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In 2004 1 started my graduate studies at ETH Zuerich, Switzerland. Part of the course
requirement was a 2 semester course on Quantum Mechanics which happened to be lectured
by Prof. Froehlich and was (over large sections) basically a course in applied group theory.
Since the latter was new for many of us we struggled and were quite happy when Professor
Graf offered a lecture just on that: the basics of group theory and its application for SU(2)
and S,, (particularly relevant in Quantum mechanics).

It was an eye-opening course and - thanks to my good friend Thomas Willwacher - lots of
fun. Thomas would sit for hours with me, explaining all the little details. It was the best
time of my graduate studies in physics and so I hope that my notes will add not only to a
better understanding but also contribute to just having fun with the physics in Quantum
Mechanics.

1 Context

To my knowledge there are 3 ways to tackle a problem in physics:
1. we can try to solve the differential equations analytically (which often is not possible);
2. we can do numerical calculations using a computer;
3. we can exploit the problems symmetry and use group theory to solve the problem

Even though the 3rd option is ignored in most physics courses we encounter it more often
than we think:

e The Hydrogen Atom: when we solve the hydrogen atom in quantum mechanics,
we find the eigenfunctions for the Hamilton operator H

Hqﬁn,l,mﬁz = Enwn,l,m,ﬁz (1)

3 of those 4 quantisation numbers have a meaning that comes straight from the
problem’s symmetry with respect to rotation.



Fermions & Bosons:

electron wave-function in a crystal: when we solve the quantum-mechanical
problem for a periodic potential V' (x) (i.e. a crystal) we have to solve the equation:

2
(;n + V(x)> B, (%) = En®p(x) 2)
Hie

and are thought that the solution to that problem are the so called Bloch functions,
which for a one dimensional potential with periodicity R can be written as follows:

O (z) + exp(ikx) - ug(w) (3)

where k := 27/ R and ug () is a periodic function. Again this result is directly derived
from the problems translational symmetry.

band structure

Zeemann effect

Those are just a few prominent examples. Many more can be made. The point I'm trying
to make here is simply that because most problems in physics have a symmetry, their
solution reflects that and in order to understand it better it is worth spending some time
on trying to understand symmetry and how to express it mathematically - which group
theory allows us to do.

So symmetry is relevant in physics (I tried to show that); the language with which we
can express symmetry is contained in group theory (I hope that for now you will believe
that); my strategy is to introduce basics about group theory and then go on to the basics
of representations; after that I’d like to have a look at the groups SU(2) and S,, which are
particularly important in QM.



2 Groups and Homomorphisms

Motivation: A representation T on a group G is a homomorphism 7" : (G, 0) — (GL(V), o),
where V' is a C-vectorspace. That’s the motivation to have a closer look at those structures
(groups) and the maps between them, that respect this structure (homomorphisms);

A group G is defined as a set of elements {a, b, ¢, ...} for which an operation x is defined:

x:GxG@ — G
(g,h) = x(g,h) =gh

This operation is defined between any 2 elements of the group and it has the following
properties:

e Associativity: for all a,b,c € G the following is true: a(bc) = (ab)c

e Unit element: G contains an element e known as identity of unit element such
that ea =a VaeG

e Inverse element: for all a € G there exists a corresponding element a~! € G (called
inverse element such that a='a = e

If the group is such that for all a,b € G the relation ab = ba holds true than the multipli-
cation is called commutative and the group itself is called Abelian. A subgroup G of
G is a non-empty subset G C G that is itself a group (which means it must be closed!).
The unit element {e} is a trivial subgroup of any group.

Exercise: Show first, that aa~! = e (rather difficult), with this that ae = a (medium), and
finally that the unit element is unique (easy). If you can, try and find an example of a set
that fulfills the very similar looking axioms ae = a and a~'a = e that is not a group!

Ezamples Here are some examples that are relevant for us in the future:

e Permutation Group S,: this is the set of all bijective maps 7 : {1,2,3,...,n} —
{1,2,3,...,n}. The product of this group is defined canonically: (m o m2)(i) :=

m1(m2(4)).

e General Linear Group GL(V): for every R/C vector-space V the set of all in-
vertible, linear maps a : V' — V forms with the canonical multiplication a group
called GL(V). If dim(V') = n is finite, then by choosing a basis in V' we can define
GL(n,R/C) := {all invertible real/complex valued n x n matrices} (this is a consis-
tent definition since V' ~ R"/C").

o SU(2):={A€GL(2,C):det A=1and A*A =1}



e SO(3):={A€GL(3,R) :det A=1and ATA=1}

o (R%+)
A counter-example is (Z, -), wich is not a group.
A homomorphism ¢ between two groups G and H is a map ¢ : G — H that respects
the group multiplication. This means that ¢(ab) = ¢(a)p(b). If ¢ is bijective, then it is

called an Isomorphism. The Kernel of ¢ is the set of all Elements in G that are mapped
onto the unit-element in ey € H:

Ker¢g :={g € G:¢(9) =en}

The Image of ¢, on the other hand, is the set of all elements that is reached by the map:

Im¢ := {¢(g) : g € G}

Exercise: show that (i) ¢(eg) = ey and that ¢(g)~' = ¢(g~!) (ii) Kerg / Img are a
subgroup of G / H (iii) ¢ injective < Kergp = epy

From this it follows easily that G is isomorphic to the homomorphism’s image Im¢ C H
if and only if Ker¢ = {ey} or in short

G~Im¢p <& Kergp={eny} (4)

Ezercise: Let G be a group and H C G be a subgroup of G. (i) show that

g <= dh € H such that g = hg

&

N}l

g
g 9= gh

2 and R are equivalence-relations (i.e. that they are reflexiv, symmetric and transitiv) (ii)
show that [g] 4 = Hg (called right coset) and similary that [g]; = gH (called left coset)

for all g € G

With this it is easy to see that G/H := {[g] 4,5 : g € G} as the set of all right / left cosets
is well defined. At this point it makes sense to try and define canonically a multiplication
on G/H by [g] - [h] := [g - h]. Unfortunately this multiplication is only well defined if H is
a invariant subgroup which is a subgroup where right and left cosets coincide.



FEzercise: show that if H C G is an invariant subgroup, the multiplication [g] - [h] := [g - h]
on G/H is well defined.

with that it is easy to define the factor group: Let G be a group and H be an invariant
subgroup; then G/H becomes with the canonical multiplication a group itself called the
factor group.

Proposition Let G, H be groups and let ¢ : G — H be a homomorphism between these
groups; then Ker¢ is an invariant subgroup;

Proof as we already know, Ker¢ is a subgroup of G; it remains to proof that (Ker¢) - g =
g - (Kerg) for all g € G

"C”: let k € Kerg; thenk-g=(g-g7")-k-g=g-(¢g7" - k-g)
~————
€ Ker¢

Main Theorem Let G, H be groups and let ¢ : G — H be a homomorphism between
these groups; then G/Ker¢ ~ Img¢

Proof the homomorphism [g] -2y ¢(g) is well defined (ezercise), surjective (trivial) and
injective (to proof: Ker® = [eg], 727 is trivial, ”C” lets consider [g] € Ker® = ¢(g) =
eqg = g € Ker¢g = [e] = [g] = [e] (that Ker¢ = [e] we know from our previous thoughts
about left and right cosets: we know that for an invariant subgroup H we can write for
any g € G that [g] = gH = Hg and since here the invariant subgroup is Ker¢ we know
that [e] = eKer¢ = Ker¢)

summary: We learned that the kernel Ker ¢ of a homomorphism ¢ on a group G is always
not only a subgroup but an invariant subgroup. This allows us not only to define the
factor-group G/Ker ¢ but show that it is isomorphic to the image Im ¢.



3 Group-algebra and class-functions

Motivation Each representation can be assigned a function f : G — C, which is an
element of the group-algebra C [G]. This function f will become central in analyzing the
representation itself and it has interesting properties. One of these properties is, that it
is constant on the conjugacy classes of G and is hence called a class-function. This is the
motivation for us to introduce all this terminology.

Let G be a group; the set {f : G — C} of all complex valued functions on G is called
the group-algebra ! C[G]. In C[G] addition "+” and multiplication "*” are defined
point-wise. While the definition of the former is done canonically, the latter is defined by
convolution:

(fr*f2)(9) =D _ filg-h™") - fa(R) (5)

heG

Furthermore the expression:
1 _
(f.h) 2= 15 D () hlg) (6)
geG

defines a scalar product on C [G].

Ezercise: (i) show that the multiplication on C[G] is well defined, i.e. that associativity
and distributivity apply; (ii) show that the the functions d, € C [G] with d4(h) =1if h =g
and d,(h) = 0 else, forms a basis in C[G]; (iii) show that (5, * f)(g) = f(h1g) ? and
(f % 6n)(g) = f(gh™); (iv) show that dg * &, = §g1,>;

The conjugacy classes of group G are defined by the equivalence-classes of the equivalence-
relation:

g~§ :<= 3he G suchthat g =hgh™* (7)

Functions f € C[G] that are constant on the conjugacy classes are called class-functions.

'A K-algebra A is a C-vector space with regard to (A,4). In addition there is a multiplication ”*”
defined on (A, ) for which associativity and distributivity apply.

2(6n * f)(9) Def- Y ohec (6h(g 7Y f(ﬁ)), the only non-zero term contributing to the sum is the one
for which g - h=! £ h holds true; the rest is obvious

354 % 61(§) = 64(gh™") is obvious from exercise (iii) by setting f = d,; this expression is only non-zero
for jh™' = g which completes the proof



Example: In order to get a better feeling for this equivalence relationship, lets have a look
at two groups and their conjugacy classes:

e the permutation class S3

o R2

Main Theorem The class-functions K of C [G] form the center* Z (C[G]) of G
Prooflet f € K be choosen arbitrarily

by definition  f(hgh™) = f(g) Vh,g € G
=4 fGhY = f(h"'g) Yhg € G
see angercise f « 5h _ 5h " f

SpnQu=ClG] . F_ F V[ e Cld]

4The center of a group G is the set of all elements that commute with every other element of the group



4 Representations and Schur’s Lemmata

Let’s start with a number of definitions that will be needed for the rest of this chapter: a
representation 7' of a group G on a C-vectorspace V is a homomorphism 7 : (G,0) —
(GL(V),0). T is called a unitary representation on (V,(-,-)) if it respects the scalar
product:

(Ty(u), Ty(v)) = (u,v) VYu,ve€VandVgelG (8)

Let now U C V be a subspace of V; if Ty(U) CU V g € G, then U is called an invariant
subspace of V' with respect to T. Let now U # {0}; if U contains no invariant subspaces
with respect to T except for the trivial ones (i.e. {0} and itself), then T'|, is called an
irreducible representation.

Let T and T be two representation on V and V respectively. They are called equivalent
representations if there is an Isomorphism L : V — V such that V ¢ € G the following
holds true:

L
-y

LoT,=T,0L which means that 7Ty I, is commutative (9)

< <
< — <

R
L

This allows us now to define the character y, of a representation 7 as:

Xr(g) = tr (Ty) (10)
It is an element of the group-algebra C and obviously well defined: let T be a representation
equivalent to T

Xz (9) el g <Tg> Wy (LoTyoL ™)y =tr (L' oLoTy,) = tr (T,) Det. xr(g)  (11)

The interesting thing is now, that any representation is equivalent to a unitary one if the
basis in V' is chosen appropriately (without proof). To make things easier we shall from
here on assume the following:

e that the representations at hand are unitary (without loss of generality);

e that the groups on which they act are finite (without loss of generality and in order
to avoid the rather technical Haar measure);

e that the vector spaces on which they are defined are finite dimensional (unless stated
otherwise);



Theorem 1. Let T be a unitary representation of G on V', where V is a Hilbertspace;
Then T' can be completely decomposed into irreducible representations T}

T:Tl@TQ@TgEB... (12)
where the same irreducible representation can appear several times.

Proof. if T is irreducible we are already done; if T' is not irreducible then there exists a
W C V which is invariant under 7’; since T is unitary the following statement holds true
for all g € G:

(w,v) = (Ty(w), Ty(v)) forall w,v € V (13)

Naturally this expression holds true in particular for w € W and v € W+; Since T, (w) €
W (by virtue of W being an invariant subspace), T,(v) must be in W+ (since (w,v) =
(Ty(w), Ty(v)) = 0); this means that W+ is an invariant subspace under T as well; This
decomposition can be carried out until 7’|y cy is irreducible. ]

Even though this decomposition is not unique, the multiplicity n, of a certain irre-
ducible representation T, in this sum is! On the following pages we would like to work
our way to a result, that allows us to determine n, with the help of the charakter of T" and
T,, according to:

Na = (X1, » Xr) (14)



Schur’s Lemmata

Lemma 1. (a) Let T and 7:’ be irreducible representations on V. and V respectively; let
furthermore L : V. — V be linear such that

LoT,=T,0L VgecG (15)
then L =0 or L is a isomorphism (i.e. T is equivalent to T).
(b) Let T be an irreducible representation on V and let L: V. — V be linear with
LoT,=TyoL YgeG (16)
then L = Aidy.

Proof. (a) 1) Ker(L) is invariant with respect to T: have to show that for

veKer(V) = T,(v) € Ker(L) 22" L(T,(v)) =0 (17)
since L(T,(v)) "% T, (L(v)) "= 7, (0) T M 0, equ.17 is obvious.

2) Im(L) is invariant with respect to T have to show that for any g € G

veV = T,(L(v)) € Im(L) P22 34 € V such that T,(L(v)) = L(w) (18)

since T, (L(v)) S5

3) since for an irreducible representation the only invariant subspaces are {0} and the
vectorspace itself we can argue as follows

L(T4(v)), equ.18 is obvious when choosing w := Ty (v).

Ker(L) is invariant w. r. to T A Im(L) is invariant w. r. to 7'
(! T/T irred. [}
A B E D
{Ker(L) = {0} Vv Ker(L)=V} A {Im(L) = {0} Vv fm(L) =V}
)
(ANC) vV (BANC) VvV (BAND) Vv (AAND) (19)
—_———
L=0 L is Isomorphism

(b) from equ.(16) it follows, that for any A € C the expression (L — A -idy )T, = T,(L —
A -idy) holds true as well. With Lemma 1b it follows that L — A - idy = 0 or that
L — X\ -idy is an isomorphism. I now choose A to be an eigen-value of L. It follows

that L — A - idy cannot be an isomorphism and that hence L = X idy .
O

10



Quite naturally the question is now how one can possibly find such an L (as mentioned in
the previous Lemma) that commutes with 7" and 7. The answer to that question is given
in the next theorem

Lemma 2. (a) Let T and T be irreducible representations of G on'V and 1% respectively;
let furthermore A: V. — V be linear and

ZT AT, (20)

el poerd
then either L =0 or T is equivalent to T
(b) Let T be an irreducible representation on V and let A and L be as in a); then

_ tr(A)
~ dim(V)

idy (21)

Proof. (a) All we need to show is that LT, = T}, L for any h € G:

Def 1 ~
LT, = |G|ZT AT, | T, = |G|ZT 1ATgh:@ZThg—1ATg
geqG geaG
- T, T, ATy | =T, L
h ,G|Z - h

gea
With Lemma 1la) the proposition is obvious.

(b) With Lemma 1(b) we know that
L=MXdy = tr(L)=Xdim(V) (22)

tr(A)
dim(V)

From equ. 22 and equ. 23 that A =
follows

and therefore (Lemma 1(b)) the proposition

O]

11



If we now choose A cleverly, we can actually show that the matrix-element-functions (77);;
and (7');; € C[G] are orthogonal to each other for non-equivalent representations.

Lemma 3. (a) Let T and T~be irreducible representations of G on 'V and 1% respectively;
if T is not equivalent to T then

(T)igs (T)r) = 0 (24)

(b) Let T' be an irreducible representation on V'; then

(T)ij, (T)wt) = (ﬁnll(m5ik5jz (25)

Proof. (a) let e; be basis in V, €; basis in V, let a and 8 € N be arbitrary but fixed; if we
know define A as follows

AV — V
e — 0

then it is easy to see that A is linear (projection); with L defined as in Lemma 2(a) we
can therefore write:

Li; @ Z( SAT,) =

geG

&1 2y a (T (26)

y
J geG

~ ~ -1 ~
Since T' is linear we know that T, -1 = (T g> and since T is also unitary, we know

~\ —1 JRNE ~\T
that (Tg) = (Tg> = <Tg) . With this, and knowing that (A)y = k301, We can

continue equ. a:

Lijqua| |ZT ki Okp Ot (Ty)1j = |G’Z oj = ((Dgi, (Tay)  (27)

geG geG

from Lemma 2(a) we know that if 7 and T are not equivalent, then L = 0 and therefore
especially (L);; = 0 for 4, j € N which proofs the Lemma;

(b) from Lemma2(b) we know that

o tr(A) ; _ 55a N
Lig (dim(V) dv>ij dim(v) (28)

With equ.a the Lemma is proven.

12



This leads us to our key result:

Theorem 2. (a) LetT and 1? be irreducible representations of G on V' and 1% respectively;
if T is not equivalent to T then

Xz Xr) =0 (29)

(b) LetT and T be irreducible representations on V which are equivalent; then

Proof. (a)
Def. 77
XpoXr) 7= S v G
!GI
geiG
Def. 77
- 2
!GI > tr(T;) (32)
gelG
Def. 77
- ]G] Z { '(Tg)jj} (33)
1 —
= 2 G| > (Ty)i (T)j (34)
iv.j QGG
Def. 77 -
=7 (i (T)5) (35)
i’j
equ. 77 0 for T, T not equivalent »
i dlm(V) 03j0ij = Ezd nV) =1 for T T equivalent
(b) see (a)
O

The cool thing in this last step is that by going from Lemma 3 to the main theorem just
proven, we managed to go from (dim V)? functions on G to a single class-function on G
which still characterizes the irreducible representations well enough to extract how many
are contained in a given representation 7'

13



Corollary 1. (a) The irreducible representations of a finite group are finite dimensional.
(b) The irreducible representations of an Abelian group are 1-dimensional.

(c) Let T be a representation of G on V and T, irreducible representation of G; the
multiplicity ng, of T, in T is given by:

na = Xz, Xr) (37)

(d) Let T be a representation of G on V' and n, the multiplicity of the irreducible repre-
sentations in its decomposition; then the following relation holds true:

Xz XT> = Z ni (38)

Proof. (a) Let T be irreducible representation of G on V' # {0} (not necessarily finite-
dimensional) with |G| < oo; if we now pick v € V with v # 0 arbitrary but fixed and
define W := span {Ty(v) : g € G}, then the following statements hold true:

e W is finite dimensional because its generating system is finite.
o W # {0} and W C V is invariant under T’ Tamed .
This proofs the assertion.

(b) let T be an irreducible representation of G on V' # {0} with G being Abelian; for
h € G arbitrary but fixed it is obvious that T, T}, = Ty = Ty = T}, T, for all g € G}
with Lemma 1 we know that 7j, = Aidy; since T is irreducible (i.e. it has no invariant
subspaces except for V' and {0}), it has to be one-dimensional;

(c) as proven at the beginning of this chapter it is possible to write T as a sum of its
constituent irred. representations: T' = @ naTo. Since Xy, g, = Xp, + Xq, holds true
trivially, we can write:

Theo. 2
X Xr) = X X ngry) = (Xzo» > 18 Xr,) = > ng (XraoXry) = 10 (39)
B B N—
bapB
(d) asin (c) we can write:
(Xz» Xr) = <X®naTQ7X@nﬁTﬁ> = Zna ng <XTa7XT5> = Zni (40)
a,B N—— «a
dap

14



Corollary 2. (a) the characters x, of a representation are class functions
(b) x.(e) = dim(V)

(€) Xpgr = Xr + Xz

(d) xr(g7") = xs(9)

Proof. (a) exercise - you have to show that for h € G arbitrary but fixed x,(g9) =
X, (h~1gh) for all g € G, use definition character and the relation tr(ABC) = tr(C AB).

(b) exercise - use T'(e) = id (linearity of T").

(c) exercise - you have to show that tr(7, ® T,) = tr(Ty) + tr(T,) which is easy looking at
the definition of V& V.

(d) exercise - look at definition of character and use the fact that 7, is unitary (i.e.
—_ -1 _ 7T
Ty =T, =T".

O

15



Theorem of Peter Weyl

Having derived the orthogonality relations and some simple Corrolaries following from
them, we now would like to find out more about irreducible representations, their dimen-
sions, their matrix-elements and their characters. In this quest the regular representa-
tion 77°¢ will be very helpful

T : G — GL(C(G)) (41)
g > T,% with Tg®(f) =g+ f (42)

This regular representation has a bunch of very interesting properties. Let’s start with two
of them that are fairly easy to see:

Lemma 4. (a) For its character X .., the following relation holds true:

|G| forg=e
= 4
Xyres (9) { 0  otherwise (43)
(b) Another interesting property of T*™®® is that it contains each and every irreducible
representation T of G. Furthermore the multiplicity no for T® in T8 is equal to the
wrreductble representation’s dimension d,.

(c) let C, C C G be conjugation classes in G, arbitrary but fized; then

C] & -
el Z Xza (€) Xz (C) = b (44)

Proof. (a) The first assertion is easy to see: X, ues(€) R (T78(e)) = tr(idgq)) =
dim(C[G] = |G|. To see that for all g # e the character is 0, we only have to remember
that d, * 8, = dgp. This means that if we choose the set B = {d, : g € G} as a basis in
C(Q@)), any T™%(g) with g € G will map each and every basis-element in B onto one
and only one element in B again. For g # e we know furthermore that no element in
B is mapped onto itself. That means that the trace of the matrix describing T} for
g # e disappears.

(b) as was shown with the main theorem 1c), the multiplicity n, for 7% in T"¢¢ is:

1 -
Mo = (Xra»> Xgres) = @ZXW (9) Xpres (9) (45)
geG
= L () X (€) = = da |Gl = d (46)
- ‘G| XTOé (& XTrcg (& - |G| (0% - «

(c) without proof

16



With those Lemmata we can now tackle the the main theorem of this section, the theorem
of Peter Weyl:

Theorem 3. (a) Let T™ be the set of non-equivalent, irreducible representations of G
with dimensions do, (v = 1,...,k); then B := {Tz‘z‘ s a=1,..,k and i,j =1, ...,da}
is basis of the group-algebra C[G].

(b) Let M := {XTa ta=1, ,k} be the set of characters belonging to the above set of
irreducible representations; then M is basis of the set of class-functions in C[G], i.e.

of Z(C[G]).

Proof. (a) For the proof of this assertion we simply have to calculate (X reg; Xqreg) i two
different ways:

k equ. 4 k
> a1 ng = Dozt dz
<XTreg ’ XTreg> = 1 1 (47)
1] 2ogeG Xrrez (9) Xowes (9) = 157 Xores (€) Xrues (€) = |G|

It is obvious from its definition that 22:1 d? is the number of function in B. Those
functions are - according to Schur’s Lemmata - all orthogonal to each other and there-
fore linearly independent. From equ. 47 we also know that 22:1 d? = |G| which is the
dimension of the space those functions live in. By definition they therefore constitute
a basis.

(b) The set {65 : C,Cconjugation classes of G} is trivially a basis of Z(C[G]).
according to Lemma4 the set {x, : [ =1,...,k} is generating system of the basis
which means of Z(C[G]) itself. {x, : [=1,..,k} is also linearly independent and
therefore itself a basis.

O]

Corollary 3. (a) A group G has as many non-equivalent, irreducible representations as
it has conjugacy classes.

(b) An Abelian group G has |G| non-equivalent, irreducible representations .

Proof. (a) In theorem 3b) we were able to show that the characters { Xr, : @=1,.., k:}
belonging to the non-equivalent, irreducible representations of GG are a basis for the
set of class functions. Therefore there are as many irreducible representations as there
are class-functions.

17



(b) for an Abelian group the there are as many conjugacy classes as the group has elements.
With Corollary 3a) the assertion is self-evident.
O

With those important tools in mind we can now come to a quite cool theorem that allows
us to explicitly write down the projector of any invariant subspace Wr« of a representation
T that contains all of the irreducible representations 7% and is called the isotypical
component. To be more precise: Let T : G — GL(V) be a representation of G on
V' let T be the set of non-equivalent, irreducible representations of G (a = 1, ..., k) with
dimensions d, and multiplicity no = (X a,X;); From theorem 1 we know that V' can be
written as a direct sum of sub-vector spaces V. on which T ‘V;la ~ T is irreducible:

V=VhoVhie.oVi & .. & VaoVid. oV (48)

WTI WTIC

The sum of all the subvectorspaces @izl,..,na Vr}a that belong to the same irreducible
representation T¢ is called an isotypical component of T'.

Theorem 4. The projector Pro with Pro(V) = Wra is given by:
do, —_—
Pre =153 Xga(9) T(9) (49)
G| =
Proof. still need to do that O

Knowing the isotypical components of a given representation can be a very useful thing in
physics. Let us e.g. imagine that a given quantum mechanical system has a symmetry group
G and that therefore the system’s Hamilton operator H commutes with the representation
p:G— GL(V):

[pg, H)=0 forallge G (50)

Then it is straight forward to show that the W (i = 1,..., k) already block-diaganolize H.

To this end let us look at the invariant subspace U := V.. of p and the projector Py :
V — U. In order to see that Py commutes with p

[pg, Pyl=0 forallged (51)

let us consider a v # 0 in V' and its unique decomposition:

v=_u, + w (52)
m m
U U+



Since U is an invariant subspace of p we know that w € U implies p(u) € U and since
furthermore p is unitary® we also know that (u,w) = 0 implies {p(u), p(w)) = 0. This can
be summarized as follows:

p(v) = plu) + plw (53)
~—~ ——
m Mm
U Ut

With this it is trivial to see that Py (pg(v)) = Py(pg(u)) +0 = pg(u) = pg(Py(v)) for any
v €V and any g € G.

If we now consider a second invariant subspace U = VYZB (o # B) and the two irreducible
representations T := ply and T := plg along with the linear operator L := PyH :

U — U, then Schur’s first Lemma is applicable and L must be either an isomorphism
(which would contradict our assumption « # f3) or equal to 0:

PyH|; =0 (54)

Since this line of reasoning is true for any U := Vf;a and any U = V%B as long as o # S, it is
safe to say that H will never map a vector v # 0 from one isotypical component Wra onto
another one Wyps. But that is just another way of saying that the isotypical components
are invariant subspace for H.

Sany representation can be assumed to be unitary without loss of generality
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