arXiv:math-ph/0507011 v2 8 Jul 2005

Preprint FIAN/TD/13-05

math-ph/0507011

CARRIER CONES OF ANALYTIC FUNCTIONALS

M. A. SOLOVIEV

Abstract. We prove that every continuous linear functional on the space S^0 (R^d) consisting of the entire analytic functions whose Fourier transforms belong to the Schwartz space D has a unique minimal carrier cone in R^d, which substitutes for the support. The proof is based on a relevant decomposition theorem for elements of the spaces S^0(K) associated naturally with closed cones K ⊂ R^d. These results, essential for applications to nonlocal quantum field theory, are similar to those obtained previously for functionals on the Gelfand-Shilov spaces S^0_α , but their derivation is more sophisticated because S^0 (K) are not DFS spaces and have more complicated topological structure.

1. Introduction

The Gelfand-Shilov test-function spaces S^β and S^β_α with the index β < 1, consisting of entire analytic functions [1], find an interesting application in quantum field theory (QFT), where they are used as a functional domain of definition of nonlocal fields. This permits the extension of the basic results of the Wightman axiomatic approach [2] to nonlocal interactions, see [3] and references therein. The spaces S^0 and S^0_α play a dominant role in these applications because the Fourier transforms of their elements have compact supports and these spaces are hence suitable for fields with arbitrarily singular high-energy behavior. The central problem in constructing nonlocal QFT is an adequate generalization of the microcausality condition. The most natural formulation is attained through the use of the notion of a carrier cone (quasi-support) of non-localizable generalized functions. The existence of a unique minimal carrier cone for every generalized function defined on S^0_α has been proved in [4] with the aid of techniques of the theory of hyperfunctions. The proof relied essentially on the nice topological properties of the spaces S^0_α which belong to the well-studied class [5] of DFS spaces.

The space S^0 is of particular interest because it coincides with the Fourier transform of Schwartz’s space D of infinitely differentiable functions of compact support. Initially, this space was introduced just in the theory of Fourier transformation of distributions and, in this context, it was denoted by Z in [1]. The notation S^0 used in physical literature emphasizes that this space is smallest among the spaces S^β . Furthermore, the original definition of S^β was formulated in terms of real variables and our concern here is precisely with carriers in the real space R^d, although the

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 46F15, 32C81; Secondary 46E10, 46F05. This work was supported in part by the grants RFBR-05-01-01049 and LSS-1578.2003.2. 1

representation in terms of complex variables will be used as an efficient method of the analysis. As noted in [1], the continuous linear functionals defined on Z and composing the dual space Z^′ are analytic in the sense that their expansions in Taylor series are convergent in the strong topology of Z^′. The proof of the existence of a quasi-support for every functional of the class Z^′ = S^{′ 0} has some subtleties as compared to S^{′ 0}_α , which are elucidated in this paper. It should be noted that the arguments given below admit the extension of the results to multilinear forms, which is important for the applications to nonlocal QFT and to noncommutative field theory, where such test functions also came recently into use [6].

Our construction is based on exploiting spaces related to S^0 and associated with open and closed cones in R^d. In Sec. 2, we recall their definition introduced in [7] and describe the topological properties of these spaces. The existence of a smallest carrier cone for every generalized function on S^0 is deduced from a decomposition theorem which asserts that each element of the space S^0(K_1 ∩ K_2) associated with the intersection of two closed cones can be decomposed into a sum of functions belonging to S^0(K_1) and S^0(K_2). There are three steps in proving this theorem. In Sec. 3, we first perform a decomposition into smooth functions satisfying the required restrictions on the behavior at infinity. The analyticity is restored in Sec. 5 with the use of Hörmander’s classical results [8] concerning solutions of the nonhomogeneous Cauchy-Riemann equations. However, Hörmander’s L^2-estimates involve plurisubharmonic functions, whereas the indicator functions defining S^0(K) are not of such a form. Because of this, we run into the problem of approximating the indicator functions by plurisubharmonic ones, which is solved in Sec. 4. The main theorem on carrier cones is proved in Sec. 6. In concluding Sec. 7, we point some possible applications of the obtained results.

2. Spaces over cones and their topology

Let U be an open cone in R^d. The space S^{0,b}(U ) is defined to be the intersection (projective limit) of the family of Hilbert spaces H^{0,B}_N (U ), B > b, N = 0, 1, 2, . . ., consisting of entire analytic functions on C^d and endowed with the scalar products

(1) ⟨f, g⟩_{U,B,N} = ∫ f(z)g(z) (1 + |x|)^{2N} e^{−2Bd(x,U)−2B|y|} dλ, z = x + iy, where d(x, U ) = inf_{ξ∈U} |x − ξ| is the distance of x from U and dλ = dxdy is the Lebesgue measure on C^d . Hereafter we assume the norm | · | on R^d to be Euclidean. It is easily seen from Cauchy’s integral formula that the system of norms ‖f‖_{U,B,N} determined by scalar products (1) is equivalent to the system ‖f‖^′_{U,B,N} = sup_z |f(z)|e^{−ρU,B,N (z)}, where (2) ρ_{U,B,N} (z) = −N ln(1 + |x|) + Bd(x, U ) + B|y|. In particular, if U = R^d, then d(x, R^d) = 0 and S^{0,b}(R^d) coincides with the space Z(b) which is the Fourier transform of the space of all smooth functions with support in the closed ball of radius b, see [1]. However, the employment of Hilbert norms is preferable in some cases, including the proofs given below. The space S^0(U ) is defined to be the union (inductive limit) of the family S^{0,b}(U ), b > 0. Clearly, there are natural inclusion maps S^0(U_1) → S^0(U_2) for U_1 ⊃ U_2. As stated above, the Fourier operator transforms S^0(R^d) into the Schwartz space D(R^d).

Let v be a continuous linear functional on S^0(R^d). We say that v is carried by a closed cone K ⊂ R^d if this functional has a continuous extension to every space S^0(U ), where U ⋑ K.^1 This extension, if it exists, is unique because S^0(R^d) is dense in each S^0(U ), see [9, 10]. Therefore the stated property implies that v extends to the space

(3) S^0(K) = lim−→ U⋑K S^0(U ),

and the set of functionals carried by K is algebraically identified with the dual space of S^0(K). It is worth noting that in the case of degenerate closed cone consisting of the origin, the set of open cones U such that U ⋑ {0} is not directed. For the sake of unification, the cone {0} can be added to the totality of open cones with its associated space S^0({0}) defined as the space of all entire analytic functions of exponential type. This stipulation is quite natural, because really we are dealing here with a sheaf of spaces over (d − 1)-dimensional sphere S^{d−1} compactifying R^d and the cone {0} corresponds to the empty open set in S^{d−1}. For clearness, we prefer to say about cones instead of subsets of S^{d−1}, bearing physical applications in mind. All the spaces S^0(U ) are embedded in S^0({0}) and the decomposition theorem derived below shows that the inductive topology on S^0({0}) determined by the injections S^0(U ) → S^0({0}), where U ≠ {0}, coincides with the topology defined on the basis of (1) with d(x, 0) = |x|. Thus definition (3) is applicable to {0} even without this stipulation but we find it to be convenient.

The spaces S^{0,b}(U ) belong to the class FN of nuclear Fréchet spaces. This fact, which is essential for applications to QFT, can be established in a manner analogous to that used in [10] for S^{0,b}_{α,a}(U ). As a consequence, S^{0,b}(U ) also belong to the Fréchet-Schwartz class FS and are Montel spaces and hence reflexive. The spaces S^0(U ) and S^0(K), being inductive limits of sequences of such spaces, inherit nuclearity (see [11]) and are obviously Hausdorff spaces. The spaces S^0(U ) are complete, as is proved in [12] with the use of acyclicity of the injective sequence S^{0,ν} (U ), ν = 1, 2, . . .. Together with nuclearity and barrelledness, this implies that they are also Montel spaces, see Exer. 19 in Chap. IV in [11]. Whether S^0(K) have such properties is still an open question, but their completions have them because nuclearity and barrelledness are preserved after completion. However the spaces S^0(U ) and S^0(K) are nonmetrizable. This fact is well known for S^0(R^d) and follows, e.g., from Proposition 5 in Sec. VII in [13], because D(R^d) is a strict inductive limit. In the case U ≠ R^d, one can use Corollary 7.3 in [14], where injective limits of acyclic sequences are considered.

Proposition 1. The spaces S^0(U ) and S^0(K) are not DFS spaces, with one exception S^0({0}).

Proof. It suffices to show that the dual spaces S^{′ 0}(U ), S^{′ 0}(K) endowed with the strong topology are nonmetrizable because the class DFS consists of the strong dual spaces of FS spaces and each DFS space is reflexive. For this purpose we use Theorem A in [15]. In the terminology of [15], a locally convex E space is called an LF space if it is a Hausdorff space representable as the inductive limit of a sequence of Fréchet spaces E_j (without the more usual assumption [11] that this limit is strict). Grothendieck’s theorem [15] asserts that if u is a continuous linear

1For arbitrary cones V 1, V_2, the notation V_1 ⋐ V_2 means that V̄_1 \ {0} ⊂ V_2, where V̄_1 is the closure of V_1.

mapping of a Fréchet space F to such an LF space E, then u(F ) is contained in one of the spaces E_j . In the case under consideration, S^{′ 0,b}(U ) is the inductive limit of the sequence of strong dual spaces of the Hilbert spaces H^{0,b+1/N}_N (U ) and so has the structure of LF space. If S^{′ 0}(U ) (or S^{′ 0}(K)) were a Fréchet space, then its image under the natural injection to S^{′ 0,b}(U ) would be contained in the dual space of an H^{0,b+1/N}

N (U ) but such is not the case except for S^{′ 0}({0}), when the factor (1 + |x|)^{2N} in (1) can be dropped out. This completes the proof.

Remark 1. By the same argument, none of the spaces S^β (R^d), β ≥ 0, is a DFS space.

3. A smooth decomposition

Our objective is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1. If U_1, U_2, and U are open cones in R^d such that Ū_1 ∩ Ū_2 ⋐ U and f ∈ S^0(U ), then f = f_1 + f_2 with f_i ∈ S^0(U ∪ U_i), i = 1, 2.

Using the dilation invariance of the spaces involved, we assume that ‖f‖_{U,1,N} < ∞ without loss of generality. As noted above, we first decompose f into smooth functions which behave at infinity as elements of S^0(U ∪ U_i) and subsequently restore the analyticity. The smooth decomposition can be performed with the help of the simple geometrical lemma.

Lemma 1. For every triple of open cones U_1, U_2, U satisfying Ū_1 ∩ Ū_2 ⋐ U , there is a smooth function χ(x) ≥ 0 with the properties: |χ(x)|e^{d(x,U)} ≤ Ce^{bd(x,U∪U1)}, (4) |1 − χ(x)|e^{d(x,U)} ≤ Ce^{bd(x,U∪U2)}, (5) | | | ∂χ ∂x_j | | | e^{d(x,U)} ≤ Ce^{bd(x,U∪U1∪U2 )}, j = 1, . . . , d, (6) where C and b are positive constants.

Using such a function, we set

f = f_1 + f_2, f_1(z) = f(z)χ(x), f_2(z) = f(z)(1 − χ(x))

and then (4) and (5) (with b ≥ 1) result in the iequalities (7) ‖f_1‖_{U∪U1,b,N} ≤ C‖f‖_{U,1,N} , ‖f_2‖_{U∪U2,b,N} ≤ C‖f‖_{U,1,N}, N = 0, 1, 2, . . . Proof of Lemma 1. We recall that the intersection of a cone V with the unit sphere is named its projection and denoted by pr V . The condition Ū_1 ∩ Ū_2 ⋐ U implies that the closed cones V_1 = Ū_1 \ U and V_2 = Ū_2 \ U have disjoint projections. Therefore the distance of pr V_1 from V_2, as well as that of pr V_2 from V_1, is positive. In the case of Euclidean metric, these two distances are equal. In fact, if the first one is attained at the points x_1 ∈ pr V_1, x_2 ∈ V_2, then the relation |x_1 − x_2|^2 = |x_1|x_2| − x_2/|x_2||^2 shows that d(pr V_1, V_2) ≥ d(pr V_2, V_1), and the reverse is also true by symmetry. This quantity will be referred to as the angular separation between V_1 V_2 and denoted by θ.

Let us introduce the auxiliary open cone W = { ξ ∈ R^d : d(ξ, V_2) < θ 2 |ξ| } and let χ_0 be a nonnegative function of the class C^∞ with support in the unit ball and whose integral is unity. We define χ(x) by χ(x) = ∫ W χ_0(x − ξ) dξ. and claim that this function satisfies inequalities (4)–(6) with b arbitrarily close to 2/θ. To demonstrate this, we use further two cones W_1, W_2 specified in a similar way to W but with parameters θ_1, θ_2 subject to the conditions θ < θ_1 < 2θ and 0 < θ_2 < θ. It is easy to see that

(8) d(x, V_1) ≥ ( θ − θ_1 2 ) |x| for all x ∈ W_1.

Indeed, if this is not the case, then d(pr W_1, V_1) < θ − θ_1/2 and there are points x_1 ∈ pr V_1, x ∈ W_1 such that d(x_1, x) < θ − θ_1/2. Besides, |x| < 1 because the distance of the unit vector x_1 to W_1 is attained inside the unit ball. There is also a point x_2 ∈ V_2 such that d(x, x_2) < θ_1|x|/2 < θ_1/2 and the triangle inequality gives d(x_1, x_2) < θ, which contradicts the definition of θ. The support of χ is contained in the 1-neighborhood of W and hence in the union of W_1 with a ball of sufficiently large radius R. The condition (4) is trivially satisfied inside the ball with C = e^R and any b. The inequality (8) ensures the fulfilment of (4) in W_1 with C = 1 and b = (θ−θ_1/2)^{−1} because d(x, U ) ≤ |x| and d(x, U ∪U_1) = min{d(x, U ), d(x, U_1\U )}, where U_1 \ U ⊂ V_1. Further, 1 − χ(x) = 0 for all the points x ∈ W whose distance from the boundary of W is greater than 1 and, in particular, for the points of W_2 outside a sufficiently large ball. Considering that

(9) d(x, V_2) ≥ θ_2 2 |x| for all x /∈ W_2, we infer that (5) is satisfied with b = 2/θ_2. The derivatives of χ are uniformly bounded and their supports are contained in the 1-neighborhood of the boundary of W . Therefore both of inequalities (8), (9) are satisfied at the points of these supports beyond a sufficiently large ball. Consequently, (6) also holds with any b > 2/θ as θ_1 and θ_2 can be taken arbitrarily close to θ. Lemma 1 is thus proved.

4. Going to plurisubharmonic functions We go on to prove Theorem 1. To obtain an analytic decomposition, we write f = f^′_1 + f^′_2, f^′_1 = f_1 − ψ, f^′_2 = f_2 + ψ and subject ψ to the equations

(10) ∂ψ ∂z̄_j = η_j ,

where

(11) η_j^{def}= f ∂χ ∂z̄_j = 1 2 f ∂χ ∂x_j , j = 1, . . ., d. The functions η_j(z) satisfy the estimate (12) |η_j(z)| ≤ C_{j,N} ‖f‖_{U,1,N} e^{ρU∪U1∪U2,b,N (z)}, where notation (2) is used. In fact, from Cauchy’s integral formula we have |f(z)| ≤ C‖f‖_L2_{(B)}, where B is any bounded neighborhood of the point z in C^d . Taking the unit ball for B and applying the triangle inequality to every item on the right-hand side of (2), we infer that −ρ_{U,B,N} (z) ≤ −ρ_{U,B,N} (ζ) + N ln 2 + 2B for all ζ ∈ B . Therefore |f(z)|^2e^{−2ρU,1,N (z)} ≤ C_N ∫ B |f(ζ)|^2e^{−2ρU,1,N (ζ)}dλ ≤ C_N ‖f‖^2_{U,1,N} and, coupled with (6), this gives (12). It remains to show that there exist a solution of Eqs. (10) with the required behavior at infinity. For this purpose we will use Hörmander’s L^2-estimates but first prove another lemma.

Lemma 2. Let V be an open cone in R^d and B > 2edb. For each function η(z), z ∈ C^n , satisfying the estimate (13) |η(z)| ≤ C_N e^{ρV,b,N (z)} there is a plurisubharmonic function ϱ(z) with values in (−∞, +∞) such that (14) |η(z)| ≤ e^{ϱ(z)} ≤ C^′_N e^{ρV,B,N (z)}. Proof. For brevity, we set b = 1. As shown in [10], for each α > 1 and σ > 2, there is a sequence of functions φ_n ∈ S^0_α(R), n = 0, 1, 2, . . ., with the properties: |φ_n(z)| ≤ C exp{σ|y| − |x|^{1/α}}, (15) ln |φ_n(iy)| ≥ |y|, (16) ln |φ_n(z)| ≤ σ|y| − n ln^+(|x|/n) + A, (17) where ln^+ r = max(0, ln r) and the constants C, A are independent of n.^2 This sequence is the main tool of our proof and we also use the auxiliary function (18) H(ξ) = sup_y {ln |η(ξ + iy)| − |y|}. By condition (13) it satisfies the inequality (19) H(ξ) ≤ ln C_N − N ln(1 + |ξ|) + d(ξ, V ).

First we consider the simplest one-dimensional case V = R_−, d(ξ, V ) = θ(ξ) |ξ|, where θ(x) is Heaviside’s step-function. Let Φ_n(z) = ln |φ_n(ez)|. The function Φ_n is subharmonic according to [16], § II.9.12. As a candidate for the desired function ϱ, we take the upper envelope of the family Φ_n(z − ξ) + H(ξ), allowing the index n to depend on the point ξ running R. The functions of this family are locally uniformly bounded from above and hence their upper envelope is also subharmonic (ibid, § II.9.6). Furthermore, it obviously dominates ln |η(z)| because (16) and (18) imply (20) sup_ξ {Φ_n(z − ξ) + H(ξ)} ≥ Φ_n(iy) + H(x) ≥ ln |η(z)|.

Let us show that n(ξ) can be chosen so that to ensure the second of inequalities (14). For ξ < 0, when d(ξ, R_−) = 0, there is no problem and we may set n(ξ) = 0 because (15), together with the elementary inequalities (21) −|x−ξ|^{1/α} ≤ C̃_N −N ln(1+|x−ξ|), ln(1+|x−ξ|)+ln(1+|ξ|) ≥ ln(1+|x|), 2Here we mean that n ln+(|x|/n) = 0 for n = 0.

implies that sup_{ξ<0}{Φ_0(z − ξ) + H(ξ)} ≤ C̃^′_N + eσ|y| − N ln(1 + |x|). By using (21), we also obtain the estimate (22) β Φ_0(z − ξ) − N ln(1 + |ξ|) ≤ C̃^{′′}_N + βeσ|y| − N ln(1 + |x|), which holds for any β > 0 and for all ξ and shows that difficulties emerge only from the linear growth of the term d(ξ, V ) in (19).

Let ξ ≥ 0 and so d(ξ, R_−) = ξ. Let, in addition, e|x − ξ| > n. Then (23) n ln(e|x − ξ|/n) + ed(x, R_−) ≥ n ln(eξ/n). This is obvious for |x − ξ| > ξ. For the other points, it suffices to use the inequality θ(x) x ≥ ξ−|x−ξ| and take into account that the function n ln(λ/n)−λ is monotone decreasing in the interval [n, eξ]. Applying (17) and (23), we get Φ_n(z − ξ) + ξ ≤ A + σe|y| + ed(x, R_−) − n ln(eξ/n) + ξ. We take n(ξ) to be the integral part of the number ξ. Then n ln(eξ/n) ≥ n > ξ − 1 and (24) Φ_{n(ξ)}(z − ξ) + ξ ≤ Ã + σe|y| + ed(x, R_−). An analogous inequality holds for e|x − ξ| ≤ n, when ln^+(e|x − ξ|/n) = 0. Indeed, then ξ ≤ θ(x) |x| + |x − ξ| ≤ θ(x) |x| + ξ/e and hence ξ ≤ ed(x, R_−). Thus, inequality (24) (with a proper constant) is valid for all ξ ≥ 0. In combination with estimate (22), where we set β = B/(eσ) − 1, it shows that the upper envelope (25) ϱ(z) = lim_{z′ →z} sup_ξ {βΦ_0(z^′ − ξ) + Φ_{n(ξ)}(z^′ − ξ) + H(ξ)}

satisfies all the requirements.^3

In the general case of several variables and arbitrary open cone V ⊂ R^d, we set Φ_n(z) = ∑_d j=1 ln |φ_n(e √ d z_j )|. Then inequality (20) holds true and (22) is replaced by (26) β Φ_0(z − ξ) − N ln(1 + |ξ|) ≤ C̃^{′′′}_N + βedσ|y| − N ln(1 + |x|), because ∑_d j=1 |y_j| ≤ √ d |y|. For x /∈ V and e|x − ξ| > n, we have d∑ j=1 n ln ( e √ d n |x_j − ξ_j | ) + ed(x, V ) ≥ n ln ( e n d(ξ, V ) ) . To make sure of this, it suffices to consider that d∑ j=1 ln^+ |x_j| ≥ ln^+ |x| √ d and d(ξ, V ) = inf_{ξ′∈V} |ξ^′ − ξ| ≤ d(x, V ) + |x − ξ|. This time we take n(ξ) to be the integral part of d(ξ, V ) and then (24) is changed for the inequality (27) Φ_{n(ξ)}(z − ξ) + d(ξ, V ) ≤ Ã^′ + σed|y| + ed(x, V ), 3Taking the upper limit ensures the upper semicontinuity of the resulting function and enters into the definition [16] of upper envelope.

which holds for all x. Combining (27) with (26), we conclude that the plurisubharmonic function defined by (25) with ξ ∈ R^d and β = B/(eσd) − 1 satisfies the conditions (14). So we have proved Lemma 2.

5. The use of L^2-estimates

End of the proof of Theorem 1. We set

ϱ̃(z) = 2ϱ(z) + (d + 1) ln(1 + |z|^2),

where ϱ is the upper envelope of the plurisubharmonic functions assigned to η_j(z), j = 1, . . ., d by Lemma 2 with V = U ∪ U_1 ∪ U_2. Inequalities |η_j(z)| ≤ e^{ϱ(z)} implies that the functions η_j belong to L^2(C^d , e^{−ϱ̃}dλ). By definition (11), the compatibility conditions ∂η_j/∂z̄_k = ∂η_k/∂z̄_j are fulfilled. Therefore we can apply Theorem 15.1.2 in [8], which shows that the system of equations (10) has a solution ψ such that

(28) 2 ∫ |ψ|^2e^{−ϱ̃}(1 + |z|^2)^{−2}dλ ≤ ∫ |η|^2e^{−ϱ̃}dλ. From (14) and (28), it follows that ψ ∈ L^2 ( C^d , e^{−2ρV,B,N−d−3} dλ ) for each N . When coupled with (7), this gives f^′_1 ∈ S^0(U ∪U_1) and f^′_2 ∈ S^0(U ∪U_2), which completes the proof.

Remark 2. If Ū_1 ∩ Ū_2 = {0}, then every element f ∈ S^0({0}) allows the decomposition f = f_1 + f_2, where f_i ∈ S^0(U_i), i = 1, 2. This follows from the above arguments with d(x, 0) = |x| and is included in the formulation of Theorem 1 under the stipulation of Sec. 2 that the cone {0} is open in the sense that its projection is open.

6. The existence of smallest carrier cones

Theorem 2. For every continuous linear functional on S^0(R^d), there exists a unique minimal closed carrier cone.

Proof. By Theorem 1,

(29) S^0(K_1 ∩ K_2) = S^0(K_1) + S^0(K_2),

for each pair of closed cones in R^d. Indeed, if f ∈ S^0(U ), where U ⋑ K_1 ∩ K_2 ≠ {0}, then there are U_i satisfying the condition Ū_1 ∩ Ū_2 ⋐ U . In the trivial case K_1 ∩ K_2 = {0}, above Remark is applicable because then there are open cones U_i such that K_i ⋐ U_i Ū_1 ∩ Ū_2 = {0}.

We now show that (29) leads to the following dual relation for functionals

(30) S^{′ 0}(K_1 ∩ K_2) = S^{′ 0}(K_1) ∩ S^{′ 0}(K_2),

where all the spaces are considered as subspaces of S^{′ 0}(R^d). The nontrivial part of (30) is the assertion that if a functional v ∈ S^{′ 0}(R^d) is carried both by K_1 and by K_2, then K_1 ∩ K_2 is also its carrier cone. Let v_i be continuous extensions of v to S^0(K_i) and let f ∈ S^0(K_1 ∩ K_2). Using the decomposition f = f_1 + f_2, where f_i ∈ S^0(K_i), we put v̂(f) = v_1(f_1) + v_2(f_2) and claim that this extension of v to S^0(K_1 ∩ K_2) is well defined. Indeed, if f = f^′_1 + f^′_2 is another decomposition, then

f_1 − f^′_1 = f^′_2 − f_2 ∈ S^0(K_1) ∩ S^0(K_2) = S^0(K_1 ∪ K_2) and v_1(f_1 − f^′_1) = v_2(f^′_2 − f_2) because S^0(R^d) is dense in S^0(K_1 ∪ K_2) by Theorem 2 in [9]. The functional v̂ is obviously continuous under the inductive topology T determined by the injections S^0(K_i) → S^0(K_1 ∩ K_2), i = 1, 2, and this topology coincides with the original topology τ on S^0(K_1 ∩ K_2) by the open mapping theorem. Indeed, τ is not stronger than T merely by the definition of T and we can apply Grothendieck’s version [15] of the open mapping theorem, because (S^0(K_1 ∩ K_2), τ ), being the inductive limit of Fréchet spaces, belongs to the class (β) in the terminology of [15]^4 and (S^0(K), T ) is an LF space. This is the case because either of S^0(K_i) is an LF space and T coincides with the quotient topology of the sum S^0(K_1) ⊕ S^0(K_2) modulo a closed subspace, see [13].

A formula analogous to (30) holds for the intersection of each finite family of closed cones and now the existence of the smallest carrier cone for v can be established by standard compactness arguments. Indeed, let K be the intersection of all its carrier cones and let U be an open cone such that K ⋐ U . The projections of the cones complementary to these carriers cover the compact set pr ∁U and we can choose a finite subcovering pr ∁K_j of these open (in the topology of the unit sphere) covering. Consequently, the functional v is continuous in the topology of S^0(U ) and K is its carrier cone, which completes the proof.

7. Conclusion

Theorem 2 provides a basis for the development of the theory of Fourier-Laplace transformation for the functional class S^{′ 0} and, in particular, for the derivation of a Paley-Wiener-Schwartz-type theorem analogous to Theorem 4 in [10] established for S^{′ 0}_α . It is worth noting that the proof in Sec. 6 uses only the decomposability of f ∈ S^0(U ) into a sum of elements of S^0(U_i) under the condition Ū_1 ∩ Ū_2 ⋐ U . The more precise formulation given in Theorem 1 becomes essential in studying the carrier properties of multilinear forms on S^0 × · · · × S^0. A similar formulation was introduced in [17] in the framework of DFS spaces S^0_α. The generalization to multilinear forms is important for applications to QFT because the vacuum expectation values of quantum fields are such forms. Specifically, this development is necessary to an understanding of the interrelation between the asymptotic commutativity condition [3, 9], which ensures the normal spin-statistics connection and CPT invariance of nonlocal QFT, and the regularity properties [18] of retarded Green’s functions in momentum space that are required for the construction of scattering theory. The relation between the carriers of multilinear forms with respect to their arguments and the carrier cones of those functionals that are generated by these forms by the kernel theorem is also essential in using the analytic test functions in noncommutative field theory, where a causality condition [19] is formulated with a light wedge instead of the light cone. These questions will be discussed at length in a subsequent paper.

References

[1] I. M. Gelfand and G. E. Shilov, Generalized Functions, Vol. 2, Academic Press, New York, 1968.

[2] R. F. Streater and A. S. Wightman, PCT, Spin and Statistics and All That, Addison-Wesley, Redwood City, 1989.

4The spaces of this class are also termed ultrabornological

[3] M. A. Soloviev, PCT, spin and statistics, and analytic wave front set, Theor. Math. Phys.

121 (1999) 1377.

[4] M. A. Soloviev, Towards a generalized distribution formalism for gauge quantum fields, Lett.

Math. Phys. 33 (1995) 49.

[5] H. Komatsu, Projective and injective limits of weakly compact sequences of locally convex spaces, J. Math. Soc. Japan 19 (1967) 366.

[6] D. H. T. Franco and C. M. M. Polito, A new derivation of the CPT and spin-statistics theorems in noncommutative field theories, arXiv: hep-th/0403028.

[7] V. Ya. Fainberg and M. A. Soloviev, Non-localizability and asymptotic commutativity, Theor.

Math. Phys. 93 (1992) 1438 [arXiv: hep-th/9211099].

[8] L. Hörmander, The Analysis of Linear Partial Differential Operators, Vol. 2, Springer, Berlin, 1983.

[9] M. A. Soloviev, A uniqueness theorem for distributions and its application to nonlocal quantum field theory, J. Math. Phys. 39 (1998) 2635.

[10] M. A. Soloviev, An extension of distribution theory and of the Paley-Wiener-Schwartz theorem to quantum gauge theory, Commun. Math. Phys. 184 (1997) 579 [arXiv: hep-th/9601005].

[11] H. H. Schaefer, Topological Vector Spaces, Macmillan Co., New York, 1966. [12] M. A. Soloviev, Lorentz-covariant ultradistributions, hyperfunctions, and analytic functionals, Theor. Math. Phys. 128 (2001) 1252 [arXiv: math-ph/0112052].

[13] A. P. Robertson and W. Robertson, Topological Vector Spaces, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1964.

[14] V. P. Palamodov, Homological methods in the theory of locally convex spaces, Russ. Math.

Surveys. 26 (1971) 1.

[15] A. Grothendieck, Produits tensoriels topologiques et espaces nucléaries, Mem. Amer. Math.

Soc. 16 (1955) 1.

[16] V. S. Vladimirov, Methods of the Theory of Functions of Many Complex Variables, MIT, Cambridge, Mass., 1966.

[17] A. G. Smirnov, Towards Euclidean theory of infrared singular quantum fields, J. Math. Phys.

44 (2003) 2058 [arXiv: math-ph/0203024].

[18] O. Steinman, Scattering formalism for non-localizable fields, Commun. Math. Phys. 18 (1970) 179.

[19] L. Alvarez-Gaume and M. A. Vazquez-Mozo, General properties of noncommutative field theories, Nucl. Phys. B668 (2003) 293 [arXiv: hep-th/0305093].

I. E. Tamm Theory Department, P. N. Lebedev Physical Institute, Leninsky prospect 53, Moscow 119991, Russia

E-mail address: soloviev@lpi.ru