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Abstract

The existence of a strict deformation quantization of X = S(My(C)), the state space
of the k x k matrices My (C) which is canonically a compact Poisson manifold (with
stratified boundary), has recently been proved by both authors and Landsman (Rev
Math Phys 32:2050031, 2020. https://doi.org/10.1142/S0129055X20500312). In fact,
since increasing tensor powers of the k x k matrices My (C) are known to give rise to
a continuous bundle of C*-algebras over I = {0} U 1/N C [0, 1] with fibers A /N =
Mi(C)®N and Ay = C(Xy), we were able to define a strict deformation quantization
of Xy a la Rieffel, specified by quantization maps Q1 : /Ao — AN, with Ao a
dense Poisson subalgebra of Ag. A similar result is known for the symplectic manifold
§% C R?, for which in this case the fibers A}, = My41(C) = B(Sym" (C?)) and
Ay=C(S 2) form a continuous bundle of C*-algebras over the same base space I, and
where quantization is specified by (a priori different) quantization maps Q' N A{) —
A} N In this paper, we focus on the particular case X, = B3 (i.e., the unit three-ball in
R?) and show that for any function f € A one has limy_, oo ||(Q1/N(f))|symN @€~

0 v fl)IIv = 0, where Sym® (C?) denotes the symmetric subspace of (C2)V®.
Finally, we give an application regarding the (quantum) Curie—Weiss model.
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1 Introduction

An important field of research within mathematical physics concerns the relation
between classical theories viewed as limits of quantum theories, for example, classi-
cal mechanics of a particle on the phase space R?" versus quantum mechanics on the
Hilbert space L2(R"), or classical thermodynamics of a spin system versus statistical
mechanics of a quantum spin system on a finite lattice [14]. In these examples, the
relation between both (different) theories can be described by a continuous bundle
of algebras of observables equipped with certain quantization maps. A modern way
establishing a link between both theories is based on the concept of strict deforma-
tion quantization, i.e., the mathematical formalism that describes the transition from
a classical theory to a quantum theory [13,22,23] in terms of deformations of (com-
mutative) Poisson algebras (representing the classical theory) into non-commutative
C* algebras characterizing the quantum theory.

1.1 Strict deformation quantization maps

Let us focus to the first known example starting from the familiar classical phase space
R?". For convenience, we only consider the Poisson algebra of smooth compactly
supported functions f € C° (R?") where the Poisson structure is the one associated
with the natural symplectic form 27:1 dpj N dq’ [17]. In order to relate C o0 (R?™)
to a quantum theory described on some Hilbert space, one needs to deform C2° (R?™)
into non-commutative C*-algebras exploiting a family of quantization maps. Berezin
proposed the quantization maps [3]

On : CX[R™) — Bo(L*(R™); (1.1)
_ w (p.q) (p.9)
On(f) = /R o Gn | @010 0 (1.2)

where h € (0, 1]; Bo(H) is the C*-algebra of compact operators on the Hilbert
space H = L2(R™), and for each point (p,q) € R2" the (projection) operator
|¢(hp ’q)) (qb(hp ’q)l . L2(R") — L2(R") is induced by the normalized wave functions,
where x € R”,

B0 () = (uh) e IPa T =GP 2h P g 2R (13)
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Bulk-boundary asymptotic equivalence... 2943

defining the well-known (Schrodinger) coherent states. Inspired by Dixmier’s concept
of a continuous bundle [7], Rieffel showed that [22,23]

1. The fibers Ag = Co(R?") and A, = Bo(L%(R™)), h € (0, 1], can be combined
into a (locally non-trivial) continuous bundle A of C*-algebras over I = [0, 1];

2. Ay = cx (R?") is a dense Poisson subalgebra of Ag.

3. Each quantization map Qp : Ao — Ay, is linear, and if we also define Qg : Ay <
Ay as the inclusion map, then the ensuing family Q = (Qn)res satisfies:

(a) Each map Qy, is self-adjoint, i.e., 0n(f) = On(f)* (where f*(x) = f(x)).
(b) For each f € Ay, the following cross section of the bundle is continuous:

0— f; (1.4)
h— Qr(f) (heI\{0})). (1.5)

(c) Eachpair f, g € Ay satisfies the Dirac—Groenewold-Rieffel condition:

=0. (1.6)

li
h—0 I3

m H%[th, 0r()] — On((f. gh

This led to the general concept of a strict deformation of a Poisson manifold X [13,22],
which we here state in the case of interest to us in which X is compact, or more
generally in which X is a manifold with stratified boundary [15,19]. In that case, the
space I in which & takes values cannot be all of [0, 1], but should be a subspace
I C [0, 1] thereof that at least contains 0 as an accumulation point. This is assumed
in what follows. Furthermore, the Poisson bracket on X is denoted, as usual, by
{-,-} : C®°(X) x C®(X) - C*°(X) (where the smooth space C°°(X) is suitably
defined when X is a more complicated object than a compact smooth manifold as we
shall say shortly).

Definition 1.1 A strict deformation quantization (according to [14]Y) of a compact
Poisson manifold X consists of an index space I C [0, 1], including 0 as accumulation
point, for /i as detailed above, as well as:

e A continuous bundle of unital C*-algebras (Ap)pes over I with Ag = C(X)
equipped with the standard commutative C*-algebra structure with respect to the
norm || - los; )

e A || - |oo-dense Poisson suabalgebra Ay € C*°(X) C Ap (on which {-, -} is
defined);

e A family QO = (Qp)ner of linear maps Qp, : Ao — Ap, indexed by i € I (called
quantization maps) such that Qy is the inclusion map Ao > Ay, and the above
conditions (a)—(c) hold, as well as Qp(1x) = 14, (the unit of Ap).

1 We stress that the some authors adopt a different notion of strict (deformation) quantization. For example,
in Rieffel’s approach the same (quantum) algebra is used and the product, depending on £, is deformed
[22,23]. In this setting, the image of the quantization map lies in an algebra with a “new” product. We instead
follow the definitions introduced by Landsman [13,14] (who adapted Rieffel’s original ideas), where for
h > 0he uses the non-commutative algebras with their intrinsic product independent of /. The . dependence
in turn is put in the quantization map itself. The term “strict deformation quantization” we use in this paper
is therefore related to Landsman’s notion of quantization.
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2944 V. Moretti, C. J. F. van de Ven

It follows from the definition of a continuous bundle of C*-algebras that two con-
tinuity properties hold

Jim |Qr(Hlln = 1l.flloo (1.7

and

%I_I)r}) 19r(f)Or() — Or(f&)n=0 (1.8)
hold automatically [7,13,14].

1.2 Spin systems and generalizations

Mean-field quantum spin systems> fit into this framework. There, the index set [ is
givenby (0 ¢ N:={1,2,3,...})

I ={1/N|N eN}U{0} = (1/N) U {0}, (1.9)

with the topology inherited from [0, 1]. That is, we put h = 1/N, where N € N is
interpreted as the number of sites of the model; our interest is the limit N — oc0. In the
framework of C*-algebraic quantization theory, the analogy between the “classical”
limit 7 — 0 in typical examples from mechanics (see, e.g., our first example [10])
and the “thermodynamic” limit N — oo in typical quantum spin systems (see, e.g.,
[15,16]) is developed in detail in [14]. We remark that the limit N — oo can be
taken in two entirely different ways, which depends on the class of observables one
considers, namely either quasi-local observables or macroscopic observables. The
former are the ones traditionally studied for quantum spin systems, but the latter relate
these systems to strict deformation quantization, since macroscopic observables are
precisely defined by (quasi-)symmetric sequences which form the continuous cross
sections of a continuous bundle of C*-algebras. This continuous bundle of C*-algebras
is defined over base space I given by (1.9) with fibers

Ap = C(S(Mi(C)) = C(Xp); (1.10)
AN = M (©)®N = Mn (C), (1.11)

and continuity structure specified by continuous cross sections which are thus given
by all quasi-symmetric sequences [15] [14, Ch.10].> We refer to the appendix for
some useful definitions or to [15] for a more comprehensive explanation. The space
Xy = S(Mi(C)) C RK-1 has the structure of a compact Poisson manifold with

2A typical example of a mean-field quantum spin system is the Curie~Weiss model (see, for example,
[1,6,11,25-27] and references therein).

3 The same result holds for an arbitary unital C*-algebra B playing the role of the matrix algebra My (C)
in the above setting [14].
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stratified boundary. The space C°(Xy) is here made of the restrictions to X of the
. . 2 . . .
smooth functions in R¥ _1, and the Poisson bracket is the restriction x € Xy

K2—1

8
f,am= Y Cox Lax ., xeRM! (1.12)

a,b,c=1 *b

for f,geC oo(]sz_l) and where C¢, are the structure constants of SU (k) (see Sect.
2.3 of [15] for details). In turn, the Poisson algebra /{0 dense in Ag = C(Xy) is made

of the restrictions to Xj of the polynomials in the k> — 1 coordinates of RK*~1

Let us pass to describe Q1,5 . Each polynomial p of degree L uniquely corresponds
to a polynomial of symmetric elementary tensors of the form b, ®; - - - ®; b, , where
iby,...,ib>_; form a basis of the Lie algebra of SU (k). That is the image of p
according to Q1,y. More precisely, if

pL(xl,...,xkz_l) =Xj X wherejl,...,jL S {1,2,...,](2— 1},
the quantization maps Q1 : Ao — Mi(C)N act as (see the appendix for Sy )

SL,N(bjl ®s"'®sbjL)a lfNZL

= 1.13
O1/n(pL) 0. N <L (1.13)
OynH =L ®---Q Ir ., (1.14)
—— ———
N times

and more generally, they are defined as the unique continuous and linear extensions
of the written maps.

It has been shown in [15] that the quantization maps Q1,y satisfy all the axioms
of Definition 1.1.* These data together imply the existence of a strict deformation
quantization of the Poisson manifold X; = S(My(C)) (see [15, Theorem 3.4] for a
detailed proof).

We specialize these models to the case k = 2. One-dimensional quantum spin
systems arising in that way are widely studied in (condensed matter) physics, but also
in mathematical physics they form an important field of research, especially in view of
spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB). One tries to calculate quantities like the free
energy, or the entropy of the system in question and considers their thermodynamic
limit as the number of sites N increase to infinity [16]. For this reason, the case k = 2
is already of huge interest, since each site of such a spin chain is exactly described by
the algebra of (2 x 2)-matrices. On the other hand, the Bloch sphere S acting as a
classical phase space which describes a physical system may be a spin system of total
spin j, but it can also be a collection of n two-level atoms [2] corresponding to a spin
chain of »n sites, which is, for example, the case for the quantum Curie—Weiss model

4 In particular, the quantization maps define (quasi-)symmetric sequences and hence macroscopic observ-
ables.
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2946 V. Moretti, C. J. F. van de Ven

[15]. Inspired by that model, which admits a classical limit® on 2 (i.e., the smooth
boundary of X» = S(M>(C)) = B3, where B> denotes the closed unit ball in R?),
we asked ourselves if the quantization maps Q1,y quantizing X, could in general be
related to another well-known strict deformation quantization of S? whose details are
explained in what follows.®

From the mathematical side, we observe that k = 2 is the unique case where Xy
admits a smooth boundary, as said X, = B3 and X, = S2. Furthermore, S2 is a
Poisson submanifold of B, when the latter is equipped with the Poisson structure
(1.16) specialized to k = 2, so that CZC = €ape. This is because S? (and also B?) is

invariant under the flow of the Hamilton vector fields of RK-1 constructed out of the
Poisson bracket (1.16). For k = 2, we precisely have

3 2 . ~
{f, 8} B0 = {flg2, g2} if £, g € Ao, (1.15)

with obvious notation. In particular,

3
3 of 0o

. m= > 6abcxca—fa—g, x € B, (1.16)

a,b,c=1 Xa 0Xp

This paper only concerns the case k = 2. In a sense, we promote at quantum level
the illustrated interplay of the two symplectic structures of X» = B> and B3 = 2.
As a matter of fact, we consider the quantization elements Q1,n(f) € B((C3H)N®)
under the maps (1.13)—(1.14) referred to the symplectic structure of B3. Next we
restrict the operators Q1,n(f) to a suitable common invariant subspace of (CHN®,
It turns out that, for large N, these restricted operators correspond to the image of
another quantization map Q' IN acting on C(3B3) and referring to the symplectic

structure of 9 B3.

The said invariant subspace7 is SymN (C?) ¢ (C*HN® for which the correspond-
ing algebras B(SymN (C?) exactly correspond to the fibers (for N # 0) of another
continuous bundle of C*-algebras given by (1.17)—(1.18). It is a well-known fact that
these fibers together with quantization maps (1.21)—(1.22) below give rise to a strict
deformation quantization of 52 [5,13,18] according to Definition 1.1.

Indicating the algebra of bounded operators by B(Sym” (C?)), it is known [14,
Theorem 8.1] that

Ay = C(S?); (1.17)
A}y = My41(C) = B(Sym" (C?)), (1.18)

5 This means that (\IJ](\?), Q1N () Lllg))) admits a limit as N — oo for any function f € /&0, and \III(\?) the
ground state eigenvector of the quantum CW Hamiltonian (see [15, Theorem 4.1] for details).

6 Of course, one can always try to restrict Ag to Af), but in that case the same manifolds are quantized
which is not of particular new interest.

7 This space is clearly invariant under the maps (1.13)—(1.14).
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are the fibers of a continuous bundle of C*-algebras over the same base space I as
in (1.9) whose continuous cross sections are given by all sequences (a1/n)neN €
l'IneNA’l/N for which ag € C(5?) and ai/n € My41(C) and such that the sequence

(a1/N)NeN is asymptotically equivalent to (Q’I/N (ap)) NeN, in the sense that
lim ||y — Q) /y(@0)lIlny =0. (1.19)
N—o00
Here, the symbol Q) N denotes the quantization maps

Q\/n Ay — An (1.20)

where Aé) C C™(S?) C A} is the dense Poisson subalgebra made of polynomials
in three real variables restricted the sphere S2. The maps 0 /N are defined by® the
integral computed in weak sense

. N+1
Qinp) = ?/52 p()[Q2)(R2ndS2, (1.21)

where p denotes an arbitrary polynomial restricted to S%, dS2 indicates the unique
SO (3)-invariant Haar measure on S> with /. dQ = 4w, and |QNQ|y €
B(Sym”" (C?)) are so-called N coherent spin states defined in “Appendix B.” In par-
ticular, if 1 is the constant function 1(Q2) = 1, (Q € S2), and 1y is the identity on
A’1 IN = B(SymN (C?)), the previous definition implies

Q) =1ly. (1.22)

Indeed, it can be shown that the quantization maps (1.21)—(1.22) satisfy the axioms of
Definition 1.1, which implies the existence of a strict deformation quantization of 2.7
These quantization maps, constructed from a family coherent states (as opposed to the
maps (1.13)—(1.14) which are defined in a complete different way), also define a so-
called Berezin quantization [13] for which (B.3) typically holds as well as positivity,
inthat Q1§ (f) = 0if f > 0 almost everywhere on S2.

The main result of this work is an asymptotic relation connecting the bulk and the
boundary quantization maps:

HQI/N(p)|Sym(N>(((C2)N®) - 01 /n(pls2) ‘N — 0 for N — +oo, peAp

established in Theorem 2.3. We stress that the validity of the Dirac—Groenewold-
Rieffel condition (1.6) for both maps is possible just thank to (1.15).

8 Equivalent definitions of these quantization maps are used in the literature, see, e.g., [14,18].

9 We remark that §2 is a special case of a regular integral coadjoint orbit in the dual of the Lie algebra
associated with SU (2), which can be identified with R3. In fact, this theory can be generalized to arbitrary
compact connected Lie groups [13].
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2948 V. Moretti, C. J. F. van de Ven

The plan of this paper is as follows. In section 2, we state and prove our main theorem
(Theorem 2.3) establishing a connection between the strict deformation quantization of
X, and the one of S? defined above. We show that the quantization maps Q /N defined
by (1.13)—(1.14) whose images are restricted to SymN (C? satisfy the identity above
with respect to the other quantization map Q' N In section 3, we apply our theorem
to the Curie-Weiss model which links the corresponding quantum Hamiltonian to
its classical counterpart on the sphere. In the appendix, we provide a comprehensive
overview of useful definitions.

2 Interplay of bulk quantization map Qq,/y and boundary
quantization map Q; N

In order to arrive at the main theorem of this paper, we first introduce some vector
spaces. We let Py to be the complex vector space of polynomials in the variables
X,y,Z € R3 of degree < N where N > 1, and let Py (5?) be the vector space made
of the restrictions to S? of those polynomials.

2.1 Preparatory results on Q] IN and harmonic polynomials

Definition (1.21) can actually be stated replacing the polynomial p by a generic
f € C(S?), though its meaning as a quantization map is valid for the domain of the
polynomials restricted to S as indicated in (1.21). The map associating f € C(S?)
with

Q' /n(f) : Sym™ (C?) — Sym" (C?); 2.1

, _ N+1
Qn(f) = ?/52 JF(Q)1R2)(Q[ydS2, 2.2)

is well defined and it is surjective on B(Sym” (C?)) since, forevery A : Sym” (C?) —
SymN (C?), there exists a function p € Py (52) such that A = Q’l / ~(P). Indeed, that
the function

p(R) = tr(AAY () , 2.3)

where @ € $2 and @ > A}’ € Sym" (C?) is defined by Definition (2.6) in [12],
defines a polynomial on the sphere, i.e.,

tr(AAY)) € Py(S?). (2.4)

In particular, we realize that the linear map (2.2) cannot be injective on the domain
C(5?) since this space is infinite-dimensional, whereas the co-domain is finite-
dimensional. Nevertheless, if restricting the domain to Py (82), the said map turns
out to be bijective.
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Proposition 2.1 The map

N +1

I / P(Q)|Q)(Qnd2 € BSym" (C?) (2.5)
T S2

Py(S*) 3 pr> Q) )n(p) =

is a bijection for N > 1.

Proof The said map is obviously surjective, as already observed, because, by defining
P(Q) = 1r(AAY (@) for A € B(Sym™)(C?)), we have A = Q] (p). Let us
prove injectivity. It is well known [21] that dim(Py(5%)) = (N + 1)?if N > 1. On
the other hand, dim(B (Sym(N )(C?)) = (N + 1)2 as one immediately proves. As
dim(B(Sym™)(C?))) = dim(Py(S?)) < +oo, surjectivity implies injectivity from
elementary results of linear algebra. O

Going back to Weyl, let us recall a few results on the theory of SO (3) representa-
tions of polynomials restricted to the unit sphere. The group SO (3) admits a natural
representation on Py (S?) given by

SOB)> R pr, (prp)(R) = p(R7'Q) Vpe Py($?),VQ e S%. (2.6

In turn, the space Py (S 2) admits a direct decomposition into invariant and irreducible
subspaces under the action of p, viz.

PvsH= @ PYEY.
j=0,1,...N

Each subspace P]E,j )(Sz) consists of the restrictions to S? of the homogeneous poly-
nomials of order j that are also harmonic functions. PI(\,] >(Sz) has dimension 2 + 1.

Example2.2 If N = 2,
Ps?) = PV sH @ PV () @ P (S .

In the right-hand side, the first subaspace is the span of the restriction to S of the
constant polynomial p(x, y, z) := 1, the second one is the span of the restrictions of
the three polynomials p;(x, y,z) :=x;, j = 1,2,3 where x; = x,x2 = y,x3 = 2,
and the third one is the span of the restrictions to S of five elements suitably chosen'?
of the six polynomials p;; (x, y, z) 1= x;x; — 18;;(x? 4+ y? 4+ z2) for i, j € {1,2,3}.

If pg) is the restriction of pg to PI(\,j)(Sz) and {p,(,{)}m=7j,7j+1,..‘,j71,j is a basis
of P/E/)(Sz), we find
J
P’ i = Y D (R™Hp) @7
m'=—j

10° The restrictions to S2 of these six polynomials and the one of the above p form a linearly dependent set.
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2950 V. Moretti, C. J. F. van de Ven

Each class of matrices {D/)(R)}reso3) defines an irreducible representation of
SO(3) in C¥*!, These representations are completely fixed by their dimension, i.e.,
by j,up to equivalence given by similarity transformations, and different j correspond
to similarity inequivalent representations. Every irreducible representation of SO (3)
is unitarily equivalent to one of the D).

2.2 The main theorem

Before arriving at the main theorem of this paper, we recall that by construction the
space Ao is the complex vector space of polynomials in three variables on the closed
unit ball B3 which, in particular, contains all polynomials of Py (M € ) restricted
to B3 [15]. In the proof of the theorem, we occasionally use the space Ag as well as
Py, where the former is the domain of the quantization maps Q1,y, whereas the latter
is used to underline the degree of the polynomial in question.

Theorem2.3 Ifp € Ao, then

Q1 Dlsyminieave) = Qi pls|| =0 for N — 400,

the (operator) norm being the one on B(SymN (C?).

Remark 2.4 We stress that the result does not automatically imply that the cross sec-
tions (1.13)—(1.14) whose images are restricted to Sym® (C?) are also continuous cross
sections of the fibers defined in (1.17)—(1.18), since f € Ag = C(B?) does not imply
that f € A) = C(5?).

Proof We start the proof by discussing the interplay between the action of SO(3)

and the quantization maps Q1,y, defined in (1.13). We first focus on a homogeneous
polynomial of order M < N1 If ki, ..., kpy are taken in {1, 2, 3} and

pklmkM(-x’ Y, Z) = Xk s Xk s (28)
the representation (2.6) implies that
(PR Py kyy) (X, 9, 2) = (R{]l)klj1 ~-~(Rl_,1)ijMpk1...kM(x, y,2). (2.9)

We stress that when restricting to S2, every p(/ ) is a linear combination of the restric-

tions of the polynomials py,...k,, so that, by extending (2.9) by linearity and working

on p’, (2.9) must coincide with (2.7)

(oK' P) (e300 = Z DY (RHp .y ). (.2 €S

I As we are dealing with a limit in N, we can safely take N such that M < N.
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Bulk-boundary asymptotic equivalence... 2951

Since both sides are restrictions of homogeneous polynomials of the same degree j,
this identity is valid also removing the constraint (x, y, z) € S

J
(o p) v = 3 DRIy, oy eRY, @10)
m'=—j

where now the pfnj ) are homogeneous polynomials in Py; whose restrictions are the

basis elements of P /fj ) (S 2) with the same name. We underline that for our quantization
maps Q1/y we need p,(,{ )tobea polynomial in Ao, rather than in Py;. However, since
Ag contains all polynomials of Py restricted to B> which has non-empty interior,
polynomials of Py are in one-to-one correspondence with those of Ag. Therefore, in
view of (2.10) the same statement holds when we replace (x, y, z) € R3 by (x,y,2) €
B3. Now, by definition of the quantization maps Q1 /N we know that

OuNPkydy) =SNm |0k @ R0y, IR ---® 1
N—M times

Let us indicate by Ry € SO(3) the image of U € SU(2) through the universal
covering homomorphism IT : SU(2) — SO (3). This covering homomorphism as is
well known satisfies (using the summation convention on repeated indices)

UoU* = (Rg") o 2.11)

Remembering that Sym” (C?) is invariant under the tensor representation U @ - - - ® U,
— ——

N times
we have

U®---®U |SymN((C2) QI/N(pkl“'kM)|SymN((C2) Ur®---U" |SymN(C2)

N times N times

=|{U® - QU QuN(Pryks) U R - QU™ | gym¥ (c2)

N times N times
—1y J 1y J
= (RU Ve e (RU Ve " Ql/N(pj1~-jM)|SymN((C2) :

Let us consider linear combinations p,(,{ ) of polynomials py;...k,, whose restriction to

$? define the basis element, indicated with the same symbol, p,&{ ) ¢ Plf,{ ) (5%). Since
the map Q1 is linear, from (2.10) we have
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)
UR---QUOunNpi YU @ - @U" | symv (2

N times N times
=" D (RTHQIN DI lsymy (c2) - 2.12)
m/

Let us now pass to the other quantization map Q /N observing that (2.12) and Propo-
sition 2.1 entail

N +1

7 f ol (@I QIvdQ  (2.13)
Tt S2

Q1N (P ) sym(c2) = Qhyw (@it =

for some q(j ) e Py (S?%) (where N > M in general) is the unknown restriction to S2
of a polynomial in Py. Exploiting (2.12) and linearity, we find

@)
U®- - QU lgmv(c2) Q1N (P )sym¥ (c2) U ---QU* lsym" (2

N times N times

N+ 1 /S ZD‘”(R g (2)12)(Qlvde . 2.14)

Again, from (2.2) we have the general relation

N+1
VAPV = 4—+/ FQVIQ)QN VR .
' T S2

Specializingto V=U® ---Q U | symV (C2)» We obtain (see Lemma 2.6)

N times
VIQ) = V2| Ry Q) (2.15)
where the phase is irrelevant as it disappears in view of later computations; hence,

N+1
VA;N)V* _ ;[ FIRy Q) (Ry Q| ndQ2
47 s2

-1
U

Y(RuRy'QInvdR,' R,

namely

U®...®U|symN((Cz)AU*®...®U* lsym¥ 2

N times N times

N — ! / FRS'Q)12)(QIyd0 2.16)

@ Springer



Bulk-boundary asymptotic equivalence... 2953

where we took advantage of dQ2 = dR™'Qif R € SO(3). To conclude, if A =
01/n(py)), identity (2.14) yields

Since the map (2.2) is bijective on Py (Sz), it must be

g’ (R7'2) = > DY (R"N)gV) (@), Ve s* YR eS50(3) 2.17)

m'

Linearity and bijectivity of the map (2.5) also imply that, varying m = —j, —j +
I,...,j—1,j the functions q(j ) form a basis of a 2 J + 1-dimensional subspace of

Py (Sz). We can expand each of these functions over the basis of functions pf,{ ) of
Py (S?%):

j=0m=—j

where both sides are now and henceforth evaluated on S2. Here, (2.7) and (2.17)
together imply

Z D(]) (R)CIS{HJ) ) _ Z C(] ])D(])(R)p(]) ,

Jm,k j.m,t

that is,

Z Dy(y{/z((R)C,EJZ’j)pé]) — Z C(] J)D(])(R) () .

m m
Jil.x j.m.t

Since the set of the (restrictions of to the sphere of the) p/) is a basis,

m

Since the representation D) is irreducible, Schur’s lemma implies that there are
complex numbers C/">/) such that

CUMD = D,y

In summary, (2.19) reduces to

a5 ZC(J Dol (2.19)
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However, since the elements in the left-hand side are 2" + 1, whereas for every j in
the right-hand side we have 2j + I elements and the spaces of these representations
transform separately, the only possibility is that C//) = 0if j % j’. In other words,

Qr(nj ,N) C](\;)p(j)|52 for every given j =0,1,2,..., M, (2.20)

where

(i) we have terminated j to M < N because the initial polynomial p,(,{ ) has been
chosen in Plfj)(Sz);
(ii) we have restored the presence of N, since Cj(\f) may depend on N.

Let us examine what happens to C () at large N. First observe that (2.20) immediately
implies

C(J)N—i-l

O1/N (s )|SymN(<C2) i

fz i ()22 dL.
s
Taking the expectation value (€| - |2'), we find

; ; N+1
)= [ @S it (221)
S2 4
In Lemma 2.5, we prove that limy 100 Cy (/) exists and is finite. Hence,

2@ = ( fim Cu)) 2@,
where we exploited Proposition 4.2 of [15], so that

)
Iim Cy =1.
N—+o0 N

This reasoning implies the claim for the considered special polynomials since, for
N — 400,

N +1

HQUN@,SPnsymw(Cz) - / P 152(2)|2)(Q v dQ

N

<ICy = U112l — O

N +1
=|Cy—1] H4—f P 152()192)(Q]ydR
T N

(2.22)

The found result immediately extends to every polynomial of given degree M which

)

can be written as a linear combination of the p,;” viewed as polynomials. To pass to
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a generic polynomial in A (say of degree M), we observe that, as a consequence of
known results [21], the map

Ao 3 p > pls2 € Pu(S?)

has a kernel made of all possible polynomials of the form ¢ (x, y, z) (x> 4+ y*> +z> — 1)
with g € Pys_». Furthermore, Proposition 2.7 proves that, for every g € Py—o,

1018 (q(x, ¥, ) + ¥ + 22 = D)lgymy(c2)llv > 0 as N — +oo.  (2.23)

So,if p € Ao is a polynomial of degree M, then we can write for a finite number of
coefficients C/™ and some polynomial g € Py,

p:ZC(j”")p,(,P+q(x,y,z)(x2+y2+zz— D, (2.24)
Jj.m

where the p,(,{ ) and ¢ are here interpreted as elements of Py, and Pjs_», respectively,

restricted to B3. Hence,
Q1 (P lsymv ey = Y C9™ 01y (o) sym 2
j.m
+01n(g(x, y, (X + y2 + 22 = 1)
/NWGX, Y, 2 y < SymM (C2?) -

The former term on the right-hand side tends to Q/1 / ~(Pls2), and the latter vanishes
as N — 400 proving the thesis.

2.3 Subsidiary technical results

Lemma 2.5 limy_, Cz(\{) exists and is finite.

Proof Since the left-hand side of (2.21) does not depend on N and the integral in the
right-hand side tends to p,(,{ )(Q’ ), the only possibility that the limit limy_, 40 CI(\{)

prevents from existing (or that makes it infinite) is p,(h/ ) (') = 0. This result should
be true for all €/, since limy—, oo Cy is independent of ’. However, the polynomial

p,(,{ ) (restricted to S2) is not the zero function since it is an element of a basis. O
Lemma 2.6 Eq. (2.15) is true.

Proof As is well known (see [15] for a summary of those properties and technical
references),

Q-o|Q) =|Q)1.
Applying U to both sides gives

Q- UoU*UIQ) = U|Q)).
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Namely, from (2.11) we obtain
Q- (R;')UIQ) = UIQ)1,
that is,
(Ry$2) - o Ur|Q)1 =U|Q); .
We also know that
(Ry2) -0 |RyS2)1 = |RyL)1

Since the eigenspace of (R™!'Q) - o with eigenvalue 1 is one-dimensional, for some
real o v, we must have

UlQ) = P2V |RyQ), .

Taking advantage of |Q)y = [2)1 Q- RQ)and V =U®---QU |SymN((C2),

N times N times
we immediately achieve (2.15) withwq v = NBq.u- O

Proposition 2.7 Equations (2.23) is true.

Proof We use the canonical (Dicke) basis [15,18] |n, N — n) for Sym"¥(C?) (n =
0, ..., N) and first show that the matrix elements with respect to this basis are zero:

(nQ1/n(q(x, y, ) QN>+ ¥ + 22 = DIk) =0, (k,n=0,...,N). (2.25)

Consider now a basis vector |k, N — k). We first expand |k, N — k) in the standard
basis vectors f; (i = 1,...,2") spanning the Hilbert space ®N C2. We denote by
O* the orbit consisting of (IZ )—basis vectors B; with the same number of occurrence
of the vectors ¢, and e, the two basis vectors of C2. By convention, we take e; such
that o3e1 = e;, and 03¢ = —e3. It is not difficult to show that [25,26]

~
==

! )
k, N —k) = — ) Bri

(¢) =1

where the subindex / in By ; labels the basis vector B;; € B within the same orbit
O*. Since we have (]Z ) such vectors per orbit, the sum in the above equation indeed is
froml=1,..., (IZ) By definition, Ql/N(xl.z) = S n(0; ®o0;) fori =1, 2, 3. Using
a combinatorial argument and the fact that all |k) are symmetric, it follows that
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$)
Z(az ®n®1- @)
(k)

1 N -2 (V-2 N -2
= (IZ)<_<k_2>IBk_2J+ (k_l)ﬁk,z—( r )ﬂk+2,1-

Similarly,

So.n(o2 @ o) |k) =

So.n (o1 @ op)lk)

L ((N-2 N-2 N-2
B \/m<<k —2)/3"_2*’ +2<k - 1>'3k’1 + ( k )ﬁk+2,1;
k

and

S2,n (03 ® 03) k)
_ 1 N -2 ) N -2 N -2
—\/(_T)<<k_2>,3k,l— <k_1),3k,1+< X )ﬁk,l.
k

In view of Definition 1.1 (property 3(b)), the cross section 0 — f and 1/N —
Q1/n(f) defines a continuous section of the bundle implying that the following con-
dition (see also the remark below Definition 1.1) is automatically satisfied:

Nli_r)nooHQl/N(f)Ql/N(f)_Q]/N(fg)HN = 0. (2.26)

We apply this with f = ¢(x, y, z) and g(x, y, z) = x> 4+ y*> + z2 — 1. We first show
that

(n1Q1/n(q(x, y, 2) Q1N+ y? + 22 = 1D)k) =0,

for all basis vectors |n) and |k) in Sym® (C?). Indeed, using the above identities one
finds

Q1N (q(x, ¥, ) Q1% +y2 + 22 = DIk)
(GONCD!

1 1
= DD (Bus On(g(x, y, z>>(s2N<a1 ®01)+52N(02®02)+52N(02®03))/3Ar)
() V() ==
| ()
- ZZ B, Qun(q(x,y.2)Br.r)
(n) (k I=1r=1

= (IN) (IN) ] (B ON(g(x,y, z))(( 22) + <N;2) +2<1Z:12> - <]Z>>.Bk,r>
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()

F\/»anl On(q(x,y, z))(( ) (Z))ﬁk,ﬁ:()-

Since this holds for all basis vectors and SymN (C?)isinvariant under Qungx,y,z2)
and Q1 (x? + y% + 22 — 1), we conclude

<Q1/N(q(x, ¥, 2) QN+ y? + 22— 1)) lsym ) = 0. (2.27)

Therefore, for any symmetric unit vector ¢ € Sym” (C?) we compute

1018 (@ (x, y, (% + ¥+ 22 = D)¢lln

(Ql/mq(x,y,z)(xz +y 4+ 22— 1) = Quun(gx, v, 2) QN (2 + ¥ + 2% — 1))¢

N
<NQiN@@E, ¥, D@2+ +22 = 1) — Qun(g, ¥, 2) QN2+ y2 + 22 = Dlln

As a consequence of (2.26), for every € > 0 there is N, such that

101N (G(x, y, )% +y2 + 22 = 1)dlly <€ if N> N,

the crucial observation is that due to (2.26) the number N, does not depend on the unit
vector ¢ € Sym" (C?). Therefore, the above bound is uniform, and

QN (g, ¥, ) + ¥ + 27 = D)lgymv 2yl IV

= sup Q1N (g(x, y, D)(* +y2 4+ 22— D)glly <€ if N > N,
lIpll=1,¢eSym™ (C2)

which means
. 2 2., 2
A}I_Y)HOO Q1N (g(x, y, D) (x™ + "+ 27 = D)gym¥ 2)lIN = 0.
This closes the proof of the proposition. O

3 Application to the quantum Curie-Weiss model

We apply the previous theorem to the (quantum) Curie-Weiss model'?, which is an

exemplary quantum mean-field spin model. We recall that the quantum Curie Weiss

12 This model exists in both a classical and a quantum version and is a mean-field approximation to the
Ising model. See, e.g., [9] for a mathematically rigorous treatment of the classical version, and [6,11] for
the quantum version. For our approach, the papers [4,8,20] played an important role. See also [1] for a very
detailed discussion of the quantum Curie—Weiss model.
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defined on a lattice with N sites is

WK e 9C—Cg-9C G-
N times N times
T G gl s
=558 i; a3(i)03(j) — Bj;cn 0] (3.2)

Here, oy (j) stands for b ® - - - ® 0; ® - - - ® I, where o} occupies the jth slot, and
J, B € R are given constants defining the strength of the spin—spin coupling and the
(transverse) external magnetic field, respectively. Note that

h$ /N € Sym(My(©)®N), (3.3)

where Sym(M,(C)®V) is the range of the symmetrizer. Our interest will lie in the
limit N — o0o. As such, we rewrite hlc/‘;vv as

J N B N
N = sy = 2n 00s0) = 5 a1l + O/N).
i#j, i, j=1 j=1
= Qun(h§™) + O1/N), (3.4)

where O (1/N) is meant in norm (i.e., the operator norm on each space M2(C2)®N),
and the classical Curie—Weiss Hamiltonian is

m§Y . B3 > R; (3.5)
J
AW (x,y,2) = —<5z2+3x), x=(x,y,2) € B, (3.6)
where B3 = {x € R3 | ||x|| < 1} is the closed unit ball in R3.
Using these observations, we now show that the quantum Curie—Weiss Hamiltonian

restricted to the symmetric space is asymptotically norm-equivalent also to the other
quantization map Q /N applied to hg Wi 52

Theorem 3.1 One has

h§" 1 52)

1S vy = Qiya€ |, =0 forN — oo 3.7)

Proof Using (3.4) and Theorem (2.3),

c c
“hl/%|8ymN(C2) — QNG 152) ‘N

1
< {| Q1w G D lsymi ) + O(Plsymv @) = Qiyn " 152)

N
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< || QN sy 2y = @y § ¥ 152)

‘N 50 (asN —o0). (3.8)

]

This, in particular, establishes a link between the (compressed) quantum Curie—
Weiss spin Hamiltonian and its classical counterpart on the sphere.
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Appendix A: Continuous bundle of C*-algebras

For any unital C*-algebra B, the following fibers may be turned into a continuous
bundle of C*-algebras over the base space I = {0} U 1/N C [0, 1] (with relative
topology, so that (1/N) — 0as N — 00):

Ao = C(S(B)); (A.1)
AN = B®N. (A.2)

Here, S(B) is the (algebraic) state space of B equipped with the weak*-topology (in
which it is a compact convex set, e.g., the three-ball S(M>(C)) = B3 c R?), and
B®V is the Nth tensor power of B also denoted by B in what follows).'? As in the
case of vector bundles, the continuity structure of a bundle of C*-algebras may be
defined (indirectly) by specifying what the continuous cross sections are. To do so for
(A.1)-(A.2), we need the symmetrization operator Sy : BN — BY, defined as the
unique linear continuous extension of the following map on elementary tensors:

1
Sy(a1 ® ---@ap) 3=m Z Ado(1) ® ++ - Q dg(N)- (A.3)
o€P(N)

13 Although this is irrelevant for our main application B = M} (C), for general C*-algebras B, one should
equip BN with the minimal C*-norm I Nl [14,24].
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Furthermore, for N > M we need to generalize the definition of Sy to give a bounded
operator Sy v : BM — B, defined by linear and continuous extension of

Sunb) =Syb@I®---®1), be B, (A.4)
—— ——’
N — Mtimes

We write cross sections a of (A.1)—(A.2) as sequences (ao, a1/n)NeN, Where a(0) =
ap, etc. Following [20], the part of the cross section (a1/y)Nen away from zero (i.e.,
with ap omitted) is called symmetric if there exist M € N and a1,y € B®M guch
that

ayN = Su,n(aiym) forall N > M, (A.S5)

and quasi-symmetric if aj/y = Sny(ai/n) if N € N, and for every € > 0, there is a
symmetric sequence (bi/n)nen as well as M € N (both depending on ¢€) such that

lai/n —binll <€ forall N > M. (A.6)

The continuous cross sections of the bundle (A.1) - (A.2), then, are the sequences
(ao, a1/n) Nen for which the part (a1,n5) ven away from zero is quasi-symmetric and

ap(w) = lim o (a/n), (A7)
N—o0
wherew € S(B),and o =0 ® --- ® w € S(B®VN), is the unique (norm) continuous
—_———
N times
linear extension of the following map that is defined on elementary tensors:
oV b1®- - ®by) =w(b) - - wby). (A.8)

The limit in (A.7) exists provided (a1/n§)neN 1S quasi-symmetric (as we assume), and
by [14, Theorem 8.4], this choice of continuous cross sections uniquely defines (or
identifies) a continuous bundle of C*-algebras over 7 in (1.9) with fibers (A.1)—(A.2).

Appendix B: Coherent spin states

If | 1), | {) are the eigenvectors of 03 in C2, so that o3|ty =1t and o3| ) = —| ),
and where Q € S2, with polar angles 6q € (0, ), ¢pq € (—m, ), we then define the
unit vector

0 . 0
1) :cos79|¢>+e’¢ﬂ sin%zu). (B.1)
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If N € N, the associated N-coherent spin state |Q2)y € Sym”" (C?), equipped with
the usual scalar product (-, -) y inherited from ((CZ)N , 1s defined as follows [18]:

N =121 ® - ®[Q);. (B.2)

N times
An important property relevant for our computations was established in [15]

N +1
£@) = lim ~= [ a@r@)@. P, (f e C(s). (B.3)
N—oo 4w 2
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