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1 Introduction

We study a scattering problem for a charged particle under the effect of a time-periodic
magnetic field. In this study, we assume that the charged particle moves on a plane R* in
the presence of a time-periodic magnetic field B(t) = (0,0, B(t)) with B(t + T') = B(t),
which is always perpendicular to the plane. Subsequently, the free Hamiltonian for this
system is given by

Hy(t) = (p — qA(t,2))*/(2m),  A(t,z) = (=B(t)xz, B(t)z1)/2,

where 7 = (z1,75) € R?, p = (p1,p2) = —i(01,02), m > 0 and ¢ € R\{0} are position,
momentum, mass, and charge of a particle, respectively. B(t) € L>(R) is the intensity of
the magnetic field at time ¢. The wave function ¢ (¢, ) described by this system satisfies
the following time-dependent Schrodinger equation;

Zatw<t7 .T) = HO(t)w(tax)7
w(ou .T) = 1/}0 ’
By defining a propagator for Hy(t) as Uy(t, s), the wave function (¢, z) is denoted by
Y(t,x) = Us(t,0)v, which we refer to as family of unitary operators {Us(t, s)}s)er2 a
propagator for Hy(t) if each component satisfies
’iatUo(t, 8) = Ho(t)U()(t, S), i83U0<t, S) = —Uo(t, S)H(](S)
Uo(t,e)Uo(e, S) = Uo(t, S), Uo(S,S) = IdL2(R2)-
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Under these settings, the classical trajectory x(t) and p(t) of this system can be expressed
in the form

.T(t) = Uo(o, t).TU()(t, 0), p(t) = U()(O, t)on(t, O)

t

Let us define L := x1py — xaopy, w(t) = ¢B(t)/m, and Q(t) = / w(s)ds. It can be noted
~ . ~ 0

that Up(t,0) := e *MLy(¢,0) is a propagator for Hy(t) := p?/(2m) + ¢*B*(t)x?/(8m)

because L commutes with p* and z?. By defining Z(¢) and p(t) as Up(0,t)xUs(t,0) and
Up(0,t)pUy(t,0), respectively, the straightforward calculation shows that

jl(t) = UO<07 t>i[ﬁ0<t)7 SL’]U()(t, 0) = ﬁ<t>/m7
(1) /m = Up(0, )il Ho(t), p/m)Us(t,0) = —(q4B(t)/(2m))*z(1).

hold on .¥(R?), where [-, -] denotes the commutator of operators, and these equations
yield Hill’s equation

T+ (%n(f)) 6 =0, {2(00))::(;(0)/771.

and a differential equation
p(t) = ma'(t),

refer to Kawamoto [7] §3. Hence, by introducing the fundamental solutions of the Hill’s
equation, (1(t) and (o(t) as

o+ () oo {g07s {507
we obtain
()~ (S <o) (2)
Noting

o (Y= (e ). o= (( <24 )

(refer to Adachi-Kawamoto [I] or [7]), it can be deduced that
)\ _ (G G)/m [ RQ)/2)z
( p(t) ) a ( mci(t)  G(1) ) ( R(Q(t)/2)p )

. G(T)  G(T)/m
‘—(mam ¢(T) )

holds. Here we let



Then, for t = NT', N € Z, we have

( z(NT) ) N ( R(Q(NT)/2)x ) _ (2)

p(NT) R(Q(NT)/2)p

Using (i (£)C5(t) — (1(t)¢2(t) =1 for all t € R, we have
det(£ —\) = A2 — DA+ 1,

where D = ((T') + ¢5(T) is referred to as the discriminant of the Hill’s equation, and
together with (2]), we find the following lemma:

Lemma 1.1. Let N € Z, [N| > 1. Then, for all ¢ € C5°(R?), there exist constants A,
Ce, Cp, Cp, > 0 such that

(Ce)_le)\eN <||zUy(NT, O)ng(L?(R?))? < Cee)‘eN, if D? > 4,
(Cp)ilN S HSL’U()<NT, 0)¢”(L2(R2))2 S CpN, lf D2 = 4,
|2Us(NT, 0)¢||(L2(R2))2 <Cn, ifD*<4,
hold.

This lemma implies that for D? = 4, the particle assumes a uniform linear motion;
however, for D? > 4, the asymptotic velocity of the particle grows exponentially in t.
Such physical phenomena were reported by Korotyaev [I0] and the scattering theory for
the case where D? = 4 with dimensions n = 3 and D? > 4 with dimension n = 2,3 have
been considered. Conversely, [7] found a relationship between the repulsive Hamiltonian
p? — 2% and D? > 4; Schrodinger operator p? and D? = 4, as defined by the Floquet
operator.

In this study, we focus on the case D? > 4 and prove the asymptotic completeness
of the wave operators. The scattering theory for a time-periodic magnetic field was
first considered by [10], who proved the asymptotic completeness under some technical
conditions of the magnetic field; thereafter, Adachi-Kawamoto [I] proved the asymptotic
completeness of wave operators for the case where the magnetic field is pulsed. In the
study of [1], they discovered an explicit formula for the integral kernel of free propagators,
which indicated that D?* > 4 and (»(T) # 0 is the best possible condition for showing
asymptotic completeness in the pulsed case; if ((7T') = 0, the absolute value of the integral
kernel of Uy(nT,0)¢, n € Z, diverges infinity for any ¢ € L?(R?). Hence, it still remains
important to determine the asymptotic completeness for general time-periodic magnetic
fields with only two conditions D? > 4 and (3(T) # 0; this factor is considered herein.

Assumption 1.2. Suppose that (;(t), (](t), (2(t), and ¢4(t) are continuous functions on
t € [0,7), and that for all t € [0,7) and N € Z there exist A; n, Ao n, As N, Asn such
that the solutions to () satisfy

G(t+ NT) _ A n Agn C1(2)
G(t+ NT) Asy Asn G(t) )
Moreover, for some A > 0, A < \, and for IN| > 1, there exist 0 < ¢3 < C3 and
0 < ¢4 < C4y such that
cze™ < A3 | < Ciet, eV < | Ay | < CyeV.

holds.



Remark 1.3. Owing to Lemma 8 in [7], this assumption will be true for D? = ((;(T) +
G(T))* > 4 and ((T) # 0, and according to Kargel-Korotyaev [5], the model of B(t)
such that (5(7) # 0 is known if B(t) is even. To simplify the proofs, there is need to
handle this assumption. In this case, where D? > 4 and (5(T) # 0, it is possible that
Ayn ~ e as [N| > 1 (refer also to [I0]). The assumption on Ay y is stated to admit
such cases.

We assume the following on the potential V;

Assumption 1.4. V is a multiplication operator of V' (z), and V(z) = p1(z)pa(z), where
p1(z) = |V (z)['/? and py(x) = sign(V)|V|'/? satisfies the following: V is in C(R?) and is
bounded. Moreover, there exists p > 4 such that py, p» € LP(R?).

Remark 1.5. To simplify the proof, we used this assumption in this study. In the case
where |V (z)| < C (x)"", p > 0, Assumption [[4 demands p > 2/p and noting that we can
consider p > 4 to be sufficiently large, this assumption allows any small p > 0. In this
sense, we can consider the scattering theory even if V' decays slowly in x.

Here, let us define U(t,0) as a propagator for H(t) = Hy(t) + V, and the unique
existence of propagator U(t,0) under this assumption is guaranteed by Yajima [I3].

Under these settings, we can define the Floquet Hamiltonian associated with Hy and
H. Let ¢ := L*([0,T); L*(R?)) and define the self-adjoint operators acting on % as

H=Hy+V, Hy,=—id, + Hy

and term H and H, as the Floquet Hamiltonian associated with Ho(t) and H(t) =
Hy(t) + V, respectively. Under these assumptions, we can prove the compactness of

'~

V(H—i)"" on A (refer to, e.g., [7] (vefer also to [10] and [1])). However, our scheme does
not demand this property because we do not employ energy cut-off o(H), ¢ € C5°(R) at
all in this study.

As a theorem of this study, we first obtain the following Theorem:

~

Theorem 1.6. Under assumptions and [T4], ogng(H) = opp(H) = 0, where ogng(A)
denotes the set of the singular continuous spectrum of A, and o,,(A) denotes the set of
the pure point spectrum of A.

Owing to the correspondence of the spectrum sets between H and the monodromy
operator U(T,0), refer to, for example, Proposition 3.3 of Moller [11], we also have the
following corollary:

Corollary 1.7. Under Assumptions [L2 and [L4] 04, (U(T,0)) = 0,,(U(T,0)) = 0.

Remark 1.8. Recently, [7] showed the absence of singular continuous spectra of U(T),0)
using the Mourre theory. However, in this study, V' € C?(R?) is required, and hence, our
result is successful in relaxing this condition. Moreover, as the author’s knowledge, the
absence of embedded eigenvalues for U(T', 0) is stated as an open problem.

Under these assumptions, we can obtain the existence and completeness of wave op-
erators:



Theorem 1.9. Under the assumption and the assumption [[L4] the wave operators

W* =s— lim U(t,0)*Uy(t,0) (3)

t—=+o0

exist and complete, that is,
Ran (W*) = L*(R?)
holds.

Moreover, because H has only an absolutely continuous spectrum, the uniform re-
solvent estimate for H can be considered. As a result, the following uniform resolvent
estimate holds:

Theorem 1.10. Under assumptions and [L4] for all ¢ € #, there exists C' > 0 such
that

VI8 = A i) V120

sup
AeR, >0

|, <Cléllr

holds.

Remark 1.11. For the case where V' has singularities, the approach proposed by [10]
works well if V' € LP(R?) with p > 2. However, as in our approach in such a case, the
additional term [py, (H + i)~!] should be calculated. However, showing the boundedness
of [p1, (I;T + )71 is difficult because of the operator —id;. Moreover, even if this difficulty
can be handled, only the potential satisfying V' € LP(R?), that is, the potential decays
slowly, and the singularity is also weak. In this sense, we do not discuss this issue.

~ The first approach of the proof is to show the uniform resolvent estimate (URE) for
Hy, in which we imitate the approach in [I0]. Owing to the URE and Kato’s smooth
perturbation method, Kato [6], we have

[ wirzeetos| do < cijol ()
R A '

Here, Korotaev’s strong propagatlon estimate (Proposition [2]) enables us to extend this
estimate to the estimate of H, which yields the nonexistence of eigenvalues of H. By
employing Kato’s smooth perturbation method in () with replacement Hy — H, we
obtain a resolvent estimate for H, and using this, we can prove the nonexistence of
singular continuous spectra of H. Moreover, two estimates @) and (@) with replacement
Hy — H immediately prove the asymptotic completeness of the wave operators. For H,
we employ the approach of Herbst [3]. Here, we employ the strong propagation estimate
(Proposition 2.T]).

The key approach for characterizing the range of wave operators for time periodic
systems is the Howland- Yajima method, if the wave operators W= exist and that wave
operators in the sense of the Floquet Hamiltonian

W+ :=s— lim ei"He’i”ﬂO
o—+oo



A

exist and satisfy Ran (Wi> = J,.(H), then the asymptotic completeness
Ran (W) = L,.(U(T,0))

holds, where Ji/ac(ﬁ ) C . is the space of the absolutely continuous spectrum of H.
Hence, to prove Theorem [[L9, we should show the existence of W=, Wi, and Ran (Wi> =

~

Hae(H). Here, we remark that Enss-Veseri¢ [2] and Kitada-Yajima [9] show the equiva-
lence

L*(R?) = Lsc(U(T',0)) & Lac(U(T, 0)) & Upp (U(T, 0)).

where Ly (U(T,0)), Lac(U(T,0)), and U,, (U (T, 0)) denote the space of the singular contin-
uous spectral, absolutely continuous spectral, and pure point spectra, respectively. Hence,
to obtain Theorem [[L9], we additionally should show that Le.(U(T,0))® U,,(U(T,0)) = 0,
which can be fulfilled by Corollary [[.71

2 Uniform resolvent estimates for I:IO

In this section, we consider the URE for Hy under assumption [L2 In the following, |- 1lps
1 < p < oo denotes || - || r(r2). The estimation key for showing the URE is the following
dispersive estimates for the free propagator Uy(t, s):

Proposition 2.1. For all ¢ € L'(R?), the dispersive estimates
C
<« -

1Uo(7, $)¢lo < T(r 5] 1214 (5)
holds, where
[(7,5) = [G(s)Ga(T) — G(7)C2(s)] (6)
Moreover, for ny,1, € LP(R) with 2 < p < co and ¥ € L*(R?),
lmUo (7, )|y < CIT(r, )7 mll 101l 141l (7)

Proof. This proposition was proven by [10] for a special case of magnetic fields. Inequality
(@) can be shown using (35) in [7] (or refer also to (7.7) of [I] and Lemma 2.3 in Kawamoto
[8]). Hence, we only show ([l). Owing to the Riesz-Thorin interpolation theorem, we have
for 2 < Q < oo and ¢ € LY/ (@-1I(R?)

10o(7, 9)8llg < CIT(r, )22 6] 0 0-1y)
holds. Hence, for ¢ € L*(R?) and Q = 2p/(p — 2),
ImUo(7, s)naplly < C llmll5 1Uo(7, s)natllg

< CIT(7, )72 {mll 1729 52y (8)
< CIT(r, )72 Il el 11,



Before we show the URE for Hy, we remark some properties for ¢j(t), j =1,2. By the
definition of (;(¢), one discovery

Gt)G(t) — Gi(t)Ga(t) = 1. (9)

Owing to this equation, one sees that zero points for (;(t) and ¢ € [0,7) are unique.
Indeed, if ¢y € [0,T) exists such that (;(¢y) = 0, then (@) yields ¢ (to)C2(to) = —1 # 0,
that is, (] (to) # 0. The same is true for (5(t). Now, we divide [0,T") into

0,7) = ubua, ufo, ! ¢9 9 1}, JeN, =12 (10)

where Q(t,(j)) =0, ke {1,2,...,J;— 1}, and ((t) # 0 for all t € Qf, j € {1,..,J}.
Noting (@), we also notice that (;(¢)/(o(t) (resp. (2(t)/(1(t)) is a monotonically increasing
function (resp. the monotone decreasing function) on Q3 (resp. Q}) and satisfies

d ¢i(t) 1

dal) dGm
D 0 ( Pac () <¢1<t>>2<o)'

Proposition 2.2. For all ¢ € ', there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

sup |1 (Ho = AF i)~ pas|| | < Cllolle

AeR, >0

Proof. The fundamental proof is based on [I0]. Owing to the Laplace transform, we
have:

(p1(Ho — X — 1) ™ pa0) (t,) = —ip () / (e ) (1a)do. (1)

Then, using the formula of e‘“’ﬁo, consider, for example, Yajima [I2], we have

00 AT
(o1 (o — A — ip) " pa0) (1, 7) = ipn(2) / e ENT-DOIT (¢ 4 NT, 5)(pa6) (5, 2)ds
0

N=1

t
+ipi(z / DO (1 8) (pad) (s, ) ds.
0
Then, for p > 4, A € R and p > 0, using Proposition 2.1}, we have
(o1 (Ho — A F ip) ™ pad) |

00 T

<O | [ 10Ut + NT.5)pao() ads
N=0 V0

<C lnlylealy
N=0

<> Inlblealolole ( /
N=0 0

0,712

L2([0,71)

T
/ Tt + NT, )| /7]|(s) lods
0

L2([0,77)

1/2
IT(t+ NT, s)|4/pdsdt) . (12)



By (@),
T T
/ / IT(t+ NT, s)|~*Pdsdt
0 79 .
= /0 |Gt + NT)| /P /0 |G (8)| PG (8)/Gal(5) — )|~ *Pdsdt

holds, where oo = «(t) = (1(t + NT')/(o(t + NT'). We decompose

|l G /e ol s =3 [ 166G/ Gl o)l s,

where J; and Q% are defined by the same rules as in ([l). Here, we remark that Jo
can be considered a finite integer. Then, by denoting 7 = (;(s)/{2(s) and employing
dr/ds = (¢a(s)) 72, we have

/92 [Ga(8)] P11 (5) /Gals) — )| HPds < Ly + Ly + I

with
I, = / |§2(3)|2_4/p|7' _ a|_4/pd7‘ < C/ |7_ o a|—4/pd7_ < C,
[T—al<1 |[T—a|<1
L= | ) —alrir<c [ arso
[T—al>1, |7]<1 [7]<1
and

I ::/ |C2(s)|2_4/p|7'—a|_4/pd7'
lT—al>1, |7|>1
where we use p > 4. Furthermore, |(5(s)|™ < |7]71¢i(s)| < C|7|~!, we also have

Is < C ‘7‘|72+4/p‘7' — oz\*4/pd7 <C
|[T—al>1, |7|>1

by p > 4. Combining all, one can obtain a constant C' > 0, independent of ¢, such that

Z/m 1G(8)] 7P (Cu(s) /Gals) — )|~ *Pds < C.

Hence, one has

00 T 1/2
2 L oN— 2 _
[(p1(Ho — A Fip) ' p29)||» < C H‘V|1/2Hp |ol|¢ Z (/ |Ga(t + NT)| 4/pdt) - (13)
N=0 /O
We now calculate the integral in ¢t. By (o(t + NT') = A3 n(i(t) + A nCa(t), we have

T T
/ |Co(t + NT)|"4/Pdt < | Ag n| 7 / GO 11+ ro(G() /G @) [P de (14)
0 0



where 79 = Ay n/As y. We again decompose

T J1
| @i n@omona= 3 [ a0 ncoaor e

where J; and Q) are defined by the same rules as in (I0). By denoting o = (a(¢) /(1 (1),
we have do/(dt) = —(¢i(t))™% and

[ 16O Lt (GG e < L+ T+ T
QJ
with
I, ::/ G711+ 7’00|_4/p do < C,
[14+roo|>1/2, o<1
I5 ::/ o | 24P |1 + roo| P do < C.
14+r00[>1/2, |o]>1
and

Is = / |G [24P1 4 roo| VP do.
[14roo|<1/2

Now, we estimate Ig. Based on assumption [L2] there are A > 0 and A < A such that
(ca/C3)e™PIN < pgl < (Cyfeg)e IV,

holds. Then, it can be calculated that |o| > Ce® YN that is, |o] " §~C’e_()‘_5‘)N on the
support of |1+ roo| < 1/2, which yields |¢;(t)| < |o|71¢(t)] < Ce NN, Thus, we also
have

I, < CeNO-NE-4/p / 11+ roo|~7do

[1+roo|<1/2
< CefN()\fS\)(2f4/p) \r0|’1

< Ce~NO=N(1-4/p)
<C.

Thus, we finally obtain that for some C' > 0,
T
/0 |Go(t 4+ NT)|74Pdt < Ce™ MNP (15)

holds for p > 4. Finally, from (I2)), (I3), and (I3]), we obtain

|

It proves Proposition 2.2

prlllo = X F i) pad]| < CIIVIZL NN Y e < Clle

K
N=0




3 Non existence of embedded eigenvalues and singu-
lar continuous spectra

In this section, we show that H has no embedded eigenvalues or singular spectra. From
Proposition and the smooth perturbation method according to [6], we have that for

all g € A
/OO H‘V‘l/QefiUI:IO(b
0

holds. The idea for proof is quite simple; we replace Hy in the estimate (I€) with H.
Then, if H has eigenvalues, this estimate fails. Hence, we present the following theorem:

2 2
| do<Clol (16)

Theorem 3.1. Suppose Assumptions and [L4l Then, for all ¢ € J#,

| wreeensf o <ciors (1)

holds.

Proof. By the Duhamel formula we have
|V|1/26—wﬁ¢ _ |V|1/26—iaﬁo¢ . Z/ |V|1/26—i(0—s)ﬁove—isﬁ¢d$.
0

and which leads

H|V|1/26—iaﬁ¢H < H|V|1/26—1‘0H0¢ ’ |
K K

N C/U H|V|1/26—i(a—s)ﬁo|v|l/2
0

H|V|1/26—i3ﬁ¢H ds,
) H

B(H
where [|-[| -, denotes operator norm. Now, we have F(c, s) := H V| Y2eile=9)Ho|1/|1/2 o
B(H B(H
Then, using the Gronwall inequality
H|V|1/26—1‘0H¢H <C H|V|1/2€—wﬁo¢ )
A A
+/ “|V|1/26_i8ﬁ0¢ ) F(o, s)exp (/ F(o, T)dT) ds.

0 H s

Here, we remark that
/ F(o,7)dT = sup / |V|1/26_i7ﬁ°|V|1/21/1H dry
s ]l x=1J0 X
< sup / H\Vl”ze””%lv\l/%” dy
=10 A
<C, (18)

where we use ([[]) and (I3]) to obtain

2 o 2
H|V|1/26710H¢H < CH|v‘1/2€floHo¢ ’ F(O’, S)dS)

2 g Lo
+C</ H|V|1/26713H0¢
H 0

10



and by the Cauchy-Swartz inequality we also have

/U H|V|1/267i3ﬁ0¢ )
0 A
SC(/ H|V|1/26—isﬁo¢
0
<c/
0
Moreover, by the Fubini theorem and (I8]) one obtains
s f
o Jo x
o0 00 . 2
[ [
0 s H
00 o 2 00
- / H|V|1/ze_“H°¢ ) (/ F(o, s)dcr) ds
0 H s

Flo, s)ds) 2

); Flo, s)ds) ( /0 " P, s)ds)

F(o,s)ds.

|V|1/26_iSHO¢ ’2
H

V|2e isHopll” F(o, s)dsdo

F(o,s)dods

0o . 9
< C/ [Ivpzeistog|” s
0 x
< Clol%-
Hence, together with ([I6l), we obtain (IT). O
By the same approaches, we also have
= 1/2 —icH, 2 2
| vieeetoo| o <clor (19)
and
= 1/2 —icH 2 2
| vzl dr<ciol?, (20)

3.1 Proof of Theorem

Now, we prove Theorem[L.G First, we show the nonexistence of eigenvalues. If there exists
Y € 2(H) such that Hy = M with A € R and ||¢||» # 0. Then, using e~*H1) = e~
and (7)), we obtain

f weeelfd = [ wretol a < ot

However, this inequality is true only for the case ||| = 0, which contradicts ||| # 0.

Next, we show the absence of a singular continuous spectrum of H. In the case where
V e C*(R?), [7] showed this issue using the Mourre inequality. Hence, we relaxed this
condition. From (20) and Kato’s smooth perturbation theory, we have that

sup
AeR,e>0

W2 (= =ie) = (H=2+i2) ) [VIV26,|| < Clloll,

11



Here, we let (-, -) be an inner product of L?*(R?). Then, for all A\;, \» € R,

[((Eg(M1) = Eg(a))[VIY20,[V]29)].
A1
lim i/ (V72 ((r =X —ie) ™t = (1 = A+ i) 1) V|29, ¢) dr
A2

e—0 271

<= Ml|ol%

holds, where E(-) is the spectral decomposition of H, implying that for the Borel set
I:= (A, )\) C R, E(D|V|'2¢ € Hi(H). Here, V|2 is the closed operator, which
yields for all u € #, E(I\u € s (H). Because we can arbitrarily take Aj, A, we find
H = Hye(H), that is, Hmg(H) = 0.

4 Asymptotic completeness

Finally, the main theorem is presented. Forall ¢ € %, 01,00 € Ry :={a € R| £a > 0},

eiolﬁoefiolﬁ(b - eioglrloefioglrl(bH
H

g1 R . R
< sup / (me’“’H¢,p2e’“’H°w>’da
[l =1 /o2

o1 2 1/2 o1
S sup (/ |V|1/26720H¢H dO’) (/
1]l o =1 o2 H o2

— 0, asoy,09 — 0

2 1/
|V‘1/26710H01/JH dO')
H

holds, where we use (I8) and (I7). Hence, there is a strong limit:
s— limy_, 400 €70 exists without any restrictions on the domain. Similarly, we have
ioﬁefialrlo

a strong limit: s—lim, 1€ . Consequently, we obtain the unitary equivalence

of the wave operators on J¢:

Ran (s— lim ei"ﬁe_i"ﬁo) =X
o—+oo

Using the Howland-Yajima method, the proof for Theorem is completed by showing

the existence of W*; more precisely, refer to §4 of [12] or the end §6 of [I]. We now show

the existence of W*. Owing to the Cook-Kuroda method, it suffices to show that for all

¢ € S (R?),

/ }||V|1/2Uo(t,0)¢HL2(R2) dt < C. (21)
1
Hence, we show that
00 T
Z/ |IVI'2Us(t + NT,0)9)|, dt < C. (22)
N=170
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holds. Then, (21]) holds. By noting (), for p > 4, the left hand side of (22) is smaller
than

0 T
c H|V|1/2Hp ||¢||2p/(p+2) Z/Ov |C2(t + NT)|_2/pdt,
N=0

where we also use ([Bl) and ([7l) with 7 =t + NT and s = 0. From (I3]), we obtain (22).

5 Uniform resolvent estimate for H

In this section, we present the URE for H. To demonstrate this, we employ the ap-
proach according to Herbst [3]. However, in [3], among the specific conditions, only the
Stark Hamiltonian has been fully used, and imitating this approach may be difficult. To
overcome this difficulty, we should find the alternative condition of H, as well as the
following Lipschitz continuity for resolvent of Hy, which plays a crucial role in mimicking
the approach of [3]:

Theorem 5.1. Let z,wy € C4. Then, for all ¢ € 7,

| (o1t = 22) 02 = 1 (o = w2)p2) ]| < Clzs = wal 9]
holds.

Remark 5.2. In the case where ky = —A, the Holder continuity

[€2) ™ (ko = 2) ™" = (ko — ws) ") {2) ™ @], < Clase —wa| @D g, (23)

holds. Here, formally, we consider s — oo; then, the power on |z —w.| in (23)]) tends to 1
(that is, the Lipschitz continuity). In our model, compared with the exponential growth
of |z(t)| in ¢, the decay for the potential p; € LP(R?) is fast. In the words of kg, the
potential decays exponentially in x. Thus, it is not surprising that Lipschitz continuation

([23) holds.

This theorem can be obtained as the sub-consequence of the following lemma;

Lemma 5.3. Suppose Assumption For a sufficiently small ¢ > 0, let 7 € [—¢,¢].
Define

R
ER — / ”O_plefl(Ho+)\:l:Tl)o<p2¢)Hlf do
0
for R > 0. Then, there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all 7 € [—¢,¢] and A € R, the limit
limpg o Xg exists, satisfying
lim Y < Cl|¢]|x-
R—o0

Furthermore,

s— lim O_ple—z(Ho—l—)\:l:Tz)a
o—00

p2=0
holds.
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Proof. Let R = NoT + s with Ny € N and s € [0,7]. Then, the same calculations in the
proof of Proposition yield

No+1

T
Sr<C Y. [ NTEM oot + NT.5)(pa0)] s
N=0 70

No+1
< C Y INT[eN e V|| g

N=0

with p > 4. Then, if |¢| is sufficiently small, there exists ; > 0 such that (|NT|esNTe=2VP) <
Ce=N. This implies that lim ¥z exists and lim X < oo. O

Because

o1 (ﬁo o Z:l:)ilp2¢ — (ﬁo o wi)flpﬂb _ :Fipl / (€$io(H0*Zi) _ eﬂFio(Ho*wi)> p2¢da
0

00 . e$iozi _ €$iowi
= :Fl/ ap1e™ 0 py ( o ) ¢do,
0

and Lemma with A = 7 = 0, Theorem [B.1] can be proven.

5.1 Proof of Theorem [1.10

Now, we prove Theorem [LIOL The fundamental approach is based on the approach
described by Herbst [3]. By the resolvent formula, we have that

pr(H = X —ig) " py = (L4 pi(H = X —ig) ' pa) ™" - pa(Ho — A —ig) o

holds. Hence, we prove that for any ¢ > 0, if ¢» = ¢, € & such that (1 + pl(ﬁ — A=
i) Ypo)ib = 0,, then ¢ = 0. Therefore, we have that (1+ py(H — A — i) ' ps) is invertible
for any € > 0, which proves that Theorem holds.

Let ¢ = (Hy — A\ —ig) ' py), then

(H—\—ig)p=0 (24)

holds. Here, remarking H is a selfadjoint operator and A ¢ o,,(H), @) implies ¢ = 0,
(i.e., v = 0) if ¢ € Z(H). Thus, we prove p € Z(H), as follows: Using the resolvent
formula

o= (Hy— i) potb + (N +ie — i) (Hy — i) ¢,

we notice that it suffices to show that ¢ € # shows ¢ € .@(FI ). Hence, we show ¢ € .
In the case where € > 0, it is clear that ¢ € J#"; hence, we only consider the case where

14



e — 0, that is, 1) = —py (Hy — A — i0) " patp and ¢ = (Hy — X — i0) ™ pyf:

Il = tim || (Ao — X — i)~ pae |
= hm { <p2(H0 — A +ig)” 1(1£[0 — A= ig)_1p2¢7¢>}
:“m{;—g (o2 (B =X — i)™ — (Hy— A+ie) ) p @“/’)}

50
:g%{_—z (pg ((FIO—)\—z'e) U (Hy— A +ie)” )pﬂ/) 1/’) 21 (?/M/)))}
= lim lim {;—; < pa(Ho — X —ie) " po — pi1(Ho — X — i51)*1p2> M?/J)}
— ?fégjﬁo{ 1/1, pa(Ho — XN —ig) ' py — pr(Hy — A — i52)’1p2> 1/1)}
- lli%_g( 1(e) — Iz(e)) -
We have

1) = g (o (0 =3 = )7 = (Fa = A= 360 ) ) 0,0) + (2

91—0

pzw’w)_

P1

and

I(e) = lim (w, (p2 ((ﬁo N —ie) Tt (Hy— A — ¢52)—1) pQ) w) + (w, P ’%) .

do2— P1

These and (23] yield

e—061—0 g e—062—0

(uwﬂ/})_(w p1— p2w>20_
p1 P

Therefore, we obtain ¢ = 0 and which implies ¢ = 0.

e—20 e—90
ol < € (g s E2 g g B2 g, < ol

where we use
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