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In this paper we study forward quantum Markov chains (QMC) defined on Cayley
tree. A construction of such QMC is provided, namely we construct states on finite
volumes with boundary conditions, and define QMC as a weak limit of those states which
depends on the boundary conditions. Using the provided construction, we investigate
QMC associated with XY -model on a Cayley tree of order two. We prove uniqueness
of QMC associated with such a model, this means the QMC does not depend on the
boundary conditions.
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1. Introduction

Nowadays, it is known that Markov fields play an important role in classical proba-
bility, in physics, in biological and neurological models and in an increasing number
of technological problems such as image recognition. Therefore, it is quite natural
to forecast that the quantum analogue of these models will also play a relevant role.
The quantum analogues of Markov processes were first constructed in Ref. 1, where
the notion of quantum Markov chain (QMC) on infinite tensor product algebras was
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introduced. Nowadays, QMC have become a standard computational tool in solid
state physics, and several natural applications have emerged in quantum statisti-
cal mechanics and quantum information theory. The reader is referred to Refs. 19,
23-25, 34 and the references cited therein, for recent developments of the theory
and the applications.

A first attempt to construct a quantum analogue of classical Markov fields has
been done in Refs. 28, 4, 6 and 9. These papers extend to fields the notion of quan-
tum Markov state introduced in Ref. 8 as a subclass of the QMC introduced in
Ref. 1. In Ref. 7, a definition of quantum Markov states and chains has been pro-
posed, which extend a proposed one in Ref. 33, and includes all the presently known
examples. Note that in the mentioned papers, quantum Markov fields were consid-
ered over multidimensional integer lattice Z?. This lattice has so-called amenability
condition. Therefore, it is natural to investigate quantum Markov fields over non-
amenable lattices. One of the simplest non-amenable lattice is a Cayley tree. First
attempts to investigate QMC over such trees was done in Ref. 12, such studies were
related to the investigation of thermodynamic limit of valence-bond-solid models
on a Cayley tree.'® There, it was constructed finitely correlated states as ground
states of VBS-model on Cayley tree. The mentioned considerations naturally sug-
gest the study of the following problem: the extension to fields the notion of QMC.
In Ref. 10 we have introduced a hierarchy of notions of Markovianity for states
on discrete infinite tensor products of C*-algebras and for each of these notions
we constructed some explicit examples. We showed that the construction of Ref. 8
can be generalized to trees. It is worth to note that, in a different context and for
quite different purposes, the special role of trees was already emphasized in Ref. 28.
Noncommutative extensions of classical Markov fields, associated with Ising and
Potts models on Cayley tree, were investigated in Refs. 31 and 32. In the classical
case, Markov fields on trees were also considered in Refs. 35—40.

In this paper, we continue our investigations started in Ref. 10. In Ref. 10 we
have studied backward QMC defined on the Cayley tree. Note that shift invariant
backward QMC chains can also be considered as an extension of C*-finitely corre-
lated states defined in Ref. 19 to the Cayley trees. But the forward QMC cannot
be described by the finitely correlated ones (see Remark 3.4 below). Therefore, in
Sec. 3, we provide a construction of forward QMC. Namely we construct states on
finite volumes with boundary conditions, and define QMC as a weak limit of those
states which depends on the boundary conditions. There, we involve some methods
used in the theory of Gibbs measures on trees (see Ref. 22). Such a construction
extends those provided in Refs. 2 and 8. In Sec. 4, by means of the provided con-
struction we investigate QMC associated with XY -model on a Cayley tree of order
two. For that model, in a QMC scheme, we prove uniqueness of the limiting state,
i.e. the state does not depend on the boundary conditions. Note that whether or not
the resulting states have a physical interest is a question that cannot be solved on a
purely mathematical ground. We have to stress that classical XY-model have been
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investigated by many authors on a 1D-lattice, and also on a Cayley tree.!
In a quantum setting such a model was studied in Refs. 13, 27, 26 and 21.

2. Preliminaries

Recall that a Cayley tree I'* of order & > 1 is an infinite tree whose each vertex
has exactly k& + 1 edges. The vertices = and y are called nearest neighbors and they
are denoted by I = (x,y) if there exists an edge connecting them. A collection of
the pairs (z,z1), ..., (x4—1,y) is called a path from the point x to the point y. The
distance d(x,y),z,y € V, on the Cayley tree, is the length of the shortest path from
x to y. If we cut away an edge {z,y} of the tree I'*, then T'* splits into connected
components, called semi-infinite trees with roots x and y, which will be denoted
respectively by I'*(z) and I'*(y). If we cut away from I'* the origin O together with
all k + 1 nearest neighbor vertices, in the result we obtain k semi-infinite I'*(x)
trees with x € Sy = {y € T*:d(0,y) = 1}. Hence we have

r* = | J I*(x)u{o}.
€Sy

Therefore, in the sequel we will consider semi-infinite Cayley tree I'*(z%) =
(L, E) with the root 20, L is the set of vertices and F is the set of edges.

Now we are going to introduce a coordinate structure in T'*(z°) as follows: every
vertex z (except for 2°) of I'*(2°) has coordinates (i1, ... ,i,), here i,, € {1,...,k},
1 < m < n and for the vertex 2° we put (0). Namely, the symbol (0) constitutes
level 0, and the sites (iy,...,i,) form level n (i.e. d(z°,2) = n) of the lattice (see
Fig. 1).

Let us set

W, ={x € L:d(z,z9) =n}, A,= U Wi,  Apm) = U Wik, (n<m)
k=0 k=n

E,={{z,y) € E:z,y € A}, AL = U W,
level 3
\l(z,z) level 2

(1"

level 1

©) level O

Fig. 1. The first levels of I'2.
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For z € T*(2°), x = (i1,...,i,) denote S(z) = {(z,4) : 1 < i < k}, here (,i) means
that (i1,...,4,,7). This set is called a set of direct successors of x.

The algebra of observables B, for any single site € L will be taken as the
algebra My of the complex d x d matrices. The algebra of observables localized in
the finite volume A C L is then given by By = @, Be. As usual if At c A’ C L,
then Bj: is identified as a subalgebra of By2 by tensoring with unit matrices on
the sites z € A2\ A'. Note that, in the sequel, by B 4 we denote positive part of
Ba. The full algebra By, of the tree is obtained in the usual manner by an inductive

limit
By =|JBa.,.
An
In what follows, by S(Ba) we will denote the set of all states defined on the
algebra Bjy.

Consider a triplet C € B C A of unital C*-algebras. Recall that a quasi-
conditional expectation with respect to the given triplet is a completely positive
(CP) identity preserving linear map £: A — B such that E(ca) = ¢€(a), a € A,
ceC.

Definition 2.1. (Ref. 10) Let ¢ be a state on Br. Then ¢ is called:

(i) A forward quantum d-Markov chain (QMC), associated to {A,}, if for each A,,,
there exist a quasi-conditional expectation Exc with respect to the triplet

Bae ., © Bag € Bac_| (2.1)
and a state ppe € S(Bac) such that for any n € N one has
@ac [Ba, A, = Pac,, ©Enc,, [Ba,i\A, (2.2)
and
p = Hm Ppc 0Epc 0&py 000 (2.3)

in the weak-* topology.

(ii) A backward quantum d-Markov chain, associated to {A,,}, if there exist a quasi-
conditional expectation £x, with respect to the triple By, , € Ba, C Ba,.,
for each n € N and an initial state pg € S(Bj,) such that

= lim ppo&p,0&p 0---0&n,
n—00
in the weak-* topology.

In this definition, a forward QMC ¢ generated by Exc and @ac, is well-defined.
Indeed, we have

@A% [e] 5A;|BA” = @A:‘L_H o} EA:‘L_H o 5A;|BA1L
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by (2.2) and a following remark so that, for A CC Ay and a € By,
dim Gag 0 Eng 0 En; 0o bag(a) =g o fag o lag 0o bng(a).
Similarly, one can also demonstrate that backward QMC is well-defined.

Remark 2.2. Note that in Ref. 10 a forward QMC was called a generalized quan-
tum Markov state.

Remark 2.3. We have to stress that in most well-known papers (see for example
Refs. 4, 5, 18, 19 and 29) related to QMC, all such states were investigated as a
backward QMC. Therefore, in the sequel we will be interested in forward QMC,
which is less studied.

3. A Construction of Forward QMC on the Cayley Tree

In this section, we are going to provide a construction of forward quantum d-Markov
chain. Note that a construction of backward QMC has been studied in Ref. 10.
Let us rewrite the elements of W,, in the following order, i.e.

VT_/,Z = (x%/l’ 542,31, .. ,x%,‘:ln‘)> , W<7n = (acg,lvvfn‘),xwf"lfl), e ,x%,l) .
Note that |W,,| = k™. Vertices x%,%,)nwg,b e ,xgvvf"‘) of W, can be represented in

terms of the coordinate system as follows:

o) = (1,1,...,1,1), ) =(1,1,..,1,2),.., 2l = (L1, 1k),
W= (11,.,2,0), 2 =(L1,..,2,2),.., 2l = (11, 2,k),

a WV D =k k1), 2T = ek k),

n

oyl = (koK. k).

Analogously, for a given vertex x, we shall use the following notation for the set
of direct successors of x:

e

S(@) = ((2,1), (2,2), ..., (1, k),  S(@) = (z, k), (z,k — 1),..., (z,1)).

—

In what follows, for the sake of simplicity, we will use notation ¢ € S(x) (respectively
— — —

i € S(x) instead of (z,4) € S(x) (respectively (z,i) € S(x)).
Assume that for each edge (x,y) € E of the tree, an operator K, ,y € B
is assigned. We would like to define a state on By, with boundary conditions wy €
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B(o),+ and h = {h, € B, ; }ser. To do this, we denote

Ki—1m) = H H Koy, (3.1)
TEWh 1 y€S()
hy/?:= [ /% hy=h/2(0)/?), (3.2)
zeW,,
K, o= wy* Ko 1K1 2 -+ Kin1.m b/, (3.3)
W = KoK} (3.4)

It is clear that W, is positive.
In what follows, by Trp : Br — Bx we mean normalized partial trace, for any

A Cgn L. For the sake of shortness we put Trn] =Trp,

Let us define a positive functional @Eﬂ hoon Ba, by

spgz)f)( ) - TI.(W"'H} (CL ® ]an+1))7 (35)

for every a € By,,, where 1y, 41 = ®yeWn+1 1. Note that here, Tr is a normalized
trace on Br,.

To get an infinite-volume state /) on By such that @) [Ba, = go( we. h)7 we
need to impose some constrains to the boundary conditions {wo,h} so that the

functionals {<p(n o )} satisfy the compatibility condition, i.e.

n+1 n
TP, = o). (3.6)

Theorem 3.1. Let the boundary conditions wo € B(gy,+ and h = {h, € By y}zeL
satisfy the following conditions:

TI(UIQhQ) = ].7 (37)

Try H Kz H hy H K@y) = h, for every xz € L. (3.8)
yes (@) yes(@)  yes()

Then the functionals {%S)n,f)} satisfy the compatibility condition (3.6). Moreoven

(f) (f)

there is a unique forward quantum d-Markov chain @, 'y on By, such that ¢, '\ =

(n,f)

= limp o0 Py -

Proof. First note that Ref. 8 a family of states {apg;’;) } satisfy the compatibility
condition if a sequence {W,;} is projective with respect to Tr,, i.e.

Trn,l} (Wn}) = anl]a Vn eN. (39)
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Now let us check the equality (3.9). From (3.1)-(3.4) one has

n—1 n—1 *
2 X 1/2
(H K[m—l,m])K[n—l,n]hnK[n_l,n] (H K[m—l,m]) (A
m=1

We know that for different 2 and 2’ taken from W, _; the algebras B, g(,) and
Byius(zy commute, therefore from Eq. (3.2) one finds

Kt Kf 1= ] I Kew IT n I &G

— — — —
z€Wn_1 \yeS(z) yeS(x) yeS()

Hence, from the last equality with (3.8) we get

Tr, 1y Wp)) = w(1)/2 (H Kim—1 m])

II m| II Kew IT m I1 Kiew

2€W, 1 yeS(@) ves(@)  yeS()
n—1 12
A T Kime1m) | wo
m=1
n—1 n—1 *
1/2 1/2
e wo/ ( H K[ml,m]) H hz ( H K[ml,m]) wo/
m=1 m=1

ZGWn—l
= VVn-1]-
From the above argument and (3.7), one can show that W, is density operator,
ie. TI‘(Wn]) =1.
Let us show that the defined state <p(f ) s a forward QMC. Indeed, define
quasi-conditional expectations Exc as follows.

(c:‘Atlz (1’[0) = TI‘[l(K[O 1]71)0/ x[owé/QKBl}), Tlo € BAS (310)

Eng (@p—1) = Trpn (K1 @1 Kjp—10))s  Te—1 € Bag

—1?

E=1,2,...,n+1, (3.11)
here Trp,, = Trac. Then for any monomial ap, ® aw, ® -+ @ aw, ® lw, ., where
ap, € Ba,,aw, € Bw,, (k=2,...,n), we have

P an, ® aw, ® - @ aw,) = Tr(hn 1 Ky oy Ko ywy* (an, © aw,

®--® awn)wéﬂK[o,l] o Kipnt))
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= Trpy (Bt K)o Ko (an, Jaw, K g
ccaw, Kpns1)

= Trppy1 (hn18ae,, 0Erc 0+
Eng 0 Ene (an, ®aw, ® - @ aw,)). (3.12)

Hence, for any a € A C A, 41 from (3.5) with (3.1), (3.2)—(3.10) and (3.12) one
can see that

Pt (a) = Trpgr (W™ e,

wo,h

OEA%O~-~OEA§O£‘A%(CL)). (3.13)

1

The projectivity of W, yields the equality (2.2) for ‘/’EZ)J;) , therefore, from (3.13)
we conclude that ngo),h is a forward QMC. O

Corollary 3.2. If (3.7), (3.8) are satisfied, then one has goggj;) (a) = Tr(Wy(a))
for any a € Ba,, -

Remark 3.3. Note that if k =1 and h, = I for all z € L, then we get conditional
amplitudes introduced by Accardi.®

Observe that the state <p(f ) 1 has a backward structure. Indeed, let us first define

wo,
Ty, [X] (y) = Trk] (K[k,k-Fl}XKrk,k—o—l}y)? X € BA[k,k+1]7 Y€ BWk+1' (314)
Then, using Corollary 3.2 one finds

807(;;{1) (an, ® aw, ® -+ ®aw,) = Tr(wé/zK[o,l] o K hn Kppy_q K[T),l]wé/z

(ap, ® aw, @ - - ®awn))
= Tr(wy* Koy -+ Kin—g.m—1]Trn_1]
(K10 b Ky jaw, )
Ky _yaw, ...K[’al]awlwéﬂa/\o)
= Tr(wy* K1) - Kin—sn—21Tn—2[To1[hn] (aw, )]
(aw, _,) Kin—3n—2aw, _, - K[T),l]anwflJ/zaAO)
= Tr(wy*To[T1[ - [T b (aw, )]

(aw, ) Jaw,)wy 2an,). (3.15)

Remark 3.4. Formula (3.15) reminds the structure of a backward quantum
Markov chain, however there is an important difference. For any positive X €
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Ba | the maps

[n—1,n

an € Bw, +— Try,_1) (K10 X K], an) =: E(a,) € Bw, _,

[n—1,n]

will be in general anti-CP rather than CP (i.e. the map E*(x) := E(z*) is CP) (see
Ref. 2). We will show elsewhere that there is indeed a deep connection between the
present construction and Cecchini’s A-operator.?: 16

Remark 3.5. Note that the above construction has the advantage to work on
arbitrary local algebras. It generalizes the construction in Ref. 2. Under additional
assumptions, the local structure of the state becomes more transparent. It also
exhibits a “forward” local structure which, however, is not backward Markovian
in the sense of Definition 2.1, but rather in the sense of Cecchini.'® The duality
between a “forward” and “backward” Markovianity, emerging from (3.13), (3.15)
is a nontrivial quantum extension of the fact that in a classical framework the two
notions are equivalent and seems to deserve a deeper study.

4. Forward QMC Associated with XY -Model

In this section, we prove uniqueness of the quantum d-Markov chain associated
with X'Y-model on a Cayley tree of order two. In what follows, we consider a semi-
infinite Cayley tree I'? = (L, E) of order two. Our starting C*-algebra is the same
By, but with B, = M,(C) for x € L. By aS‘),ag“),ai“) we denote the Pauli spin
operators for site u € L. Here

0 1 0 —1 1 0
o= (0 0) e = () e . @)
1 0 i 0 0 -1

For every edge (u,v) € E put

K(u,v) = exp{ﬂH(u,v)}v B >0, (42)
where
1 u v u v
Hiuwy = 5 (0300l + oo (). (4.3)

Now taking into account the following equalities

1
2m 2 u) (v 2m—1
H; HY, = 5(11 —oWe™), H — Hpyy, meEN,

w,v) = (u,v)
one finds
K(uwy = 1 +sinh BH, oy + (cosh f — 1) HZ, .

We are going to describe all solutions h = {h,} and wg of Egs. (3.7) and (3.8).
Furthermore, we shall assume that h, = hy for every =,y € W,,, n € N. Hence, we
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denote h{™ := hy, if 2 € W,,. Now from (4.2), (4.3) one can see that Ky u) = K7,
therefore, Eq. (3.8) can be rewritten as follows:

Trm( (x, y)K (z,2) h(n+1)h(n+1 <w Z>K<w,y>) = h;n), for every x € L. (4.4)

After small calculations, Eq. (4.4) reduces to the following system of equations:

(n+1) (n+1)
(%) cosh* B+ a{%™a{"™ sinh? Bcosh 8 = oV,
(n+1) (n+1)
gg‘kl)% sinh 3 cosh B(1 + cosh 5) = agg),
gt 4 D) (45)
alit )Hf sinh @ cosh B(1 + cosh 3) = al}’,
oY) 4 D) ) )
f cosh4 B+ al"™al"™ sinh? Beosh 8 = ol
here
(n) _(n) (n+1) (”+1)
h;") _ ay1” Ao 7 h(yn+1) _ hgn+1) _ Qaqq a;
ayy)  agy) agy™ ay™Y

From (4.5) we immediately get that agl) = a22) for all n € N.

Self-adjointness of h e a(z) = a21 , for any n € N, allows us to reduce the

system (4.5) to

(@72 cosh? B + |a{2T|2 sinh? B cosh 8 = al?,
(n+1) (n+1) (n) (4.6)
ajo aj;  sinh Gcosh B(1 + coshf) = ayy’.

Remark 4.1. Note that according to positivity and invertibility of h;”) we con-
clude that an) > |a§g)| for all n € N.

Now we are going to investigate the derive system (4.6). To do this, let us
consider the following system of equations:

{(ac’)2 cosh? B+ |y/|? sinh? Bcosh § = z, wn

«'y"sinh B cosh 3(1 + cosh 3) =y,

here as before g > 0.
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Taking from both sides of the second equation of (4.7) modules, we get
(/)2 cosh® B + |y/|? sinh? § cosh § =
{x’|y’| sinh 3 cosh B(1 + cosh 8) = |y|.
Therefore, in the sequel we shall consider the system given by
(/)2 cosh? 8 + (y)% sinh? § cosh § = =
{x’y’ sinh 3 cosh B(1 + cosh 8) = y.
We want to show that the system (4.8) defines a dynamical system f: (z,y) €
A — (2/,y) € A, where A = {(z,y) € R2 :z > y}. In fact, we should show that

the system (4.8) has at most one solution with respect to x’,y" in the domain A.
From (4.8) we get

(4.8)

(2/)? cosh® 3 + (y')? sinh? B cosh § = z,
(z/)2(y')? sinh? 3 cosh? B(1 + cosh §)? =
Letting (2)? = u and (y')? = v, one finds

uvsinh? B cosh? 3(1 + cosh §)? =

Then v can be represented by u as follows:

{u cosh* 8 + vsinh? Bcosh 8 = z,

- sh?
po S ucosh’ S (49)
sinh” 3 cosh 3

Using this, we obtain the following quadratic equation
cosh® B(1 4 cosh 8)? - u? — z cosh B(1 + cosh 3)? - u + % = 0.

Solving such an equation w.r.t. u, we can find

Tty a2 —dy? (13?;%)2
Uy = )
* 2 cosh? 8
Then from (4.9) one gets
cosh? 3
T+ J? - 4y (14cosh 3)2
v =
* 2 sin h2(3 cosh 3

Since the point (2/,y’) belongs to the domain A, then u should be greater than
v. Therefore, for every (z,y) € A there exists at most one pair (2/,y") € A and the
system (4.8) defines a dynamical system f:A — A with the following explicit form

cosh? 3
2 = Ty et Ay (1+cosh 3)?
2 cosh? 3 ’
(4.10)
_ 2 2 cosh® 3
Y = A A Y
2 sinh? 3 cosh 8 .
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Remark 4.2. Note that from (4.10) one can see that the map f is well defined if
and only if x and y satisfy

cosh?’ﬁ
> _ .
T2 (1 + cosh 3)2 (4.11)

In the sequel, we shall use interchangeably two forms (4.8), (4.10) of the dynam-
ical system f: A — A.
Further, we will need the following auxiliary fact:

Lemma 4.3. If 3 > 0, then
0 < sinh 3 cosh 3(1 + cosh 3) < cosh* 3.

The proof is provided in the Appendix.
Let us first find all of the fixed points of the dynamical system f: A — A.

Theorem 4.4. Let f:A — A be a dynamical system given by (4.8). Then the
following assertions hold true:

(i) The dynamical system f: A — A has a unique fized point;
(ii) The dynamical system f: A — A does not have any k (k > 2) periodic points.

Proof. (i) Assume that (x,y) is a fixed point, i.e.
22 cosh® 3 + y?sinh? B cosh § = z, (4.12)
aysinh Fcosh 5(1 4 cosh 5) = y. '

Consider two different cases with respect to y.

Case (A). Let y = 0. Then one finds that either z = 0 or = ﬁ But, only

cosh?®
the point ( 0) belongs to the domain A.

1
cosh? 37
Case (B). Now suppose y # 0. Then from (4.12) one finds
1

¥~ Sinh B cosh B(1 + cosh )

hence, we obtain

sinh 3 cosh 3(1 + cosh 3) — cosh? 8
sinh? 8 cosh? 3(1 + cosh 3)2
But, due to Lemma 4.3, we infer that

sinh B cosh B(1 + cosh 3) — cosh* 8
sinh? 8 cosh? 3(1 + cosh 3)2
which is impossible. Therefore, in this case the dynamical system does not have
any fixed point.

Consequently, the dynamical system has a unique fixed point which is equal to
0).

y? sinh? Bcosh 3 =

<0

1
(cosh4 B
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(ii) Now let us turn to study periodic points of the dynamical system (4.8). Assume
that the system has a periodic point (x(0)7 y(o)) with a period of k£ > 2 in A. This
means that there are points

(@, y @), (W y W) (FD kDY e A

such that they satisfy the following equalities

) ) ) 4.13
2D+ sinh 3 cosh 3(1 + cosh B) =y, (4.13)

{(x(i“))2 cosh? B+ (yt1)2sinh? B cosh B = (¥,
where i = 0,k — 1, i.e. f(z®,y@) = (20+D) 0+ with 2(F) = 2O y*) = ),
Now again consider two different cases with respect to y(©).

Case (A). Let y© £ 0. Then 2,y should be positive for all i = 0,k — 1.
Therefore, we have

; 2
2 () (%) cosh® 8 4 sinh? 3 cosh

v Zsinh B cosh B(1 + cosh 3)

cosh® 5 2D ginhg D)
Snh A(1 + coshf) 5D | I+4coshf 2D’

where 1 =0,k — 1.
Due to 2,y > 0 for all i = 0, k — 1, we obtain
z® cosh® 8 (D)

— - — 4.14
y@ ~ Sinh B(1+cosh ) yli+1)’ (4.14)

foralli=0,k— 1.
It then follows from (4.14) that

2(0) cosh® 3 b
y(© (sinhﬁ(1+coshﬁ)> Ly

But, the last inequality is impossible, since Lemma 4.3 implies

cosh? 1) -
sinh B(1 + cosh 3)

Hence, in this case, the dynamical system (4.8) does not have any periodic point
with & > 2.
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Case (B). Now suppose that y(©) = 0. Since k > 2 we have 2(*) # m So, from
(4.13) we find that y(* = 0 for all i = 0,k — 1. Then again (4.13) implies that

(@ D)2 cosh B = 2@, Vi=0k 1,

which means

, 1 4 -
oD = Ve, W= R T
Hence, we have
20 = %ﬁ S 2 cosh? 3.
cos

This yields either z(®) = 0 or 2(?) = which is a contradiction. O

1
cosh® 37
Lemma 4.5. Let f: A — A be a dynamical system given by (4.10). If z,y are

positive and satisfy (4.11) then 2’y are positive and satisfy the following inequality

sinh 3(1 + cosh8) =z
cosh? 1) Y

< (4.15)

2
ol
Y

Proof. From (4.10) one can see that if x,y are positive and satisfy the condition
(4.11), then 2’,y" are positive as well. From (4.10) we find

cosh?
x_’ _sinh 3(1 4 cosh j3) . T+ [ —dy? (1+cosh%)2
Y cosh® 8 2y
sinh B(1 + cosh8) =
cosh? I6) y’
which is the desired inequality. O

Now, we are going to study an asymptotical behavior of the trajectory of the
dynamical system (4.10).

Theorem 4.6. Let f: A — A be a dynamical system given by (4.10). Then the
following assertions hold true:

(i) If y© > 0 then finite terms of the trajectory {(x(™,y(")}o | starting from the
point (20, y(©) are contained in A, i.e. there exists a number Ny € N such that
any term of the trajectory {(z(™, y("))};’fzo does not belong to A except the first Ny
members.
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(i) If y©@ = 0 then the trajectory {(z(™,y(")}o2 | starting from the point
({9, y©)) has the following form

i _ _Va©® cosh’ 3
L) —

B cosh? J6]

y(n) —=0.

Proof. (i) Let y© > 0 and assume that the trajectory {(z(™,3()}>, of the
dynamical system starting from the point (z(®),4(?)) is infinite. This means that
the points (z(™, () are well defined for all n € N. Then according to Remark 4.2
and Lemma 4.5 we have

(™ _ <Sinh B(1 + cosh 3) )n z(©

- — 4.16
y(n) cosh3 ﬂ y(O) ( )

for all n € N.
On the other hand, according to Remark 4.2, (™) and y(™ should satisfy the
following inequality

z(™) - cosh® 3
y( = 7\ (1 + cosh3)?’
for all n € N. Due to Lemma 4.3 we find
sinh B(1 + cosh 8
( cosh® 3
which with (4.16) implies that the inequality (4.17) is not satisfied starting from
some number Ny € N. This contradiction shows that the trajectory { (z(™, y(™)}o2 |
must be finite.
(ii) Now let y(®) = 0, then (4.10) implies y™) = 0 for all n € N. Hence, from (4.10)
one finds

(4.17)

)) — 0 asn — oo,

So iterating last equality we obtain

2™ cosh? B = *\/2(0 cosh? 3,

which yields the desired equality. |

From the last Theorem 4.6, we infer that Eq. (4.4) has a lot of parametrical
solutions (wo (), {hs()}) given by

1 0 >V acosh? g 0
a cosh? J6]
wo (OZ) = ) hgn) (OZ) = on Vi ) (418)
0 1 0 v/ acosh™ 8
@ cosh? 8

for every z € V. Here « is any positive real number.



458 L. Accardi, F. Mukhamedov & M. Saburov

The boundary conditions corresponding to the fixed point of (4.8) are the fol-
lowing ones:

1
— 0
cosh* 0 h*
wy = b L) o= [ b . VreV, (4.19)
0 cosh™ 3 0 1
cosh? 8
which correspond to the value of oy = m in (4.18). Therefore, further, we

denote such operators by wo(ap) and h™ (ap).
Let us consider the states ¢, (fa) h(a) corresponding to the solutions

(wo (), {hI («)}). By definition we have

n, 1/2 n 1/2
%OEUO(Q) h(a)( ) Tr wo/ H Kz [i,i+1] H h( ) )H K[n—i,n+1—i}wo/ (O‘)x
zGW =

n+1 a gn+1 n—1 n
(* Vacosh® )
= Tr H Ky H Kn—int1-q7

1.4 +1
a(cosh™ 3)2" iy Pl

2n+1
(H K[’L i+1] H [n— i,n+1i]x>
= Oéo H K[1 i+1] H h(n Oé()
IGW,L
1/2 n
’ HK["—iv"“’l—i]wO/ (Ozo).%') - (pfvo(f(zo) h(ao)(x)’ (420)
i=1

for any a. Hence, from the definition of forward QMC it follows that ‘PEU{))(Q) h(a) =

@E:i)(ao),h(ao)’ which yields that the uniqueness of the forward QMC associated with
the model (4.2). Therefore we have the following

Theorem 4.7. There is a unique forward QMC for the model (4.2).

Note that in Ref. 13 it was proved uniqueness of the ground state for the one-
dimensional quantum XY -model

H=5Y (ool 1 oolmtDy, (4.21)

ne”Z

The proved Theorem 4.7 suggests that similar result can be obtained for the Hamil-
tonian (4.21) in a Cayley tree of order two.
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5. Observation

Let us denote

~ 1/2

Ko@) =w?(@) I Kew II Kew- II  EKey 61
{w:y}eEl {Ivy}EEZ\El {Iyy}EEn+1\Erz

Define a function F'(3) by the following formula

1 - .
BF(3) = lim A log Tr( K (o) K (v)). (5.2)
Using the same argument as in (4.20) one gets
1 . .
m log Tr (K, (a) Kp(a))
on+1 1 _‘Wn+1|
_ RS log| —Y——- " V acosh” 3 + log (ga(b) (]l))
V2] cosh? 8 wo,h
W, W,
= _2|71T|4;;|l| log (« cosh® B) + | |V:|1| log (cosh4 B). (5.3)
So, taking into account lim,, WKZT' =1 from (5.3), (5.2) we find
4
F(p) = 3 log cosh f3.

One can see that F(f) is an analytical function when 5 > 0. This corresponds to
the fact that the free energy of a system is an analytical function. Of course, here
the defined function F is not a free energy of the XY-model. On the other hand,
for the same model in a Cayley tree of order three we shall show the existence of
the quantum phase transition (see Ref. 11). Moreover, it will be established that
derivative of certain thermodynamic function will have discontinuity at critical
values of (.

6. Conclusions

Let us note that a first attempt of consideration of quantum Markov fields began
in Refs. 4, 6 for the regular lattices (namely for Z?). But there, concrete examples
of such fields were not given. In this paper, we have extended a notion of QMC to
fields, i.e. to Cayley tree. Note that such a tree is the simplest hierarchical lattice
with non-amenable graph structure. This means that the ratio of the number of
boundary sites W,, to the number of interior sites V,, (see Sec. 2, for the definitions
of W,, and V,,) of the tree tends to a nonzero constant in the thermodynamic limit
of a large system. Here QMCs have been considered on discrete infinite tensor
products of C*-algebras over such a tree. A tree structure of graphs allowed us to
give constructions of QMC, which generalizes the construction of Ref. 3 to trees.
Namely, we have provided a construction of forward QMC defined on Cayley tree.
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By means of such a construction we proved uniqueness of forward QMC associated
with XY-model on the second-order Cayley tree. We have to stress here that the
constructed QMC associated with XY -model, is different from thermal states of
that model, since such states corresponds to the exp(—3 Zu’y) H ), which is
different from a product of exp(—BH, ). Roughly speaking, if we consider the
usual Hamiltonian system H(o) = =83, ,y Mz,y)(0), then its Gibbs measure is
defined by the fraction

e 1 6.1
(o) = W. (6.1)
Such a measure can be viewed by another way as well. Namely,
H Pl (@)
y) (6.2)

o) = ZH @

o (z,y)

A usual quantum mechanical definition of the quantum Gibbs states is based on
Eq. (6.1). But our approach is based on an alternative way (see (6.2)) of the defini-
tion of the quantum Gibbs states. Note that whether or not the resulting states have
a physical interest is a question that cannot be solved on a purely mathematical
ground.

Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 4.3
It is clear that, if 5 > 0, then

sinh 3 cosh B(1 + cosh 3) > 0.
Now we are going to show that

sinh B(1 + cosh 3) < cosh® 3. (A1)
Noting

B _ o8 B 1 B

sinh 8 = ¢ cosh g = 5 ,

2 )
and letting ¢ = e, we reduce the last inequality (A.1) to
5 =265 —#* 4+ 72 42t +1>0. (A.2)

Since 8 > 0, then ¢ > 1. Therefore, we shall show that (A.2) is satisfied whenever
t > 1. Now consider several cases with respect to t.

Case L. Let t > 1+ /2. Then we have

0 -2t 4T+ 2+ 1=t (t— (1+V2)(t— (1 - V2)) + T2 + 2t +1 > 0.
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Case II. Let 2 <t < 1+ /2. Then it is clear that ¢ < /7. Therefore,

10— 2 — TP+ 2+ 1 =10t —2) +t2(T—t2) + 2t +1 > 0.

Case III. Let \/g <t < 2. Then one gets

7\ 5
208 — 2t —t* 472+ 2t 1) = 2t4 <t2 - 5) + 5754(2 —t)

3
+§t2(8—t3)+2t2+4t+2>0.

CaseIV. Let 1 <t < \/g Then we have

=2 T p 2+ 1=ttt — 12+ 2(T—2t2) + 2t +1> 0.
Hence, the inequality (A.1) is satisfied for all 5 > 0.
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