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ABSTRACT

Non-associative Quantum Mechanics and Jordan Algebras
Ekin Sila Yoriik
Doctor of Philosophy in Physics
January 17, 2024

We present a Jordan algebraic formulation of the non-commutative Landau problem
coupled to a harmonic potential. To achieve this, we use a new formulation of the
Hilbert space version of quantum mechanics. Using this construction, the Hilbert
space corresponding to the non-commutative Landau problem is obtained. For that
problem, non-commutative parameters are described in terms of an associator in the
Jordan algebraic setting. Pure states and density matrices arising from this problem
are characterized. This in turn leads us to the Jordan-Schrodinger time-evolution

equation for the state vectors for this specific problem.
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OZETCE

Birlesmeli Olmayan Kuantum Mekanigi ve Jordan Cebirleri
Ekin Sila Yoriik
Fizik, Doktora
17 Ocak 2024

Bu tezde harmonik potansiyel etkisindeki degigsmeli olmayan Landau probleminin
Jordan cebirsel formiilasyonu sunulmustur. Bunun i¢in kuantum mekaniginin yeni
bir Hilbert uzay1 formiilasyonu ortaya atilmigtir. Bu yaklagim kullanilarak degismeli
olmayan Landau problemine karsilik gelen Hilbert uzayi olugturulmustur. Daha
sonra degismeli olmayan parametreler birlestirici iglem cinsinden Jordan cebirleri
nezninde tanimlanmistir. Bu problemden ortaya c¢ikan saf durumlar ve yogunluk
matrisleri de karakterize edilmisgtir. Bu kuram bizi eldeki problemin durum vektorleri

cinsinden Jordan-Schrodinger zaman evrimi denklemine gotiirmiistiir.



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

I would like to thank my advisor Prof. Tekin Dereli for his great knowledge and
guidance. I also would like to thank my committee members Prof. Ali Mostafazadeh,
Prof. Ozgiir Miistecaplioglu, Prof. Teoman Turgut, Prof. Kayhan Ulker for their
contributions to my thesis work.

I am very grateful and thankful to my husband Emre, my mother Esra, my father
Nazmi and my sister Pelin for their unconditional love, support, and encouragement.
Their support has always been my greatest driving force, and without it, this work
would not be possible.

Finally, I would like to thank Kog¢ University Graduate School of Sciences and
Engineering (GSSE) for financial support.

vi



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Chapter 1: Introduction 1
Chapter 2: Operator Algebras 6
2.1 Basicson C*-algebras . . . . . . . . .. ... . 6
2.1.1 von Neumann Algebras . . . . . . .. .. ... ... ...... 10

2.2 Jordan-Banach Algebras . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... 13
221 JBW-algebras . . . . . ... ..o 18

Chapter 3: Jordan Algebraic Formulation of Quantum Mechanics 21

3.1 Quantum Mechanics . . . . .. .. ... oL 21
3.2 Jordan Algebra of Observables . . . . . . ... ... ... ... .... 23
3.3 Jordan Algebraic Hilbert Space Construction . . . . . . .. . ... .. 33
3.3.1 Hilbert Space Formulation via GNS-construction . . . . . .. 33

3.3.2 Jordan-GNS Construction . . . . . ... ... ... ...... 37
Chapter 4: Non-commutative Geometry and Landau Problem 40
4.1 Landau Problem . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 40
4.2 Non-commutativity in the lowest Landau level in classical formulation 42
4.3 Non-commutative Landau problem with harmonic potential . . . . . 43
4.3.1 Density Matrices in the JBW-algebra Setting . . .. .. ... 46
Chapter 5: Conclusion 53
Bibliography 54

Vil



Chapter 1: Introduction 1

Chapter 1

INTRODUCTION

In the algebraic formulation of quantum mechanics, observables play a central
role. The main motivation for this approach is to formulate quantum mechanics in
terms of the essential ingredients only; which are observables, states, expectation
values and their time evolution. In this approach which is initiated by Segal [Segal,
1947], observables are taken as the self-adjoint part of a C*-algebra A, states are
positive linear functionals on A, and the real number that a state assings to an
observable is the expectation value of that observable in that state (See [Fano, 1957],
[Sorkin, 1994], [Kempf A., 1995] for deeper formulations of quantum mechanics). But
it turns out that the C*-algebra we started with contains a lot of elements which
are not self-adjoint. As a result of this, one needs a better structure describing the

algebra of observables to start with.

Observables form an algebra under the following non-associative Jordan product
1

which qualifies as a real Jordan algebra since the Jordan product is commutative

and it satisfies the Jordan identity
(AeB)e A = Ae (B e A?)

which is equivalent to power-associativity of A when A is formally real [Jordan P.,
1934]. Jordan algebras were originally introduced as a mathematical model of quan-
tum mechanics motivated by the observation below [Jordan P., 1934]. Since the

Jordan product can be expressed by squares only

1

Ae B = -
4

((A+B)* = (A-B)"),
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the set of observables should be closed under Jordan multiplication. A Jordan
algebra is called special if it comes from the Jordan product in an associative algebra,

which is the case in our definition of Jordan algebra of observables.

Since the algebras arising in quantum mechanics are typically infinite dimen-
sional, it is of interest to develop a structure theory compatible with the infinite
dimensional case. This idea is initiated by [Alfsen E. M., 1978a], where the direct
analogues of C*-algebras that are called as JB-algebras are studied. JB-algebras
are Jordan algebras with a Banach space structure. They satisfy the following con-

ditions

1A% = Al
147 = B?|| < max{|| A%, || B||"},
A e Bl < [[A[llB].

First condition, also known as the C* condition, is a consequence of second
condition (positivity condition) and third condition (an analogue of Banach space
axiom). Therefore, the observables, which can be considered as the self adjoint
part of a C*-algebra, form a JC-algebra, in other words, a special JB-algebra. At
this point, we can say that if one wants to formulate quantum mechanical problems
using the essential ingredients only, it is important to write down a formulation using
the Jordan algebraic approach. Also, we can note that all JB-algebras, with the
exception of H3(Q), can be seen as the self adjoint part of a C*-algebra, so they can
be represented on a complex Hilbert space [Alfsen E. M., 1978a] (See [Townsend
P. K., 2016], [Giinaydm, 1980], [Giinaydin M., 1984], [Niestegge, 2020] for more
detailed work on the exceptional character of H3(0), and Jordan algebras).

Apart from the Jordan algebras, we should also note other non-associative struc-
tures which have applications in physical problems [Giinaydin M., Zumino B., 1985],
[Jackiw, 1985], [Szabo, 2018], [Szabo R. J., 2019], [Mikelsson J., 2021], [Bojowald M.,
2015]. The associative product used in quantum mechanics do not apply to some
exotic systems such as magnetic monopoles, which lead to non-associative alge-

bras. It turns out that if we consider dynamics of electrons in uniform distribu-
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tions of magnetic charge, certain non-associative deformations of quantum mechan-
ics and gravity in three dimensions are needed. The quantitative framework for
non-associative quantum mechanics in this setting exhibits new effects compared to
ordinary quantum mechanics with sourceless magnetic fields. On the other hand,
the non-associativity of translations in a quantum system with magnetic field back-
ground has received renewed interest in association with topologically trivial gerbes
over R". The non-associativity arises when trying to lift the translation group action
on the 1-particle system to the second quantized system, and it is described by a
3-cocycle of the group R™ with values in the unit circle S*.

In this thesis, our main interest will be the Landau problem. From the physical
point of view, Landau problem, an electron interacting a uniform magnetic field,
is one of the most important problems in quantum mechanics, and it is inspired
by different areas of physics such as quantum optics and condensed matter physics.
The minimal coupling of the electron’s charge density to the external magnetic field
described by the electromagnetic vector potential A leads to the Hamiltonian

1 2 1
H=— <p— 9A) ——
2m c 2m

where P is the kinetical momenta. The Landau problem is related to the motion of
a charged particle on the flat plane zy in the presence of a constant magnetic field

along the z-axis. In metals, electrons occupy Landau levels given by

En:hw(n—i—l),
2
eB

where each level being infinitely degenerate, with Larmour frequency wy, = 2.

Since Landau problem has numerous applications in different areas of physics, it
has been studied before by many different authors in the literature. In particular,
Dereli, et al. [Dereli T., 2022] studied the Newton-Hooke duality between the 2D
hydrogen atom and the Landau problem via the Tits-Kantor-Koecher construction
of the conformal symmetries of the Jordan algebra of real symmetric 2 x 2 matrices.

Non-commuting spatial coordinates and fields can be seen in actual physical

situations [Jackiw R., 2001]. Landau models and their quantum Hall limit have be-
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come an instrument of intense research activity as a physical realization of the sim-
plest example of non-commutative geometries [Dunne G., 1993], [Dunne G., 1990],
[Duval C., 2000], [Duval and Horvathy, 2001], [Horvdthy, 2002], [Horvathy, 2006],
[Zhang P. H., 2012], [Alvarez P.D., 2008], [Giri P. R., 2008], [Hounkonnou M. N.,
2012]. Given an electron moving in a plane in the presence of a constant external
magnetic field B perpendicular to that plane, the spectrum of the quantized theory
gives infinitely degenerate Landau levels, with separation O (fTBc) The limit B — oo
or m — 0 projects onto the lowest Landau level. On each of the projected Landau
levels, one obtains a non-commuting algebra for the space coordinates giving the

center of the cyclotron motion,
[X,Y] = —g =160 # 0.

Similar structures also arise in the nonperturbative string theory or relativistic
quantum theories of gravity. A common expectation for the purpose of unifying
gravity with quantum mechanics involves replacing the classical geometry of space-
time by a non-commutative quantum geometry. The main motivation of this thesis
is to formulate the non-commutative nature of spatial coordinates in terms of the
non-associativity of observables based on the algebraic formulation of quantum me-
chanics.

In Chapter 2, we briefly review some aspects of operator algebras. In the first
section, we will discuss the theory of C*-algebras and von Neumann algebras, which
leads us to Hilbert-Schmidt operator formulation of quantum mechanics. In order
to go deeper in the theory of C*-algebras, see [Bratelli O., 1987]. In the second
section, we will present the theory of JB-algebras. This formulation is done by
[Alfsen E. M., 2003]. The reader should keep in mind that the self-adjoint part of a
C*-algebra forms a JB-algebra, and the self-adjoint part of a von Neumann algebra
forms a JBW-algebra. So, many results in the Jordan context are generalizations of
the associative case.

In Chapter 3, we will formulate quantum mechanics using the Jordan algebraic

approach. After a review of the usual formalism of quantum mechanics and the
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postulates given by von Neumann [Neumann, 1955], we give an axiomatic approach
by [Emch, 1972] that quantum mechanics operates. In Section 3, Jordan algebraic
Hilbert-space formulation, which is an analogue of Gelfand-Naimark-Segal construc-
tion, is presented .

In Chapter 4, the non-commutative Landau problem coupled to a harmonic
potential will be discussed using the Jordan algebraic approach [Dereli T., Yoriik
E. S., 2024]. Tt turns out that, in this problem, one obtains a pair of commuting
Hamiltonians, which can be written in terms of two pairs of mutually commuting
creation and annihilation operators which are of oscillator type. These operators
further generate two mutually commuting von Neumann algebras. Based on the
Hilbert-Schmidt operator formulation of the non-commutative Landau problem, one
can write down a Jordan algebraic formulation. We will take the associative case
as our guideline and mention connections to the associative case whenever possible.

At the end, we will derive a Schrodinger-like time evolution equation.
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Chapter 2

OPERATOR ALGEBRAS

2.1 Basics on C*-algebras

In this section, we will denote a Hilbert space over C by ., and it is assumed to be
separable of dimension N, which could be finite or infinite. We denote B(.7) the
C* algebra of all bounded operators on 7.

Definition 2.1.1. Let A be an algebra. A mapping * : A — A, defined by A — A*
for every A € A, is called an involution or adjoint operation of A, if it satisfies the

properties below:
o A=A,
e (AB)* = B*A*,
e (aA + BB)* =aA* + 3B,
for all A,B,A*, B* € A, and o, 5 € C.

Definition 2.1.2. An algebra with an involution is called a *-algebra and a subset

A of A is called self-adjoint if A € A implies A* € A.

Definition 2.1.3. An algebra A is called a normed algebra, if for any element
A € A, there is associated a real number || A||, the norm of A, satisfying the following

conditions
o [|A]| >0, and ||A]| = 0 if and only if A =0,
o [[aAll = |aflAll,

o [[A+ Bl < [|A]l+ B,



Chapter 2: Operator Algebras 7

o |AB] < [|A[IB]],
forall A,B € A, and o € C.

The norm defines a metric topology on A, which is called as the uniform topology.

e-neighborhood of an element A € A is defined as
N(A)={Be A:|B—-A| <€}

If A is complete with respect to the uniform topology, then it is called a Banach
space. A complete, normed algebra A with adjoint operation and having the prop-
erty

[A]l = [1A%]),

for all A € A is called a Banach *-algebra.

Definition 2.1.4. A C*-algebra A is a Banach *-algebra with the property
1A*A]l = [IA]*

for all A e A.

In the theory of quantum mechanics, the concepts about representations and
states play a central role. Therefore, before going further, we will try to understand

those ideas.

Definition 2.1.5. Let A and A be two *-algebras. The *-morphism between those

algebras is the mapping = : A € A — w(A) € A satisfying the properties
o m(aA+ fB) = arn(A) + fn(B),
e T(AB) = n(A)m(B),
o T(A*) =mw(A)*,

forall A,B e A, o, € C.
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Here, it is worth remarking that every *-automorphism is positive. If A € A is

positive, then A = B*B for some B € A. Hence
m(A) =n(B*B) = n(B)"'n(B) > 0.

Definition 2.1.6. A representation of a C*-algebra A is defined to be a pair (),
where € is a complex Hilbert space, and 7 is a *-morphism of A into B(H).
A representation is called faithful if and only if it satisfies each of the following

equivalent conditions:
o kerm = {0},

*

e 7 is a *~isomorphism between A and w(A),

o ||m(A)]| = ||A|l for all A € A,
e m(A) >0 forall A> 0.

The equivalence of the above conditions can be shown using the proposition

below.

Proposition 2.1.1. Let A be a C*-algebra, A be a Banach *-algebra with identity,

and 7 a *-morphism of A into A. Then, 7 is continuous and
[ (A < [IA]

for all A € A. Moreover, if A is a C*-algebra, then the range of 7 is a C*-subalgebra
of A.

Definition 2.1.7. Let A be an element of a Banach algebra A with identity, the
spectral radius p(A) of A is defined as follows

p(A) = sup{|A| : A € ou(A)},

where o 4(A) is the spectrum of A. Spectrum is defined as the set of all A € C such

that (A — M) does not have an inverse.
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Remark. [t turns out that
p(A) = lim [|A"|Y/" = inf |A"|V" < ||A],
n—oo n
and the spectrum of A is a nonempty compact set.

Definition 2.1.8. A cyclic representation of a C*-algebra A is defined to be a triplet
(A, m,Q), where (F,m) is a representation of A, and 2 is a cyclic vector for w.
Since Q is a cyclic vector for w, {w(a)2 : a € A} forms a dense set. If Z is a closed
subspace of F, then X is called a cyclic subspace for F€ whenever the set

{ S w(Ai: Ay € A4 € %}
is dense in FC.
Definition 2.1.9. A linear functional w over the C*-algebra A is defined to be
positive if

w(A*A) >0

for all A € A. A positive, unit norm, linear functional over a C*-algebra is called a

state.

Here, we should note that every positive element of a C*-algebra is of the form
A*A, and hence positivity of a state w is equivalent to w being positive on positive

elements of A.

Definition 2.1.10. Consider a representation (€, 7) of a C*-algebra A, take a

nonzero vector Q) € A and define wq by
wo(A) = (2, 7(A)Q)
for all A € A. It turns out that wq is a positive, linear functional over A since
wo(A*A) = [|7(A)Q|* > 0.

It can be shown that ||Q] = 1 implies ||wq| = 1, and 7 is non-degenerate which
means {m(a)h : a € A,h € F} is dense in F. In this case, wq is called a vector

state for the given representation.
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Definition 2.1.11. The cyclic representation (J€,,m,,S),), constructed from the
state w over the C*-algebra A is called the canonical cyclic representation of A

associated with w.

Definition 2.1.12. A state w over a C*-algebra is defined to be pure if for any
positive linear functional ¥ : A — C with ¢ < w, there ezists some X € (0, 1] such
that w = \i.

Theorem 2.1.1. Let w be a state over the C*-algebra A and (J,,,,),) be the

associated cyclic representation. Then the following conditions are equivalent:
o (I, ,m,) is irreducible,
® W 1S pure,

e w is an extreme point of the set of states over A.

2.1.1 won Neumann Algebras

From now on, we will provide some notions related to von Neumann algebras. In
order to stress the Hilbert space which the von Neumann algebra A acts, one can use
the notation {A, 7} in the theory of von Neumann algebras. Let J# be a Hilbert
space, for each subset A of B(J¢), we denote A’ by the set of all bounded operators
on ¢ commuting with every element of A. Note that A’ is a Banach algebra of
operators containing the identity operator I on 7. Furthermore, A’ is called the

commutant of A.
Definition 2.1.13. A von Neumann algebra is a *-subalgebra A of B(F) such that
A=A".

A is a C*-algebra acting on the Hilbert space F that is closed under the weak

operator topology, which means

lim A, = A

n—oo
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if and only if
Tim (€[ 4,1) = (€l An).
for all &,m € . Last statement can be equivalently formulated under the o-weak

topology as follows:
lim A, = A

n—oo

if and only if for all sequences (&), (nx) in H such that

>l
k=1

and
> lmall?
k=1

are finite, we have

nlggo Z (&l Apmi) = Z (Ekl| Anr) .
k=1 k=1

Remark. A von Neumann algebra A always contains the identity operator 1., and
A is called a factor if
ANA =Cly,.

It is very important to note that B(7¢), which is the set of all bounded operators
on ¢, is a von Neumann algebra and a factor. The Hilbert space involution defines

an adjoint operation on B(.), and C*-norm property follows from

I|A|]2 = 1A% _ (Az|Az)
e —{0} ||x|if xeH—{0} ||x||,2%"
o (A A Al ol _ o
ser—qoy 7% T serqoy 2%,

for all A € B(7).

Definition 2.1.14. Let A be a von Neumann algebra, and ¢ : A — C be a bounded
linear functional on A, which is denoted by (¢p; A), A € A, ¢ is called a state on

this algebra if it satisfies the following conditions:

o (p;A*A) >0, for all A € A,
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o (o;Ly) =1
The state ¢ is called a vector state if there exists a vector ® € F with
(63 A) = (9] A%).
for all A € A. Such a state is also a normal state.

A state w on a von Neumann algebra A is faithful if w(A) is positive whenever

A € A is positive.

Remark. Let 5 be a separable Hilbert space, then every normal state w over B(J€)
is of the form
w(A) = tr(pA),

where p 1s a density matrixz which means p is positive and it is trace-class. It turns

out that p is invertible if and only if w is faithful.

Proposition 2.1.2. Let tr be the usual trace on B(F), and T () be the Banach
space of trace-class operators on J€ with the trace norm. Then it follows that B(.7)
is the dual T ()" of T () by the duality

Ax T € B(A) x T(H) — tr(AT).

It would be useful to close this section with the following theorem which will be

very important in the theory of quantum mechanics is the following chapters.

Theorem 2.1.2. Let w be a state on a von Neumann algebra A acting on a Hilbert

space 7. The following conditions are equivalent:

® W s normal,

e w is o-weakly continuous, i.e. there exists sequences {&,}, {n.} of vectors in

F€ such that

> lIéall®
n=1
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and

are finite, and

e there exists a density matriz p, a positive, trace-class operator on F€, with
tr(p) =1 such that
w(A) =tr(pA),

for any A € A.

2.2 Jordan-Banach Algebras

In this section, we will give the definition and basic properties of JB-algebras and
JBW-algebras. Physically motivating example for a JB-algebra is a JC-algebra,
which is the norm closed, real, linear space of self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert

space 7, it is closed under the symmetric product
1
AoBzé(AB—kBA). (2.1)

This product is called the Jordan product. It is bilinear, commutative, and non-

associative.

Definition 2.2.1. A Jordan algebra over R is a vector space A over R equipped

with a commutative, bilinear product e which satisfies the Jordan identity
(A’eB)e A= A’e (BeA) (2.2)
for all A, B € A.

Here, we should note that if A is any associative algebra over R or any subspace
of it which is closed under e, then A becomes a Jordan algebra with the symmetrized
product (2.1). Furthermore, Jordan algebras which are isomorphic to such algebras

are called as the special Jordan algebras. If a Jordan algebra can not be embedded



Chapter 2: Operator Algebras 14

to an associative algebra over R, then it is called exceptional. If A is a C*-algebra,
then the self-adjoint part of A, which can be denoted as A,,, forms a special Jordan
algebra.

In any Jordan algebra, powers are defined recursively
Al=A, A"=A"le A

It is important to know whether associative law holds for powers of a single element
or not. As an answer to this problem, Jordan, Neumann and Wigner [Jordan P.,

1934] proved the following result

Theorem 2.2.1. Assuming formally reality (positivity) for a Jordan algebra A,

which means the following implication
A2+ B*4...=0 = A=B=...=0,
forall A, B,--- € A. Following proporties are equivalent
(i) A"A™ = A"
(ii) A’e (BeA) = (A’eB)e A.

The classification of formally real, unital, finite dimensional Jordan is also done

by Jordan, Neumann and Wigner [Jordan P., 1934].

Theorem 2.2.2. Fvery finite dimensional, formally real Jordan algebra is a direct
sum of a finite number of simple ideals, and there are five basic types of simple alge-
bras: Four types of hermitian matriz algebras corresponding to the four composition
division algebras R, C,H, O, together with the spin factors. Every finite dimensional,

formally real, simple Jordan algebra is isomorphic to one of
H!=MH,R), H?=%H,(C), H}=H,(H), H}=H30), JSpin,,

where HY is the n x n Hermitian matrices over the k-dimensional real, composition,

division algebra.
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HY = H3(0), Hermitian 3 x 3 matrices with entries in the octonions, is called
as the Albert algebra and Albert [Albert, 1934] showed that H§ = H3(0) is an
exceptional Jordan algebra of dimension 27. Later, Zel’'manov [Zel'manov, 1979
gives a full treatment of this exceptional theorem. He showed that finite dimensional
Albert algebras are the only simple, exceptional Jordan algebras.

Since the algebras used in quantum mechanics are most of the time infinite
dimensional, it is of interest to develop a structure theory for infinite dimensional
Jordan algebras which act like Jordan algebras of self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert
space. This problem is solved by Alfsen, Schultz and Stgrmer [Alfsen E. M., 2003]

with the introduction of Jordan-Banach algebras.

Definition 2.2.2. A Jordan-Banach algebra, which is abbreviated as JB-algebra, is
a Jordan algebra A over R with identity element 1 equipped with a complete norm

satisfying the following requirements for A, B € A

|4 e B| < |AllBI, (2.3)
142 = 4] (2.4)
14%] < [|A% + B (2.5)

The self-adjoint part of a C*-algebra is a JB-algebra with the Jordan product
defined in (2.1). (2.3), (2.4), and (2.5) follow from the properties of a C*-algebra.
Furthermore, any norm closed Jordan subalgebra of self-adjoint part of B(¢), which
is denoted as B(J)s,, is a JB-algebra.

Definition 2.2.3. A JC-algebra is a JB-algebra A that is isomorphic to a norm
closed Jordan subalgebra of B(F)s,. If A is a norm closed Jordan subalgebra of
B(H)sa, we call it as a JC-algebra acting on €.

It turns out that a finite dimensional JB-algebra is a JC-algebra if and only if it
does not contain Albert algebra as a direct summand. In infinite dimensions, each

JB-algebra A admits an exceptional ideal J such that A/J is a JC- algebra.
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Theorem 2.2.3 (Gelfand-Naimark theorem). Every JB-algebra can be isometri-
cally, isomorphically embedded in some B(H)s, & C(X, H3(0)), a direct sum of a
JC-algebra of all self-adjoint operators on some real Hilbert space, and the purely ez-
ceptional algebra of all continuous Albert algebra valued functions on some compact

topological space X .

It turns out that every JB-algebra is not only a Banach space but it is also an

ordered linear space, with the positive cone being the set of squares.

Definition 2.2.4. An order unit space is an ordered normed linear space A over R

with a closed positive cone and an element e, satisfying
lall = inf{\A > 0: —Xe <a < Ae}.
The element e 1s called the distinguished order unit.

With the ordering mentioned above, every Jordan-Banach algebra becomes an
order unit space. Jordan algebras initially proposed as a model for quantum mechan-
ics. However, the fundamental axiom (2.2) has no obvious physical interpretation.
Therefore, von Neumann [von Neumann, 1936], Iochum and Loupias [Iochum and
Loupias, 1985],[Iochum and Loupias, 1991] proposed to replace (2.2) by power asso-
ciativity. This idea led to the notion of Banach power associative algebra, which is

also called as an order unit algebra.
Definition 2.2.5. A normed algebra A is an algebra with a norm such that
|AB]| < || All|B]

for all A, B € A. Note that it is not necessarily associative. An order unit space
A which is also a power associative, complete, normed algebra and satisfing the
following properties: the distinguished order unit 1 is a multiplicative identity, A €

AT for all A € A, is called an ordered unit algebra.

Theorem 2.2.4. FEvery JB-algebra A is a commutative order unit algebra with the

giwen norm and positive cone

A2 ={a*:a € A}
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In addition to this, every commutative, order unit algebra forms a JB-algebra.

For each element A € A, where A is a JB-algebra, we denote the norm closed
subalgebra generated by A and 1 by C'(A, 1), it turns out that C'(A, 1) is associative.

The following proposition turns out to be vital in the spectral theory of JB-algebras.

Proposition 2.2.1. Let A be a JB-algebra and B = C(A,1) for some A € A, then
B is isometrically isomorphic to Cr(X), norm closed subalgebra generated by X, for

some compact Hausdorf space X .
In any Jordan algebra, we define the triple product as follows
{ABC}=(AeB)e(C+ (Be()eA—(Ae()eB.

Observe that triple product is linear in each factor, and {ABC} = {CBA}. In a

special Jordan algebra,
1
{ABC} = §(ABC + CBA),

where right hand side is written with associative product. It turns out that the
special case {ABA} plays an important role in the theory of Jordan algebras. We
define Uy : A — A by

Ua(B) = {ABA} =2Ae(AeB) — A’e B.

For a special Jordan algebra, we have Us(B) = ABA. The following identities show
that triple product {ABA} acts like the associative product ABA, and they are

valid in any Jordan algebra
{{ABA}C{ABA}} = {A{B{ACA}B} A}, (2.6)
{BAB}? = {B{AB*A}B}. (2.7)
Note that (2.7) can be rewritten as
Ugapay = UsUBUy.

For a JC-algebra (2.6) and (2.7) can be checked easily since {ABA} = ABA. The
famous MacDonald’s theorem states that most Jordan identities valid for special

Jordan algebras are valid for all Jordan algebras.
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Theorem 2.2.5 (MacDonald). Any polynomial Jordan identity with three or fewer
variables, possibly involving the identity 1, which is of degree at most 1 in one of
the variables and which holds for all special Jordan algebras will hold for all Jordan

algebras.

Definition 2.2.6. An element A of a JB-algebra A is invertible if it is invetible in
the Banach algebra C'(A,1). Its inverse is denoted as A~

Proposition 2.2.2. Let A be an associative algebra, consider associated Jordan

algebra under the Jordan product (2.1). Then for A,B € A, AB = BA =1 if and

only if
AeB=1and A*e B = A. (2.8)

If elements A, B in a Jordan algebra satisfy (2.8), we say that A and B are Jordan
invertible, and B is the Jordan inverse of A. It turns out that the invertibility in

the Jordan algebraic setting is equivalent to the invertibility in Definition (2.2.6)

Proposition 2.2.3. For elements A, B € A, where A is a Jordan algebra, the

following are equivalent:

e B is the inverse of A in the Banach algebra C(A,1)

e B is the Jordan inverse of A in A.

Definition 2.2.7. If A is an element of a JB-algebra A, the spectrum of A, denoted
as 0(A), is the set of all A € R such that \1 — A is not invertible.

Definition 2.2.8. Let A be a JB-algebra. Positive elements A, B € A are orthogo-
nal if {ABA} = {BAB} = 0.
2.2.1 JBW-algebras

JBW-algebras are the Jordan analogs of von Neumann (W*) algebras, and they
include the self-adjoint part of von Neumann algebras as a special case. In this

section, we will develop basic facts about JBW-algebras.
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Definition 2.2.9. An ordered Banach space A is monotone complete if each increas-
ing net {An} which is bounded above has a least upper bound A € A. A bounded
linear functional o on a monotone complete space A is normal if whenever {A,} is

such a net, then o(A,) — o(A).

Definition 2.2.10. A JBW-algebra is a JB-algebra that is monotone complete and

admits a separating set of normal states.

The definition above is inspired by Kadison’s characterization of W *-algebras
as those C*-algebras whose self-adjoint parts are monotone, complete and admit a
separating set of normal states. Self-adjoint part of a W*-algebra with the Jordan

product (2.1) is an example of a JBW-algebra.

Definition 2.2.11. Let A be a JBW-algebra, IC be its normal state space, and
V be the linear span of IC. The topology on A defined by the duality of A and
V is the o-weak topology. The o-weak topology is defined by the set of seminorms
A — |p(A)| for p € K. The a-strong topology on A is defined by the set of seminorms
A — p(ADY2 for p € K. Therefore, Ay — A o-strongly if p((Ax — A)?) — 0 for all
peKk.

Here, we should note that the o-weak and o-strong topologies defined above

coincide with the topologies defined in the von Neumann algebra setting.

Lemma 2.2.1. Let A be a commutative, order unit algebra that is the dual of a base
norm space V' such that the multiplication in A is separately w*- continuous. Then
for each a € A and each € > 0 there are orthogonal projections pi,pa, ..., p, in the

w*-closed subalgebra generated by a and 1, and scalars \i, \o, ..., A\, such that

la=> " xpill <e.
=1

Using Theorem 2.46 of [Alfsen E. M., 2003], and the above lemma, one can show

the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2.6. Let A be a commutative order unit algebra which is a JB-algebra by
Theorem 2.2.4. Then the set of finite linear combinations of orthogonal projections

is norm dense in A**, here A** denotes the bidual of A, which is a JBW-algebra.
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One can work with normal, faithful, semi-finite traces on a JBW algebra A
[lochum, 2006]. Trace on a Jordan algebra is defined as a weight on A, and it

satisfies the cyclicity condition
tr(Ae(Be(C))=tr((AeB)e().
Also for positive elements A, B € A, and positive real numbers A\, we have
tr(A+ B) =trA+trB,

trAA = \trA.
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Chapter 3

JORDAN ALGEBRAIC FORMULATION OF QUANTUM
MECHANICS

3.1 Quantum Mechanics

Dirac’s [Dirac, 1947] exposition of the fundamentals of quantum mechanics form the
traditional framework of quantum mechanics, von Neumann [Neumann, 1955] also
formulated these ideas with a different mathematical approach. This theory will be
briefly discussed in this section, and in the forthcoming sections, we will give the
full details of this approach.

Given a physical system, observables are determined via self-adjoint, linear oper-
ators acting on a Hilbert space 7, which is a finite or infinite dimensional complex
vector space. . is equipped with a scalar product (¥, ®), scalar product is anti-
linear in the first component and linear in the second component. ¢ is complete

with respect to the norm induced by this scalar product, ||| = (¥, ¥)2 §

O7
every Cauchy sequence of vectors in . converges to a vector in 2 with respect to
the norm defined above.

States of a physical system can also be identified with the positive, linear, self-
adjoint operators p with unit trace, they are called as the density matrices on 7.

Using this formulation, one can compute the expectation value of an observable A

on a state p with the formula

(A), =trpA

It is important to note that for every unit vector ¥ in .57, there corresponds a state
1 defined by
<A>¢ =trPyA = (V, AV),



Chapter 3: Jordan Algebraic Formulation of Quantum Mechanics 22

where P, is the projector generated by W is defined by
Py = [W){¥]

in Dirac’s notation, i.e. P,® = (U, ®) U for all ® in 7. The probability that the
system will be found in state 1, when it is known that the system in the state ¢

(transition probability) is given with the formula

Here, we should note that assuming .77 is the space of all square-integrable functions
on R™, W is interpreted as the wave function corresponding to the state ¢, and ¥ is
determined up to a phase w i.e. ¥ and wW¥ corresponds to the same physical state.

Any density matrix can be thought as a statistical mixture of the states described

above:
p= puPu,,
n=0

where p,, ranges between zero and one, and

n=0

In Schrédinger picture, the time evolution of U or p is described by the action

of a continuous, one-parameter group of unitary operators U; as follows:
v, =U¥

pr = UpU_4.

(In Heisenberg picture, observables are time dependent and the time evolution is
calculated by A; = U_;AU,. However, in the rest of the discussion, we will assume

the Schrodinger picture.) Time evolution of expectation values can be found as
<A>w(t) - <\I/t, A\I/t> y

and, in general,
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The differential form of the evolution laws are

d ‘
%g’t = —ZH\I’t,

d
di Pt
where H is the Hamiltonian of the theory. And, one can define the Liouville operator

L as Lp=[H,p].

= _Z[Hu pt] = _iﬁpta

3.2 Jordan Algebra of Observables

The idea of algebraic approach is reflected to the initial matrix formulation of quan-
tum mechanics which the names Dirac, Heisenberg, Born, Jordan... are attached.
Von Neumann [Neumann, 1955] made two contributions to this purpose. First he
formulated the theory as an eigenvalue problem, second he interpreted the concept
of a state via the theory of probability. In this section, we will discuss postulates of
quantum mechanics as it was recognized at that time and the structure axioms for

the algebra of observables.

Postulate 1. Given physical system, for each observable, there corresponds a self-

adjoint, linear operator A acting on a Hilbert space F€ .

If one denotes the set of observable by A, one can observe that

(i) for any sequence {4;} in A, and any sequence {)\;} in R,

D XA

also belongs to A;

(ii) for any observable A, and any real function f of one variable, f(A) belongs to
A;

(iii) If A, B are two random elements of A, then AB does not necessarily belong to

A but the symmetric product

(A B} = %(AB + BA)
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belongs to A [Emch, 1972]. Note that the symmetric product is commutative and
bilinear, and in order to define it we do not require the knowledge of the ordinary

product of two noncompatible observables. It can be also formulated as
1
{A,B} = {((4+ BY - (A- B)),

the right hand side of the latter equation involves operations mentioned in (i) and
(ii). So, the symmetric product can be defined without going out of A. Note that

the symmetric product is not associative in general. The associator
A, B,C]:={{A,B},C} - {A,{B,C}},

can be different than zero for random A, B,C € A. We note that this lack of asso-
ciativity could be a candidate for the notion of non-compatibility of two observables.

We have
1
[A, B,C] = Z[B’ [A, O], (3.1)
so A and C being compatible implies that the associator in (3.1) vanishes.

Theorem 3.2.1. For bounded operators in A, the following conditions are equivalent

e [A,B,C|=0, for all B € A,

o [A, A C] =0,
e [A,C,C]=0,
o [A,C]=0.

In the case of unbounded operators, one can produce a counter example using
canonical commutation relation for the implication ”item 1 implies item 4”. Using
Theorem 3.2.1, it is possible to formulate the compatibility for bounded operators
using the associator, which is defined in terms of the symmetrized product. In order
to get a completely algebraic formulation of observables, one needs a further concept.
Intuitively, the state of a physical system is a way to express the knowledge of the

expectation value of all observables on the physical system.
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Postulate 2. Each state ¢ of a physical system corresponds to a density matric
ps acting on the Hilbert space € of Postulate 1, and the expectation value can be

computed as

(A)p = trpsA.

Here, we should remark that our knowledge has progressed in the meanwhile,
and it turns out that normal states can be represented by a density matrix p. Our
aim is to analyze the structure resulting from postulate 2. In particular, we have

(i) for any sequence {4;} in A, and any sequence {)\;} in R,
tr <p¢ Z >\1Az> = Z Aitr(quAi)
= X{Ai)g;

(ii) for any observable A, trpsA? > 0;
(ili) trpel = 1.

Remark. For any sequence of states {¢;}, and any sequence of positive real numbers

{\:i}, satisfying Y. \; = 1, one can define the state ¢ as
(Ao =D XA, (3.2)

Note that ¢ satisfies the three properties above. States which can not be properly

decomposed as in (3.2) are called pure states.

From now on, we will denote the set of all states satisfying all properties (i),(ii)
and (iii), as S.

Now, we are ready to state the axioms of an algebraic approach using the couple
(A,S). It turns out that postulates 1 and 2 are too restrictive, and one has the
feeling that the structure of A, and & can be summarized assuming A is a real,

commutative Jordan algebra.

Axiom 1. For a given physical system, one can associate the triple (A, S, ()), where
A is the set of all observables, S is the set of all states, and the mapping () :
(A,S) — R associates each pair of (A,S) with a real number, and interpreted as

the expectation value of given observable in the given state.
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Hence the states ¢ € S can be interpreted as mappings from A to real numbers,
and the value ¢(A) := (A), gives the expectation value of A. If 7 is a subset of S,
A|; is the restriction of this mapping to Z. We say that A|; < Bl; if (A)y < (B)y
for all ¢ € Z. If this inequality holds for all states in A, we write A < B. Note that

A > 0if and only if (A)s > 0 for all ¢ € S. So states are positive functions on A.

Definition 3.2.1. A subset T of A is said to be full with respect to a subset B C A
if the inequality A|; < B|; implies A < B for all A, B € B.

Axiom 2. The relation < is a partial ordering relation on A, in other words A < B

and B < A imply A = B.

Axiom 2 can be viewed as (A)y = (B), for all ¢ € S implies A = B. So, we
identify two observables whose expectation values coincide on all states of S. Here,
one can note that if A and B are two observables, then {(A)y + (B)y : ¢ € S}

defines an observable, which is a measurable quantity.

Axiom 3. (i) There exists two elements O and I in A such that for all ¢ € S, we
have (O)y =0 and (I)y = 1.

(ii) For each observable A € A, and \ € R, there exists an element NA € A such
that (AA)y = A(A)y for all p € S.

(iii) For each observables A, B € A, there exists an element A+ B € A such that
(A+B)y = (A)y+ (B)y forallp € S.

Note that the latter structure axiom makes A a real vector space, and S the set
of real, linear functionals on A. After a sequence of independent measurements of
an observable A, an observer receives a distribution of real numbers whose proper
average is called the expectation value (A), of A in the state ¢. The state ¢ is
called dispersion-free on the observable A, when the distribution of measurements
concentrated on (A),. We will denote the set of all dispersion-free states on A by
S4, and the set of all the values that A assumes on its dispersion-free states by
oa. The set 04 is called as the spectrum of A. Two observables A and B can be

simultaneously measure with arbitrary precision whenever the system is in a state
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¢ € S4NSp. Note that the set S4 NSp can be empty, so that A and B can not be

simultaneously measured with arbitrary precision in any state.

Definition 3.2.2. A subset Z C S is called complete if it is full with respect to
the subset Ar C A, where A7 := {A € A: 7 C Ss}. A complete subset is called
deterministic for a subset B C A if B C Az. Finally, a subset B C A is called

compatible if the set Sp 1= (e Sp is complete.

Axiom 4. For any observable A, the set S, is deterministic for the one dimensional

subspace of A generated by A, for any A,B € A: SANS C Sayp, and Sy = S.

This axiom implies that for any nontrivial theory, 04 and S, are nonempty.
Two observables that have the same dispersion-free states and coincide on them are
identical. On the other hand, Axiom 4 allows us to formulate the existence of powers

of observables.

Axiom 5. For any A € A and any non-negative integer n, there exists at least one
element, A" € A such that

(i) Sa C San

(i1) (A"}, = (A},

Using these axioms, one can deduce the following
(i) A", nth power of A, is unique in A,
(ii) the operation of raising an observable to a power is associative, and distributive
laws hold with respect to scalar multiplication,
(iii) A2+ B>+ C?+---=0implies A=B=C=---=0,
(iv) Let #(A) be the subset of A generated from the powers of A. For any B €
PB(A), we have Sy C Sp. Using Axiom 4, one can see that Sy is deterministic on
PB(A), hence ZB(A) is a compatible set of observables. It is possible to generalize

this statement as follows.

Theorem 3.2.2. Let B be a compatible set of observables and ZB(B) be the subset
of A generated from the elements of B by addition, power raising and multiplication

by scalars. Then B(B) is a compatible set of observables.
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In the subset #(B) the power-raising operation is distributive with respect to
the addition. As of now, we can say that A is equipped with a structure of real
vector space, and we impose an associative power structure. Now, our aim is to

provide a richer structure for A.

Definition 3.2.3. With each pair A, B € A, we associate an element A e B of A

defined with the symmetric product
1
AeB = 5((A—|—B)2—A2—BQ).

It immediately follows that this symmetric product is commutative. Using Axiom

4 and 5,
(AeB)y = (A)s(B)y (3.3)

for all € S4NSr. We conclude from that A"eA™ = A™t™ since S, is deterministic
on A(A). In particular A el = A. It is very important to determine whether this
product is associative and distributive. We define the associator [A, B,C] = (AeB)e
C'—Ae(Be(C). Let Bbeasubset of A, Sg := (g5 Sp, and As, be denoted by A(B).
For every triple A, B,C € A(B), we conclude by (3.3) that ([A, B,C]), = 0 for all
¢ € Sp. If B is compatible, Sp is complete, which contains in particular [A, B, C].
Hence [A, B, C] = 0. Similarly, one can see that Ae (AB+uC) = \(AeB)+u(Ae().

Theorem 3.2.3. The symmetric product is associative and distributive over A(B)
for any compatible set B of observables. So, B being compatible implies B (B) being

associative.

Recall that using Theorem 3.2.1, von Neumann characterized the compatibility
of two bounded operators A and C' by the relation [A, B, C| = 0 for all B, where B

is another bounded operator.

Axiom 6. For any triple A, B,C € A in which A and C are compatible the associ-
ator [A, B, C| vanishes.

Later in this section, we will prove that the converse of this axiom is also holds.

Here one can also see that for any triple of observables A, B,C, where A and C'
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are compatible, the associator [A, B, C] is compatible with both A and C. Further-
more, we can note that since all powers of an observable are compatible we have

[A" B, A™] = 0 for all A, B € A and all non-negative integers n, m. In particular,
Ae(BeA*) = (AeB)e A%

Theorem 3.2.4. The set of all observables A on a physical system is a commutative,

distributive, but not necessarily associative real Jordan algebra.

At this point, an attractive question reveals itself. Can this structure lead to
a more general theory of quantum mechanics? Jordan, von Neumann and Wigner
[Jordan P., 1934] attacked this problem in their fundamental paper. For their results,
the reader is referred to Chapter 2.2. It turns out that there was weakness in their
theory, they assumed that A has a finite linear basis. This weakness is corrected by
the introduction of an topological structure to Jordan algebras. We define

[ Al := sup [(A)s].
peS

Theorem 3.2.5. ||.|| is a norm for A and |(A)y| < ||Al| for all (A, ¢) € (A,S).

For a proof of this result see page 52 of [Emch, 1972]. Any Cauchy-sequence
admits a limit point in A, and A is now equipped with the structure of a real
Banach space relative to the norm above. States are continuous, positive, linear

functionals on A with respect to the topology induced by this norm.

Axiom 7. The norm of any element A in A is finite and A is topologically complete
metric space, where the distance between A and B is given by ||A—B||. S is identified

with the set of all continuous, positive, linear functionals ¢ on A satisfying (I), = 1.

For all A, B € A, one can show that
1A% = 1|1A]1%,

147 = BZ|| < max{||A|*, || BI*}-
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Lemma 3.2.1. (i) For any state ¢ € S and any pair A,B € A, the Schwartz
iequality holds
(Ao B)j < (A%)4(B%).

(ii) Let A € A and ¢ € Sa, then
(AeB)s = (A)s(B)s:
for all B € A.
Using Lemma 3.2.1, one can prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2.6. For any state ¢ € S, and any pair A, B € A, we have

(Ao B)s| < lAIIBII;
A e Bl < [[A[l[|BI],
14* = B*| < || A - Bl|A+ BJ.

In order to see more results on the topology of A, we refer to [Emch, 1972],[Alfsen

E. M., 2003]. We will now focus on the concept of compatibility of observables.

Lemma 3.2.2. An observable P is called a projection if it is an idempotent element
of A, i.e. P2 = P, a necessary and sufficient condition for two projections P and Q
to be compatible is that there exists three pairwise distinct projections R, Py, ()1 such

that P=R+ P, and Q = R+ Q.
Given an arbitrary projection P, and an arbitrary real number A, one can define
NMP)={Ac A:(P—\l)eA=0},
which is a closed subspace of A. One can polarize the power-associative identity
{A A A*} =0
by taking A = P + pA, where u € R. The linear term in p gives

2Pe(Pe(PeA)—3Pe(PeA)+PeA=0.
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If A e N*(P), we have
(2X* =3\ +1)A =0.

From that, we can conclude that N*(P) = 0 unless A = 0,1/2,1. Now, we form the

three elements for each A € A
A" =2Pe(PeA)—3PeA+ A,
AYV? = _4Pe(PeA)+4P e A,

A' =2Pe(PeA)—Pe A,

which add up to A. Here, one can realize that for A = 0,1/2,1, (P — Al) e A?

reproduces the relation
2Pe(Pe(PeA)—3Pe(PeA)+Pe A

so that (P — A\l)e A* =0 for A = 0,1/2,1. Now, we can conclude that A* € N*(P).

So, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2.7 (Pierce decomposition). An arbitrary projection P € A gener-
ates a decomposition of A into a direct sum @ N*(P) of the three closed subspaces

NMP)={AcA:(P—-)l)eA=0}, with \=0,1/2,1.

As a consequence of this theorem, we have

Also note that for any projection P, P maps an element of N'/2(P) to N'/2(P).
Using the Pierce decomposition and Lemma 3.2.2, now we can prove a necessary

and sufficient condition for compatibility of projections.

Theorem 3.2.8. A necessary and sufficient condition for two projections P and @

to be compatible is that [P, A,Q] =0 for all A € A.
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Proof. By Axiom 6, we know that if P and @) are compatible, then the associator
vanishes, which also follows as a consequence of Pierce decomposition. From The-
orem 3.2.7, it is sufficient to prove it for A € N*(P). We first show the particular
case in which Pe @ = 0, so Q € N°(P). We get that both sides of the relation
Pe(QeA) = Qe(PeA) are respectively 0,0, 1Qe A for A in N°(P), N'(P), N'/?(P),
respectively. This proves that the condition of the theorem is satisfied under the
condition P e () = 0. Using Lemma 3.2.2, general case can be reduced to this par-
ticular case. So, we need to show that if Pe (QQe A) = Qe (PeA)foral Ac A,
then P and @ are compatible. Using Theorem 3.2.8, P = P° + P'/? + P! with

P2 = _4Qe(QeP)+4QeP=4[Q,P,P] —4(QeQ)e P+4Q e P.

We get PY/? = 0, since Q? = Q and [Q,P,P] = 0. Hence P = P° + P'. Since
P? = P, and N°(P) e N'(P) = 0, we have (P%)? — P° = (P')? — P'. Using
N°(P)? C N°(P), N(P)> C N'(P), and N°(P) e N'(P) = 0, we get that P° and
P! are projections. Furthermore, P! = 2Qe(QeP)—QeP =2QeP—QeP = QeP.
Now, we can write R=Qe P, P, =P—QeP, and (); = () — Q e P. Finally, using

Theorem 3.2.2, we can conclude that P and @) are compatible. O
It turns out that A can be embedded in an associative C*-algebra.

Axiom 8. A can be identified with the set of self-adjoint elements of a complez,
mwolutive, associative algebra B satisfying
(i) For each B € B, there exists A € A such that B*B = A2,
(i) B*B = 0 implies B = 0.
Next theorem we will present is about Gelfand-Naimark-Segal construction. We

refer to Section 3.3 for details of the construction.

Theorem 3.2.9. Let A be the algebra of observables on a physical system, and B be
the algebra associated to A by axiom 8. Then each state ¢ € S generates a canonical

representation my of A by self-adjoint operators acting on a complex Hilbert space.

Axiom 9. Let A, B € A be a pair of observables. Then there exists an observable

C € A which provides the actual lower bound to the simultaneous observability of A
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and B
((4%)s = (A2 ((B)s — (B)g) = |5(Chs
forallp € S.

Note that this axiom is automatically satisfied if we assume that A is the set of
all self-adjoint elements of a C*-algebra B. In this case, the uncertainty principle

takes its usual form

(%) — (AD(BDe — (BY) > |2 (14, B[

3.3 Jordan Algebraic Hilbert Space Construction

In this section, after reviewing Gelfand-Naimark-Segal (GNS) construction for C*-
algebraic approach, we will present Jordan-algebraic Hilbert space construction.
Here we should note that the Hilbert space construction in this section is applicable

to all JB-algebras, it is not only valid for JC-algebras.

3.83.1 Hilbert Space Formulation via GNS-construction

Consider a pure state ¢ of a C*-algebra A, and the hermitian form (A|B) = ¥(A*B).

It turns out that the set of zero-elements
Zy={Aec A:¢(A"A) =0}

forms an ideal in A. Using that, one can obtain a positive-definite, hermitian scalar

product on A/Z, and a norm

[A]l = V{AlA).
One can construct a complex, separable Hilbert space .77 as follows

It is possible to write down a representation between A and the collection of bounded,

linear operators on A/Z, as follows

A= B(), my(A)B = AB.
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This construction lies at the heart of the celebrated the Gelfand-Naimark-Segal
(GNS) theory. In this construction, pure states are represented by single rays in .7,

and the expectation value of A € A is given by
Vp(A) = (B|A|B) = ¢ (B"AB).

In the constructed Hilbert space .77, the time evolution equation for pure states

v € J is given by the Schrodinger equation
thy = Hu,

where H is the corresponding Hamiltonian. But this method is not suitable for the
Jordan algebraic approach. If we consider the self-adjoint part of A, which forms
a JB-algebra, and imitate the same construction with the real, symmetric, bilinear
form

(A|B) = (A e B),
it turns out that the set

I, ={A e A: (A =0}

is not an ideal of the corresponding JB-algebra. In other words, this JB-algebra does
not act on the constructed Hilbert space. Therefore, one demands another, more
general Hilbert space construction. It turns out that this constructions is based on

traces of operators instead of their states.

From now on, let us assume that A is the algebra B(.7) of all bounded operators
on ¢, which is well-known to be a von Neumann algebra. As a result of this, there
exists a semi-finite, faithful, normal trace function on A [Bratelli O., 1987]. We will
then denote positive, trace class elements by A;, and those A € A with tr(A*A) < oo
by As. One can check that Aj is an ideal in A. In particular, for all A, B € A,, we
have

(A|B) = trA*B, || Al = VirA*A.
Inspired by the GNS construction, one obtains the Hilbert space of Hilbert-Schmidt

operators in the form

5 ——tr

= Ay .
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Since Aj is an ideal, and A is associative, A can be represented over As by the

multiplication operator which is defined by
m(A)B = AB

forall A € A, B € A,y. Thus, 7 can be extended to a faithful representation of A on
H [Takesaki, 1979]. If we take a state ¢ represented by a density matrix p € Aj,
then there is at least one B € Ay such that p = BB* holds. At this point, it is

worth mentioning that the expectation value of an observable A € A is given by
W(A) =trpA =trBB*A =trB*AB = (B|A|B).

Next let U : & — A be a bounded, unitary operator. If we take any vector
B € A,, then BU becomes a vector in H describing the same vector as B does.
Therefore, the representation of states in A is not unique, more precisely the states

in 7 are represented by right unitary orbits defined by
BUU*B* = BB* = p.

On the other hand, every Hilbert-Schmidt operator B € Ay with nonzero trace leads
to a density matrix
BB*

PE = BB

To emphasize the difference between 7 and H , note that now, every (pure and
mixed) state is represented by at least one vector in . Tt turns out that . and

A are connected in the following algebraic sense [Takesaki, 1979]
H =2 A

As an example, we will consider the physical system of quantum harmonic oscillator,
which turns out to be very crucial in the formulation of the Landau problem. It is
then necessary to focus on the application of Hilbert-Schmidt operators, which can

be viewed as the collection of bounded operators acting on the configuration space

o0

= span {In) s (a0}

n=0
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Furthermore, this space is isomorphic to the boson Fock space F = {|n)}>°,, where

n=0"
the annihilation and creation operators obey the Fock algebra [a,a!] = 1. Observe
that the physical states of the system represented on H , the set of Hilbert-Schmidt
operators, in other words the set of all bounded operators on # = L*(R) equipped

with the scalar product
(X|y) = =D (Al X"Y ),
k

where {¢;,}2°, is an orthonormal basis of .. Moreover, the basis vectors of % are
given by

L= o) (], ml=0,1,2,... .
Here, we should note that 77 ® 2 is a pre-Hilbert space containing all finite sums

of the form

D Aiklds) ® 6e),

J,k=0

where a basis of 7 & %”*tr is

{195) ® 1Pr)" }Fr=o0-

Setting |¢;) @ |éx)* = |6;) (x|, £ admits an orthonormal basis {®ix }3%=0 such that

k=105 {(dnl-

Note that % can also be described as the Hilbert space of square integrable

functions on (—o0, c0) by

H = (w1, 22) (a1, 1) € B(H), tr(vh(wy, 22) (21, 20)) <00} (3.4)

Recall that 5 is also the set of bounded operators, described in (3.4), acting on the

configuration space 7. Clearly, a general element in this space can be written as

o0

|¢> = Z Cn,m|n7m>7
n,m=0
where {|n, m) := [n)(m|}:,,—o is a basis of H satistying the inner product condition

(n1, mu|na, ma) = tr{(Ina)(mal) ) (mal] = Gy nyOms ms-
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3.3.2 Jordan-GNS Construction

In this section, we will present a Jordan algebraic GNS-type construction. But this
time, our development will be based on the JB algebra of observables. The idea that
a non-associative algebra of observables equipped with a tri-cyclic trace leading to
a Hilbert space construction is very fruitful. For more details on this construction
and its applications, we especially recommend the recent work [Schupp P., Szabo
R. J., 2023]. Tt turns out that there is an analogue of von Neumann algebras in the
context of JB algebras, which are called as JBW algebras [Hanche-Olsen H., 1984].
One can work with normal, faithful, semi-finite traces on a JBW algebra A [lochum,
2006]. Trace on a Jordan algebra is defined as a weight and it satisfies the cyclicity

condition

tr(Ae(Be())=tr((AeB)e().

Similarly, we will then denote positive, trace class elements by A;, and those A € A
with tr(A?) < oo by Ay. One can check that A, is a Jordan ideal in A. Trace

induces a bilinear, symmetric, real scalar product on A,, and in particular, we have
(A|B) =tr(AeB), |Ally = VitrA2.

Similar to the associative case, closure with respect to this norm yields a real Hilbert
space

Ay =4
Next we aim to write down a Jordan representation from A to this Hilbert space.

Note that Ay with the multiplication by elements of A is a Jordan module since for

all w € Ay, and A, B € A, we have [Jacobson, 1968],[Hanche-Olsen H., 1984]
Aow=weA,
Ao (Aew)=Ae (A% ew),
2Ae(Be(Aew))+ (BeA*’)ew=2(AeB)e(Aew)+ A’e(Bew).

First two relations follow from the definition of a Jordan algebra. Third one can

be verified for a special Jordan algebra, and by Theorem 2.2.5, it is valid in every
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Jordan algebra. We may then define
mi(A): Ay - Ay, 7w (A)B=AeB
forall A€ A, B € A,. It is easy to check that 7; satisfies the following properties
75 (A%) e 1 (A) = m;(A) @ my(A?),
217 (A) e my(B) @ s (A) + 75 (B o A?) = 2w (A e B) em;(A) + 7 (A?) e 75(B).

Therefore, it becomes a Jordan representation. Moreover, due to the continuity of
multiplication, m; can be extended to whole space %%

At this point, we should stress the relationship between Ay and . 1t turns out
that % is the real subspace of self-adjoint Hilbert-Schmidt operators embedded in

A [Bischoff W., 1993]. Turning back to the problem of quantum harmonic oscillator,

A is a real span of following three family of operators

[onatont
S8 (6] + 166} (641, (35)
518 (6n] = 1600 (041),

where 7 > k, and j, k ranges from 0 to oo. Note that these elements form a
basis for 7 since they are self-adjoint. Here, {or}32, is an orthonormal basis for
L?(R) which can be written in terms of Hermite polynomials in the position space
representation.

In a Jordan algebra, one can define the associator in the form
[A,B,C]:=(AeB)e(C — Ae(Be().

Our aim is to find a connection between the commutator defined over the associative
algebra B and the associator over A, which is the self-adjoint part of B. See [Dereli
T., Yoriik E. S., 2024] for the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3.1. Every self-adjoint element H € A can be written as a finite

sum of commutators in the form

H=iY [Hy;, Hgy, (3.6)

j=1
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where Hy;, and Hg; are self-adjoint operators in A.

Proof. Let Aut’(A) be the connected 1—component of the Banach Lie group of all
automorphisms of A. Let A be a self-adjoint element in A. We define an operator U
as U = exp(iA), which is clearly a unitary operator. By [Upmeier, 1981], Aut®(A) is
known to be algebraically generated by the symmetries in A. Moreover by Theorem
1.6 of [Upmeier, 1981], each unitary operator can be written as a finite product of
symmetries in \A. Combining these facts, we deduce that U € Aut(A). Armed with
this, we can now apply Theorem 2.5 of [Upmeier, 1981] to obtain
U =exp (i[Laj,Lbjo ,
j=1
where a;,0; € A for all j, and L,b := a e b is the left multiplication operator.
Consequently, we have
exp (z’A - i[LGﬁLbj]) =~
j=1

Our next goal is to verify that

exp <t (ZA - i[LCL]'? Lbj]>>

is a one parameter family for ¢ € R. First, this operator depends continuously on ¢.
Second, when t = 0, the operator reduces to the identity operator. Lastly, for any

t,s € R, it follows from the properties of the exponential of an operator that

exp <(t + s) (iA — zn:[Laj, Lbj]>> = exp <t (iA - Zn:[Laj, Lbj]> +s (z'A — i[[’“j’ Ly,

Jj=1

= exp <t (iA - i[[/aj, Lbj]>> exp (S (iA - i[[/aj, Lbj]>> :

By the uniquness of generators of one-parameter families of operators (see Stone’s

Jj=1

theorem [Stone, 1932]), we may now conclude that

A=Y (Lo, L,).
j=1

And (3.6) follows. L

)
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Chapter 4

NON-COMMUTATIVE GEOMETRY AND LANDAU
PROBLEM

4.1 Landau Problem

In this chapter, we are mainly concerned with the electron in a uniform magnetic
field, namely the Landau problem. To simplify the problem, we assume that the
electron moves only on xy plane under the magnetic field pointing along the z
direction. The Lorentz force causes the electron to make a spiral motion with Larmor

frequency
|eB]
wp = —.
mc
One common choice for vector potential, which preserves the rotational invariance,
is the symmetric gauge

A= (A Ay) = 2 ()

The Hamiltonian can be written as

1 2 1
H=_— <p— 9A) —
2m c 2m

where P is the kinetic momenta. One important point to note that is two kinetic

momenta do not commute,

e e eh eh
[Py, P)] = [ps — EAx,py - EAy] =i—(V,A, - V,A,)=i—B,. (4.1)

C C

The commutation relation (4.1) suggests that P, and P, play the role of position
and momentum operators, respectively. Combining this fact with the Hamiltonian

of the problem, the system can be viewed as a harmonic oscillator. Creation and
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annihilation operators are defined as follows

1/2 hB(P +iP,),
f_ [ c .
a —ZehB<Px iPy).

They satisfy

¢ .ehB
2hB' ¢

[a,al] = [P, +iP,, P, —iP,] =

2ehB

So, the Hamiltonian becomes

1
HZM(CLTG—F§>,

with the classical Larmor frequency. The spectrum is that of a harmonic oscillator

1
pon(ve ),
where NV is a non-negative integer. Energy eigenstates are called as Landau levels.
One can obtain the ground state wave function by solving a|0) = 0, and excited
states by acting with a' like harmonic oscillator problem. It turns out that there

are infinitely many states at each landau level N.

The center of the cyclotron motion

C e
Xeot & —< ——A)
x—l—w a:+6B Dy v

v C (&
Y =y 2 ——<x——Ax>,

commute with P, P,, a, a' and the Hamiltonian. But we should note that

P B Zehc i0 # 0. (4.2)

mw mw

P,
[X,Y]:[.T—l— y’y_
mw

(4.2) means that it is not possible to determine both = and y coordinates of the center
of the cyclotron motion at the same time with arbitrary precision. Furthermore, it
is possible to introduce another pair of creation and annihilation operators

eB
b=/ —(X —iY

B
bl =4/ 2€hc(X +1iY),

satisfying [b, b'] = 1
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4.2 Non-commutativity in the lowest Landau level in classical formu-

lation

The standard Landau model yields all Landau levels. The non-commutative model
only yields lowest-Landau level states, as discussed by Peierls [Peierls, 1933]. This
fact is used in the description of the ground states of the Fractional Quantum Hall
Effect.

We consider a point particle on a plane with an external magnetic field B per-

pendicular to the plane. The equation for the position vector r = (z,y) is
. e .. . .
mit = —€iI B + fi(r), (4.3)
c

here f gives other forces, and it can be found from a potential V as f = —VV.
The large B or small m limit projects to the lowest Landau level. And setting m to

be zero, equation (4.3) can be written as
= S i), (4.4)
eB

Assuming the Hamiltonian is Hy = V, (4.4) can be obtained by taking Poisson
brackets of r with H,, provided

{ri i} = iBeij. (4.5)
e

The non-commutative algebra (4.5) and the dynamics of the motion can be derived

as follows. The Lagrangian for the equation of motion is

1
L=-m?+ v - A-V.
2 c

For simplicity, we choose gauge A = (0, Bx). In the limit m — 0,

L= ﬁxg) -V
c
Note that (%x,y) forms a canonical pair, which implies (4.5) and identifies V' as
the Hamiltonian.
One can also give canonical derivation of non-commutativity in the limit m — oo.

In this method, non-commuting coordinates appear as Dirac brackets in a system
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constrained to the lowest Landau level. Let

PQ

where P is the kinetical momentum, p = m? is the canonical momentum, and

P = p — £A This Hamiltonian gives (4.3) by bracketing r and P if the following

C

identities hold

{r',r’} =0,
', Py — o,
. . B ..
(P, Pi} = —%e”, (4.7)

Now, we look at the limit m — 0 in (4.6), in order to do that one also needs
P =0 as a constraint, which is not possible due to (4.7). For the purpose of resolving
this problem, we introduce the following Dirac bracket

{r',ri}p = e,

eB

4.3 Non-commutative Landau problem with harmonic potential

Let B be the C*-algebra of operators on 2 with self-adjoint part A, which is
considered as the Jordan algebra of observables. In this section, we will consider the
motion of an electron in the xy plane under the influence of a constant magnetic
field pointing along the positive z direction in the symmetric gauge A = (—gy, gx)
Furthermore, we will assume the presence of a harmonic potential. This problem is
described by the following Hamiltonian

1 eB \? 1 eB \?  muw?
H - . - el = 2 2
*= om (p +20y) T om (py 20x> @Ay,

where 6 is the non-commutative parameter, w; = f% is the Larmour frequency. Po-
sition and momentum operators satisfy the following nonzero commutation relations

of the non-commutative Heisenberg algebra

[ZL‘,y] = 20’ [vaa:] = [yapy] = 1h. (48)
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Next, we define new operators in B, corresponding to complex variables, related
to chiral decomposition of non-commutative Landau problem. It is worth remarking
that our approach here is reminiscent of the introduction of complex coordinates in
the Landau problem pertaining to the Bloch waves quasi-periodicity on a torus (see

[Dereli T., 2021]). Precisely, we have

1 , 1 _
z=—(x+1y), Z=-—72(x—1iy).

V2 V2

Corresponding derivation operators are computed to be

1 ; 1 .
E(&c —1i0,), 0z= ﬁ(ax +i0y).

These newly defined operators can be shown to satisfy the following commutation

0, =

relations in B

[0,,2] = [05, 2] = [2,Z] = [0,,05] = 0.
We set two pairs of creation and annihilation operators in B

zZ 1 z l
A+:€§+£_hpm Airl—zfé_g_hpfa

]

— Pz,

z 1 z
A=+ Al=¢ &

AT

where

£ m2w?/h? + m2w? [4h?
1= (mwpf/2) + (m2w?202/16) + (m2w,202/64)

The nonzero commutation relations between these operators are
Ay, ALl =1, [A_,AT] =1

Finally, defining Q. := Q + %L, where
w?  mwrw?d  mwib w? mwd\ > mwr0\ >
O = 24 2L — L 24 L -

w* + 1 5 3 + (w + 1 1 + 3 ;
~ wr, w2
wr=wp|l1—(—4+—|mb|,

4 Wi,
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one can write Hy as follows [Aremua I., Baloitcha E., Hounkonnou M. N.; Sodoga

K., 2017], [Hounkonnou M. N., 2012]
1 1 i
Hy=hQ4 | Ny + 5 +hQ_ (| N_+ 5) Ny =AL A, (4.9)
Here note that €24 is real since 6 is negative. Let
1
Hy = Q)4 (Ni + 5) .

We define the operator H; ® I + 1 ® H_ to be the infinitesimal generator of the
strongly continuous one-parameter unitary group e+ @ e~ Thus by Stone’s

theorem, H, ® [+ [ ® H_ is self-adjoint. Using that, (4.9) can be written as
Hg = H+ (] ]IK%Q;J’_ -+ H,%%ﬁ_ QR H_.

Here %%LJF ® %;f],_ is the real Jordan-Hilbert space for this problem described in
(3.5), and I ,, are the corresponding identity operators. For all the forthcoming

results after this point, see [Dereli T., Yorik E. S.; 2024].

Theorem 4.3.1. Nonzero commutation relations in B, given in (4.8), can be written

as associator relations in A as follows

[yL7x7yR] = 9, [pr>$apa:R] - h, [pyLayapyR] - ha (410)

where

Yo = Pz = Pyp, = 4H9>
N AR
YR=\ono. " 2nn, )t \erzq, T era )P
(e EN (L
Per=\30, Ta0_ )" T \2na,  2mq_ ) Pv

_(en . eny (1 1
Pur=\30, T30 )Y " \2a_ " 2q, )P

Proof. In the case of a special Jordan algebra, an associator can be expressed as a

double commutator

A, B,C] = }1[3, 4,01 (4.11)
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In order to find the operators explicitly, one needs to write z,y, p,, and p, in terms

of newly defined creation and annihilation operators. It turns out that

T = \/_5(A + A+ AL+ A,

y = fg( A+ A, — AL 4 AT,
&R

meF(—A——AJﬂLAL*‘AD,
h

py = 25\/5( A 4 A +AL - A,

The following commutation relation can be written for y

{@, AL+ AL] + {% —A— AT]

= h([ALA A+ [ALA AL+ [AL A A ]+ [AT A —AT))
—h(—A, + AL+ A_ — AY) = iv2chy.

So we have,

T (11 AR B
P \ona. T ona, )t \erq, T erq )| TV

Similarly, one can check that

2 g 1 1 -
{He’ (4Q++4Q_ “T\ama; T oma )P TP
| eh & 1 -
Z{He’ (4Q++4Q Y \2a” Taq, )P TP

Using (4.11) and the commutation relation provided for y, p, and p,, associator

relations (4.10) follow. O

4.8.1 Density Matrices in the JBW-algebra Setting

It turns out that one needs a notion of density matrix in the JBW-algebra A in order
to describe the state of a quantum system. For the purpose of applications to JBW-

algebras, we will use the results from [Alfsen E. M., 1978b], [Alfsen E. M., 2003]

given in Lemma 2.2.1 and Theorem 2.2.6. We will assume in Theorem 4.3.3 that
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any element can be written as a finite linear combination of orthonormal projection

operators. In particular, for any B € %% we have

B=> AP, (4.12)
=1

where \;’s are real scalars, and P;’s denoting the orthonormal operators. And for
a general element, we use the fact that it can be approximated in norm by linear
combinations of orthonormal projections. So, the general case follows from the norm

continuity of multiplication.

Definition 4.3.1. A self-adjoint operator p € B(H)sq is a density matriz if p is

non-negative and tr(p) = 1.

Typically, quantum observables we consider are unbounded self-adjoint opera-
tors. But one can also take expectation values of bounded self-adjoint operators. It
turns out that expectations for bounded operators determine those for unbounded
operators. As an example, assume A is an unbounded self-adjoint operator and we
know the expectation value for 15(A) for every Borel set £ C R, where 15 is the

indicator function of E and 1g(A) is defined as follows:
() = [ 1),
o(A)

where o(A) is the spectrum of A, and p# is the projection valued measure. The
expectation value for 15(A) is the probability of obtaining a value in E for a mea-
surement of A. If one knows the probability for each E, then the full probability
distribution can be found. Therefore, the general notion of the state of a quantum

system can be viewed as a list of expectation values.

Theorem 4.3.2. Assume that p is a density matriz on 3, then the map ¢, A—
R given by
@,(A) = tr(pe A)

1 a family of expectation values.

Proof. In order to show this, we need to verify the following three properties of ®.

(i) ®,(I) =1,
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(i) ®,(A) is real for all A € A, and ®,(A) is non-negative whenever A is non-
negative.

(iii) For any sequence A,, € A, if
lim ||A, e —Ae||=0
n—oo

holds for all 1) € 7, then d,(A,) converges to ¢,(A).

Note that (i) is immediate from the definition of a density matrix. Since A € A
is self-adjoint, ¢tr(p e A) is real by definition. Let B € £ be the non-negative,
self-adjoint square root of p. It follows that tr(Ae (B e B)) =tr(Be(AeB)) >0,
since B e (A e B) € # is self-adjoint and non-negative. This verifies condition (ii).
Finally, assume A, ® 1) converges in norm to A e ¢ for all ¢ € 5#;. Then, | A, @ |
is bounded for each fixed . By the principle of uniform boundedness, there is
a constant C' such that ||A,]] < C. Let P’s denote the orthonormal projection

operators introduced in (4.12), we have

(B, (B e (A, e B))e )| =|[(P, (A, e (BeF))eB)

=|((Be P,),A, e (Be )| <C|Be P

m m

lim ZIIB Fl?= lim Y (BeP,BeP)= lim > (P, peP)=tr(p) < oc.

m—00
=1 =1

Since A e (B e P;) converges to A e (B e P;) for each ¢, by dominated convergence

m

tr(B*e A)=tr(Be(AeB))= lim » (P, (Be(AeB))eF)

= Y > (P (B e (e B)) e F)

= n}}g}ﬁZ(P“ (Be(AeB))eP) = lim tr(Be(A,eB)) = lim tr(B*e A,).

n—o0 n—o0

]

For a normal state B € %Af], the expectation value of an observable A € A is

given by
Pp(A)=(B,AeB)=tr(Be(AeB)) =tr(B*e A) =tr(pe A),

where p = B? is the corresponding density matrix.
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Definition 4.3.2. A density matriz is called a pure state if it can be written as a

projection operator in A, otherwise it is called a mixed state.

Now, we can revisit the non-commutative Landau problem, where the Hilbert
space for the composite system is the Hilbert tensor product ji;fpr ® j?ff,, of the
Hilbert spaces j?f“ and é?f;,_ describing the subsystems. Assuming p is a density
matrix on %%Hr ® %%7_, there exists a unique density matrix p, on ‘%%H with the
property that ir(p;. @ A) =tr(pe (A®1, ))foral Ac B(#,.). Similarly, there
exists a unique density matrix p_ on L%%L, with the property that ¢r(p_ e B) =
tr(p e Lz, ® B)) for all B € B(J#,_). Since, the state of the first system is
independent of the state of the second system, the density matrix p is of the form

p = py ® p_ for this problem.

Theorem 4.3.3. A pure state is being represented in f%;fpr ®<%%L— by £ P+ Q@£ —,

where By + and Py _ are idempotent elements on L%%H and %Af]’,, respectively.

Proof. To prove our claim, we consider a pure state p = p, ® p_, given by an
idempotent P+ ® Fy_. Without loss of generality, we can take F, , as the first
basis vector of %%LJF, and Py _ as the first basis vector of z%;f]’_. We denote the other

basis vectors as P, +. Let B be the square root of p. Then we have

B= (Z AZPH) ® (Z uiﬂ,_> .
=0 i=0

Using this, p can be written as

i=0 1=0

Taking traces of both sides, we obtain

(£ (£0) -

Finally, we have

Pot @By = (Z A33,+> ® (Z M?&—) .
=0 =0

The above formula clearly implies that A\ = £1, 19 = 1, and P, = 0fori > 0. O
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Now, we will define new observables before stating our next theorem giving the
time evolution equation for the state vectors of non-commutative Landau problem.
Let

X, =C (AL +A,), X =0C_(AL+A),

be the position operators corresponding to subsystems. And
P, =iCy, (AL —Ay), P =iCy (AL —A),

be the corresponding momentum operators, where

th+ th_
2mQ+ 2m Q_

Theorem 4.3.4. Given a state vector vy @ v_ € %7+ ® j?f]’,, the time evolution

equation can be written as follows

jt(v-i-@m ) ?((([L51+ ) LR1+]+[L52+7 LR2+])U+®U—)+(U+®([LS1_ ) LR1_]+[L52_ ) LR2_])U—))7

where H+ = i[R1+, Sl+] + i[R2+, Sg+], H_ = Z.[Rli, 527] + Z.[Rgi, Sgi],

Q
Ry = —f(X+A+ + AL X,),

+

Q
RQ - _f(201+P+A++201+A1P+),

+
S]_+ :P+A++A1P+7

Sy, =201, ALA,,

Q_
Ry =—— (X A + AT X)),

e
Ry = 1 —(

S, =P A +A P

20, P_A_+20, ALP),

Sy, =20, AT A_,
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Proof. Let us first see that H, = i[Ry,,S1,] + i[Rs,,5,], H- = i[Ri_,5_] +
i[Ro_,S>_]. We will only show the first equality, since two subsystems are indepen-
dent identical copies. Note that
—1
C1,.Cs,
=241 A, + A2 + AT2 A2 — A2

(X A+ ALX, PLA + AL P

= [2AL Ay, AL - 2414, A7) + 2[A7, A7)
= 2(A} [Ay, ALY — (AL A2]A, + Ay ATYAL + AL AL ALY
= 4AL% 4+ 442 + 8AT A + 4L

Similarly,

—1

Cs,
= (412, ALAL] - (A2, AL A,

[Py Ay + ALP,, AL A]

= —[AL Ay, AlAL — AL[AL AL AL+ (AL AL AL AL + A[AL AL AL
= 2412 — 242

Combining these, we get the required result. The time evolution equation for density
matrices in a C*-algebra is given by

) l

p=—7H7 (4.13)

where H denotes the Hamiltonian. In the case of Jordan algebras, inner deriva-
tions are given in terms of the associator, which acts as a derivation on the second
argument |[Hanche-Olsen H., 1984]. Assuming H = i[R,S], where R and S are
self-adjoint, (4.13) transforms into the following equation

. —4 —4
P = ?[Ra Py S] = ?[LSMLR]pa

where Lg and Lg are left multiplication operators with S and R, respectively. This
amounts to the Jordan-algebraic evolution equation for the density matrices. All
density matrices can be written in the form p = B?, for some B € A,. Taking the
derivative of both sides

p=2BeDB.
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On the other hand, we also have

. —4

4
P~

R,p,S] = .

—4
R, B% 5] = 2B R, B, S).

Comparing them, one obtains

1 —4
B=—|R. B = —|Lg, Lg|B.
i [Ra 78] 3 [ S R]

Let us remark that this equation can be extended to whole space j?f] by

b= %4[3,@,5] _ %[LS,LR]U
Next, let v, ® v_ be an element of j?fpr ® c%;f],_ corresponding to the density matrix
pr ®p_,and let Hy = H, ® sz%,_ + H%’J,Jr ® H_ be the Hamiltonian, where H, =
i[R1,,51,] +i[Re,,5,], H- = i[Ry_,S2 | + iRy ,S> ]. Based on these, we may
deduce that

d /)
%(/A ®p-) = _ﬁ[H+ Ly +1, @H_,py ® p-]

1
= _ﬁ([HJr ® ]IJEJy_,PJr ®p_]+ []I%A,J’+ @H_,p, ®@p_])

?

= h(([H+,P+] ® p-) + (p+ ® [H-, p-])).

Using the discussion above, we may replace —i[H, p| with —4[Lg,, Lg,|Jv—4[Ls,, Lg,|v

to arrive at the formula

%(U+®U> = %4((([le+ ) LR1+]+[L52+ ) LRQ+])U+®U*>+(U+®([LS1, ) LR1,]+[LS2, ) LR2,])/U*))‘

Finally, the solution to this Jordan-Schrodinger equation can be written as

=4t =4t
() @v_(t) =e " [leJraLR1+}+[LSQ+7LR2+DU+(O) Qe (Lsy, Lr, J+[Ls, ’LRLDU,(O).

]
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Chapter 5

CONCLUSION

In this thesis, a review for the algebraic approach to quantum mechanics is given.
As an example, the non-commutative Landau problem is studied. For a two dimen-
sional non-commutative space, a Jordan algebraic formulation of the Hamiltonian
associated to the motion of an electron under a uniform magnetic field with a con-
fining harmonic potential has been provided. The main result is given in Theorem
4.3.1, and the non-commutative parameter # is written in terms of an associator in
the Jordan algebra of observables. Secondly, a general understanding for the expec-
tation value of an observable is provided in terms of the Jordan algebraic setting.
In addition, the pure states are characterized for this specific problem. Lastly, a
Jordan algebraic time evolution equation for the state vectors in the constructed

Hilbert space and its solution are presented.
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