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1. INTRODUCTION

A considerable attention has been devoted to the description of decay and colli-
sion processes in past years. A series of various assumptions and their consequences
have been considered and confronted with the well-known experimental facts. How-
ever, in most cases only an approximate approach could be performed. It seems that
a new period of rigorous mathematical formulation and solution of the whole pro-
blem has been started only by papers [ 1], [2], [3].

These papers start from the basic approach in which a given decay (or collision)
process is described by the pair {#, U(r)} where the # is a corresponding Hilbert
space of state vectors and the U(r) is the evolution operator determining time evolu-
tion of the given physical system. Consequences of various assumptions about the
structure of the space # and about properties of the operator U(t) have been studied.
It has been assumed in all these papers that the Hilbert space # can be divided into
two mutually orthogonal subspaces # , and |, where the # , corresponds to the
unstable particle and the # ', to its decay products.

The collection of the basic assumptions, which have been taken into account,
~ can be listed as follows:

(1) H=H@® Ay

(2) u)=1, Ut+1t)=U@U), vt =0;
(3) U¥)U(r) = 1 = U(t) UX(1). V=0

(4) At + 1) = A1) A(1'), V1" 20,
where

A(t) = P, U(t) P,

and P is the projection operator into the subspace 4 ;
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(5) Qp|HYY 20, Ve,
i.c. the spectrum of the operator H is bounded below and H is defined by
(5,) U(l) — e—i"t :

the condition (5) can be used, of course, only if the conditions (2) and (3) are taken
into account at the same time.

If the particle described by the subspace #, ought actually to decay, then the
operator A(I) must not be unitary in this subspace; it must hold

(0 < ol
And finally, the system {7, U(1)} should be minimal, i.e. it should hold
(7) = (U [U() + U] )" .

120

(6) YueH,, 3t >0:

The states having no relation to the unstabie particle are not included in J),.

In the mentioned papers a series of consequences following from different combina-
tions of the assumptions (1)—(7) and some other additional ones have been derived.
In this paper we will deal with some further consequences which follow mainly from
the assumption (4). They arc contained in the following theorems.

2. W EISSKOFF-WIGNER CONDITION AND THE STRUCTURE OF 7,

Theorem 1. Let the system {#, U(1)} fulfil the conditions (1) and (2); then it
follows from (4) that it is possible to write

(8) Ky =D, ®D_,

where the two mutually orthogonal subspaces 2, and P _ have the following
properties (for Yd. € @.,Nue # 4, ¥Vt = 0)

(9a) d_|U(tyuy =0,
(9b) d_|U()dyy =0,
(9¢) ulU(tyd,y =0;

and on the contrary, the condition (4) follows from the existence of two mutually
orthogonal subspaces 9, and % _ the elements of which fulfil the conditions (9).

Proof. Let us introduce the following reduced evolution operators
(10) Aty =P, U(t)P,, B(t) =P,U(t)P,,
Cc(t) = P, U(t) Py, D(t) = Py U(t) Py,

Il
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where

Py=1-"P,.
It follows from (2) and (10)
(11a) A(r + 1) = A(t) A(t') + C(1) B(t') ,
(11b) B(t + 1) = B(1) A(t') + D(t) B(t'),
(11c) C(t + 1) = C(t) D(t') + A1) C(v'),
(11d) D(t + t') = D(1) D(t') + B(t) C(t'),

and if we add the condition (4) we obtain at once
(12) C(H)B(t') =0, Vi1’ 20.
Now, let 2, be a subspace of # [, which is defined by the condition
(13) D, ={d, e, :C(t)yd, =0, Vt 20} ;
and let & _ be its orthogonal complement in %,
D =Hp 2Dy

the mutually orthogonal subspaces 2, and 2 _ defined by (13) fulfil the condition (8).
It follows from (10), (12) and (13)

(14) B(t) # =B(t) # 4, = D,
and one obtains immediately that (9a) is fulfilled, as
(15) d_|dy> =0.
We get further from (11c) and (13)
C()D(tyd, =0, Vd,eZ,, V,t' 20,
and therefore,
(16) Uiyd, =D(t)d, e D, , Yt =0,

which leads at once to (9bc) and the proof of the first part is finished.

On the contrary, from (9¢) we obtain (13) and from (9a) and (15) also (14); the
condition (4) is a direct consequence of (13) and (14).

From (9a) we can also derive that
(17) B¥(t)9_ = {0}, Vi=20;
and similarly that
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(18a) Ux()9_ < 2_, V120,
(18b) C¥)# =D, V120,

these relations will be useful later on.

It follows from Theorem 1 that the exponential decay law (i.c. Eq. (4)) implies
that such a decay process should be described as an irreversible one. We shall see from
the following that the subspaces 2, and 2 _ have the properties identical with the
outgoing and incoming subspaces D, and D _ of Lax and Phillips [4], p. 45.

The evolution operator U(t) of Theorem 1 may be, of course, non-unitary. In the
next theorems we will derive some additional consequence following from adding
the assumption (3).

Theorem 2. Let the system {, U(t)} fulfil the conditions (1)—(4); then it holds

Il

(19a) U u(tyz, =0t —1)2, =< 2, ,

(19b) U UK Z_ = Ut = 1) 9_ < 9_,
foranyt =t
Proof. Using (2) it is possible to write
Uit +1)d, =U()U(1)d, ;
then (19a) follows immediately from conditions (3) and (16). Eq. (19b) can be derived

in a similar way.

Let us mention the physical meaning of Egs. (19). If we take a finite ¢, then it follows
e.g. from (19b) that it is possible to define a subset U*(1) Z_ in & _, the states of which
have the following properties: if we start from such a state it is not possible to get
any state from 5, ot 2, by a further evolution given by U(1) before the given time
t is over. .

It is useful to introduce the following symbols.

(20a) Z,(t)=U(x)2, =D(1) 2, , V1 =0;
(20b) I_(1)=U5(-1)2_=D(x)2_, Vr=0.

Remark. All results of the Theorem 1 and 2 do not depend on the condition (6).
If the (6) is not fulfilled the division of # into Z, and 2_ may be quite arbitrary
and may loose a reasonable physical meaning. However, much more can be said
about the system {2, U(t)} if also the condition (6) is taken into account (see further
theorems).
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Theorem 3. Let the system {#, U(t)} fulfil the conditions (1)—(4) and (6); then
the subspaces & ,(t) and & _(7) form strongly decreasing sequences with increasing
gk

(21a) F.(1)2 G.(v), D.(x) + D.(), |7|> |1;
(21b) I ()2 (), Z_(v) % F_(v), |7 > Itl .

Proof. The proof can be performed by contradiction. Suppose that for some
fixed 7" = 0 the following holds:

G (t+7)>T.(7);
using the condition (20a) and (19a) one gets

D, o2 UX1) D, .
And since
U¥1) 2, = B*1) 2, + D*(x) 2.,
we should get
B¥t) 7, = {0} ;

this combined with (17) gives B¥(t) #, = {0} , which contradicts the assumption (6)
and the condition (21a) is proved. The condition (21b) can be proved in a similar way.

As the subspaces 97+('r) form a decreasing sequence, it is possible to introduce
the non-empty subspaces ;

(22a) Di(1,41) = Z,(1) © Dy (t + A1), 41> 0;
the elements of which are denoted by d,(t, o). And similarly
(22b) I (t,40)=F ()© T _(v — A7), 4t > 0;
with the elements d_ (t, o).

Corollary 1. Let the system {#, U(1)} fulfil the conditions (1)—(4) and (6); then
the vectors given by (22a) fulfil for any h = At

(23a) (d(r.a)|dy(c + h )y =0,
(23b) d(t,2)|d(t = h )y =0,
and further

(24a) U(tyd,(t,a) =d.(t+ t,0),
(24b) UKt d_(t,a) = d_(t — 1, 9).
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Proof. As & ,(r, A1) is orthogonal complement to & ,(t + A4t)in &, (1), the states
d.(t, o) and d,(t + 4z, B) belong always to two mutually orthogonal subspaces
of 2, and the condition (23a) is fulfilled. Further, it follows from (19a)

(25) G,()=U) T (v +1), Vi, t=0.

Therefore, there exists one-to-one correspondence between the subspaces 7] +(r, Ar)
characterized by different T and it is possible to introduce the parameter « which denotes
a given evolution line with increasing ¢ in agreement with Eq. (24a). Egs. (23b) and
(24b) can be derived in a similar manner.

Corollary 2. Let the system {W, U(t)} fulfil the conditions of Theorem 3; then there
exist the subspaces 2. in ),

(26a) 2, =TOO,7+(T),

(26) ? -07(),

with the following properties =

(272) BXt)#?, = C(t)?, = {0}, Vt=20,
(27b) BXt)?_ = C(t)?_ = {0}, Vt=0.

Proof. The condition C(tf) 2, = {0} follows immediately from (13) and (26a).
According to (25) we can write

(28) B¥(t)J.(x) = {0}, Vi<rt.

Suppose now, that the condition (27a) is not fulfilled, i.e. that there exists pe 2,
for which
u|B*(1)p > *0;

and according to (28)
PeEZ, O @+(t) >

which contradicts (26a). The condition (27b) can be proved in a similar way.

Remark. According to Corollary 2 there exist subspaces #, and Z_ in #
which develope quite separately from the other parts of the space 5. These subspaces
need not be empty if the condition (7) is not required.

Corollary 3. I'n the system given by Theorem 3 each state

di(t,0)e #p,
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is localized in time; i.e. it holds
(e, 9) | U@ du(r )y = 0,
for any t = Ar.

This result follows immediately from the Corollary 1 and the mutual ortho-
gonality of the subspaces # 4, 2, and & _.

Remark. If the condition (7) is added to the assumptions of Corollary 3 then the
assertion is valid for any vector from 2, or 2 _ which represents a stronger result
than it was derived e.g. (1) (see Lemma 1) under the same conditions.

Theorem 4. Let the system {#, U(t)} fulfil the conditions (1)—(4), (6) and (7);
then

(29) P, =1{0}, 2_={0};
(30) H = (ISOU*(t)@Jr)‘ = (é)OU(t)@g)—

Proof. If pe 2, = 2, then according to (18b)
(31) (Ut uy =0, Yued,, Vt=0.
And similarly, using (27a) we obtain
{p, U(t) uy = <{p, B(t) uy = (B*(t) p,uy =0,
which together with (31) leads to
pL([UQ@) + U*@)] #4)~, V1,0 20;

and owing to (7) we get the first part of (29). The second part for 2 _ can be obtained
in the same way. The conditions (30) can be also easily derived.

Remark. If we combine the results of Theorems 1, 3 and 4 we can conclude that
the subspaces &, and 2 _ fulfil four assumptions on which the scattering theory
of Lax and Phillips [4] is based.

Till now the condition (5) has not been taken into account. It will be considered
in the following theorem.

Theorem 5. Let us suppose that the restrictions (1)—(5) are made concerning
the system { A, U(1)}; then

(32) A*(t) A(t) = P,, D*(t) D(t) = P,

and the evolution in both the subspaces # , and #), is quite separated and no
transitions between them are possible.
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This theorem can be derived directly from the results of papers [1], [2], [3], [5]-
However, for the sake of completness we will briefly sketch a proof. We will start
from Eq. (12). For a fixed ' this expression can be taken as a function f(r).

Since

+ o0 .
u() - J‘ o dE, |

—

where E; is the spectral decomposition of unity corresponding to U(f), we can
conclude (with the help of assumption (5)) that the f(¢) is holomorphic in the half-
-plane Im ¢ > 0 and continuous in the half-plane Im ¢ > 0. Being f(f) = 0 for real
t > 0 we can define in a unique manner a holomorphic function ¢ in the half-plane
Ret > 0 which is the holomorphic continuation of f; and it must be go(t) = 0.
So we can conclude that f(f) = 0 for Im ¢ > 0 and hence f(f) = 0for — o0 < t < o0.

Therefore the condition (12) holds also for any ¢t < 0, and as

BX(t) = C(—1),
we get immediately
B(f) =0, Vi,

from which the condition (31) can be easily derived.

And we have obtained the known result that the first five basic assumptions are
in a strict disagreement with the condition (6); or that a decay of an unstable particle
cannot be described in a frame of the conditions (1)—(5).

Remark. The operator function given by (12) can be continued to negative values
for t as well as for t". Moreover, it is not necessary to start from the condition (12)
holding for any positive ¢, t'. The proof and the result of Theorem 5 remains valid
also in such a case, when the condition (4) (and (12) as well) are fulfilled only for ¢
and 1 + ' lying in an interval (1, t,), where t, > t, > 0 (see also [3]).

3. CONCLUSION

The requirement of an exponential decay law in combination with other reasonable
assumptions leads to the conclusion that the Hilbert space as well as the evolution
operator have the structures quite identical with those which represent the basis
of the scattering theory of Lax and Phillips [4, p. 45].

It is, of course, necessary to mention a result of some papers in which it is shown
that from the formal mathematical point of view the exponential decay law in some
definite time interval can be obtained in a sufficient (at least for the present) approxi-
mation even if the strict validity of Eq. (4) is not required and one limits oneself
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only to the conditions (1)—(3) and (5). On the other hand, it is necessary to take
into account that the result of Theorem 5 cannot be avoided even if the validity
of condition (4) is limited to a less interval of positive 1.

All of the basic assumptions (1) —(5) can be reasoned to some extent. It is, of course,
no doubt that all these assumptions cannot hold strictly at the same time (see Theo-
rem 5) if a decay of an unstable particle is to be described. From an a-priori point
of view the conditions (1) —(5) should be, however, regarded as a set of equally justified
assumptions. A decision, which of them should be actullly released, ought to be
done only after a careful comparison of individual consequences with the corre-
sponding experimental facts is performed.
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Souhrn

EXPONENCIALN[ ROZPADOVY ZAKON A IRREVERSIBILITA
ROZPADOVYCH A KOLISNICH PROCESU

VAcCLAV ALDA, VOJTECH KUNDRAT, MILOS VAcLAv LOKAJICEK

Pti popisu rozpadového procesu se pouziva Hilbertiv prostor # = 3, @ #p,
kde o 4, odpovida nestabilni ¢astici a # , rozpadovym produktim. V préci se odvozu-
ji disledky pro strukturu prostoru s z postupné pfidavanych ptedpokladi o procesu
rozpadu.
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