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On the global minimum of the energy-
momentum relation for the polaron
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July 11, 2022

Abstract

For the Frohlich model of the large polaron, we prove that the ground state energy as
a function of the total momentum has a unique global minimum at momentum zero. This
implies the non-existence of a ground state of the Frohlich Hamiltonian and thus excludes
the possibility of a localization transition at finite coupling.

1 Introduction

The polaron describes an electron interacting with the quantized optical modes of a polarizable
lattice. It poses a classic problem in solid state physics that was initiated by Landau’s one-
page paper [15] about the possibility of self-trapping of an electron by way of deformation of
the lattice. In fact, one of our results shall be that for the large polaron, where the lattice is
described by a continuous non-relativistic quantum field, this type of self-localization is absent
for any finite value of the coupling.

Following H. Frohlich [6, 7] the large polaron is defined on the Hilbert space

H = L*(R3,dz) ® F (1.1)
with F = @, ®Zym L?(R3) the bosonic Fock space, and governed by the Hamiltonian

H = —A, + N+ Vag(v,), (1.2)
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where —A, = (—iVx)2, x and —iV, describing the position and momentum of the electron and
N = dI'(1) denotes the number operator on Fock space (modeling the energy of the phonon
field, whose dispersion relation is constant). The interaction is described by the linear field
operator
. 1
d(vg) = a(vg) +a*(vy) with vy(y) =v(y —x), v(y) = e (1.3)
The bosonic creation and annihilation operators, a*, a, satisfy the usual canonical commutation
relations. After setting & = 1 and the mass of the electron equal to 1/2, the polaron model
depends on a single dimensionless parameter « > 0. In the present work, the precise choice of
« is not relevant, as our statements shall hold equally for all values of the coupling constant.
An important property of the Frohlich Hamiltonian H is that it defines a translation-
invariant system, in the sense that it commutes with the total momentum operator

[H,—iV, + Pf] = 0 (1.4)

where Py = dI'(—iV) describes the momentum of the phonons. As a consequence, it is possible
to simultaneously diagonalize the total momentum and the energy. This simultaneous diago-
nalization is implemented best by the Lee-Low—Pines transformation [16] S : 5 — fﬁ; FdP
defined by Foelfr* where F indicates the Fourier transformation w.r.t. z. As is easily revealed
by a direct computation, S(—iV, + Pf)S* = fﬁ% PdP and SHS* = fﬂg?; H(P)dP with

H(P) = (P — P;)* + N + Vag(v). (L5)

The fiber operator H(P) acts on F and describes the system at total momentum P € R3.

Irrespectively of whether we take (1.2) or (1.5) as our starting point, the definition of the
model is somewhat formal, since v ¢ L?. A common way to define the Frohlich model is to
start from the quadratic form associated with H(P) (or H) and show that it is an infinitesimal
perturbation of the form associated with the non-interacting operator (o = 0). By the KLMN
Theorem this implies the existence of a unique self-adjoint operator associated with the form
of H(P) (or H), which we call the fibered Frohlich Hamiltonian. For convenience of the reader
we give the details in the appendix.

The main topic of this paper is the energy-momentum relation of the polaron, defined as
the lowest possible energy as a function of the total momentum

Eo(P) := inf o(H(P)). (1.6)

By rotation invariance of the Frohlich Hamiltonian, E,(P) = E,(RP) for all rotations R €
O(3) and hence Eo(P) = FErado(|P|). It was shown by L. Gross [12] that E,(0) < E,(P)
for all P € R3. As recently pointed out in a paper by Dybalski and Spohn [4], it is further



conjectured that P = 0 is the unique global minimum
E,(0) < Eo(P) forall P #0. (1.7)

While this inequality is not surprising from the physics point of view, its mathematical proof
turns out to be less obvious. In fact already Gross’ proof for showing that P = 0 is a global
minimum requires a considerable amount of work. In a small neighborhood around zero the
strict inequality can be inferred from the finiteness of the effective mass [4] (the effective mass is
defined by (M.g)~! = 8‘2p|Erad7o¢(|P|))- The goal of this paper is to prove (1.7) for all non-zero
P € R3. A proof was proposed in 1991 by Gerlach and Lowen [10]. However, their argument
is not completely rigorous and its validity has been recently debated [4]. Our aim is to follow
the idea suggested by Gerlach and Lowen and turn it into a complete mathematical proof. To
this end we also benefit from results on the Frohlich Hamiltonian that became available more
recently. In particular, we make use of the localization of the essential spectrum of the fiber
Hamiltonians by the HVZ Theorem [23].

Approaching the problem from a different angle, Dybalski and Spohn provide a proof of
(1.7) under the assumption that a central limit theorem for the polaron path measure with
two-sided pinning holds true, see [4, Sec. 5], in particular Theorem 5.3 and Conjecture 5.2
therein. To our knowledge, this particular version of the central limit theorem, however, has
not been rigorously established so far.

At the time of finalizing our paper, we were informed by Polzer about his new work [28] that
presents a proof of (1.7) based on a strategy, also in the probabilistic framework, that does not
rely on the validity of the central limit theorem with two-sided pinning. In this new approach
the polaron path measure is represented as a mixture of Gaussian measures and analyzed with
techniques from renewal theory (see also [1, 2, 24]). Among other interesting properties, [28]
shows that Eyaqq(|P|) is a monotone increasing function with strict monotonicity below the
essential spectrum, i.e., in particular in a neighborhood around P = 0.

In our proof we follow an operator-theoretic approach that is inspired by [5, 8, 10, 13, 14,
22]. Except for the following lemma, whose proof is based on results from [23] (see Section 2),
our presentation is fully self-contained.!

Lemma 1.1. Let a > 0 and set E,(P) = inf o(H(P)).
(i) Oess(H(P)) = [E4(0) +1,00) for all P € R?
(ii) The set of global minima of P+ E(P) is non-empty.

Before we continue with our main results, let us give some remarks on the context of the
problem. For the non-interacting model, i.e. for a = 0, one easily sees that Ey(P) = min{P?, 1}
with P? describing the region where the full momentum is on the electron whereas in the

n this regard, let us note that we shall not make use of Gross’ inequality Eq(0) < Eo(P) [12], which would
evidently imply property (ii).



constant region it is favorable that the total momentum is carried by a single phonon with the
electron at rest. The expectation from physics is that the form of E, (P) remains qualitatively
the same also for non-zero a, in particular that it remains essentially a parabola for a certain
range of momenta around zero (though with a negative shift £, (0) and with different curvature
at P = 0) and that it approaches F,(0) 4+ 1 as |P| — oo. That the expected parabola gives
in fact an exact upper bound, E,(P) < E4(0) + P%/(2Meg o) for all P and «, was shown in
[28]. The mathematical verification of the described picture is particularly interesting in the
strong coupling limit o — oo, where one can analyze the asymptotic expansion of E,(P) and
Mg o For results in this direction see [2, 3, 18, 19, 21, 30].

Another topic that is related to the energy-momentum relation and was debated for a long
time in the physics literature is the existence of a ground state of H; see [9, 10, 26] for a
detailed discussion and further references. For weak coupling the non-existence is physically
evident since the interaction term in H is a small perturbation to the translation-invariant non-
interacting part. For strong coupling, on the other hand, there is a leading-order contribution
of the classical polarization field and hence the interaction cannot be viewed as a perturbation
of a translation-invariant Hamiltonian anymore. In fact, in the limit of strong coupling, the
ground state energy approaches the corresponding semiclassical energy [3, 19, 27] which is
known to possess a manifold of localized ground states [17]. This supported the idea that also
for the full quantum model, the translational symmetry may be broken on the level of the
ground state for sufficiently large coupling, thus resulting in a transition from a delocalized
regime (weak coupling) to a localized one (strong coupling). The existence of a ground state
for H, however, would require that the set of global minima of E,(P) is a set of non-zero
Lebesgue measure. As our result implies that the global minimum is unique, this possibility is
ruled out and thus we obtain a rigorous proof (see Corollary 1.3) of the non-existence of such
a localization transition at any finite value of the coupling parameter.

1.1 Main results

The next statement is our main result.

Theorem 1.2. The energy-momentum relation E,(P) = inf o (H(P)) has its global minimum
at P =0, i.e. for every a > 0 and every P # 0, we have the strict inequality

Eo(0) < Eo(P). (1.8)

Remark 1.1. Note that our choice of the sign of v in (1.3) does not matter, as the operator with
form factor #(y) = e®v(y) is unitarily equivalent to the one with v via I'(e”?). Moreover, our
proof can easily be generalized to all positive (up to a global phase) v satisfying o(k)(k?41)~% €

L?(R3) for some 0 < s < 1/2. For the sake of conciseness we focus on (1.3)

As a corollary we obtain that the Frohlich Hamiltonian H does not possess a ground state,
irrespective of the value of the coupling constant.



Corollary 1.3. There exists no a € (0,00) such that inf o(H) is an eigenvalue of H.

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that there exists an o € (0,00) such that H has a ground
state W, € . By the Lee-Low—Pines transformation (see introduction),

_ Jrs AP(Va(P), H(P)Va(P)) _ [ps AP Ea(P)|[¥a(P)|
Jes APIWa(P)P 7 fes dP[Wa(P)|?

info(H) (1.9)
with U, (P) = F[ef7*¥,](P) € F where F is the Fourier transform w.r.t z. Note that
|¥o(P)||? € LYR?) by Parseval and efr*W, € L*R3 F). Now by Theorem 1.2 the set
{P € R3| Eo(P) = E,(0)} has Lebesgue measure zero, and hence the right side of (1.9) is
strictly larger than E,(0). On the other hand, (1.8) together with the fiber decomposition of
H imply that inf o(H) = E,(0), which yields a contradiction. O

2 Proof of Theorem 1.2

To prove Theorem 1.2 we introduce a suitable auxiliary Hamiltonian and analyze the degener-
acy of its ground state. On the one hand, it shall be easily seen that the multiplicity is strictly
larger than one if we assume that P — E,(P) attains its global minimum for some ¢ # 0. On
the other hand, this cannot be the case as it will follow by an abstract result that the ground
state of this auxiliary operator is non-degenerate. As mentioned in the introduction, this idea
goes back to Gerlach and Lowen [10].

By Lemma 1.1 (ii) there exists a ¢ € R? such that E,(q) < E,(P) for all P € R3. For said
q we choose ¢ = £(q) > 0 such that ¢ € (27/¢)Z? and consider the Hilbert space

My =L (N ® F, (2.1)

where Ay = [0,/]? is the three-dimensional cube of side length ¢ with periodic boundary
conditions, and F denotes again the bosonic Fock space over L?(R?). On this space we define
the Hamiltonian

he = (—iVs — Pp)? 4+ N + vag(v) (2.2)

where —iV, now denotes the gradient on L2(A;). The reason for restricting the variable z to
the torus is that hy now has a ground state. Indeed, since x only appears in the gradient, and
since the corresponding momenta are restricted to (27/¢)Z3, one can readily diagonalize

he= P mpH(P) (2:3)
pe2ry3

with 75 p = |¢r.p){¢pe.p| the projection onto the normalized plane wave @, p = £~1/2e71F% ¢
L?(A;) with momentum P. Here it is important to note that the Fock space component



is described by the fiber Hamiltonian H(P) as defined in (1.5). Also note that since H(P),
P € R3, is self-adjoint and bounded from below, so is hy. By Lemma, 1.1 we know that E,(q) <
inf 0ess(H (q)), hence there is an eigenfunction {(q) € F such that H(q){(q) = Euo(q)&(q). Since
E,(q) < Eo(P) for all P € R3, the wave function ¢, , ®£(q) € # is a ground state of hy with
eigenvalue E,(q).

The next lemma, whose proof is postponed to the next section, shows that this ground

state is actually unique.

Proposition 2.1. For all « > 0 and any ¢ > 0 for which info(hy) is an eigenvalue (in

particular for the value €(q) chosen above), this eigenvalue has multiplicity one.

With this at hand, we can prove Theorem 1.2 by way of contradiction. To this end assume
that ¢ # 0. By rotational symmetry E,(q) = En(—q) and, since E,(—q) < inf oess(H(—q))
by Lemma 1.1, the fiber Hamiltonian H(—gq) has an eigenfunction {(—q) € F with eigenvalue
Eo(—q). This implies that there is a second ground state of hy, given by ¢y _, ® £(—q) €
4, that is orthogonal to ¢g, ® £(¢). Thus we arrive at a contradiction to the statement of
Proposition 2.1, and therefore we can rule out that ¢ is non-zero. This shows that P — E,(P)
can attain its global minimum only at P = 0, hence the proof of Theorem 1.2 is complete.

In the remainder of this subsection we prove Lemma 1.1. For that purpose we first state

and prove the following general result.

Lemma 2.2. Let A,, n € N, be a sequence of self-adjoint operators satisfying oess(An) =
[an, by with —oo < a,, < b, < oco. If A, 27 A in norm-resolvent sense for some self-adjoint
2% b for some —o0 < a < b < 00 and oess(A) = [a, b].

n—oo
operator A, then ay, > a, by

Proof of Lemma 2.2. First assume that an,, b, ——> a,b for some —0o < a < b < co. Since

Oess(An) # I, the essential spectrum of A cannot be empty [29, Thm. XIII1.23]. Now, for £ > 0
we choose N (e) such that [a,,b,] C [a —¢e,b+ ¢] for all n > N(e). It follows that o(A4,)
is purely discrete in (—o0,a —¢) U (b + €,00) for all n > N(g). By [25, Prop. 11.4.31] this
implies that o(A) is purely discrete on the same interval and thus, using that ¢ was arbitrary,
Oess(A) C [a,b]. Since 0ess(A) # I, we get 0ess(A) = {a} if a =b.

For a < b, let t € (a,b) N p(A). By norm-resolvent convergence there is a sequence t,, €
p(Ay,) such that ¢, =% ¢ [29, Thm. XIIL.23]. Since p(An) C [an,bn]¢ —— [a,b]¢, this
contradicts the assumption ¢ € (a,b). Hence (a,b) C o(A), and since the spectrum is closed,
[a,b] € 0(A). This proves cess(A) = [a, ] also for a < b.

To remove the initial assumption on ay, b,, assume there is no a € [—o00, 00| such that
an 222 g (the same argument applies to b,). Then there are at least two subsequences
of a, with limits a,a € [—o00,], a # a. Applying the argument from above to the two
subsequences (and the associated subsequences of A,) separately leads to the contradiction
that [a,b] = 0ess(A) = [a, b). O



Proof of Lemma 1.1. The proof is essentially based on the results from [23]. Since the latter
considers more regular polaron models with v € L?(R?), we need to introduce the fiber Hamil-
tonians with UV cutoff. We define Hy (P) as in (1.5) with form factor va defined by 0y = xa®
where X is the characteristic function k — xo,2)(|k|). Since vy € L2(R3), it is easy to verify
that Hp(P) is self-adjoint and bounded from below. Denoting E, (P) = inf o(HA(P)), we
can quote two important results from [23]: For every A > 0

(i) Oess(Ha,nA(P)) = [Ea,n(0) + 1, 00),
(ii") lim p| 00 |EqA(P) —inf oess(HA(P))| = 0.

These statements are given in [23, Thm. 2.1. and Thm. 2.4]. By Proposition A.2, we also have
Hp(P) N (P) in norm-resolvent sense, which implies E, A (0) Ao, E,(0) [29, Thm.
XII1.23]. Hence (i) is a consequence of (i’) and Lemma 2.2.

By the Lee-Low—Pines transformation £ := infpcps Eqo(P) coincides with inf o(H) and
thus € > —o0. Item (ii) states that M = {P € R3| E,(P) = £} is a non-empty set. Assuming
the opposite, M = &, implies the existence of a sequence (P;) en C R3, | P;| — oo, satisfying
limj o0 Eo(Pj) = €. W.lo.g. we can choose P; such that |P;| is monotone increasing and
Eo(P)) € (,€ + %) for all j > 1. Further consider f € C°(R) with supp(f) C (£ — 3, +3)
and f(s) =1for all s € (€ — 1,€ + 7). By uniform norm-resolvent convergence of Hy(P) (see
Proposition A.2) and [29, Thm. VIII.20], we have

0= lim sup |[f(Hx(P)) = f(H(P))|

0 PR3
2 lim sup [[f(HA(F))) — f(H(P)))| = lim sup [|f(H(F)))] (2.4)
0 >4 0 j>jA

where the last step follows from (i’) and (ii’) if we choose jp large enough. In more detail,
for every A, we can choose ja such that o(Ha(P;)) N (=00, Eqa(0) + 3) = @ for all j > jj.
Since € < Eq(0) < Eqa(0) + % (here we use again E, 4 (0) Ao, E,(0)), this implies
o(HA(P})) N (=00, € + 4] = @ for all j > ja, and thus f(Ha(P;)) = 0. By assumption,
however, inf o(H (P;)) € (£,€ + 1) for all j > 1 and thus the right side of (2.4) is one, which

is a contradiction. O

2.1 Proof of Proposition 2.1

In this section we show that the resolvent of h, is a positivity improving operator w.r.t. a
suitable Hilbert cone using a strategy that was applied to the renormalized Nelson model
in [13]. (Compared to the latter we face the additional difficulty that hy is an operator on the
tensor product % and not only on F). The statement of Proposition 2.1 will then follow from

a Perron-Frobenius type argument due to Faris [5]. Let



This defines a (Hilbert) cone in .7 in the sense of [5]. A bounded operator K on .77 is called
e positivity preserving (with respect to C) if Ku € C for any u € C, and
e positivity improving (with respect to C) if (Ku,v) > 0 for any u,v € C \ {0}.

Now consider the self-adjoint positive operator
beo = (—iV, +d(=iV))> + N + 1 (2.6)

acting on the Hilbert space 7 = L?(A;) @ F.

Lemma 2.3. The resolvent h;ol 18 positivity preserving with respect to the cone C. Its restric-
tion to the zero-phonon space L?(Ay) is positivity improving with respect to the cone of positive
functions in L*(Ay).

Proof. The restriction of hé_é to L?(A,) is given by the periodization of the resolvent of —A
on R?, i.e. it has the integral kernel

e—\x—x’—ké\

-_— 2.
Z Al — ' — kL 2.7)
kez3

which converges due to the exponential decay of the numerator and is strictly positive. Simi-
larly, the integral kernel of f)é_é on the n-phonon space F(™ is (as one readily checks using the

Fourier transform)

D

keZ3

e—\/n+1|x—x’—ké\ n

/ /
o — 2.
e P jlzllé(yj T —y; + 2’ + k), (2.8)

which is a non-negative distribution. O

We recall that v(y) = |y|=2 > 0 and o(k) = (4 |k|)~".

Lemma 2.4. The operator a(v)h,, is bounded, and 1+ a(v)b, 3 is invertible, with bounded
inverse given by

(1 +a@bgh) ™ =3 (a(-opns)
j=0

where the sum converges in the operator norm.

Proof. For n € N we have using the Fourier transform and Cauchy—Schwarz

—1/2 n
[ L ARl

=n Z / dky - dkp_q

/ (k) ¥ (p k1, k) |
dkn
(p+ k1 +-kp)2+n+1)1/2




< nl[w) 2 sup / ¢

keR3

|0(¢
6

< (0 + 1)V P / T (29

We thus have the inequality

la(o)hze*¥] < CI(N + 1)V ], (2.10)
which implies that

la(w)bzg | < CII(N + 1) . (2.11)
For j € N this implies

(o)) Wll < Cli(a(w)bzg VM N + )~ 40| < €7 (i) 4. (2.12)

Since C7(j!)~/* is summable, the Neumann series converges and one easily checks that the
limit is the inverse of 1+ a(v)h, ;. O

With the operator o we can write the auxiliary operator (2.2) as

he+1 = (1+a(v)h)beo(l + b, ja*(v) —a(v)hga*(v) = K +T.

=K =T

Proposition 2.5. Let a > 0. For all A\ > —info(hy) the resolvent (hy + \)™1 is positivity
improving with respect to C.

Proof. Tt is sufficient to prove the statement for one A > —info(hy), by analyticity of the
resolvent (see also [23, Lem. A.4]). For sufficiently large A we shall first prove

(he +14+ N =(K+T+ N7t

_ —1 —1 -1 1OO J
= (K +\) <1+T(K+/\)) = (K +\) ;( T(K +)\)~ ) (2.13)

To this end, we show that T is infinitesimally K-bounded. In fact, by (2.10),
ITO| < C|(N + 1)/20|| < || N[ + Cc ]|, (2.14)
for arbitrary € > 0, and moreover,

IV < N1+ bzga @) ] + [ Nozga* ()]
< Ibeo(1 + b0 @)+ CI(N + 1) ]|



<@+ a(o)bgg) HIIEC] + FINT| + (GC* + DI[]. (2.15)

Proceeding with (2.13), we use that —T is positivity preserving, since it is the product
of the three positivity preserving operators hZé (see Lemma 2.3) and a(—v), a*(—v) (note
the alternating sign in the definition of C). The claim will thus follow if we can prove that
(K + \)~! improves positivity. As K > 1, this holds for all A > —1 if it holds for A = 0.

Let 0 # W, ® € C and let n,m be so that W™ £ 0, &™) £ 0. Set ¢ := (a(—v)h, )" @™
and ¢ = (a(-v )hg’o)"\ll ). Since a(—v) and he,o are positivity preserving, ¢, ¢ are non-
negative elements of L2(Ay). Since v > 0, they do not vanish identically. We thus have

o

(P, K~10) = <Z (a(=v)(bro) ) @, b7 Z v)by) > > (¢,h0%) >0, (2.16)
7=0
since By o improves positivity on L?(A;) by Lemma 2.3. This proves the claim. ]

Proof of Proposition 2.1. The proposition is proved using the positivity-improving property
of hy following arguments of [5]. Let J® be the subspace of real-valued functions in 7.
Since hy is invariant under complex conjugation, it can be restricted to an operator on %@R.
Moreover, any eigenvalue e of hy is also an eigenvalue of this restriction and their multiplicity
is the same, since the R-linear map of multiplication by the imaginary unit is an isomorphism
between the real and imaginary subspaces of ker(h; — e).

It is thus sufficient to prove that inf o(hy) is a simple eigenvalue of hy| AR This is equivalent
to proving that, for A > — inf o(hy), the space of real eigenfunctions of (hy+\)~! for its largest
eigenvalue e := (inf o(hy) + A)~ > 0 has dimension one.

Let ¥ € ® be a normalized eigenfunction of (hy + \)~! with eigenvalue e. We can write

V=0, —T_, (2.17)
where

v = (—1)" max{£0™ 0}, (2.18)
so ¥4 €C and (U4, ¥_) = 0. We then have

e=(U,(hg+ X))
= (W, (he+ X)) + (W, (he + X)) —2(F, (hy + X))
>0
<{((Wy + W), (he+ A7 (T +0)) <e, (2.19)

since e is the largest eigenvalue and ||U4 + ¥_|| = ||¥] = 1. We must thus have equality

10



in (2.19), so
(W_, (he +N)"10,) =0. (2.20)

Since (hy + A)~! improves positivity this implies that either ¥, or W_ are equal to zero, i.e.
VelCor—V¥eCl.

Now assume there exist two orthogonal real eigenfunctions ®, ¥ € ker((hy + )~ —¢). By
changing signs if necessary, we may assume that ®, ¥ € C \ {0}. Then

(@, ) = e 1D, (hy + \) 1) >0, (2.21)

a contradiction, so e is a simple eigenvalue. O

A Definition of the Frohlich Hamiltonian

In this section we define the Frohlich Hamiltonian as a self-adjoint operator following the ideas
of [14]. For a different proof, based on a commutator trick introduced in [19, 20], see [11].

We will give the construction for the fiber operators H(P), from which H can be obtained
by reversing the Lee—Low—Pines transformation. Consider the quadratic form

Qp(¥) == (U, (H(P) + 1)¥) = (U, ((P — P;)* + N + 1)T) + 2y/aRe (T, a(v)¥). (A.1)

Introducing the positive operator Hy := (P — Pf)2 4+ N + 1, one easily sees that Qp is well
defined on D(Hé/ 2). Moreover, by inequality (A.4) below, Qp is an infinitesimal perturbation
of the form of Hy. Consequently, by the KLMN Theorem there exists a unique self-adjoint
operator whose form is QQp. To make this more explicit, rewrite Qp as

Qp(¥) = (0, (1 + a(v)Hy Y Ho(1 + Hy 'a*(v))¥) — (¥, a(v) Hy 'a* () ¥). (A:2)
From this, we see that Q) p is associated with the operator

H(P)4+1=(1+a(v)Hy ) Ho(1 + Hy a*(v)) —a(v)Hy 'a*(v) = K(P) + T(P). (A.3)

=K (P) —:T(P)

Proposition A.1. Fora > 0 and P € R3 the quadratic form Qp is the form of the self-adjoint
operator H(P) + 1 given by (A.3) with domain

D(H(P)) = {¥ € F| (14 Hy'a*(v))¥ € D(Hp)}.
Proof. By the same proof as in (2.10) we have for ¥ € D(N'/4)

~1/2

la(v)Hy 0| < C[(N + 1) (A.4)

11



Hence, by the proof of Lemma 2.4, the operator 1 + a(v)H; L and its adjoint are boundedly
invertible. This implies that D(H (P)) is dense, since D(Hj) is. Moreover, K (P) is a symmetric,
invertible operator and thus self-adjoint. The proof is completed by showing that T'(P) is
infinitesimally K (P)-bounded as in (2.14), (2.15). O

In the proof of Lemma 1.1 we used that the operators with cutoff Hx(P) converge to H(P)
in norm-resolvent sense. We give a proof of this fact in the following proposition (see also [11]).

Proposition A.2. Let 0p(k) = 0(k)x[0,a)(|k]), then the family of self-adjoint operators
H\(P) = (P = P)* + N + ¢(va)

with domain D(HA(P)) = D(Hy) converges to H(P) in norm-resolvent sense as A — oo
uniformly in P € R3.

Proof. Recall that Hy = (P — Pf)? + N + 1. The bounds on the difference of the resolvents
will manifestly be independent of P, so we will not emphasize this at every step. Let

KA(P) := (1+ a(va) Hy ) Ho(1 + Hy 'a”(va)) (A.5)
and

TA(P) = —a(va)Hy 'a* (va), (A.6)
so that Hx(P) + 1 = Kx(P) + Tx(P), Similarly to in (A.3). Then with z =1+

(HA(P) +2)™" = (H(P) +2)™" = (Ka(P) + Th(P) £i) " — (K(P) + T(P) £ )"

= (Ha(P) +2)"H(a(v — va)Hg " Ho(1 + Hy 'a* (0)) (H(P) + 2) 7 (A7)
+ (HA(P) +2)7' (1 + a(va)Hg ) Ho(1 + Hy 'a™ (v — va))(H (P) + 2)™ (A-8)
+ (HA(P) + 2) (T (P) = TaA(P))(H(P) + 2)~". (A.9)
By an analogous bound to (2.9), we have
s 1 dk - \'?
loto o1y "0 < ([ ) I, (A10)

whence [la(v —va)Hy || tends to zero as A — oo. Since Ho(1 + Hy 'a*(v))(H(P) +2)~ ! is a
bounded operator by construction of H(P), this shows that (A.7) tends to zero in norm.

Since |0p (k)| < |0(k)| we have
la(va) Hy 20| < C[|(N + 1)/ 40| (A.11)

uniformly in A. With this, the bounds from the proof of Proposition A.1 hold for Hx(P)
uniformly in A and (A.8) tends to zero for the same reason as (A.7).
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To conclude, note that by (A.10) and (A.11) we have
I(TA(P) = T(P)¥|| < Call (N + 1)/ W] (A.12)

with limy_,oo Cp = 0. Then, since N is H(P)-bounded by construction of H(P), the expres-
sion (A.9) also tends to zero in norm as A — oo, which proves the claim. O
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