Journal of Statistical Physics (2025) 192:44
https://doi.org/10.1007/510955-025-03415-y

®

Check for
updates

Implementing Bogoliubov Transformations Beyond the
Shale-Stinespring Condition

Sascha Lill

Received: 29 April 2024 / Accepted: 6 February 2025 / Published online: 25 March 2025
© The Author(s) 2025

Abstract

We define infinite tensor product spaces that extend Fock space, and allow for implement-
ing Bogoliubov transformations which violate the Shale or Shale—Stinespring condition. So
an implementation on the usual Fock space would not be possible. Both the bosonic and
fermionic case are covered. Conditions for implementability in an extended sense are stated
and proved. From these, we derive conditions for a quadratic Hamiltonian to be diagonalizable
by a Bogoliubov transformation that is implementable in the extended sense. We apply our
results to Bogoliubov transformations from quadratic bosonic interactions and BCS models,
where the Shale or Shale—Stinespring condition is violated, but an extended implementation
nevertheless works.

Keywords Non-perturbative renormalization - Dressing transformations - Infinite tensor
product spaces - Fock space extensions - Bogoliubov transformations - Quadratic
Hamiltonians

1 Introduction

In quantum many-body systems and non-perturbative quantum field theory (QFT), one often
encounters situations in which a formal expression H for a Hamiltonian is given in the
physics literature, but can a priori not be interpreted as a self-adjoint operator that generates
dynamics on a Hilbert space. Over the past decades, a plethora of mathematical tools has
been conceived to overcome this issue [1, 2].

An established but little investigated tool in this area are Fock space extensions, such as the
infinite tensor product (ITP) framework, introduced by von Neumann [3]. There have been
attempts to apply this framework to quantum electrodynamics (QED) scattering theory [4—6].
Rigorous results exist on the implementation of Weyl transformations (i.e., linear exponents)
that are not implementable on the usual Fock space [7-9].

The present paper takes the step from linear to quadratic exponents, i.e., from Weyl to
Bogoliubov transformations: We derive conditions which ensure that a Bogoliubov transfor-

Communicated by Bruno Nachtergaele.

B Sascha Lill
sascha.lill@unimi.it

1 Dipartimento di Matematica, Universita degli Studi di Milano, Via Cesare Saldini 50, 20133 Milan, Italy

@ Springer


http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1007/s10955-025-03415-y&domain=pdf
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9474-9914

44 Page 2 of 35 S. Lill

mation, which is not implementable on the usual Fock space, can nevertheless be implemented
on a suitable ITP space.

Non-implementable Weyl- and Bogoliubov transformations are both a well-researched
topic in the C*-algebraic formulation of quantum dynamics [10]. Therefore, they serve as
an ideal test area for mathematical tools that may ultimately turn out advantageous for more
sophisticated operator transformations.

Let us explain a bit more precisely, how the implementation of Bogoliubov transforma-
tions via ITPs works. Roughly speaking, a Bogoliubov transformation V = (” ”) replaces
annihilation operators a’ (f), a(f) by

b'(f) =d'uf) +aw@wf), b(f)=da Wf)+af),

with f being an element of the one-particle Hilbert space f), where u, v are linear operators
on h and where f is the complex conjugate of f. This replacement may diagonalize quadratic
Hamltonians H [11-14]. Related transformations allow for eliminating inconvenient terms
of higher order in more sophisticated H [15-18].

It is desirable to find a unitary operator Uy, on Fock space .%, such that Uy, establishes the
replacement a® > b? via

Uyd' (U3 = b7(f), Upa(HU}, = b(f). (1

In that case we say that Uy, implements the transformation V and we call V “implementable”
(in the regular sense). Itis well-known [19, 20] that V is implementable, if and only if the Shale
condition (bosonic case) or the Shale-Stinespring condition (fermionic case) holds, which
asserts that tr(v*v) < oo. Situations with non-implementable Bogoliubov transformations
occur, for instance, in relativistic models [21, 22], and within many-body systems of infinite
size [23-25].

We prove that under certain conditions, V is nevertheless implementable on certain ITP
spaces H = H/?EN %, which extend all of J while being a sum of typically uncountably
many spaces that are naturally isomorphic to .%. We further elucidate the structure of A in
the end of Sect.2.2, as well as in Appendix A.

Also, the way how we diagonalize formal Hamiltonians H by implementers Uy, differs
from the usual procedure on Fock space: For some formal H consisting of a product of a -
and a-operators, we aim at defining (see Fig. 1)

H=U},'(H+c)Uy )

on a dense subspace D C .%, where H is the version of H with a* replaced by b¥ and with
normal ordering applied. The “renormalization constant” ¢ stems from normal ordering and
can be infinite. While (2) may not always be achieved, we can still split H = >, .y H ™
andc =),y ¢™  such that

A=Y Uy (H" +c)vy. 3)
neN

That is, we define an operator Uy : Dz — J such that (H™ + ¢™) maps the space
Uy[D#z] C A into itself. Further, H allows for a self-adjoint extension and can thus be
seen as the well-defined renormalized version of H.

Our main result is that in the extended sense, specified in Definition 5.1, V can indeed be
implemented on 7 in the bosonic (Theorem 5.5) and the fermionic case (Theorem 5.6) if
the spectrum of the operator v*v is countable. We may then naturally extend the implementer
to a unitary operator Uy : H — H, see Remark 5.7.
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Fig. 1 Renormalization of H using ITPs

It is worth mentioning that within the extended state space (ESS) framework [26], a sim-
ilar result was recently proven even for arbitrary v*v in the bosonic case [27]. In Appendix B,
we briefly discuss a much simpler ESS construction for v*v having discrete spectrum, which
allows for an extended implementation in both the bosonic and fermionic case (Proposi-
tions B.3 and B.4).

With respect to ITPs, the fermionic ESS implementation requires the additional restriction
to a finite number of particle—hole transformed modes. Nevertheless, we expect a fermionic
ESS construction, similar to [27], to also be successful for generic v*v.

By contrast, the ITP construction cannot be expected to achieve an implementation for
generic v*v: Still, the ITP space would be well-defined as ]_[f?e x % with X being a possibly
uncountable set related to o (v*v). However, a*(f) = Y, f(x)a} would only be defined for
countable sums in x. So a*(f) would be ill-defined unless f(x) is everywhere 0 apart from
countably many x.

The ultimate goal would be to implement more general operator transformations W such
that

H=W"(H+cW, )

is well-defined on Dz C % and allows for a self-adjoint extension. Here, ¢ is a general
counterterm and not necessarily just a constant. Transformations W as above arise from
non-perturbative cutoff renormalization [28-33], when formally removing the IR- or UV-
cutoff from the employed dressing transformations. In contrast to cutoff renormalization,
the direct renormalization by Fock space extensions does not involve limiting processes or
cutoffs that break Lorentz invariance. A similar cutoff-free non-perturbative renormalization
technique, also known as “interior—boundary conditions” (IBC), has recently been proposed
and investigated [34—42]. However, IBC renormalization is limited to cases where the free
and interacting Hamiltonian can be defined in the same CCR/CAR representation. This can
be a severe restriction, for instance, in relativistic models,! and renormalization by Fock
space extensions is designed to overcome this issue.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows: In Sect.2, we give the basic definitions of
second quantization and the ITP framework. Section3 recaps known properties on Bogoli-
ubov transformations that are needed for the extended implementation. In Sect. 4, we define
the V-dependent ITP spaces J and prove that creation and annihilation operators are well-
defined on them (Lemma 4.9). On these ITP spaces, we define implementability in Sect. 5,
and prove that it is satisfied (Theorems 5.5 and 5.6). Section 6, is devoted to the diagonaliza-
tion of Hamiltonians in the extended sense (Propositions 6.3 and 6.4). In Sect. 7 we examine
two examples for a diagonalization in the extended sense.

! In relativistic QFT, Haag’s theorem forbids a common representation for free and interacting dynamics [43,
Sect. II.1] But such a common representation may also fail to exist in more general situations, like in polaron
models [33] or when taking the thermodynamic limit of many-body systems [10, Chapter 17].
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2 Basic Definitions
2.1 Fock Space Notions

We consider a measure space (X, ) with X € R9 where we focuson X = R and X = N.
A configuration of N € Ny particles is given by the tuple ¢ = (x1, ..., xy), which is an
element of the ordered configuration space

o) :=|_| oo™ = | xV. ®)
o

N=0

Q(X) allows for a standard topology and a measure puy on each sector Q(X Y™ hence
yielding a topology and a measure g on Q(X). The full Fock space is then

F(X) = L*(Q(X), o) - (6)

The corresponding scalar product is (®, W) := fQ(X) D(q)W(g) dg with &, ¥ € .F(X)
and the overline denoting complex conjugation. For W € Cp(Q(X)), a unique continuous
representative function exists. This includes smooth functions ¥ € C*°(Q(X)) and smooth
functions with compact support ¥ € C2°(Q(X)).

For describing bosonic/fermionic particle exchange symmetries, we introduce the sym-
metrization operators Sy, S_ : % (X) — % (X) defined by

I _
SeW)(r, o xn) 1= o L EDITEO R0y, xow) (D)
’ geSy

with permutation group Sy. Here, (1 — sgn(o))/2 is O if the permutation is even, and 1 if it
is odd. The bosonic (+) and fermionic (—) Fock space is given by

F1(X) = S£[F(X)]. (®)

The (N)-sectors of Fock space are FZ(XO)WN = L2ox)™), C), with symmetrized and
antisymmetrized analogues fj(EN) . Note that we may equivalently write

FX) =P rx)™., 70V =pe...0hH, )

N times

with h := L2(X). A change of basis then allows us to identify § with ¢2 = LZ(N) (or a
subspace thereof), thus identifying .% (X) with .# (N). In the following, we drop the (X) if
not explicitly needed.

Creation and annihilation operators a’(f),a(f) for some f € b can be defined by using
g\xj €X N=1 for denoting the removal of one particle x j from a configuration g € X N

@l(HW)(g) = Z f( D@\ x;),
(10)

(@ (HW)(@) = VN 1 / TEOW(g. x) dux) .

It is well-known that the fermionic operators a_, ai are bounded and hence defined on all
VU e Z_, while the bosonic a, al are unbounded, but can still be defined on a dense
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subspace of .7 . Further, (10) implies the canonical commutation/anticommutation relations
(CCR/CAR):

s @], = (£ 80y [ax(hrax@], =0=[ak(Nal@] . ap

with commutator [A, B]+ = [A, B] = AB — BA and anticommutator [A, B]_ = {A, B} =
AB + BA. In the following, we will drop the indices = if there is no risk of confusion.

Itis also customary to just consider a( f), a' (f) not as operators, but as formal expressions
within a *-algebra?

A= Ay generated by {ai(f),al(f) | feh}. (12)

The involution is given by a(f)* = a'(f) and the multiplication in A is such that the
CCR/CAR hold. In particular, A_ is a C*-algebra by boundedness of operators.

2.2 Infinite Tensor Products

In this subsection, we give a quick introduction to general ITPs, as introduced by von Neu-
mann [3], see also [44]. Some useful lemmas and remarks concerning this construction are
given in Appendix A. For a more thorough discussion, we refer the reader to [3].

We consider a (possibly uncountable) index set /, and for each k € I a Hilbert space .7¢;
with scalar product (-, -); and induced norm || - ||¢. The aim is to construct a vector space,
which is generated formally by ITPs

®
w:]_[\vk, (13)

kel
or equivalently, by families (V) = (Wi)rer, Wi € 4. If I is countable, then (V) =
(W, Wy, ...) defines a sequence. Each family gets assigned the formal expression
)= ] Ihwelle. (14)
kel

which we will later use for defining a norm. In order to answer the question, whether (14)
defines a complex number, one introduces the notions of convergence within a (possibly
uncountable) sum:

e Forzpy € C, ke I, wecall )y zx or [[c; 2k convergent to a € C, if forall § > 0,
there exists some finite set /g, such that for all finite sets J C I with Is C J, we have

a—ZZk a—HZk

kelJ kel

<4 or < 8, respectively. (15)

A simple consequence of this definition is that ), zx can only converge if zx # 0 occurs
for only countably many k € 1. So the question of convergence reduces to that of sequence
convergence. Further, it is shown in [3] that er 1 2k < oo if and only if we have zx = 0
for at least one k € I orif ), ; lzx — 1| < oo. The heuristic reason is that [[,; zx =
exp (Zke] In zk) and In z; can be linearly approximated near 1 aslnzy = 1 — zx + O((1 —

2)2).

2 Here, for A_, the term “generated” comprises taking the closure.
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44 Page 6 of 35 S. Lill

In case [ [,; |zk| converges to a nonzero number, then [ [, .; zx converges if and only if no
infinite phase variation occurs. That is, if arg(zx) € (—m, 7] is the phase of the complex
number zj, then it is required that

> larg(zp)| < o0 . (16)

kel

In order to establish a notion of convergence, even when (16) is violated, one defines that
]_[kel Z 18 quasi-convergent if and only if ]_[kel |zx | converges. A family (V) = (Wy)ker is
now called a

e C-sequence ((W) € Cseq) if and only if ]_[kel [Wrllx < o0,
o Co-sequence if and only if ", Wil — 1] <00 & e, |10kl — 1] < 0.

Each Cp-sequence is also a C-sequence. For all C-sequences, we have a well-defined value
I(¥)|| € C by (14) and each C-sequence, that is not a Cp-sequence, must automatically
satisfy [|(W)|| = 0. However, (14) only defines a seminorm, since there exist (V) # 0 with
[Ties 1%kllk = 0. To make it a norm, one defines

1@

ver “% as the space of all functionals on Cseq which are conjugate-linear in each
component.

Following [3], we can embed ¢ : Cseq — [[;2; 74 by identifying (®) € Cseq with the
functional

O =1((P)) : (V) H(fbk, Wik - (17)
kel

This identification essentially sets up an equivalence relation ~c on Cseq, where (®) ~c
(@), whenever (((®)) = ¢«((®')). In Proposition A.1, we show that equivalence is given if
and only if (®) and (') just differ by a family of complex factors (cx)kes With [ [z, cx = 1.
The functionals in ([Cseq] are then the equivalence classes and the span of these functionals
is denoted by [3]:

~®
o [lic;2% = span(i[Cseq)).
In the following, we may drop the embedding map ¢ and simply identify (®) with &, whenever

S . . . ~® .
the identification is obvious. An inner product (-, -) can uniquely be defined on [ [, ;%% via

(@, W) =] (@, Wik , (18)
kel

which is a quasi-convergent product that we understand to be O whenever it is not convergent.
(-, -) makes ]—I?E 1% a pre-Hilbert space and induces a norm || ®|| agreeing with (14) under
identification || ®|| = ||(®)]|. This norm allows completing ]_[,Q?e 1% to a Hilbert space:

e The infinite tensor product space H = ]_[,Qf’E ; 7 is defined as the space of all ® €
]_[ 4, such that there exists a Cauchy sequence (P, ey C ]:[,Qf)E 1% with respect
to || - || that converges to ® in the weak-* topology on ]_[ I

One may indeed extend (-, -) to A, making the latter a Hilbert space [3]. In order to further
analyze its structure, we divide .7 into subspaces, For which we split the set of Cp-sequences
into equivalence classes via
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e cquivalence: (®) ~ (V) & Y o (P, W) — 1] < 00
e weak equivalence: (®) ~, (¥) & D, ’I(CDk, Wi)| — 1| < 00

The respective equivalence classes are called C and C,,, and the corresponding linear spaces
of an equivalence class are

o [155 #4 := span{¥ | 3(¥) € C : (V) = ¥}
o [155" 4 = span{W¥ | 3(¥) € Cy : (V) = ¥}

for equivalence
1
lI-11

for weak equivalence

Now, each Cp-sequence (V) in some equivalence class [(2)] = C (with (2) € Cseq being
interpreted as the vacuum vector) can be written in coordinates as follows [3, Theorem V]:
Choose an orthonormal basis (ex, ) nen, for each 77, such that Q2 = ey o (we think of e ¢ as
mode k being in the vacuum). Then, (V) = (Wy)xes is uniquely specified by the coordinates
Ck.n = (ek.n, Yi)x € C. In this coordinate representation, it is true that

. ]_[,?ECI # is the closure of the space spanned by all normalized Co-sequences, where
ck,0 = 1 for all but finitely many k € 1.

Or heuristically speaking, “almost all Wy are in the vacuum”. By [3, Theorem V], also a
generic ¥ € ]_[,?EC, % can be written as

®
U= > at) [ ]eknw (19)

n(-)eF kel

with F being the countable set of all functions n : I — Np with n(k) = 0 for almost all
k € I, and a(n(-)) € C being the coordinates of ¥ with Zn(,)eF |a(n(~))|2 < 0.

3 Bogoliubov Transformations

In this section, we introduce our notation for Bogoliubov transformations and recap some
important properties. Standard references on the subject are [45] and [46].

3.1 Transformation on Operators

Consider the one-operator subspace Wj of A, which is linearly spanned by al( ), ax(g),
f. g € b. By an algebraic Bogoliubov transformation, we mean any bijective map Vj4 :
W1 — Wi, which sends al( f),a+(g) to a new set of creation and annihilation operators
bl(f), b1 (g), such that bl(f) is the adjoint of by (f) and the CAR/CCR are conserved
under V4 and its adjoint.

To facilitate the presentation, we fix a basis (e¢;) jen C b which identifies f € ) with an
equally denoted vector f = (f})jen € 02 by fj := {(e;, f). This way, we can also identify
a'( )+ a(g) € Wy with a vector (f, g) € 22 @ 2,50 an algebraic Bogoliubov transfor-
mation V, is identified with a linear operator V on £> @ €2, which we just call “Bogoliubov
transformation”. We may also encode sums of creation and annihilation operators by vector
pairs (f, g) € €% @ 2 via the generalized creation/annihilation operators
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44 Page 8 of 35 S. Lill

AL Pel > A, (i f)-di(f)+a(f) =) (fn,jal(ej) - fz,jai(ej)) ;

J

Ar P > As . (8.8 ax(g) +ai@) =) (gTjai(e_f) +gT,ja1(6j)> ~

J

(20)

A Bogoliubov transformation is then encoded by a 2 x 2 block matrix

u v
Y= (5 ﬁ> , 1)

with operators u, v : ¢ —> ¢2. The case of unbounded u, v is treated later in Sect.4. The
Bogoliubov transformed operators are then given by

bL(f) = AL 0) = alwf) +azf)

= (22)
bi(®) = A+(V(g, 0)) = aL(v®) + ax (ug) .

In order for V to be a Bogoliubov transformation, we require that both V and V* conserve
the CAR/CCR, so

(e bh@], = 1f 00, [b=(Dbe@)e =0=[hNbL@],. @3

and the same, if in (22) V is replaced by V*. An explicit calculation shows that this conser-
vation is equivalent to the Bogoliubov relations

wurvv=1, wvroTu=0, 4
un* Fov* =1, wol Foul =0,

with (uT)ij =uj;, (W);j =ui;, (u*);j =uj; and the same for v;;. Since v*v is self-adjoint,
we have v*v = v*v = v’ so the first equation is equivalent to u*u F v*v = 1. The
generalized creation and annihilation operators also allow for particularly easy “generalized
CAR/CCR”: Using the standard scalar product on F, G € £> @ £2:

roo{(8) @) S e,
J

8>

and S_ =id, §; = ([l) _01 ), we obtain the generalized CAR/CCR:

[4:(F). A1) ], = (F.5:6) . [A=(F), A=), = [AL(P), AL@G)] =0.
26)

3.2 Implementation on Fock Space

In the above notation, a Bogoliubov transformation is implementable (in the regular sense),
if there exists a unitary operator Uy, : .# — .#, such that

UpAT(F)US, = AT(VF) . 27)

We recap some of the basic steps of the implementation process presented in [45] for tr (v*v) <
00, as they have to be carried out in a slightly modified way for an implementation in the
extended sense.
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The main task within the implementation is to find the Bogoliubov vacuum Qy € %,
which is the vector annihilated by all operators b( f):

b(f)Qy = (a*(uf) n a(v?)) Qy=0 Vf el (28)

If we can find such an €y, then it is an easy task to transform any product state vector
a'(fy)...a"(f,)Q € F via:

Uypa'(f))...a’ (f)Q=>b"(f)...0' (f)Q. (29)

The span of these state vectors (also called algebraic tensor product) is dense within %, so
we can transform any ¥ € .% by means of (29).
To find 2y, we decompose the transformation V' into modes by constructing vectors f ;,

such that u f ;, UT, are proportional to the same normalized vector g; € 2 ie.

Fi\ _(uf;\ _ (g 1 o f A
V(O])_(vf;>_<v;g;) & Upa'(f) U3, =pja’(g;)+vjalg;), (30)

where uj, v; € C. If (30) holds, we only have to solve (Vjaf(gj) +pnja(g;)y for each
g j, separately.

3.2.1 Bosonic Case

Here, (30) can indeed be fulfilled: Following [45], introducing the complex conjugation
Jizj = J*ilj = iz.,, the operator C := u*vJ has an eigenbasis (f;) with Cf; =
rif j» AjE C. One may further show that g j= ;L]flu f ; defines an orthonormal basis and
that vsz vJ fy=v;g; where uj,v; > 0 are fixed by

,u?—v?:l, Aj = Wjvj. 3D

The condition (nja(g;) + vjaT(gj))QV = 0 leads to one recursion relation per mode,
which is formally solved by

2

)2 1/4 ,
Jj J

The Shale condition now indicates when 2y lies in Fock space, which is if and only if
2

Zj % <00 & Zj v? < 00. In that case, the transformation is implemented by [15, (3.1)]:
2 .

Uy =exp | = > % a’(g) — (@lg)?) |Ugs =[] Usv . (33)
J jeN

with sinh§; :=v; = cosh&; :=pu;, (34)
and where Ug ¢ : . — .7 is the unitary basis change transformation
Ugr: f;,®--®f; —g;,®--®g; Yji,....jn€N (35)

For a more general discussion on Uy,, we refer the reader to [10, Theorem 16.47].
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3.2.2 Fermionic Case

In the fermionic case, following [45], we can find a common orthonormal eigenbasis ( f ) je J
of C*C (eigenvalues Az) of u*u (eigenvalues uz) and of v*v (eigenvalues p2 ;= =1- Ity 2.
The index set can be spht as J = J'NJ” € N with J” containing all indices of zero
eigenvectors and J' those of nonzero eigenvectors. Further, the j € J’ can be rearranged in
pairsas J' :={j | j=2iv j=2i—1, i€ I} suchthat

Clau=2ifai1, Cla1==2if0, (36)

for some I’ € N. For j € J”, two cases may occur: If v; = 1, then we have a particle-hole
transformation, for which we write j € J{" and get

f’ _ 0 . "
(5)-() e

for a suitable choice of the phase 7; = ei‘PUTj. The case v; = 0 will be denoted by
€ J§ = J"\J{, and we have

Y (J;/') - (’g) jel. (38)

for a suitable phase choice of n;= e"/’uf Incase j € J/ withi € I’ = Ay #0, up; #0
(Cooper pair), we may define the normallzed vectors

M=o ufy . o= ufyy, (39)

where «;, B; > 0, oy = 2 = U2i—1, ozl.2 + /31.2 = 1, and for which

o) = () v(Fa)= () er

Relations (37), (38) and (40) now replace (30). The Bogoliubov vacuum is

[Ta'@mp (1'[ (s — ﬂ,-a*wz,-)a*(nzi_l))) Q, (41)

jedy iel’

and the implementer is

Uy = (1'[ (a"@p +aay )) exp< > & (a al i) —a(nz,-l)awz,-))) Uy

jely iel’ (42)
= l_[ U_,‘,V (l_[ U2i,2i—l,v> S with siné,- = /3,‘ = COSS,‘ =0,
jeJ” iel’
and where Uy ¢ is the unitary basis change transformation
Upp: @@ fj >0 @ @ny, Y ji....jun€l. (43)
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4 Bogoliubov Transformations: Extended

In the extended case, v is possibly unbounded, so we must show that the Bogoliubov relations
(24) survive the extension. We do this in Sect. 4.1, while preparing the spectral decomposition
for the final ITP construction. In Sect. 4.2, we define an extended *-algebra A, of creation
and annihilation operator products, and in Sect.4.3, we finish the construction of ,ff, with
respect to a given Bogoliubov transformation V.

4.1 Extension of the Bogoliubov Relations

Throughout the following construction, we will assume that v*v is densely defined and self-
adjoint. In that case, we can define the self-adjoint operators C*C := v*v(l &+ v*v) and
|C| = ~/C*C by spectral calculus. By the spectral theorem in the form of [47, Thm. 10.9],
we may then decompose £2 as a direct integral

@
02 = / C" dur (M) (44)
a(|C])

where o (|C|) = o is the spectrum of |C|, 41 is a suitable measure onitandn : 0 — NU{oo}
[47, Def. 7.18] is a measurable dimension function. Put differently, as visualized in Fig. 2,
we can find a spectral set X = |, ., {A} x Y3 C R? with Yy, C Z, |Yy| = n(A) accounting
for multiplicity and unitary maps

Uxs: 0 — LX(X), Usx = Uy}

b (45)

such that
ICl =UsxAUxy , (46)

with A being the operator on L*(X) that multiplies by A(x). In addition, we denote ¥ =
Useo Y2 € Z with |Y| being an upper bound for the multiplicity of any eigenvalue. Note
that the A here correspond to the A ; in Sect. 3.2.

We also make use of the formulation [47, Thm. 10.4] of the spectral theorem, which
provides us with a projection-valued measure P|c|, such that

IC| = / Ax) dPic|(x) :/ AdPci(A,y) . (47)
X oxY
Here, we choose Y C Z, so X C R? consists of “lines” with distance 1.
The case A = 0 will turn out to be critical, whence we define
Xeit ={x =G,y eX [ A=0}, Xpeg: =X\ Xeric - (48)
Our (dense) space of test functions on the spectral set is given by:
Dx 1= C°(Xerit) ® €7 (Xreg) - (49)
The corresponding test function space in £2 is
Dic| := UysxDx. (50)
For non-open X, we interpret (49) in the same way as the definition of £(X) (131):
CPX) :=CPR)/{¢ | ¢p(x) =0Vx € X}.

3 See also the formulation [47, Thm. 10.10] of the spectral theorem.
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Fig.2 The spectral set X for a Yy
generic spectrum of |C| ™
3+ °
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Lemma 4.1 (Bogoliubov relations (24) survive the extension) Suppose, u and v are defined
on a common dense domain D C £2, such that v*v is densely defined and self-adjoint, and
such that the linear operator

v:(% ;) V:DeD— 2@ 2, (51)

defines a Bogoliubov transformation. That means, both V and V* = (Z: ZTT) preserve the
CAR/CCR, see (20), (23).

Thenu, v, u, v, u*, v*, ul and v’ are well-defined on all of D)c|, constructed above (50).
Further, the Bogoliubov relations (24) hold as a weak operator identity on D)c|. Conversely,
the extended Bogoliubov relations imply conservation of the CAR/CCR under both V and
V*.

Proof Well-definedness of u, v on D)c| follows from the polar decompositions
v="Upvl, u=Uylul, (52)

withunitary Uy, U, : L*(X) — £%.The operators [v| = ~/v*vand |u| = vu*u = /T £ v*v
on L2(X) are bounded in the fermionic case (—), so u and v are defined on all of ¢2. In the
bosonic case (+), they are spectral multiplications by

1 1 2 1 ! 2
V(L) = _§+ Z+A and p(h) = 5-1— Z+A, (53)

which are bounded on each bounded interval in A. Therefore, |v| and |u| map Dy into itself,
and by definition (50) of Djc), the operators v and u map Djc| — ¢2. Well-definedness of &
and v on D)¢| follows analogously and the domains of the adjoints u*, v*, u” and v” contain
the domain of the respective original operators, so they all contain Dc|. The CAR/CCR
conservation then follows by a direct computation. Checking that (24) indeed holds as weak
operator identities on D¢ is straightforward to check. O

Lemma 4.2 Let v*v be self-adjoint. Then C = u*vJ and C*C are well-defined operators on
Dic|, where J denotes complex conjugation. The spectrum of C is contained in the real axis
for bosons and the imaginary axis for fermions.

Further, if v*v has countable spectrum, then also C, C*C and |C| have countable spec-
trum, see Fig. 3.
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Ty Xerit bosonic Ty KXerit ‘ fermionic
3% c o 3 |
| 1
f o . X i : 0< ‘C‘ <3
0 A raY :
Ly Lo 'l
_1$ . 1T . 2

Fig.3 Left: Discrete spectrum of |C| in the bosonic case. Right: In the fermionic case, |C| < % holds

Proof By the Bogoliubov relations, C*C = v*v =+ (v*v)2 holds, wherever it is defined. Now,
A > A £ A2 is smooth apart from the critical points O (bosons) or 0 and 1 (fermions). The
condition ¢ € D|c| means that the corresponding spectral function ¢x has compact support
and is smooth apart from the critical points. This property is preserved by an application of
C*C,s0 C*C : Dic| — D¢ is well-defined. Hence, also |C| = +/C*C is well-defined, and
by a polar decomposition also C = U¢|C| with U : €2 — € unitary.

In the bosonic case, C is symmetric by the Bogoliubov relations, so C*C = C? and further,
o (C) is a subset of the preimage of 0 (C?%) C [0, co) under the complex map z > z2. This
preimage is contained within the real axis.

In the fermionic case, the Bogoliubov relations imply C* = —C, so C*C = —C?. That
means, o (C) lies within the preimage of o (C?) C [0, 0o) under the map z — —z2, which
is contained within the imaginary axis.

Now, suppose o (v*v) is countable. Then, o (|C|) is the image of o (v*v) under the map
Z > +/z(1 £ z), which sends at most 2 arguments to the same value, so o (|C|) is also
countable. O

Remark 4.3 For fermions, u*u + v*v = 1 implies that v*v is bounded, so v*v and also u*u
can be defined on all of ¢2. Hence, also v and u are defined on all of £2, so the Bogoliubov
relations (24) hold as a strong operator identity on 2.

Remark 4.4 For bosons, it is not obvious that the Bogoliubov relations (24) hold as a strong
operator identity on a dense domain of £2. In fact, it does not always hold as a strong operator
identity on Djc|: As a counter-example, let ve; := je;, with respect to the canonical basis
(ej)jen and let u = U,|u| such that Uje; = c Zj j’l/z’gej for some ¢ > 0. A direct
calculation then shows

M*Uel — |M|U;el = Z /1+j2j—1/2—sej . (54)
J

For ¢ < 1, this is obviously not in £2, so u*v is ill-defined on ¢; € D).

4.2 Extension of the Operator Algebra

In Sect.2.1, we defined a *-algebra (bosonic) or C*-algebra (fermionic) .A generated by
ai( f),a+(f), f € b. On our ITP spaces, we will encounter formal expressions in creation
and annihilation operators that belong to a larger algebra A,, which is defined with respect to
abasise = (e;)jen C £2. We introduce the shorthand notations aj :=al(ej), aj» = aT(ej),
and consider the set of finite operator products

J1

M, = [aﬁ. dl ] jgeN}. (55)
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Then A, is defined as the set of all complex-valued maps
A :={H : Tl > C}. (56)

We formally write its elements as infinite sums
H=Y" > H d, . d, . (57)

A, is made a *-algebra by the involution
*icaj > Ea;, caj —rca; VeeC. (58)

It is easy to see that A, extends A. Resolving each a®(f 7) with respect to the basis e, we

obtain a countable sum of the form (57), that contains each term a?l . a?m at most once.

Of particular interest will be elements of A, corresponding to finite sums. For a'(¢) =
ZjeN g/)ja;f, ¢ < 2, this sum is finite if and only if

¢ € D, :={¢ € £* | ¢; = 0 forall but finitely many j € N} . (59)

Here, the index e in D, emphasizes that we are working with respect to the basis (e;) jen.
If (e;)jen is an orthonormal eigenbasis of |C|, then D, = D)c|, since both domains are
spanned by finite linear combinations of eigenvectors of C*C.

4.3 Final ITP Construction and Operator Lift

Next, we fix the final definitions for our ITP spaces J and define products of a’(¢), a(¢)
with ¢ € D, on suitable subspaces of them. Within these definitions, we assume that v*v
has countable spectrum, so Lemma 4.2 applies and |C| has countable spectrum.

As argued around (47), X € o x Y is countable and there exists an orthonormal eigenbasis
(fj)jen-

For bosons we follow the construction of [45], replacing the argument “C is Hilbert—
Schmidt” by “|C| has countable spectrum”, which renders an orthonormal basis g = (g j)jeN
as in Sect. 3. The construction uses that by Lemma 4.1, the Bogoliubov relations still hold as
a weak operator identity. Now, g takes the role of e in D, and A,.

Definition 4.5 The bosonic infinite tensor product space is given by

® ®
# =114 =]]7deab. (60)
keN keN

Note that the sequence (ex,)nen, Of n-particle basis vectors is a canonical basis of each
one-mode Fock space 77, and can be used to describe elements of H

For fermions the construction of [45], with ”C*C is trace class” replaced by “|C| has
countable spectrum” (which is true by Lemma 4.2), yields an orthonormal basis (7;) jes
with countable J C N as in Sect.3.2.2. Here, 5 takes the role of e in D, and A,.

The ITP construction is then a bit more delicate, since for each Cooper pair i € I’ (so
J € J'), we must introduce a separate Fock space Z ({5;,_; ) ® Z ({ny;}) = C* (see Remark
5.8). Weindex all j € J” and i € I’ by a corresponding k(i) or k(j), such that all k € N are
used and take the tensor product over those k:
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Definition 4.6 The fermionic infinite tensor product space is given by

® ® ®
A=[]4=|]]7d@» ]| (]‘[ F ({21} ® ﬁ(mzi})) . (6D
keN jeJ” iel’

For a one-mode Fock space /%) := ,ff({ﬂj 1), the pair (ex.o, ex,1) forms a basis of each
s, while for a two-mode Fock space ) := Z({5;_1}) ® F({ny;}), such a basis is
given by (ex,0,0, €k,1,0, €k,0,1- €k,1,1), with the two indices denoting the particle numbers per
mode.

Our next challenge is to lift the one-mode creation and annihilation operators aj., aj

defined on the one- or two-mode Fock space .7 to a

Lemma 4.7 Consider a (possibly unbounded) operator A ; : 2 D dom(A; ;) — ;.
Then, for ny]‘.’“ € dom(A;)),

m

AU =u" e U @A WU @ (62)

is independent of the choice of a C-sequence (™) = (\Ijlgm))keN representing W' and
defines an operator A by linearity on

vedomdy ={v=3 d9™ e || Y duajv™| <o}, ©)
meM meM

where M C N, d,, € C and ¥ being such that Aj\IJ(’") is well-defined by (62).

Proof For a fixed choice of (¥) representing W such that \IJ](.m) € dom(4; ;),

well-definedness of A j\IJ(’”) is easy to see. By Lemma A.2, we can now represent W =
D omem dp W™ And if Y omem AmA j\ll(’") converges, then it is independent of the repre-
sentation, since A; is linear. So dom(A ;) and A ;¥ are well-defined.

It remains to prove that Ay W™ (and hence A; W) is independent of the choice of (W)
representing W . For m € M, consider a second representative C-sequence (U™ with
Ym) = ym), By Proposition A.1, @,Em) = cklIJ,Em) for some ¢x € C with [[cyer = 1.
By linearity, A; ;¥ = cxA; ;¥, s0 also A; W and A; U defined by (62) just
differ by the sequence of complex factors (cx)keny With [,y cx = 1. Hence, according to
Proposition A.1, they correspond to the same functional A ; Wi = A j wm, O

The operators a;, a'}' may be unbounded. We thus need to carefully choose a domain to
make them bounded, by restricting the space of allowed W.

Definition 4.8 In the bosonic case, the space S® with rapid decay in the particle number
is defined as

S®:i=1We () dom(N}) S | INW| < cenll Wl Vk €N, neNot.  (64)

neN
kEN()

where ¢, > 0 are suitable constants for each n and k, and Ny is the number operator on
I, lifted to . The lift is possible by Lemma 4.7, which also allows defining N’

In the fermionic case, the maximum particle number per mode is 1, so we always have rapid
decay and simply set

o~

8% .= 7. (65)
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Lemma 4.9 (Products of a', a are well-defined on the ITP space) Consider the ITP space
H D S® corresponding to the basis (ej)jen, which is (gj)jeN (bosonic) or (M) jeN

(fermionic). Then we can lift a; and a; to jf?andfor ¢ € Dg or Dy (defined in (59)),
the expressions

a'(9) =Y ¢jal. a@) =) ¢ja;, (66)
J J

define linear operators a’ (¢) : S® — S® and a(p) : S® — S%.

Proof First, note that the sum over j in (66) is finite by definition of D, and Dj;.
In the fermionic case, a;, a; are bounded. So by [3, Lemma 5.1.1], we can lift them to

bounded operators on S® = ﬁ and also the finite linear combination in (66) is a bounded
operator on S®.
In the bosonic case, where j = k, we have

laj Wil = /N + 19 < [Nk + DWI| < (e + DI (67)
SO
la'@wl < [ 3 Igxlcet+ D | 1w = cilw] (68)
ki #0

where the sum over k contains only finitely many nonzero terms, so we may call it ¢c; > 0.
Hence, aT((b)\IJ € J is well-defined. It remains to establish rapid decay. Now,

INfa{ W] = INJNe + W] < INFT I+ INEOI S (gt + cen) [ 2]]

; (69)
< (Ck,rH»l + Ck,n)”ak“p” 5

so by summing over , the rapid decay condition is again satisfied and o' (¢)¥ € S®.

For a(¢)¥V € S®, the same finite-sum argument can be used to obtain a(p)V € T,
However, verifying rapid decay needs a bit more attention, since ||a,:\IJ I < I¥| in (69) does
not generalize to ag, see also Remark 4.10. However, for all £ with ;¥ # 0 and ¢ # 0,

there is a fixed ratio ““Lﬂ“ =:d; > 0. So with d := maxy dy,

[N ai VIl < (cknt1 + i) IV < d - (ciongt + cen)llax ¥l - (70)

For a; ¥ = 0, the inequality is trivial. A finite sum over k then establishes a(¢)¥ € S®. O

Remark 4.10 The condition ¢ € Dy is indeed necessary, meaning we may not just allow any
¢ < £ inside a®(¢), as the following counterexample shows: For the bosonic case (j = k),
consider ¢y = %, so ¢ € £2\D - For each mode k, consider the coherent state Wy defined

sector-wise by
Nk

v = o~ F (N e 1)

where all o € R are set equal to the same o = o > 0 and where ||V ||y = 1. Then, define
the ITP ¥ = I—[,iN W,. It is easy to see that W satisfies the rapid decay condition (64), as

for each Wy, ||\IJ,EN") |lx decays exponentially in Ni. But still, (ax)ken ¢ 22, s0 we may think
of W as a “coherent state with a large displacement”, living outside the Fock space. It is a
well-known fact about coherent states that a; ¥ = oW, so

la@wl = | > gy wZ%nwn:oo. (72)
k k
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Hence, a(¢) is ill-defined on W. o
The same happens with any coherent state product (71) and any ¢, where Y, ¢roy = o0
In particular, the space of allowed (¢ )xen is dual to the one of allowed (ot )ken-

Remark 4.11 It is also possible to define a® (@) for more general ¢, if one restricts the space
S®. For instance, it is not too difficult to see that imposing uniform rapid decay via

Wes® =|WeZ|IN'W|<cull¥| Vn, k € N} (73)
yields a well-defined product a(¢,) ...a%(¢,)V¥ € H for any ¢q,..., ¢, € 28
Alternatively, one may allow for ¢, ..., @, € £7, p € (1, 2] by restricting to

Ves? = {\v € fﬂ 1Nk + D20 < W]l with Y cf <oo Vne N} . (74
k

where g is the Holder dual of p,ie., ~ + é = 1. Note that Sﬁl cC 8® c 89,

1
P
Remark 4.12 1t is possible to view the subspace ]_[,‘iz’ecN 4, of the equivalence class C as
the original Fock space with respect to the vacuum Q = I—[,iN ek,0: Recall that each W €
]_[,‘CX’E% ¢, can be written in coordinates as (19):

®
w= Y amO)[]exnw - (75)

n(-)eF keN

with F containing all sequences (n(k))xen, such that n(k) = O for almost all k. Hence, each
]_[ Lenekni is a tensor product state of finitely many particles. Since the Fock norm and the
A -norm coincide, the vector ]_[ keN €k.n(k) can be seen as a Fock space vector normalized
to 1. The linear combination (75) with Zn(_) |a(n(-))|? can hence also be interpreted a Fock
space vector.

Conversely, each Fock space vector can be written as a countable sequence (75), since the
span of the above-mentioned tensor product states is dense in ..

5 Implementation: Extended

We proceed with defining implementability of VV by an extended operator Uy, on . Lemma
5.3 establishes that Uy is well-defined and Lemma 5.4 gives conditions for when Uy is
an implementer in the extended sense. We then prove our main results by verifying these
conditions in Theorem 5.5 for bosons and Theorem 5.6 for fermions.

5.1 Definition of Extended Implementation

The implementer Uy, is defined on a dense subspace of Fock space Dz C .#, that contains
a finite number of particles from the space D (defined by (59) with e = f):

Dy :=span{a’(¢))...a"(py)Q, N €Ny, ¢, € Dy} . (76)

The operator Uy now maps from Dz into an ITP space 7. Note that due to Lemma 4.9,
the expressions b (@) = a’(up) + a(ve) and b(p) = a(u¢) + a’ (vd) define operators
S® — S® ie.,in an extended sense.
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Definition 5.1 We say that a linear operator Uy : Dz — J# implements a Bogoliubov
transformation V in the extended sense, if forall ¢ € Dy, ¥ € Uy[D#], we have that

Uya' (@)U =b"(9)W . Upa(@)Uy,'V = b($)¥ . (77)

This requires, of course, that U;l is well-defined. So before establishing (77), we have to
show that Uy, is invertible. This will be one main difficulty within the upcoming proofs.
The implementer Uy, is constructed as follows: First we define some new vacuum vector
Qp =UpQ € S®, such that
b($)Qy = 0. (78)

Then we make Uy, change af- into b%-operators:

Definition 5.2 Given a Bogoliubov transformed vacuum state Q) € S®, the Bogoliubov
implementer Uy is formally defined on D& by

Uva'(@))...a" (@) = bT(g))...b (4,2 , 79
with ¢, € Dy and b7(f ;) = (a"(uf ;) + aw ) for all basis vectors f ; in f.

Lemma 5.3 (Uy is well-defined) If Qy € S® C ﬁ(see (64)), then (79) defines an operator
Uy : Dg — S®.

Proof Bothu f ; and vTj are proportional to the same basis vector e; (bosonic: g ;, fermionic:
n;, see [45]). So the right-hand side of (79) is a finite linear combination of vectors
aﬁ(ejl) . aﬁ(ej" )Qy. Now, Qy € S® and by Lemma 4.9, each application of aﬁ(ej) leaves
the vector in S®. o

Lemma 5.4 (Conditions for an implementer Uy,) Suppose that for a Bogoliubov transfor-
mation (i.e., V satisfying (24)) an Qv satisfying b(¢)Q2y = 0 for all ¢ € Dy C 22 has
been found, such that Uy, in (79) is well-defined on D and has an inverse U;l defined on
Uy[Dz 1. Then, Uy, implements V in the sense of (17) on all ¥V € Uy[D#].

Proof We write ¥ = Uy, ® with ® € D#. By linearity, it suffices to prove the statement for
® =a'(¢,)...a"(¢,)Q, which implies by (79) that W = b'(¢,) ... b (¢,)RQy. Checking
the first statement of (77), i.e., UyaT((b)U;l v = bT(d})\Il is straightforward. For the second
statement, we make use of the CAR/CCR of a- and b-operators, using ¢ = (—1) for fermions
and ¢ = 1 for bosons. Here, the CAR/CCR are valid for a-operators by definition, and for
b-operators, since by means of Lemma 4.1, the Bogoliubov relations survive the extension.

Uya(@Uy,' W = "Uya'(¢))...a’(be_)e (@, d)a’ (besr) .. .a’ ()2

(=1

. (80)
=b(@)b ($))...b ($,)2y — "' (@) ... b (@,)b()Qy
78 N
T o)’ 9))...b ()20 = bW,
where we used the convention that the above sums are set to zero for N = 0. ]

5.2 Bosonic Case

We now show that for a suitable choice of 2y, the operator Uy defined in (79) indeed
implements the Bogoliubov transformation V.
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Theorem 5.5 (Implementation via ITP works, bosonic) Consider a bosomc Bogolzubov
transformation V = (%%4) with v*v having countable spectrum. Let H = I—[keN‘}ﬁi be

the ITP space (Definition 4.5) with respect to the basis (g;)keNn C £2. Define the new vac-
uum vector

® ® 5\ 1/4
Qv =[] =] (((1 - ;) )exp (—;,fkm*(gk))z)szk) . B

keN keN

where ik, v are the singular values of u, v as in Sect.3.2. Then, V is implemented in the
sense of (17) by Uy : Dg —  (79).

Proof By Lemma 5.4, we need to establish the following four points:

1. The new vacuum 2y, is well-defined

2. Uy is well-defined on D& (Lemma 5.3 will be used, here)
3. b()Q2y =0

4. U;l exists on Up[D# |

(1) Well-definedness of €2y,: Expression (81) is an ITP of one normalized factor per space
#%. Hence, it is a C-sequence, which can be identified with Qy € 7.

(2) Well-definedness of Uy: follows from Lemma 5.3, if we can establish Qy, € S®. By
definition of S®, we need to verify the rapid decay condition || Ny Qy I < cknll2y]]. Since all
Qv are normalized, this boils down to proving || N} Qv 1% i < ck .- We explicitly compute

> 2NN

n 21 A2N1/2 2n
INFQuvlE =1 —4H> )" T (82)
N=0
Z/L € [0, 1/2). Now, the function
N tzlv(i)(zzv)z" en*N Ny (83)
(N)? ’
is positive, bounded and decays exponentially at N — oo since 0 < 2¢ < 1. So,
o 2N
V(2N
> @N)! (2N)*" < cons. + Z(Zt)ZN QN =:c}, <00, (84)
(N2
N=0 N=0

which establishes Qy, € S® and hence the claim.

(3) b(¢) annihilates y: This is straightforward to check: Since ¢ € Dy, the following
sum over k is finite:

b@)Qy =Y Gb(f)Q. (85)
k

As in the case, where the Shale condition holds, each b( ;) annihilates the corresponding
vacuum vector £y, so the finite sum above is 0.

(4) Well-definedness of U;l: Consider the basis {aT(fk,) .. .a‘L(ka)SZ | N €
No, k¢ € N} of Dy, where f, are chosen out of the basis (fj)jeN (with j = k). If
we can show that the set

B (fr) . b (fr,)) | NeNo, ke e Ny € 2, (86)
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with bT(fk) = ukaT(gk) + vra(gy), is linearly independent, we are done, since then
ker(Uy) = {0}, so Uy is injective and hence invertible on its image.

Now, as applications of bz = bi(f ) and Uy preserve the ITP structure, it suffices to
show that on each mode k, the set

(DY Quy | N eNo) C (87)
is linearly independent. But (87) is just the image of the set

(@ (fV% | N eNo)c ZUfi) (88)

under a one-mode Bogoliubov transformation Uy y : #({f;}) — 44 (defined as U; y in
(33)). For a finite number m of modes, Bogoliubov transformations can always be imple-
mented by unitary operators, as then the operator v : C™ — C™ is always Hilbert—Schmidt.
Now, (88) is an orthogonal set with no vector being 0, so its image (87) under Uy y is also
orthogonal with no vector being 0, and hence it is linearly independent. O

5.3 Fermionic Case

Theorem 5.6 (Implementation via ITP works, fermionic) Consider a fermionic Bogoliubov
transformation V = (L) with v*v having countable spectrum. Let 7 = [[.y 4 be the

ITP space (Definition 4.6). Define the new vacuum vector

® ®

Qyp = 1_[ Qiy® 1_[ Q0 2i-1,v
jeJ” iel
® ® ®
= 1_[ “T(”/’)QJ’ ® 1_[ Q;1® (H(ai - ﬂiaT(WQi)aT(ﬂzi—]))921‘,21'1) ,
jel! jely iel’

(89)
with o;, B; being the singular values of u, v as in (40), and with Q2; 2i—1, Qi 2i—1,v € ().
Then, V is implemented in the sense of (77) by Uy : Dg — 5 (79).

Proof Again, by Lemma 5.4, it suffices to establish the four points in the proof of the bosonic
case (Theorem 5.5). Points 1.) and 3.) are analogous, while 2.) follows from Lemma 5.3 as
S® =7

4.) Well-definedness of U;l : We proceed as in proof step 4.) in Theorem 5.5. So we are done
if we can prove that the set

r(f;)... b (f; )2 | NeNo, joelJ)C 2 (90)

is linearly independent. This again boils down to proving a linear independence statement on
each . The crucial difference now is, that each tensor product factor .7 may be a Fock

space over either one or two modes. We abbreviate b; = bi(f ;) and aﬁ = aﬁ(nj). For
two-mode factors indexed by i € I’, we need to prove linear independence of the set

(BN B3, _ DM iy v | NNy € {0, 13} € Hg - o1
This follows from Uy; 2;—1,y (see (42)) being unitary and mapping the set

(@M@l D™ | N1y, N2 € {0, 1)) € FUf2) ® FUSfri)  (92)
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onto (91). For one-mode factors indexed by j € J” we need linear independence of
(DY v | N (0. 1)} C ) - 93)

This follows again by unitarity of U; y, as well as orthogonality and zero-freeness of the set
{(a;)NQk(j) | Ne{0,1}} C ﬁ({fj}), which is mapped to (93). By linear independence
of (91) and (93), we obtain linear independence of (90), which implies injectivity of Uy and
finishes the proof. O

Remark 5.7 We may extend Uy, to a unitary operator on - Both in the bosonic and the
fermionic case, we have H = H/?EN ., compare (60) and (61), where a unitary Uy y :
i — 4 is defined in (33) (bosonic) and (42) (fermionic). On tensor product states
pm) . — ]_[,Q? \Illgm) , we can thus immediately define Uy, as

®
Upw .= H(Ukyv“l’lim)) ’ U | = e . (94)
k

By Lemma A.2, there exists an orthonormal set {Wm}, g such that any W € A can be
written as a convergent series W = ) _ M d, ™ 4. e C.One easily checks that Uy,
preserves orthonormality of W), Thus, Uy, first extends to a bounded operator on all ¥ that
are finite linear combinations of W, and then to all ¥ € JZ by continuity. Unitarity of
Uy : A — Jis then straightforward to check.

Remark 5.8 1t is crucial that the fermionic ITP space has been chosen as H = ]—I,? ., with
two-mode spaces 4 = F({n3;}) ® F({n,;_,}) for Cooper pairs i € I'. If we had just
chosen a product of one-mode spaces ]_[i-z’E 77 ({n;}), then invertibility of Uy may fail.

As an example, consider a V with countably infinitely many Cooper pairs i € I’, such that
o =B = % Then, each Cooper pair is in the state

1
W= —(0)®10) +|1)®[1)) e C*, (95)
i \/5
i.e., we have a “half particle-hole transformation”. When evaluating the formal ITP Qy =
]_[l®e 1 Wi, we obtain a sum of C-sequences: For each pair i, one has to choose either |0) ® |0)
or |1) ® |1) as a contribution to €2y, and sum over all choices. But now, there are uncountably
many such choices, as each corresponds to a binary number of infinitely many digits. And

each one gives a contribution of norm [ [,/ \%2 = 0. So Qy = 0, making Uy, non-invertible.

6 Diagonalization: Extended

As we now have conditions for V being implementable by Uy, in the extended sense, it
would be interesting to diagonalize quadratic Hamiltonians H via Uy,. We now give precise
definitions of “quadratic Hamiltonian” and “diagonalized” in the extended sense and provide
diagonalizability criteria in Propositions 6.3 and 6.4.

6.1 Definition of Extended Diagonalization

Recall that the extended operator algebra A,, defined in (56), consists of all maps H that
jm € C. Each

.....

assign to each finite operator product a?l e a?m a complex coefficient H,
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map H can be interpreted as a (possibly infinite) sum

H:Z Z H]] ,,,,, jmagl'“agm . (96)

M jisees jm

A formal quadratic Hamiltonian is an element H € A,, where H ity jm 7 0 only
appears for m = 2 and H* = H. We impose normal ordering on quadratic Hamiltonians
(see Remark 6.2), so they read

1 _
H=3 > @h jkajak +k ,»kaja,j +kjrajar) 97)
Jj.keN

where + means + in the bosonic and — in the fermionic case. The term “formal” stresses
that H is not necessarily an operator on Fock space. To H we associate a block matrix

h tk
Ag = <E :tﬁ) s (98)
with h = (h i) j keN, kK = (kji) j ken being matrices of infinite size.

Consider a Bogoliubov transformation V = (%g) Then, a; — b; => (ujkaZ + Ujrag),
followed by a normal ordering, defines a corresponding algebraic Bogoliubov transforma-
tion V7 : A, 2 dom(Vp) — A, where dom(Vz) C A, is a suitable subspace that avoids
diverging sums over k. The transformed operator and its associated block matrices are

H=Vg(H), Ag=V'AuV. (99)

Definition 6.1 A formal quadratic Hamiltonian H € A, is called diagonalizable in the
extended sense if there exists a Bogoliubov transformation V), such that

. _(E 0
VAHV_<O Lr) (100)

with £ > 0 being Hermitian, &+ being + in the bosonic and — in the fermionic case, and
where V is implementable in the extended sense (see Definition 5.1).

The Hamiltonian associated with A is then H= dI'(E), where the matrix E provides a
positive semidefinite quadratic form on D,. So by Friedrichs’ theorem, it has a self-adjoint
extension on dom(E). Following [48, Sect. VIII.10], dI"(E) is then essentially self-adjoint
on @2, dom(E)®" C .7, s0 H defines quantum dynamics on ..

Remark 6.2 (Normal ordering constant) Our process of “diagonalizing” a Hamiltonian H
actually consists of conjugating it with Uy, so a? is replaced by b¥, plus a subsequent normal
ordering process. This process is equivalent to adding a constant to the Hamiltonian, namely

1 1
¢ =5 ((E) —tr(h) = 5 Z(E,-j —hjj). (101)
J

The sum might be divergent and hence not a complex number. Nevertheless, using ESS
(see Appendix B), we may interpret it as an infinite renormalization constant ¢ € Ren;(N),
namely the one associated with the sequence c¢; = %(E jj — hjj). If E now maps D, into
itself (so each column has finitely many non-zero entries), then

H=U}"(H +c)Uy ,
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which is in accordance with (2). Otherwise, we may decompose H = Y, . H™ and

c= ZneN ¢™  such that in V*AymV = (E(()n) ig(,,) ), each E™ maps D, into itself. So

H=Y U,"(H™ +")Uy ,

neN

which is in accordance with (3).

6.2 Bosonic Case

Conditions for the existence of a VV, such that V* A5V is block-diagonal, can be found in [13,
Thms. 1 and 4]. We can use them to readily derive conditions for when a formal quadratic
Hamiltonian H is diagonalizable in the extended sense:

Proposition 6.3 (Extended diagonalizability, bosonic case) Let a formal quadratic bosonic
Hamiltonian H (97) be given such that for the associated block matrix Ay (98) we have
h > 0, and that G = h=Y2kh='2 is a bounded operator with ||G|| < 1. Following [13,

Theorem 1], there exists a bosonic Bogoliubov transformation V = (% %) such that

e v (E O
VAHV_<0 E) (102)

Suppose further that v*v has countable spectrum.
Then, H is diagonalizable in the extended sense.

Proof Consider Definition 6.1 for diagonalizability. The existence of V as a block matrix
associated with a bounded operator on £? is a direct consequence of [13, Theorem 1].

If the spectrum of v*v is countable, then implementability of V' in the extended sense
follows from Theorem 5.5. O

6.3 Fermionic Case

Proposition 6.4 (Extended diagonalizability, fermionic case) Let a formal quadratic fermionic
Hamiltonian H (97) be given such that for the associated block matrix Ay (98), dimKer(Ag)
is even or 00. Following [13, Theorem 4], there exists some fermionic Bogoliubov transfor-

mation V = (%) such that
VARV = E-0 (103)
#7=\o -E)-

Suppose further that v*v has countable spectrum.
Then, H is diagonalizable in the extended sense on the ITP space €.

Proof Existence of a unitary V and of E > 0 follows from [13, Theorem 4]. By unitarity,
V¥V =1 = VV* so V is a fermionic Bogoliubov transformation. If o (v*v) is countable,
then implementability follows from Theorem 5.6. O
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7 Applications
7.1 Quadratic Bosonic Interaction

Our first example for a quadratic Hamiltonian whose diagonalization requires Bogoliubov
transformations “beyond the Shale/Shale—Stinespring condition” is inspired by [25]. We
consider a free massive bosonic scalar field, which is interacting by a Wick square : ¢ (x)2 :,
with ¢ (x) = a®(x) + a(x). We discretize the momentum by putting the system in a box
x € [—m, 7]? with periodic boundary conditions. Further, the Wick square is weighted by a
real-valued external field k € C2°([—m, 71?), k(x) € C. The Hamiltonian then reads

H =dI'(gp) + %/K(x) : ¢>(x)2 cdx

1 - i
=3 D Qep,8(py — pa)ay ap, +2R(—pi + praj, ap,+ (104)
p1.P2E€7?

=+ I,(\(—pl — pz)a;Ia;2 + I%(Pl + Pz)aplapz) s

with K (p) = k(— p) denoting the Fourier transform of « (x). For simplicity, we assume that
Kk (x) = const., so we can write K (p) = k8(p), k € R.

Proposition 7.1 For interactions k > —75 but k # 0, the Hamiltonian H is diagonalizable
in the extended sense on 5¢. However, the transformation V violates the Shale condition, so
H is not diagonalizable on % .

Proof We directly compute ) and then apply Proposition 6.3. The matrix Ay of A is
hp kp
An=D Anp. Anp=(," ") hp=(p+0). kp=r (105)
pezd p'tp
We diagonalize all Ay j, € C?*2 separately via
- * _(Er O
V=V, Vidu,V,= ( ¢ E,) (106)
peZ3

with E, = vh? — k2. Following [13, Sect. 1.3], this is done for |k,| < hp by

u v -G
vz(i l),u:c,v:cip, (107)
14 T, iy p==Cp 14 p1+ -G

Gp=kphy,' . (108)

Now, kp| <hp < k| <+/Ip|® +m?+k, which is satisfied for all p € Z?, if and only
if k > —"71. hp > 0 also holds in that case and (106) defines a Bogoliubov transformation V
diagonalizing A . Regarding Proposition 6.3, & > 0 and [|A~/2kh=1/?| < 1 follow from
hp and |kp| < hp after taking a direct sum. Since v = €P ,c3 vp can be decomposed into
modes, the same holds for v*v, which therefore has countable spectrum. So Proposition 6.3

applies and H is diagonalizable in the extended sense on a
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It remains to show that ) violates the Shale condition, i.e., tr(v*v) = 3_ .73 [vp > = 0.
If | p| is large enough (say, |p| > pmax > 0), we have % <Gp < ﬁ foranyd < 1, so

1+.,/1-G? G2 242
2 P P X (109)

AN -G} (1+\/@)2 7 apP

We write 3, [vp |? as an integral, using indicator functions x¢(p)(-) of half-open unit cubes
Q(p) centered at p = (p1, p2, p3):

> Jul? = /R @A 1) = Y P ey (10)

pez? pez?

Then, for |p’| > pmax,

00 K2d2
> lupl? 2/ £y dp’ >/ — PP dipl =0, (11])
ez |PI> Pmax pmax 4(|p'| + 52)?
where the integral is linearly divergent, which establishes the claim. O

Remark 7.2 (Infinite volume case) Here, p € R? and we can construct an analogous V
diagonalizing A 7. However, the spectrum of v*v is then no longer countable.

Remark 7.3 (Position-dependent « (x)) In contrast to [25], we assume a constant interaction
strength « (x). Physically, it would be desirable to treat any « € C2°. Then, the decomposition
Ap =6 pez, AH,p fails and it might occur that v*v has uncountable spectrum.

Remark 7.4 (Wick square is not diagonalizable) It may be tempting to sete, = O and to try a
diagonalization of only the interaction Hamiltonian % f k(x) : ¢(x): dx.However, bosonic
Wick squares are not diagonalizable by a Bogoliubov transformation, as “the off-diagonal
is too large”. For example, on one mode (h = C), the matrix associated with a Wick square
Hw =2a'a+a’a’ + aa is

hok 11
AHW:(E ﬁ)=<1 1)’ (112)

50 ||h~1/2kh~1/2|| = 1 and Proposition 6.3 does not apply. However, bosonic Wick products
have still been constructed as self-adjoint operators by a suitable GNS construction [49].

7.2 BCS Model

An example with non-implementable fermionic Bogoliubov transformations is the Bardeen—
Cooper—Schrieffer (BCS) model for explaining superconductivity [23, 24]. For an overview
on recent mathematical advances on BCS theory, we refer the reader to [50, 51] and the
references therein. The “Hartree-like approximation” state [23, (2.16)] corresponds to a
formal fermionic Bogoliubov vacuum state 2y, as in (89). A mathematical analysis by Haag
[24] shows that in the infinite volume limit, the BCS Hamiltonian can indeed be diagonalized
by a corresponding Bogoliubov transformation, which is not implementable on Fock space.

We consider a similar model of a fermionic gas inside a box with periodic boundary
conditions x € [—7, 7 ]°. Hence, we have discretized momenta pE 73, as well as two spins
s € {1, |}, leading to a one-particle Hilbert space h = L%(Z> x {#, |}). The corresponding
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Fock space is . = .Z(Z> x {1, |}). We consider the following quadratic Hamiltonian (see
[24]), which provides an approximate description for the fermionic gas that becomes exact
in the infinite volume limit:

H' = Ho+Hy = Y (epah sapt +epa) jap.y — Apa) ab |+ Apaprap,). (113)

pez’
with kinetic energy &, = 2m — 1 € Rand interaction strength A p € C, of which we assume
AI, # 0. As a basis (¢;) jes for identifying h with 22, we choose
(€ps) pezp CLYZ x AN D), eps(p,s)) = 8ppiss (114)
se{t. |}

with § being the Kronecker delta. The corresponding canonical basis of €2 is denoted
(€p.s) pez? sefy, |- Inorder to obtain momentum conservation, we have to interpret al pl Al
as creating/annihilating a fermion of momentum — p. The mode index p is only used for an
easier decomposition into modes.

Proposition 7.5 The Hamiltonian H' (113) is diagonalizable in the extended sense on T

Proof We compute V directly and apply Proposition 6.4. This is done in the block matrix
representation Ay = P, Apr p and V = P, Vp with

ép 0 0 =4 up 0 0 vy
0 ep  Ap 0 0 up, —v 0
Ag , = e R = P b R 115
".p (37 Ap —gp O Vi (1 vp dp O (15)
A, 0 0 —g v 00w

where Ay p, Vp s € C* ® C*. The diagonalized matrix reads

E, 0 0 0

0 E 0 0 ~
VEAp »Vp = 4 , Ep=./e2+|A,2, (116)
P A4 0 0 _Ep 0 p ¥4 p
0 0 0 -E

and the diagonalization is established by

Ap Ep—¢gp

. oy = . am
JEp =2 13,2 JEp — 2 13,2

From this form, it also follows that dimKer(A ) is either even or co. So in order to apply
Proposition 6.4, we only need to show that the spectrum of v*v is countable. This is the case,
since v = @peZ3 v), decays into modes, so also v*v = @pezg(v*v)p decays into modes,
where each (v*v),, is a finite-dimensional matrix with finite spectrum. As the sum over p is
countable, also the spectrum of v*v is countable, and by Proposition 6.4, H is diagonalizable
on 7. O

Uup =

Remark 7.6 (Infinite volume case) The Hamiltonian H' is an approximationto H = Ho+ Hj,
where Hj is an attractive quartic interaction between fermion pairs. As mentioned above, this
approximation is only exact in the infinite volume limit. In that case, p € R and (115)—(117)
still yield a Bogoliubov transformation ) diagonalizing A gy'. However, v*v has generally
uncountable spectrum, so Theorem 5.6 does not apply.
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Appendices
A Results on the Infinite Tensor Product Space

Our first proposition characterizes when exactly two C-sequences correspond to the same
functional ¥ € 7 = ]_[,?e ; “t. This allows us to define operators on A in Sect.4.2.
Recall that any C-sequence (W) = (Wx)ker gives rise to a unique functional ¥ € 77 by the
embedding ¥V = (((V)).

Proposition A.1 Whenever (W), (V') € Cseq represent the same functional ¥ = V', then
there exists a family of complex numbers (cy)key such that

Ui=aW Vkel, and [Ja=1, (118)
kel
using the notion of convergence for an infinite product from Sect. 2.2.

Conversely, if (W), (V') € Cseq just differ by a family (cx)res as in (118), then they
represent the same functional ¥ = W',

Proof For the first statement, we must prove that Wy and W, are parallel for any k € 1. So

let us fix a k and decompose W = \IJ,! + \IlkL with \IJ,|(| | W} and \IJkl L W, and suppose
that \IJkl # 0. Now, choose some C-sequences (®), (®), that agree on all k& # k and with
O || Wi and @ || Wy, as well as ||y |lx = |D;llx = 1. Then,

(W, ) =W, @) [ (Wien @pde = 19011 [ ] (%0 @edie

kK kK
(119)
<Ielle [ [ (k. @rdier = (k. @i [ [ (0. @i = (W, @)
ks£k! ks£k!

By the same arguments, (¥’/, ®) < (¥’', ®'). But since (¥), (V') correspond to the same
functional ¥ = W', we can freely exchange both expressions within the scalar product:

(W, @) = (¥, ) > (¥, D) = (¥, D) . (120)

This contradicts (119) and thus establishes W = ¢ W;. Convergence of [ [, ; cx can be seen
as follows: We have

112 = (9" @) = [ [(W ceide = [ Jexllwillz - (121)
kel kel
So if erl cx was not convergent, i.e., Zk |cx — 1| = oo, then for the product on the
right-hand side, we would have
Dl Wil =11 = D IwlE lex — 1= [Iw 07 — 1] (122)
k k k
*) <00

Now, ||\IJ,’( ||i > 1/2 for all but finitely many k, so () and thus the first expression in (122)
diverges. This is a contradiction to (121) being convergent. So [],; ¢k indeed yields a
complex number.

But since |W[?> = [|¥'||> = [Tic; W} 117, we immediately obtain [[;c; cx = 1 from
(121).
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The converse statement can readily be seen by computing the action of the functionals
W, W’ on some ® € Cseq:

(W, @) = [ [(We, D)k = [ J(ex Wi, r)x = (]‘[ck> [ [(wi, i)k = (', @) . (123)

kel kel kel kel

m}

By [3,Lemma4.1.1], all subspaces ]_[,‘?GC, M, of A = ]_[,‘?E ; 74 are mutually orthogonal.
This allows for a particularly simple decomposition.

LemmaA.2 Forany ¥ € j?;, we can write

®
U= > dy¥™ =3 dn [T, (124)

meM meM kel

with M being a subset of N, W defined by the mutually orthogonal Co-sequences (W)
with |W ™| = 1 and where >om |dm|? < o0 is a complex sequence.

Moreover, one can choose a fixed set Z = {W D}, c4 defined by mutually orthogonal,
normalized Co-sequences (W @), such that for all W € J, the form (124) can be achieved
by taking only W™ e Z. The decomposition (124) is then unique up to the choice of the
W™ e ing W

P presenting .

So Z is an orthonormal basis of .7 that might be uncountable, but the elements W € H
are all countable linear combinations with coefficient sequences in £2.

Proof By definition, any W € J can be approximated by a Cauchy sequence ('), cny C

~® . . . . .

]_[ke 17, W) 5 W, So each W) can be written as a finite linear combination of C-
sequences. All C-sequences, that are no Cp-sequences, must have norm 0, so we drop them
and simply write

Lr
v =3 w, (125)
=1

with (\Ilér)) being Cp-sequences. Now, the Cyp-sequences decay into mutually orthogonal
equivalence classes C, out of which countably many are occupied by any ¥ So

v =3 N =y el (126)
C

€ ewMec
By orthogonality of the subspaces ¥ € ]_[,?EC, %, we have

W@ —w @2 =3 e — e (127)
C

(W), is a Cauchy sequence, so (\Ifg)),eN is also a Cauchy sequence for all C. That
means, the limit ¥¢ = lim,_, ‘llg ) exists and by orthogonality of the \llg ) for each r,

Jim dowe =) fm v’ e W=D Ve (128)
C C C
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We may now write W¢ in coordinates:

®
Vo= lim v =1lm Y v’ =3 acm)[]ewnw - (129)

r—00 r—00
Z:(ll/;r))eC n(-)eFr kel

so also W can be written as a countable sum over mutually orthogonal, normalized Cop-
sequences with coordinates ac (n(-)). We index the sequences and coordinates by (w0
and d,,,, which yields the desired form (124).

Square summability of the d,,, can be seen by

D ldnl* =YY" lacmO)*. (130)

C n()eF

Now, the set Z = {W @}, 4 is exactly the union of all vectors ]_[}?E 1 €k,n(k) over all classes
C, which is indeed a set of mutually orthogonal, normalized vectors.
Uniqueness of the decomposition follows by orthogonality of the W, O

Further, by [3, Definition 6.1.1], two Co-sequences (V), (®) are weakly equivalent, if
and only if there exists a family (zx)ke; C C with (zx Wi )kes being (strongly) equivalent to
(®x)kers. From that, we conclude:

LemmaA.3 Let Cy, be the weak equivalence class of a Cy-sequence () = (®Py)rer, choose
an orthonormal basis (ex n)neN, for each H} such that ®; = ci o and define for any Co-
sequence (V) = (Wy)ker the coordinates ci n = (ek.n, Vi )k-

Then, ]_[,?EC,"’ 4 is exactly the closure of the span of all normalized Cy-sequences, where
Ick,0l = 1 for all but finitely many k € 1.

Note that the last statement means ¢, = O for n > 1 and for those k. In simple words,
Lemma A.3 asserts that replacing C by C,, in the equivalence class is done via replacing
ck,0 = 1by |ckol =1.

Proof First, we prove that any normalized Co-sequence (W) with |cg 0] = 1 almost every-
where is weakly equivalent to (®): We can define a family of phase rotations |zx| = 1, such
that zxck,0 = 1 for all k with |cx 0| = 1. So (zxWk)ker has zxck,0 = 1 almost everywhere
and is hence a Cy-sequence strongly equivalent to (®). Therefore, (V) is weakly equivalent
to (P). So V¥ e ]_[,QE’e 7* . and the same holds for the span of these Cp-sequences and their
closure with respect to the Hilbert space topology on ¢

Conversely, any ¥ € I—[?EC;“’ # 1s within the closure of the span of normalized Cy-
sequences with |cx o] = 1 almost everywhere: By Lemma A.2, we may write

®
v= Y d, e

meM kel
where Y, [dnl> < oo and the (W) = (W")c; with [[¥™| = 1 are orthog-
onal. Further, we may choose (WY ~, (®), since all (") were constructed to
come from a (strong) equivalence class C contained within Cy,. So there exist families
@ ket 121 = 1 suchthat (2" W™ )es ~ (@) forallm € M. By strong equivalence,
we may approximate each (z,(cm) \lllim) ) up to arbitrary precision ¢ > 0 by a linear combina-
tion of (normalized) families W m.8) quch that, when writing these families in coordinates,

we have c,%’g) = 1 almost everywhere in k € I. Hence, the families ((Z,((m))_l\lf,gm'g))kel
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approximate W™ up to precision . They satisfy |(z,(€m) )’16,(!'6’8) | = 1 almost everywhere, so

W) can be approximated up to arbitrary precision by a linear combination of Co-sequences
with the above-mentioned property. And by (124) and convergence of |d,,|?, also an arbi-
trary approximation of W is possible by linear combinations of normalized Co-sequences
with |cx o] = 1 almost everywhere. m]

B Extended State Space

As mentioned in the introduction, it is also possible to achieve results similar to Theorems 5.5
and 5.6 in the “Extended State Space” setting from [26, 27]. In this appendix, we define
extensions .%, .Z ¢ adapted to v*v having discrete spectrum, so the definitions are simpler
than in [26, 27].

B.1 ESS Construction

We start by defining

e The space of generalized one-particle wave functions
E=eM)=CN:={¢p:N—> C}, (131)

that is, the space of complex sequences ¢ = (¢;) jen. It extends Dg (bosonic) or Dy
(fermionic) and replaces the smooth function space . from [26].
e The space of generalized N-particle wave functions

EMMN) = (v : NV > C}. (132)
e The space of generalized Fock space functions (which replaces Y}O from [26]):
oo
ExN) =P MM = (w: oN) > C} . (133)
N=0

&z is not yet the final extended state space. Formal state vectors occurring in QFT include
products of functions ¥, € £z and exponentials of divergent sums e® with “r = +00”, see
[26]. Hence, we need to construct structures accommodating such infinite quantities.

First, we introduce a space of renormalization factors Ren;(N), whose elements are
sequences that represent formal (and possibly divergent) series, thus replacing the formal
(and possibly divergent) integrals from Ren; in [26].

e Ren(N) := S/le. Here, for ri,r; € £(N), we define rq{ ~Ren, r2 if and only if
(ri—r) et =L'N)yand Y- ;NG j —r2) =0.

We denote elements of Ren; by vt = [r] and identify v = ZjeN rj e Cifr e eh Al
Ren;-elements not identifiable with a C-number can be thought of as “controlled infinitely
large numbers”.

Multiplication of Ren;-elements is allowed by introducing the free vector spaces Pol p (N),
P e N, called space of renormalization polynomials of degree P, and defined as being
spanned by all commutative productsty -...-t,, p < P, t; € Renj(N). Again, we identify
equivalent terms by modding out an equivalence relation:

e Renp(N) := Polp(N)/NRenP with ~Rgen, generated by bothvita ... t, ~Renp C112...7p
forv; = ZjeN ri,j =c1 € Cand (c1e2)ty ... tp ~Renp C1(C21) ... Tp.
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The space of renormalization polynomials is then given by

Ren(N) := |_J Renp(N) . (134)
PeN

Wave function renormalization factors usually take the form e®, where v € Ren; may
or may not correspond to a finite number, as well as linear combinations of such terms e*.
We will interpret them as elements of a suitably defined field eRen. For this, consider the
group algebra C[Ren], where the group is (Ren, +) with addition as described above. We
identify elements v € Ren; with the symbolic expression e, both to distinguish the two
additions in (Renj, +) and C[Ren;], as well as to be congruent with the intuition that e®
is an exponential of a finite or infinite number. Elements in C[Ren;] are then denoted as
cre® +...+cye™, c; € C, r; € Ren;. Some elements of C[Ren;] are intuitively equal
to zero. We set them equivalent to zero by modding out an ideal Z C C[Ren;] generated by
all elements ee® — e“** with ¢ € C, v € Ren;.

As in [26, Proposition 3.2] one proves that the quotient ring C[Ren;]/Z has no proper
zero divisors. So the following quotient field exists, which is a field extension of C:

e eRen(N) := {c = aj/ar | aj,ar € C[Ren|(N)]/Z} is the field of wave function
renormalizations.

The formal state vectors appearing in QFT are of the form ¥ = ), ¢, ¥, withc,, € eRen
and ¥,, € £z . Those can be described as elements of the following space:

o Z(N) := Zy(N)/ ~g s the first extended state space, where Z0(N) is the free eRen-
vector space over £z (all finite eRen-linear combinations) and ~f is generated by
(co)W¥,, ~f ¢(c¥,,) forc € C.

For intermediate calculations, we will need an even larger vector space Z ox, which allows
for multiplication of ¥ by elements of Ren. We define R.enQ(N) to consist of all functions

O(N) — Ren, which replaces the similarly-defined Ren€ from [26].

o Zox(N) := §ex,0 (N)/~p 1s the second extended state space, where ?ex,() (N) is the set
of all countable eRen-linear combinations ¥ = Zm eN Sm Wi with ¢, € eRen(N), ¥, €
RenQ(N) and where ~pex is generated by (cc)W,,;, ~pex ¢(cW,,) for c € C.

We may embed the complex numbers into Ren by identifying ¢ € C with ce® € eRen.
Hence, the space .# can be embedded into .% .

RemarkB.1 (Comparison with non-standard analysis) The construction of Ren; might
remind about that of the extended real line *R in non-standard analysis [52, Sect. 1.1],
since both extend R by modding out an equivalence relation on sequences. One may there-
fore ask whether Ren; can be naturally embedded into *R or vice versa. This is not the case.
First, note that Ren; extends C and not just R, while there are no elements corresponding
to complex numbers in *R. Even when restricting to real sequences, an embedding would
require to identify a sequence r = (r;) jen, [r] € Reny, with its series s(r) := (s(r) ;) jen,
s(r)j = Z{e:] r¢ with respect to *R. This is needed to be consistent with the identification
r = ¢ € Rin Ren; whenever Zj rj = c¢ < 0o, as well as the identification s (r) = ¢ € Rin
*R, whenever s(r); =cforall j > J,J e N.

Now, there always exists an infinite set A C N, such that s(r;) and s(r;) equivalent with
respect to *R whenever they agree on N\ A. However, the difference between r and r; on
A may not be £!'-summable, rendering the two sequences inequivalent with respect to Ren;.
So Ren; cannot be naturally embedded into *R.
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Conversely, *R contains many inequivalent s (r) converging to the same ¢ € R (correspond-
ing to infinitesimals), even with £!-summable differences, while the corresponding r are all
equivalent with respect to Renj.

B.2 Operator Lift and Implementation

Creation and annihilation operators af (@), a(¢) are defined on ¥,,, : Q(N) — Cin similarity
to (10). Formally,

(@1 (@) Yu)(q) = Z ¢jk‘1’ @\ . @@V @ =VN 1Y 6 Vg, ).
J

(135)
Using that there is a natural distribution pairing between D and &, one easily verifies the
following well-definedness statement.

Lemma B.2 (Products of a', a are well-defined on the ESS) Consider the ESS Z built over
E. Then, (135) uniquely defines operators a’ (@), a(¢) as follows:

ad@):F -7, a(¢>» -7 Vo €D,

a' @) F—>F, a@):F—> Fex VPeE&.

Note that the CAR/CCR are a direct consequence of (135) and hence still valid for the
operator extensions.

The condition for Uy, : Dy — .7 being an “extended implementer” is identical to the
ITP case (Definition 5.1). Also Definition 5.2 for Uy, given a Bogoliubov vacuum Qy, € .Z,
carries over from ITP to ESS. Then, Lemma 5.3 (well-definedness of Uy,) and Lemma 5.4
are established analogously. By checking the four conditions as in the proofs of Theorems
5.5 and 5.6, it is then straightforward to verify the following two results.

(136)

Proposition B.3 (Implementation via ESS works, bosonic) Consider a bosonic Bogoliubov
transformation V = (% %) with v*v having countable spectrum. Let F be the ESS over €
with respect to the basis (g;)keNn C Iz Define the new vacuum vector

Qp = exp ( > log <1 - )) exp ( 3 ;:k(aT(gk))2> Q=c"Wy, (137

k

=:e® =:¥y)
where ik, vk are the singular values of u, v as in Sect.3.2. Then, V is implemented in the
sense of (77) by Uy : Dz — F (79).

Proposition B.4 (Implementation via ESS works, fermionic) Consider a fermionic Bogoli-
ubov transformation'V = (%%) with v*v having countable spectrum. Let F be the ESS over
& with respect to the basis (1) jes, and let |J{'| < 00, so the number of modes with a full
particle—hole transformation is finite. Define the new vacuum vector

® ® ) .
Qp =exp (Z logaz-> [[a'm) (1"[ (1 —~ fa"‘(nz»aT(nz,-l))) Q=c"Wy,
D

iel’ jel! iel’

=t =Z\[’V
(138)
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with «;, B; being the singular values of u, v as in (40). Then, V is implemented in the sense

of (1T) by Uy, : Dy — F (19).

In contrast to Theorem 5.6, the additional condition of having finitely many modes with
a particle-hole transformation comes from the requirement that > be in .%.

Diagonalizability of Hamiltonians in an extended sense can then be defined for .% exactly
as for ./ (Definition 6.1). Finally, also Propositions 6.3 and 6.4 for diagonalizability carry
over from # to .7, with the restriction to finitely many particle-hole transformed modes in
the fermionic case.
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