° = T is abelian, Schur’s Lemma leads to dim %" = 1. This means that 7%(expz) =
e @) for some A € t*, the lowest weight of the representation 7 with respect to the positive system
AT :={a € A: a(—id) > 0}. In this case C,, C Cjo is equivalent to

MaY) <0 for aeAf and A[z},za]) 20 for aeAf z,€gd (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 G°.

Lemma 6.10. If G is connected and d is elliptic, then the subgroup G° = 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 «: 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 C g (Definition 6.2) containing a fixed element d that we may pick in [g, g as
g =13(g) @ [g,9]. We have

gc =tc© P o,
a€A

and obtain with

gt = Z g2 and g =jg(d)c = tc+ Z 9¢ = 3gc(d)
+a(—id)>0 a(—id)=0

the triangular decomposition
gc=0t Bt Do

of gc with respect to —iadd (cf. [Ne0O, Ch. IX.5]). We choose a positive system AT C A in such
a way that
AT D AT = {a € A: a(—id) > 0}.

Then A% := AN At is a positive system in the root system
A :={a € A:a(-id) =0} of (g°t), and AT =A"TUATT. (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 (7°,H%) of G° := Zg(d),
the following conditions are equivalent:
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(i) (7% HO) is holomorphically inducible.
(i

)
) dn%([z*, 2]o) > 0 for every z € g, i.e., Co C Cro.
(iii) dn%(a¥) <0 for every a € ATT.

)

(iv) The lowest weight A of (79, H®) satisfies A(a") <0 for every a € AT+,
(v) The lowest weight X of (7°,H°) is AT -antidominant.

Proof. (i) = (ii): This follows from [Nel2, Lemma 6.11], but we repeat the direct argument.
Condition (i) yields a realization of (7%, H") as a subrepresentation of a unitary representation
(m, ") of G such that H° consists of smooth vectors and dm(gz)H" = {0} (Theorem 5.8). For
z € g¢& we now have z* € gz, so that we obtain for ¢ € HO with

(€, dm(2)¢) = (& dm(20)¢)
the inequality

(052 ) = (6.an(= ) = (6.an(= 9 = an(e)en(e)) = sl 20,
33

By (7) in Remark 3.2, the cone C,, C g° is generated by the elements i[z*, z]o, z € gé. Therefore
(33) implies C, C Cio.
(ii) = (iii): For o € A, we pick z, € g¢ with [zo,z}] = " (cf. Definition 6.2). Then (iii) follows
from (i) and —a¥ € C,.
(iii) = (iv): This follows from the fact that A\(a") is an eigenvalue of dr®(a).
(iv) = (v): By (iv), we only have to observe that A(a") < 0 for @ € A%T because A is the lowest
weight of a unitary representation (cf. [Ne0O, Prop. IX.1.21] for more details).
(v) = (i): If X is antidominant with respect to A™, then the corresponding unitary lowest weight
representation (my, M) of G contains (7, H") as the subrepresentation on the minimal eigenspace
for —idm(d), hence is holomorphically induced from (7%, H°) (Theorem 5.5). That ) exists follows
from the fact that \ actually integrates to a character of T C G. O

Remark 6.12. The set ﬁ C T of chose characters satisfying Condition (iv) is invariant under
the Weyl group W° := W(g°,t). Identifying the unitary dual G of G with the orbit space T /W
(Cartan—Weyl Theorem, [Wa72, p. 209]), it follows that the ground state representations for (G, «)
correspond to the subset T’y /WO.

The above lemma characterizes the holomorphically inducible representations of G°. The fol-
lowing proposition switches the perspective from G° 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 (w,H) of G is holomorphically
induced from the irreducible representations (7%, H°) of G on the minimal eigenspace of —idn(d)
and it is a strict ground state representation.

Proof. Since H is finite dimensional, —idm(d) has an eigenspace H° for a minimal eigenvalue.
This space carries an irreducible representation of the connected group G° (Lemma 6.10). This
follows easily from U(gc) = U(gd)U(92)U(gz) which shows that every G-invariant subspace of
HO generates an invariant subspace of H under U(gd) (alternatively, we can use Theorem 5.4(ii)).

As 7 is irreducible, H° generates H under the action of G. That (m,H) is holomorphically
induced from (7%, H°) follows from Theorem 5.5 and that it is a strict ground state representation
from Corollary 5.9. o
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Remark 6.14. The representation 7% need not be one-dimensional if t # g°, i.e., if g° is not abelian.
A simple example is obtained for G = U3(C), the identical representation (7,H) on H = C3, and

d = idiag(1,0,0).
Then H° = Cey + Ces is 2-dimensional and
G° 2 U(Cey) x U(Cey + Ce3) = T x Uy(C).

Theorem 6.15. If G is a compact connected Lie group and a: 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 (7% H°) of G° = Fix(a) extends to a ground state representation
of G if and only if it satisfies the positivity condition Cy C Chro.

(iii) (G, «) has the unique extension property, i.e., every ground state representation of (G, ) 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 (7, H) is irreducible. Then the assertion follows from Proposition 6.13.
(ii) The necessity of C, C Cjro follows from Theorem 3.11. To see that it is also sufficient, write
(7%, H°) as a direct sum of irreducible representations (w?,’H,JQ) jes. By Proposition 6.11, the rep-
resentations (w?, 7—[?) are holomorphically inducible to unitary representations (m;, ;) and we can
form their direct sum (7, H), which naturally contains (7, H°) as a subrepresentation. Now the
subspace F C H generated by 7(G)H" carries a ground state representation extending 7.

(iii) We have to show that all ground state representations (mw,#H) of G are strict (cf. Proposi-
tion 2.19). As H? is m(G) -invariant, it decomposes according to the decomposition 7 = & B1ea o)
into isotypic G-representations. We have already seen that the passage from 7 to 7° defines for
irreducible representations an injection G < GO, whose image has been characterized in Proposi-
tion 6.11. Hence there are no non-zero G-intertwining operators between different representations
w?p]. This reduces the problem to the case where 7 is isotypic, where it follows from the fact that

p is holomorphically induced from p° (Proposition 6.13), and now strictness follows from Theo-
rem 5.4(ii). O

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 := g* := ker(add)
is abelian. Then T := G° 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 «;(g) = exp(td)g exp(—td). Since
T is abelian, its irreducible representations are characters. So Theorem 6.15 yields an injection

G—T
whose range is the subset R N
Ta:={xeT: —i-dx e C}}.
As d is regular,
AT :={a € A(ge, tc): —ia(d) > 0}
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is a positive system of roots. Proposition 6.11 then implies that
Ta={xeT: (Yae A)A(a") <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 -

G— GO
and an irreducible representation 7 of G is contained in the range of this map if and only if
Co C Cro. Note that C, C g" is a closed convex invariant cone in g", hence determined by
the intersection with any Cartan subalgebra t C g° ([Ne0O, Thm. VIL3.29]). Let A\° € it* be an
extremal weight of an irreducible representation 7% of G°. Then all weights of 7° are contained in
conv(WP)\). Therefore C,, C Cyo is equivalent to

—i- A€ (Cont) .

Hence the image of G in GO C T consists of all characters x which are lowest weights of G°-
representation and, in addition, satisfy

—i-dx € (CoNt)*.

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 = SLo(R) is a finite dimensional Lie group, hence locally compact, but not
compact. It has irreducible unitary representations (m,H) (the principal series) for which
all non-zero elements d € g correspond to unbounded hermitian operators i9w(d) which
are neither bounded from below or above. Therefore (i) of Theorem 6.15 fails for a:(g) :=
exp(td)g exp(—td) and every non-zero d € g. The group G° = Z5(d) is compact if and only
if d is elliptic. Therefore, even if we require only G° 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 ay(g) = exp(td)gexp(—td) for d := idiag(1l, —1,—1). Then « has a compact
group of fixed points

G° 2 S(U4(C) x U2(C)) = {(det(g) ™", 9) € U1(C) x U2(C): g € Us(C)} = Uy(C).

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

A= (M, A2, A3) € Z°

and satisfying Ay > A3, the condition for the existence of a corresponding unitary highest
weight representation is

A3—A1 >1
(cf. [NO98, Lemma 1.6]).

However, the condition C,, C Co, only implies that A3 > A;. Therefore A = (0,1,0) defines
an irreducible representation of G° on H® = C? by 7°(g1, g2) = ga, for which C,, C Cjo, but 7°
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)%,, ¢ — (¢, 1), where C(G, Q). denotes
the set C(G,G), endowed with the compact open topology. The continuity of the evaluation map
ev: C(G,G) x G — G implies that the action of Aut(G) on G is continuous.

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

M RxG— G, (tg)— alg).
Here we use the Exponential Law for locally compact spaces, asserting that the map
C(X,C(Y,Z)co)co = C(X XY, Z)eo, [ [ fP(wyy) = fz)(y) (34)

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

£(G) :=Hom(R,G) C C(R, G)co-
Lemma 7.1. For a compact connected group G, the following assertions hold:
(i) The adjoint action Ad: Aut(G) x £(G) — £(G), Ad(p,v) := Ady, 7y := @ oy is continuous.

(ii) Fwvery continuous R-action o on G defines a continuous action on £(G) by the automorphisms
Ad® v := ay oy. Moreover, there exists a filter basis (Q;);jes of a-invariant closed subgroups
such that G/Q; is a compact Lie group and G = lim G/Q);.

—

Proof. (i) By the Exponential Law, the continuity of this map is equivalent to the continuity of the
map
Ad": Aut(G) x £(G) xR = G,  Ad"(p,7,t) = p(v(1)).

The continuity of this map follows from the continuity of the action of Aut(G) on G and the
continuity of the evaluation map £(G) x R — G.
(i) follows immediately from (i). As a topological Lie algebra, g is a projective limit of finite
dimensional Lie algebras (g;);es ((HMO07, Thm. 2.20, Lemma 3.20]) and, accordingly, its topological
dual g’ = lim g/, is a directed union of the finite dimensional subspaces g’;.

—

We have seen above that any continuous one-parameter group o: R — Aut(G) defines a con-
tinuous action on g = £(G). On its topological dual, we thus obtain a one-parameter group
B: R — GL(g') with continuous orbit maps with respect to the weak-* topology. As the weak-x
topology on g’ is the finest locally convex topology ([HM07, Thm. A2.8]), Proposition D.1 shows that
every g} C g’ is contained in a finite dimensional S-invariant subspace W; = span{f:(g};): t € R}.
Let gj: g — g; denote the quotient maps. Then g/ = ker(g;)* C ¢’ and thus

WjJ‘ = ﬂ Bt(g;)l = ﬂ Ad,, (ker g;) C ker g;
teR teR

is an ideal of finite codimension. We further have (), VVjL = {0}. For the closed normal subgroups

Qj; = exp(le) < G, the quotient G/Q; is a finite dimensional compact Lie group and G =
lim G/Q);. O
«—
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By the preceding lemma, we may write a compact connected Lie group G as lim G/Q;, where
—

the normal subgroups are a-invariant und each G; = G/Q); is a compact connected Lie group that
inherits an R-action «; from a.

Alternatively, this can be derived from the structure theory for the topological group Aut(G)
developed in [HMO6, p. 264]. For a compact group G, the group Aut(G)o = G'/Z(G'") is a compact
group with Lie algebra g’. Hence every continuous one-parameter group a: R — Aut(G) is obtained
by the conjugation action of a one-parameter group v: R — G’. In particular, all normal subgroups
are a-invariant. All this follows from the following structure theorem:

Theorem 7.2. ([HMO06, Cor. 9.87]) Let G be a compact connected group with mazimal pro-torus T
and write Inn(G) C Aut(G) for the subgroup of inner automorphisms. Then there is a totally
disconnected closed subgroup D of Aut(G) contained in the normalizer

Nauwt(e)(T) = {a € Aut(G): o(T) =T}
of T in Aut(G) such that
Aut(G) =Inn(G) - D, Inn(G)ND ={idg}, Aut(G)=Inn(G) x Out(G), Out(G) ~ D.

In particular, Out(Q) 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 a: 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,a).

Proof. We have G = lim G for compact connected Lie groups G; and quotient maps ¢;: G — Gj.
—

By Lemma 7.1, we may assume that the kernels of the quotient maps ¢; are a-invariant, so that we
obtain R-actions o/ on the connected compact Lie groups G;.

By [NelO, Thm. 12.2], every continuous unitary representation (w,) of G is a direct sum
of subrepresentations (my, Hy) with kerg;, C kermy for some ji. Lemma 2.9 now shows that a
unitary representation (7, H) of G is a ground state representation if and only if this holds for all
representations of Lie quotient groups G, and for these the assertion follows from Theorem 6.15.

Since any finite dimensional representation of G 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
G — GO, [7] = [7°] 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 (m,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 G,,. By Glockner’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 G,,, this provides in particular a
classification of ground state representations in term of the corresponding representations (7°, H°)
of the subgroup G°. For abelian G° 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 G,, C G is a-invariant and put
an(t) :=a(t)|q, for teR.

By Proposition D.1, the groups G,, can always be chosen such that this is the case. We also assume
that the infinitesimal generators D,, € der(g,) of the corresponding one-parameter subgroups of
Aut(g,) are semisimple, so that g, = D, (gn) ® ker(D,,) and (L1)-(L4) in Section 3 are satisfied.
In particular, the cone C,, in (6) is defined.

Lemma 8.1. If all pairs (G, an)nen have the unique extension property for ground state repre-
sentations, then so does (G, ).

Proof. Let (m;,H;);j=1,2 be two ground state representations of G and p: HY — H3 be a unitary G°-
equivalence. We write H? := [m;(G,)HI]] for j =1,2. As each (G, a,,) has the unique extension
property and the representation of G, on Hj is ground state, there exist uniquely determined
unitary G,-equivalences ®,,: Hf — Hy extending ¢. For n < m uniqueness implies that ®,, |37 =
®,,. Therefore the ®,, combine to a unitary G-equivalence ®: Hi — Hs. O

Theorem 8.2. Assume that each pair (G, a,) has the unique extension property and that the

condition C,, C Cro (see (6)) is sufficient for the extendability of a unitary representation (7°, HO)

of G° to G,,. Then every unitary representation (7°,H") of G° = lim G% satisfying Co C Cro
—

extends uniquely to a strict ground state representation of G.

Proof. Each restriction (mj),H?) is a unitary representation of GY, satisfying C,, C Cro, hence
extends uniquely to a unitary representation (m,, H,) of G,.

If n < m, then 70 = 7r9n|G%, so that the unique extension property implies that the G-
representation on the subspace [7,, (G, )H] C H., is Gp-equivalent to (7, H,). We thus obtain a
natural isometric G,,-equivariant inclusion

©mn - Hp — Hom with (pmn|’;‘-[0 = id'HO .

Here we identify H" with a subspace of every space H,. These embeddings also intertwine the
minimal unitary one-parameter groups U?, := e implementing o on H,, and satisfying H? =
HO = ker H,,. '

For n < m < k, we then have ¢gm © ©mn = @rn, so that we obtain a unitary direct limit
representation (m, H) = hj}l (7, Hp) of the direct limit group G = hgl G,,. Since the restriction of
this presentation is continuous on every GG,, and G carries the direct limit topology, 7 is continuous.
By construction, it is a ground state representation of (G, «). Lemma 8.1 implies that (G, ) has
the unique extension property, so that the strictness of (w,H) follows from Proposition 2.19. O

8.2 Some infinite dimensional unitary groups

We consider the Lie group G := Uy (C) = lim U, (C) and oy € Aut(G) determined by
—

a(g) = etdgetd, d = diag(i - dy )nen-
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Then G° C G is the subgroup preserving all eigenspaces of the diagonal operator d on C™.
We assume that the (d,)nen are mutually different, so that

T:=G0 =T (35)

is the subgroup of diagonal matrices in G. So G is a direct limit of the compact subgroups G,, =
U,(C) and the abelian group GV is the direct limit of the tori T}, := TN U, (C) = T™. Accordingly,
the character group -
GO = lim T" = lim Z" = ZV
— —

carries a natural totally disco/rinected, metrizable group topology. Taking the differential in e, we
identify the character group GO by with a subgroup of the dual space (g°)’ = RN,

The cone C,, C g° is easy to determine. Let D := add. Then C, is generated by the elements
—i[z},z)] for A > 0 and —iDxy = —i[d, z»] = Azy (cf. Remark 3.2). All matrices E,., € gl,(C)
are eigenvectors of D with

—iDE,; = (dn — dm) Enm.-

For d,, > d,, we thus obtain the generator

_Z[E:;m’

Enn) = —i[Emn, Enm] = —i(Emm — Enn),

so that
Co =icone{En, — Emm: dn > dm}.

Hence C, C C,o is equivalent to
O (Bpn — Epm) >0 for  dy, > dp,. (36)

Since G is abelian, all irreducible representations are one-dimensional. A character x) € GO
with xa(expz) = e?™ @)\ € RN satisfies the positivity condition (36) if and only if

A —Am >0 for d, >d,,. (37)

We write f(d) - T = 7N for the closed subgroup of all characters satisfying this condition.

By Theorems 8.2 and 3.11, a representations (7°,H°) of GO is extendable to a ground state
representations of G if and only if C,, C Cyo. In view of [Ba91, Prop. 7.9], the abelian group T' = G°
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 f/,\ endowed with the
topology of pointwise convergence, which is the product Borel structure on 7' = ZN. Therefore
70 extends to ~a ground state representation if and only if its spectral measure is supported by the
closed subset T'(d). In particular, general ground state representations for (G, «) are direct integrals
of unitary highest weight representations (mx, ") with A 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 ()\,d), where A € it* = RN
and D = add, for which the unitary highest weight representation L(A) of gl (C) with highest
weight A\ carries a positive energy representations for (G, ). This amounts to the condition that

inf (WA — A, —id) > —o0

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 (my, Hy) to be
a ground state representation for (G, o), where the minimal eigenvalue of —id is A(id).
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Remark 8.4. The are also weight representations of G = Uy (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 Py consists of all functionals of the form

—ia=xN—xMm, with N,MCN NNnM=190, |[N|=|M|< .

As Py = —Py, the operator defined by —id € RY 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. Writed =d —d_,
where d are non-negative with finite support. Then

—ia(d) = xn(d) = xm(d) = xn(d4) = xn(d-) = xar(ds) + xar(d-)
is minimal if supp(dy) € M and supp(d_) C N, which leads to the minimal value
—ia(d) = —xn(d-) = xar(dy) = =Y |dnl.
neN
In particular, the representation on V is a ground state representations for GO = T.

Remark 8.5. The situation does not change significantly if we replace the group Uy (C) by some
Banach completion, such as Uy (#H) (completion in the trace norm), or the group Us(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 G,, of the groups G,, := Uan (C)
—

with their natural embedding, given by the connecting maps g — (g 2) Then the abelian group
T := lim T, can be identified with a subgroup of the mapping group C({0,1}",T) of T-valued
—

functions on the Cantor set {0, 1}Y. Here T}, corresponds to the subgroup C({0,1}", T) = T2". Let
f:{0,1}N — R be an injective function, such as

f(an)) :== Z a3 "

This function can be used to define an automorphism group (v )ier of G with G° = T.
The embedding of G into the C*-algebra ®,enM2(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 =Us(C)™ = {(gp)nen € U2(C)N: [{n € N: g, # 1}| < o0}

are direct limits of the compact groups G,, = Uz(C)™ are also natural examples. Up to equivalence,
any one-parameter automorphism group « of G is acting by a;((gn)) = (exp(td,)gn exp(—td,)),
where d,, = idiag(z,, —,) € suz(C) are diagonal matrices (z,, € R). If all d,, are non-zero, then

T:=G° = (T?)™

41



is a nuclear abelian group (the subgroup of diagonal matrices). Its irreducible unitary representa-
tions are given by its character group R

T = (z*)N
of sequences of pairs of integers ((kn, My ))nen. If all x,, are positive, we find that

T() = {((kn,mp))nen: (Yn € N) ky > m,}.

Let (my,Hn) denote the irreducible representation of Ug(C) with highest weight (k,,m,) and
v, € H, be a unit vector of lowest weight, which is a ground state vector for d,,. Then the infinite

tensor product
® (an 'Un)
neN

carries an irreducible unitary representaton of G which a corresponding ground state represen-
tation. In the same way as for the group Us(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 T'(«).

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(F, F') the space of
continuous linear maps from E to F' and write End(F) := Hom(E, E). A subset Y C 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) C U holds for every T € Y.

Definition A.2. (cf. [NSZ15], [Nel3]) Let V' be a complete complex locally convex space and let
a: R — GL(V), t — a4 be a strongly continuous representation.

(a) Assume that « is polynomially bounded (Definition 3.8), i.e., for every continuous seminorm p,
there exists a 0-neighborhood U C V and N € N such that

plai(z))

sup sup ———= < 00
zeU ter 1+ [t|V

We define
ar(v) == /Rf(t)at(v) dt for wveV,feSR). (38)

Then o € 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

~

Spec (v; 8) := {y € R: (Vf € S(R)) ayv =0 = f(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:

flo) = [ e (o) do. (39)
For a closed subset F C R, we now define the corresponding Arveson spectral subspace
V(E;S) :={v € V: Spec,(v;S) C E}.

We define the spectrum of (o, V') by

~

Specy (V) i= {y € R: (Vf € S[R)) ay = 0= f(y) = 0}.

We also put

vi= JV([5,):S) and V- = [ V((—o0,—3];S). (40)
§>0 6>0

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

V=VteVleV . (SC)

(b) If a is equicontinuous, then (38) exists for all f € L'(R) and we can define Spec,, (v) and V(E)
as above with by S(R) replaced by L!(R), see [Nel3, Def. A.5(b)]. This was Arveson’s original
context.

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

pp(v) = [ldr(D)v|, D eU(g).
Therefore
pp(ma(t)v) = [|dm (D) (exp td)v|| = [|am (e * 4 D)v]],

and this expression has polynomial estimates because D € U(g) is contained in a finite dimensional
ad d-invariant subspace F on which the one-parameter group e’244 is of polynomial growth.

As a consequence, the operators ma(f) = [, f(t)ma(t)dt, f € S(R), leave the subspace H>
invariant und the spectral subspaces H*>(F;S) are defined for every closed subset E C R in the
sense of Definition A.2.

Lemma A.4. ([Nel3, Lemma A.16]) If V is a Banach space and D := &/(0) is a bounded operator,
i.e., a: R = Aut(V) is norm continuous, then there exists a 6 > 0 such that the splitting condition
(SC) is satisfied with

V=V ([6,00)) and V~ =V((—oo,—4])

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 (azh)(x) = e h(z).
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Then ay(h)(z) = f(x)h(z) shows that
Spec, (h) =supp(h) for heV.
This leads to
Vi={heV:h|_10=0}, V ={heV:hlpy=0} and V°={0}.
In particular all functions in V*+ + V% 4+ V'~ vanish in 0, so that this is a proper subspace of V.

Lemma A.6. ([Ar74, p. 226]) For A € R, we have
V({A}) = Va(a) :={v e V: (Vt € R) ay(v) = e v},
Remark A.7. (a) In [Ar74, p. 225] it is shown that (in the equicontinuous case)
V(E)={veV: (Vf € LX) supp(f) N E =0 = as(v) =0},

which implies in particular that V(F) is a closed subspace, which is clearly a-invariant. Note that
the condition supp(f) N'E = () means that f vanishes on a neighborhood of E.

(b) If (Ej)jes is a family of closed subsets of R, then V(ﬂjEJ E;) = Njes V(E;) follows immedi-
ately from the definition.

(¢) Lemma A.6 implies in particular that

V(0) = {0}
because this subspace is contained in every eigenspace V({\}), A € R.

The following proposition is an important technical tool.

Proposition A.8. ([Nel3, Prop. A.14]) Assume that (aj,V;), 7 = 1,2,3 are continuous equicontin-
uous representations of R on the complete locally conver complex spaces V; and that : Vi x Vo — V3
is a continuous equivariant bilinear map. Then we have for closed subsets E1, Es C R the relation

B(Vi(Er) x Va(Ea)) C V3(Er + E2).

Example A.9. Let g be a complete locally convex Lie algebra and let z € g be such that adx
generates a continuous equicontinuous one-parameter group a: R — Aut(g) of automorphisms, i.e.,
« is strongly differentiable with o/(0) = ad 2. Applying Definition A.2 to the R-representation on g
defined by «, we obtain for each closed subset E C R a spectral subspace gc(F).

Lemma A.10. ([Nel3, Lemma 4.3]) Let U; := ¢4 be a strongly continuous unitary one-parameter
group with infinitesimal generator A = A*. Then the following assertions hold:

(i) For each f € LY(R), we have U(f) = f(A)

(ii) Let P: B(R) — B(H) be the unique spectral measure with A = P(idr). Then, for every closed
subset E C 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. ([Nel3, Prop. 4.4]) Let (w,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 wq(t) = w(expg td). Then the following assertions hold:

(i) H™ carries a Fréchet structure for which waq defines a continuous equicontinuous action of R
on H>®. In particular, H™ is invariant under wa(f) for every f € L*(R).

(ii) For every closed subset E C R, we have H*®(E) = (P(E)H) NH™ for the corresponding
spectral subspace.

(ili) For every open subset E C R, (P(E)H) N H™ is dense in P(E)H>. More precisely, there
exists a sequence (fn)nen in L' (R) for which wa(fn) — P(E) in the strong operator topology
and supp(fn) C E, so that ma(fn)v € H™ N 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, a : R — Aut(G) defines a continuous action of R on G, and that the
induced action on gc is also continuous. Let ﬂ'b(g, t) = w(g)U; be a continuous unitary representation
of G xR on H and let H* be the space of smooth vectors with respect to .

(1) If « is equicontinuous, then

dr(gc(E))H®(F) CH(E+F) for E,FCR closed.

(ii) If « is polynomially bounded, then

dr(ge(E;S))H™(F) CH®(E+F) for E,FCR closed.

B Positive definite kernels

Let X be a set and £ a Hilbert space. A Hilbert subspace # C £% of the linear space of £-valued
functions on X is said to have continuous point evaluations if the linear maps

Ky H—=E, fef(o)
are continuous. Then the function
K: X xX = B(), K(vy):=KK,

is called its reproducing kernel. As the kernel K determines the subspace H C £X and its scalar
product uniquely, we write Hyx C EX for the Hilbert space determined by K and H% C Hy for the
subspace spanned by the functions Kjv, y € X, v € £. A kernel function K: X x X — B(€) 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),..., (Zn,v,) € X x &, the matrix ((vj, K (xj,2%)vk)1<j,k<n IS positive
semidefinite (cf. [Ne00, Ch. 1]).

If X = G is a group and the kernel K: G x G — & is invariant under right translations, then it
is of the form K(g,h) = ¢(gh™?) for a function p: G — B(£). 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. [NO18]).
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Proposition B.1. (GNS-construction for groups) Let £ be a Hilbert space.

(a) Let ¢: G — B(E) be a positive definite function with p(e) = 1g. Then (Uff)(h) := f(hg)
defines a unitary representation of G on the reproducing kernel Hilbert space H, = Hi C ¢
with kernel K(g,h) = p(gh™) and the range of the isometric inclusion K}: €& — H is a
G-cyclic subspace, i.e., USKZE spans a dense subspace of H. We then have

¢(g) = KUK for ge€QG. (41)

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

p: G = B(E), wlg):=7"Uyj
is a B(E)-valued positive definite function. If, in addition, j(&) is cyclic, then (U, H) is

unatarily equivalent to (U?, H,).
C Bosonic Fock space

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

VeV, = — > ®-®
U1 Un = V1 Un = \/m P Vs (1) Vo (n)
and v" := vY", so that
OV Vo Ve V) =3 () (e ) (42)
oESh
For every v € H, the series Exp(v) := Y7 ) Lv™ defines an element in F () and the scalar

product of two such elements is given by

n!
G ()" =

v,w)l

(Exp(v), Exp(w)) = 3
n=0

These elements span a dense subspace of F (), and therefore we have for each € H a unitary
operator on F4 (H) determined by the relation

llz)2

U, Exp(v) = e =2 Exp(v+x) for ax,veH. (43)
A direct calculation then shows that
U U, = e tmevy, 0 for  x,ye M. (44)

To obtain a unitary representation, we have to replace the additive group of H by the Heisenberg
group _ ,
Heis(H) :=T x H with  (z,0)(z",0") = (22/e 700 4 40,

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

U: Heis(H) = U(F(H)) by Ug,) = 2U,.
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In this physics literature, all this is expressed in terms of the so-called Weyl operators
W(v) := 10/ veEH
satisfying the Weyl relations
W ()W (w) = e 00217 (4 4 w), v,w e H. (45)

We also note that the vacuum vector Q := Exp(0) € F, (H) satisfies

2 2
_ L=l Izl

(Q,UQ) = (e 2 Exp(z))=e 2

Remark C.1. If (V,0) is a symplectic vector space, then the corresponding Weyl algebra C*(V, o)
is the universal C*-algebra with unitary generators (W (v)),cv, and the relations

;o (vy,v2)
L)

W(v1)W(vg) =e W (v1 + v9)
([BR96, Thm. 5.2.8]).

The representations of this C*-algebra are in one-to-one correspondence with the unitary rep-
resentations (7, H) of Heis(V, o) satisfying m(z,0) = z1 for z € T. An injective representation of
Heis(V, o) is obtained on ¢?(V) by

W(z)o, = e 37@V5, zyeV, where 6,(z)=34,.

is the canonical orthonormal basis in £2(V). As the C*-algebra C*(V,o) is simple by [BRYG,
Thm. 5.2.8], all its representations are injective, and therefore the corresponding representations 7
of Heis(V, o) 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)jes converges in V to x if and only if, for every seminorm p on V', we have p(z; —x) — 0. From
any basis of V, we obtain an increasing sequence (V;,)nen of finite dimensional linear subspaces
for which V' = J,, Vi, and the topology on V is the direct limit topology with respect to the
subspaces V;, (|[GN, Ex. B.13.3]), i.e., a subset O C V is open if and only if ONV,, is an open subset
of V,, 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 a: R — GL(V') is a homomorphism defining an action
of R on V with continuous orbit maps, then

(1) all a-orbits lie in finite dimensional subspaces, and

(ii) there exists a locally finite endomorphism D such that oy = e'P for allt € 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 ePv =372 %Dkv is defined and (e*?);cp defines a one-parameter group of GL(V).
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Proof. Let v € V. Then aj_; ;v € V is a compact subset, hence contained in a finite dimensional
subspace W ([HMO06, Prop. 7.25(iv)]). For f € C(R) with supp(f) C [—1, 1] this implies that

alfv:= /Rf(t)ozt(v) dt = /71 f@®)ax(v)dt € W.

For 0 < ¢ < 1, let W, C W denote the subspace generated by a(f)v for supp(f) C [—e,¢].
Then W, C W, for ¢ < &', and by the finiteness of dim W, there exists an g9 € (0,1] for which
We, is minimal. Then W, = W, for 0 < ¢ < g9. As a(d,)v — v for any sequence (,)nen in
C2°(R, [0, 00)) with supp(6,,) C [-1, 1] and [; 6, = 1, it follows that v € W,,. Since W, consists
of smooth vectors for «, this implies in particular that v € V'°°.

We conclude that all orbit maps in V' are smooth. Therefore Dw := %‘ 1—otw defines an
element of End(V). From a;(v) C W for |t| < 1, it follows that D¥v € W for k € N. Therefore

U :=span{D*v: k € Ny} is a finite dimensional D-invariant subspace of W. Let Dy := D|y. Then

d

%(a_tetDUv) = a_t(—D + DU)etDU’U = 0,
so that ayv = etPVwy. This shows that U is a-invariant and that «; = P holds in the sense of
exponentials of locally finite operators. o
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