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In quantum scattering theory, one seeks to characterize the spectrum of and asymp-
totic evolution by an N-body Schrodinger Hamiltonian H. For instance, one may
prove asymptotic completeness, which states that an N-body system separates into

freely evolving subsystems, each of which is in a bound state.

The Mourre estimate Ex(H)[H,iA]Ex(H) > 0EA(H) has been an indispensable
tool in the analysis of N-body systems. It implies certain propagation estimates in-
cluding local decay estimates and minimal velocity bounds. These have been used to

analyze Hamiltonians p? + V for a broad class of N-body potentials V.

In this dissertation, we extend the Mourre theory, the subsequent propagation
estimates, and the asymptotic completeness (for negative energy) to a Hamiltonian
H = p? + |k| + V designed to capture some aspects of the photoelectric effect. Modifi-
cations are needed; the necessary inequalities are achieved by examining the spectrum

and by using a different formula to compute commutators with |k|.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Background

In a microscopic game of billiards, we’d like to be certain of all the possible ways the

game can end. But how?

More specifically, in quantum scattering theory, one investigates the long-time be-
havior of N-body quantum systems. Since its development in the 1920s, many advances
have been made in understanding the solutions to Schrédinger’s equation for N particles

interacting pairwise:

e,
it = Hy

where ¢ € H = L*(R3YN) is a wavefunction on configuration space R3" and

H=-A+>Vy
i#]
is a Schrodinger N-body Hamiltonian for some interaction potential functions V;;.
In 1951, Tosio Kato established the self-adjointness of these operators, placing them
in the realm of the abstract quantum theory developed by Von Neumann and others.

In particular, the dynamics of the solutions are given by a strongly continuous one-

parameter unitary group

i) = ey ()

Exactly what behavior these solutions could exhibit would remain an open question

for decades. In 1969, Ruelle showed that under certain modest conditions, the solution



space could be divided into bound states ¢ € H;, which are spanned by eigenfunctions

exhibiting the spatial decay property

lim (1~ x5q(x)e” 9] =0

R—oo
(where Bp is the ball of radius R centered at the origin) and continuous-spectrum
states ¥ € H., which are orthogonal to the bound states and exhibit mean ergodic

decay

1
lim —
t—oo t

¢
| Ixaa@re o ds = o
0
where R > 0 is arbitrary. This characterization would later be generalized by
Amrein, Georgescu, and Enss. One highly sought-after conjecture during this period
was asymptotic completeness. To state asymptotic completeness, we need the notion

of a scattering state. This can be easily understood with reference to a specific 3-body

problem.

Let H = L%(R%) be the configuration space of a restricted 3-body system, where
x € R? gives the coordinates of one particle, y € R3 gives the coordinates of another
particle, and a particle of large mass stays fixed at the origin. The 3-body Hamiltonian

for this system can be expressed as

H =p? + k? + Via(2) + Vis(y) + Vas(z — y)

where the momentum p is the Fourier conjugate of x, k is the Fourier conjugate
of y, and Vj; are potential functions. One expects that in a scattering situation, one
or two of these particles might go far away from the others, so their interaction would
become negligible. Thus, the dynamics would asymptotically become the dynamics of

one of the truncated Hamiltonians:

Ho3y=H

Hg) = p* 4k 4+ Vig(x)



where the cluster decompositions a € {(123), (12),(13), (23), (0)} represent which
particles stay together asymptotically. Specifically, an outgoing scattering state can be

defined as a state v such that

lim e "t = lim e HHat ga
t—o0 t—o0
a

where the ¢ are essentially bound states of the resulting subsystems

¢(123) is an eigenfunction of H
¢(12) is an eigenfunction of H2) = p? 4 Viazy ()
(1% is an eigenfunction of Hk? + Viusy(y)
%) is an eigenfunction of H®)(p — k)% + Viazy(z — y)

except for ¢(©) which exhibits free dynamics, i.e. evolution by e**#0. More accurately,
¢ is a member of L?(2,) ® Hpouna(H®), where 2 is the position of the particle external
to the cluster and Hpouna(H®) is the subspace of bound states of H®*. There is a notion
of an incoming scattering state involving the limit as ¢ — —oo, and one can show that

the incoming scattering states are precisely the outgoing scattering states.

The conjecture of N-body asymptotic completeness states that every state is a linear
combination of a bound state and a scattering state. This offers a effective geometric

characterization of all solutions to the equation.

This conjecture was proven under certain assumptions (for example by Lavine in
1971 under the assumption of purely repulsive potentials), and then under very general

assumptions by Sigal and Soffer in 1987. The key to the proof of Sigal and Soffer is



developing a microlocal positive commutator method to construct propagation observ-
ables that decay along the flow in classically forbidden regions of the phase space of the

N-body system.

Consider a Schrodinger Hamiltonian H, another self-adjoint operator A, and an
interval © in the continuous spectrum of H. Let Eq(H) be the spectral projection
onto Q. An abstract result due to Mourre in 1981 shows that (under some additional

assumptions required to make this statement well-defined), the Mourre inequality

Eq(H)[H,iAlEq(H) > aEq(H)

for some a > 0 implies that for any closed [a,b] € €, there is a ¢y € R such that

(see [19])

sup NA+i| L H - 2)"HA+i| 7Y < co
Re(z)€[a,b],Im(z)#0

which in turn implies that (see [21])

/ 1A+~ e Bq(H)p|%dt < |42

— 00

Thus there is a general framework for inequalities of this type from the Mourre

inequality, including local decay estimates of the form

/ I(2? + 1)7He™ ™ Eq(H)p|*dt < [lv]®

—00

and minimal velocity estimates [22] of the form

0 2 1 .
| oo (S5 oy < o

- t

Once these types of propagation estimates are established, the game is to use them
to show that the part of e "¢ that does not separate into freely evolving subsystems

(as in the statement of asymptotic completeness) converges to 0.

While these methods were successful for N-body Hamiltonians of the form p? + V,

they don’t immediately generalize to Hamiltonians with different kinetic parts, such as



the relativistic \/p? +m?, without some extra work. Thus, for instance, asymptotic
completeness in the case of the photoelectric effect for the hydrogen atom (the scattering

of one proton, one electron, and N photons) remains open.

In 2002, Galtbayar, Jensen, and Yajima proved a Mourre estimate for a version of
the Nelson model of an atom restricted to less than two photons, but remarked that
the estimate achieved was insufficient to obtain the local decay estimates needed for a

proof of asymptotic completeness.

In 2016, Soffer proved maximal velocity estimates for the Hamiltonian |p| + V' (z),

extending positive commutator estimates to this case with a singular symbol.

This dissertation establishes asymptotic completeness for the restricted 3-body prob-

lem with one proton, one electron, and one “photon”:

H =p* + k| + Via(z) + Vis(y) + Vas(z — y)

under certain assumptions; specifically negative energy and spectral assumptions on

the subsystems.

1.2 Intuition for three massive particles

Here we will outline how the techniques discussed thus far work for the restricted three-

body Hamiltonian

H = p*> + k* + Via(z) + Viz(y) + Vaz(z — v)

It is enlightening to see what is exactly the same and what is genuinely a property

of the singular Hamiltonian of interest.

First, one needs to prove the Mourre estimate. There are several nice things about
the kinetic part of the Hamiltonian that make this process easy. One is that commu-

tators of p? with functions j,(z,y) are nice, so it is quick to prove that [p?, ja(z,y)] is



relatively H-compact for certain j,. These j, will arise as a partition of unity on con-
figuration space. Any kinetic part that is less nice or even singular may cause difficulty
here. Another is that the kinetic parts of each particle individually are the same, which
allows each cluster decomposition to be treated in the same way. Finally, something
special happens when the kinetic parts are all the same and all p?; when you treat the

(23) cluster, the external and internal momentum p, = p + k and p* = p — k separate:

1 1
Hy = p* + K + Vag(z = y) = 5 (pa +P")* + 5 (Pa = P*)* + Va3 ()
1 2 1 a\2 a
= E(pa) + 5(]0 )"+ Vas(2®)
An important part of proving the Mourre estimate on this cluster is considering

what happens when you project onto the bound state of the subsystem:

1

§(Pa)2 + %(Pa)z + Vag(z®) = = (pa)* + A

N

When you cannot separate out the Hamiltonian of a subsystem, it is trickier to
balance the contribution of the external momentum p, and the contribution of the

subsystem’s energy A to the positive commutator.

The proof of the Mourre estimate in this case can be found in e.g. [9]. The idea is
to first localize onto subsystems using a partition of unity > j2 = 1 so that one can
prove a Mourre estimate for each subsystem H, separately. Then, one can consider each
value of the external momentum separately. When the external momentum is small,
then since the total energy is fixed away from threshold energies, one can use the fact
that the subsystem is on its continuous spectrum. When the total momentum is large,

one can exploit that to obtain a positive commutator.

The Mourre estimate is known to imply local decay estimates and minimal velocity
estimates, but specifically those involving the Mourre conjugate operator A. So to
obtain local decay instead in terms of the position X, one must prove e.g. Lemma 8.2

n [20], which depends on the structure of H.



Once these auxiliary estimates are established, one wishes to prove the existence
of candidates for scattering states. This is established by proving the existence of

Deift-Simon wave operators

s— lim e j (z,y)e ™ P,.(H)En(H)

t—+oo
where P,. projects onto the absolutely continuous spectrum, and j, is part of a
partition of unity projecting onto a cone in configuration space where one would expect
evolution by H, to propagate. Putting these together for each cluster decomposition a
yields an asymptotic decomposition into scattering states for any ¢ in the continuous
spectrum of H. We call this asymptotic clustering, and asymptotic completeness follows

by an induction argument.

The choice of a configuration space partition of unity j,(z,y) could be substituted
for a phase space partition of unity j,(z,y)fa(p, k) or something else. However, for the

simple three-body Hamiltonian in question, these wave operators will do.

The existence of these wave operators is established using Cook’s method, where
the limiting quantity is expressed as an integral of a derivative. Thus we must prove

that the Heisenberg derivative

Dyja(X)Y := [p* + k2, ja| + Laja

is integrable in time, where I, is the external potential energy of the cluster de-
composition in question. Under certain assumptions on the potential, I,j, is easily
controlled by local decay. Moreover, since commutators [p?, j,| are nice, these terms
are also easily controlled by local decay. It is the difficulties arising from [|k|, j,] that
may necessitate a use of a phase space partition of unity or some additional assumptions

to prove asymptotic completeness for our singular Hamiltonian of interest.



Chapter 2

Definitions and potential assumptions

Let RS = R3 @ ]Rz be the configuration space for a restricted three-particle system,
where coordinates have been selected so that a first particle (a “proton”, treated as
having infinite mass) is at the origin, x is the position of the second particle (an “elec-
tron”), and y is the position of the third particle (a “photon”). Where X = (z,y)
represents a point in configuration space, we let P = (p, k) be the Fourier conjugate of
X, so that k is the momentum of the photon and p is the momentum of the electron.

We define the free Hamiltonian
Ho = p2 + |]{7’

as an operator on L?(R%). The free Hamiltonian models the kinetic energies p* and
|k| of the electron and of a photon, respectively. The proton is fixed at the origin
and so makes no contribution, and creation and annihilation of photons is ignored
in this simplified model. As a multiplier operator, Hy is self-adjoint on the domain
D(Hp) := {¢p € L*(R®) : Hoyp € L?(R%)}. The graph norm on D(Hy) is equivalent
to the weighted L? norm with weight (1 + p* 4 k?) dp dk. As such, the operator Hy
is essentially self-adjoint on the dense set C§°(R), the class of smooth functions with

compact support; this class is dense in the weighted space L*(R%; (1 + p* + k?) dp dk).

We introduce a three-body potential function V' = Via(z) + Viz(y) + Vas(x — v),
where Via, Vi3, and Va3 are functions on R3. Vs is the electron-proton interaction, Vi3
is the photon-proton interaction, and Va3 is the electron-photon interaction. We define

the full Hamiltonian on L?(R%):



H = Hy + Via(x) + Vis(y) + Vas(z — y)

We assume that the potentials satisfy the assumptions of the Kato-Rellich theorem

so that H is self-adjoint on D(H) = D(Hj) and bounded below. In particular, we make

assumption (RBJ) below.

Next we define the five cluster decompositions

a € {(zy0), (y)(0), (x)(y0), (xy)(0), (x)(y)(0)}

These are used as indices for quantities representing the system in the following situ-
ations respectively: when all three particles are close together, when just the photon
is far away, when just the electron is far away, when the photon and electron are close
together but far away from the proton, and when all three particles are far apart. The

number of clusters for a particular decomposition is denoted #(a), e.g. #((z)(y0)) = 2.

When we are analyzing a particular cluster decomposition, it’s useful to have a
uniform notation to describe the internal and external cluster coordinates. We write
x% and p® for internal coordinates and x, and p, for external coordinates, e.g. for
a = (y)(z0) we write y = x4, z = 2% k = pg, and p = p®. The rest of the notation is

contained in this chart.

(xy0) | (v)(x0) (x)(v0)
Lq, - Yy x
0 X z y
Pa - k p
p? P P k
I*(z%) |V Via() Vis(y)
I, 0 Vis(y) + Vas(z —y) | Via(z) + Vas(z — y)
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(xy)(0) (x)(¥)(0)
ZTq r+y X
x® T —y -
Pa pt+k P
P p—k -
1%(z®) | Vag(z —y) 0
I, Via(z) + Vis(y) | V

The assumption (RB) is that the following operators are are relatively Ho-bounded

with relative bound less than 1: for all partitions a,

Ja
70 . vIa (RB)

-7 (x -7 1Y)

One simple way to satisfy (RBJ) is to have each potential be smooth and decay at

infinity, although weaker conditions will suffice.

We define the truncated Hamiltonians H, = Hy+ I* = H — I,. These represent
the approximate energy of the system when it has separated into clusters in the manner
suggested by a, so we can neglect certain potentials. The I, are the intercluster

potentials, and the I® are the internal potentials.

We focus our attention on the three 2-cluster decompositions such that #(a) = 2.
For each of these cluster decompositions, the truncated Hamiltonians H, can be written
as a direct integral (cf. [I4]) over the reduced Hamiltonians H,(s) defined below.
This is justified because H, commutes with p, in each case. Essentially, we get to

identify p, with a number s.

Hyy0)(s) == p* + |s| + Via(z) is an operator on L*(R3), so that Hy,0) =
f]@ Hy)(z0)(s) ds is an operator on L*(R%) = fﬂ?g L3(R3) ds.

H (40 (s) = s + |k| + Vi3(y) is an operator on LQ(RS), so that
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ng, ) ds is an operator on L?(R%) = ng L? R3) ds.

Hyy0)(5) = %(pa +5)2 + L[p® — s| + Vas(z?) is an operator on LQ(R?;@) so that

Hzy)(0) ng ) ds is an operator on L%(R%) = f® L2(R3.)

In order to prove the Mourre estimate, we use an additional spectral assumption on
the reduced Hamiltonians H(xy)(o)(s) for the photon-electron cluster. Specifically, we

assuime

H(44)(0)(5) has no eigenvalues embedded in its continuous spectrum for any s € R3

(SPEC)

and

For some 6 > 0 the eigenfunctions of B(tv) satisfy (—’i; -t) > 0 in expectation.
(SPEC2)
This is because eigenvalues can behave poorly as s varies, where the continuous
spectrum is concerned. Isolated eigenvalues, on the other hand, have a well-understood
structure (cf. [16]). It seems likely that one can remove the spectral assumptions on

the subsystem by proving appropriate Mourre estimates.

We define the subsystem Hamiltonians as

by (20) = Hy)@0)(0) = p* + Via(x)
ha)wo) = Hz)yo)(0) = || + Viz(y)

1, 1, .

h(my)(o) = H(xy)(O)(O) = Z(p )2 + §|P | + Vag(z®)

We further assume the following relative boundedness and compactness properties.
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Vis and y - 7 Vi3 are relatively |k|-compact as operators on LQ(RS)
Vig and y - 7 Vi3 have relative |k|-bound less than 1
Vis and x - \7 V19 are relatively p?-compact as operators on LZ(Ri)
V1o and «x - 57 Vi have relative p?-bound bound less than 1
(RC1)
Vag(z%) and 29 - \7Va3(2?) are relatively (p® + s)?-compact
as operators on L?(R3,) for all s € R3

Vaz(2%) and 2 - 7 Vas(z?) have relative (p® 4 s)?-bound

less than 1 for all s € R?

These hold if, for instance, each potential function is continuous and decays at
infinity. The Kato-Rellich theorem and (RC1)) imply that the reduced and subsystem

Hamiltonians are self-adjoint on their respective domains D(|k|), D(p?), and D((p®)? +

[p?]).

The eigenvalues of the subsystem Hamiltonians, along with zero, form the set of
thresholds. The threshold energies are significant; if the entire system is given a
threshold energy, then a subsystem may form a bound state without any kinetic energy
left over to separate it from the remaining particle. This presents complications in

sections below.

2.1 Definitions involving commutators

Since we will frequently need to commute unbounded operators, but commutators of
unbounded operators are a priori only defined as quadratic forms, the following is
convenient. For self-adjoint operators H and A, it is known that if H satisfies the
C1(A) property (cf. [2]), then the commutator [H,iA] is well-defined and in fact the
virial theorem holds. For more, see Proposition II.1 of [I9] and conditions (M) and

(M) from [11].
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Lemma 2.1 (Formal commutators are well defined). Suppose we have two (possibly
unbounded) self-adjoint operators H and A, where H is bounded below. A priori there
exists a quadratic form [H,iAly on D(H) N D(A). Suppose that [H,iA]y evaluated on
a space S of test vectors agrees (on S) with the closed quadratic form associated with a
self-adjoint operator C defined on an operator domain D(C). Then, under the following

conditions:

e maps both D(H) and S into themselves. (FC1)
S c D(H)N D(A) (FC2)

S is a core for D(H) (FC3)

D(H) c D(C) (FC4)

We have that H is C'(A), [H,iA]o is closeable, the self-adjoint operator associated

to its closure is C, and the virial theorem

(1, Cp) = 0 whenever 1) is an eigenvector of H.

holds.

We always write Ea(H) for the spectral projection of the operator H onto the

interval A C R.

Definition 2.2 (Mourre estimate). Let H and A be self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert
space, let E € R, and let « > 0. Suppose that H and A satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma
so that [H,iA] is a well-defined self-adjoint operator with domain containing D(H ).
H is said to satisfy a Mourre estimate at E with conjugate operator A, constant a, and
width 6 if there exists an open interval A = (E — 0, E + 0) and a compact operator K

such that

En(H)[H,iA|Ea(H) > aEx(H) + K
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We define the Mourre conjugate operators

1
Aazzi(pa.xa_’_xa.pa)
1
Ay = §(pa'xa+xa'pa)

A::A“+Aa:%(P-X+X-P)

Since C§°(R") is invariant under dilations ¢(r) ~— e ™/2¢(efr) and these form a
strongly continuous unitary group, all these operators (the generators of the unitary
dilation groups) are known to be essentially self-adjoint on their respective C§° spaces

(cf. Theorem VIII.10 of [21]).

Lemma applies to our H and A, with S being the class of C§° functions. Con-
dition (FC1)) is satisfied since the e**4 are dilations, which map both L?(RS; (1 + k2 +
p*) dk dp) and C$°(RO) into themselves. Condition is satisfied as well from el-
ementary properties of smooth functions with compact support. Condition is
satisfied by the Kato-Rellich theorem; since S is a core for Hy, S is also a core for H.

To show condition (FC4)), we examine the formal commutator

C =2p° + |k| — Z i v b
#(a)=2

From another application of Kato-Rellich, this has the same domain as H. Thus
the lemma applies, and [H,A] is thought of as extending to the operator C'. Similarly,

we may compute the commutators:

[Hq,iA] = 2p* + |k| — 2% - 71 for each a
[h(y)(z0), 1A% = 2p* — x - Via()

[0y 1AY] = |k| — y - Vis(y)

N a 1 a 1 a a a

(a0 147] = 5 (0" + 51" — 27 - Vas(2)
. 1, ., 1, 1(p*)? —s-p® a “
[H(J:y)(O)(s)vZA | = i(p )2 + ip iy 2( |La — s — - Vag(x)
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Since the constant involved in the Mourre estimate for our H depends on the dis-
tance from thresholds, before stating it we must describe the spectra of the subsystem
Hamiltonians. The subsystem Hamiltonians all satisfy a Mourre estimate at all nonzero
energies E (with conjugate operators sgn(F)A®). The arguments are standard and use
little more than the functional calculus, all following ([19], Theorem I.1). Because of
this, we would like to use Mourre theory to conclude that eigenvalues of each h, may
only accumulate at 0, and each h, has no continuous singular spectrum. Moreover, since
the essential spectrum of each h, must be [0, c0) by Weyl’s theorem (using (RCI])), there
is no continuous spectrum below 0. But to draw these conclusions from the result in [19],

we need to verify also a condition on the second commutators. Self-adjoint operators

H and A are said to satisfy condition (2COMMY) if

H and A satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma [2.1] and given the operator C extending
[H,iA], we have that the hypotheses are also satisfied by C' and A, so that [C,iA]

extends to a a self-adjoint operator with domain containing D(H).

(2COMM)

Computing the second commutators

[[h(y)(wO)a iAa]) iAa] = 4p2 + - V(l‘ : VVIQ(‘T))
[[h(m)(y(])v iAa]v lAy] = |k| Ty V(y ) vVYlZK(y))
- qa1 ;pa a Lo, a a a
[y 14774 = (%) + 5 1P + 2% - v (27 - TV (2%)

we confirm that condition (2COMM)) is satisfied in each case if we assume (RB2):

y -/ (y - vVis(y)) has relative |k|-bound less than 1

z -7 (x - 7Viz(z)) has relative p?-bound bound less than 1
(RB2)

2@ - 7(x® - 7Va3(2?)) has relative (p®)? + 1[p®|-bound

less than 1
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and apply Kato-Rellich. Thus the conditions of Mourre’s paper [19] are satisfied,
and we may invoke the result that eigenvalues of each h, may only accumulate at 0,
and each h, has no continuous singular spectrum (the other part about Weyl’s theorem

holds irregardless). We can now use our understanding of the spectra.

For each of the 2-cluster decompositions a define
G = inf{{\ : X eigenvalue of h,} U {0}}

This is either an eigenvalue of h, or 0, because eigenvalues of h, may only accumulate

at 0. Then define d(E, a) to be

(

(E — sup{A\ : X zero or eigenvalue of h, , A < E}): E not
zero nor eigenvalue of h, , £ > G,

0: E zero or eigenvalue of h,

b: E<dG,

where b can be any positive constant one wishes. Roughly speaking, d(F,a) is the
distance from E to the nearest eigenvalue of h, to the left of E. Then, let d(E) =
ming d(E,a). Then d(FE) is, roughly, the distance from E to the nearest threshold of

any type to the left of F.

Finally we are in a position to state the first main theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that the potential functions satisfy , , , and

and (SPECY), as well as below. Then for any € > 0 and any nonthresh-
old energy E, the full Hamiltonian H satisfies a Mourre estimate at energy E with

conjugate operator A and constant o > 0.

The second main theorem is the statement of asymptotic completeness. The unitary
evolutions e and e« are all well-defined by the functional calculus. Following [22],
we say the evolution defined by H is asymptotically complete if it is asymptotically

clustering at all nonthreshold energies. That is, if for every nonthreshold energy E, there
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exists an interval A containing E so that whenever ¢ € ran(Ea(H)) is orthogonal to

the eigenfunctions of H, there exists {@q}4(q)>1 such that

: —itH —itHg _
Jim ey — 37 e, | = 0
#(a)>1

We prove asymptotic completeness under the additional assumptions of negative

energy, short range, and exponential decay of eigenfunctions.

Theorem 2.4. Suppose the potential functions satisfy the same assumptions as Theo-
rem and @), and below. Then, for every negative nonthreshold energy E,
there exists an interval /A containing E so that whenever v € ran(Ea(H)) is orthogonal
to the eigenfunctions of H, there exists {¢a}u(a)>1 such that
lim lle—itHqy — o—itHa _
Jim [le™ e #(;m dall =0
Due to the Kato-Rosenblum theorem, one can also add an arbitrary trace class
perturbation to H and retain the result. This should enable the study of models such

as in [10].

In Section 3 we prove Theorem [2.3] In section 4, the Mourre theory is used to prove

local decay and minimal velocity estimates. In Section 5, these prove Theorem
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Chapter 3

Proof of the Mourre estimate

3.1 Configuration space partition of unity

We can break up the proof of the Mourre estimate for H into problems involving each
H, by deploying a configuration space partition of unity (e.g. [9], but originally due
to Deift and Simon). We need functions {j,(z,y)}s on RS satisfying the following

requirements:

e >, j2 =1 and each j, is C™.

e Each j, is homogeneous of degree 0 outside of the unit ball; in particular, deriva-
tives of any j, of any order are relatively Hyp-compact since they decay in all

directions.

e The following multiplier operators are relatively Hy-compact (and they remain so
if j, is replaced with any derivative of j,).
J(zyo)

Ioja (RC2)

o, iAlja

In the case that the potentials are continuous and decaying in all directions, these
relative compactness properties can be achieved by selecting the partition of unity so
that all of the above functions decay in all directions in R®. The assumption on
the potentials is that these operators are indeed relatively Hy-compact for the j, thus

constructed. We proceed with the construction.
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It will suffice to construct j, that satisfy the following support conditions:

For some positive constants Cy,...,C11

® j)@wo) is supported in {X = (z,y) € R : |z| > Co|X|,|y| < C1|X|,]z —y| >
Co| X1}

® Jjy)(z0) is supported in {X = (z,y) € RO : |y| > C3|X|, |z < CulX|,|z —y| >
Cs|X|}.

® juy)(0) 18 supported in {X = (z,y) € RS : |z| > C|X|, |y| > C7|X|, |z —y| <
Cs| X]|.

® Jjiz)(y)(0) is supported in {X = (z,y) € RO : |z| > Cy|X|, |y| > Cio| X|, |z —y| >
Cu| X[}

If these support conditions hold, then in the case that the potential functions are
smooth and decay in all directions in R?, all the functions in (RC2) indeed decay in all
directions in R®. We now construct such functions {j,},. Define the following sets on

the unit sphere S° € RS:

Uy = (X = (.) 1 1ol < o5 1ol > 15}
Uy = (X = (2,9) : rx|<210 > 5}
U0y = (X = (e.0) : ] > o> 10' 4l <5
Ut = 1X = (0,9) 12l > =, Iyl > =le — 91 > o)

By the parallelogram law 2| X|? = |z + y|? + |:1c — 9|2 and the Pythagorean theorem
X2 = |z|? + |y|?, these sets are nonempty and form an open cover of the unit sphere.
We are guaranteed the existence of a traditional partition of unity {xa}, subordinate to
the four sets in this open cover. By assuming homogeneity of degree 0, we can extend

these functions to a traditional partition of unity on R%\ {0}.

We can also partition unity in R® into two functions yo and x; with the following
properties: xg is supported entirely within the unit sphere, and x; is supported entirely

away from 0 while being equal to 1 outside the unit sphere.
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Now, we can define ;(xyO) = xo and Ea = X1Xa for the other clusters a. Then, by

declaring ju := ja /A0 a(}a)Q we get the {j,}, with all the desired properties.

3.2 Breaking apart the main estimate

We claim that for any f € C§°(R),

Zf )[H,iA]f(H)j2 = (compact operators) + Z Jaf(Hg)[Ha,iAlf(Hy)ja (3.1)
#(a)>1

Fix an f € C°(R). The a = (zy0) term is compact; the proof is reserved for the
next section. Then, for each cluster decomposition a # (xy0), we can commute around

the associated term.

FOH)[H,iAlf(H)ja = f(H)[H,iAlf(H)ja — f(H)[H,iA]f(Ha)ja
+ f(H)[H,iAlf (Ha)jg — f(H)[H,iAljaf (Ha)ja
+ f(H)[H,iAljof(Ha)ja — f(H)ja[H,iAlf(Ha)ja
+ f(H)ja[H,iAlf(Ha)ja — f(Ha)ja[H,iA]f(Ha)ja
+ f(Ha)jalla, 1Al f(Ha)ja + f(Ha)ja[Ha, iAlf (Ha)ja
— Jaf(Ha)[Ha,1A] f(Ha)ja + jaf (Ha)[Ha, iAlf (Ha)ja
= f(H)[H,iA] (f(H) = f(Ha)) jo + f(H)[H,iA][f(Ha), jalja
+ f(H)[[H,iA], jol f(Ha)ja + (f(H) = f(Ha)) ja[H, 1Al f (Ha)Ja
+ f(Ha)jalla, 1Al f(Ha)ja + [f(Ha), jal[Ha, 1Al f (Ha)ja
+ Jaf (Ha)[Ha,iA]f (Ha)ja

This is an equality of bounded operators. The operator [I,,iA] should be understood
not as a closure of a formal commutator [I,,iA]y in its own right, but rather as [H,iA] —

[H,,iA] which is a self-adjoint operator having domain D(H).

It remains to show that all of these terms except for j,f(Hqy)[Ha,iA|f(Hy)ja are

compact.
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3.3 Compactness

We repeatedly apply the following basic tool (indeed this was already used to describe

some compactness properties of the partition of unity).

Lemma 3.1 (Elementary compactness lemma). Suppose that f(x) and g(p) are con-
tinuous functions R™ — C such that f(x) and g(p) decay at infinity. Then, f(x)g(p) is

a compact operator on L*(R™).

The proof is omitted.

At this point, we fix a cluster decomposition a # (zy0). It is helpful to isolate the

following.

Lemma 3.2 (Some compactness). The following operators are compact for all decom-

positions a.

[F(Ha). ja] (3.2)
(J(H) ~ F(Ha)) o (3.3)
FCH)([H, 1A, o) £ (L) (3.4)
JallaiA)f(Ho) (3.5)

Note that this completes the proof of (3.1). To prove these operators are compact,

it is convenient to replace the functions f with resolvents. To this end we prove:

Lemma 3.3 (Auxiliary compactness). The following operators are compact for all

decompositions a.

1 .
(ped (3.
(Hl—i—z B Ha1+z') Ja (3.7)
. ) 1
Tﬂ[[H’ ZA]aJa]m (3.8)
JollayiA] (3.9)

Hy+1
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We start with the compactness of (3.6). We compute

1 1 1 1 1
o _ —_— - o
7o g i T m e et g g i et e
1 1
_  Hy — Hyjy) ———
7.+ Jetlo = Hojo) =

Since ﬁ has range in D(H) and j, maps D(H) into itself, the above are equalities

of bounded operators. Since

1 1
ioHo — Hojo) ———
Ha+i (]a 0 Oja) Ha—i—i

1 1
= H ) ioHo — Hojo) —— (H )
HGJM.( 0+1) (joHo — Hoj )H0+z( 0+1)

1
Hy+1 H,+1
and (Hy + z)ﬁ is bounded by the potential assumptions, we just need to show

that the operator ﬁ (jaHo — Hoja) ﬁ is compact. We obtain the following:

1 1 1 1 1 1
' Hy — Hoj _ 27 ja) - A,i
o7 et = Hojo) g = =i 2(Vada) - Voqp = + o (Bada) s

1
7}1]{*]{'(1
+H0+Z-(J|’ |k|ja)

Hy+1

Since ﬁ(&x Ja) is compact by the fact that A, j, decays in all directions, the term

ﬁ(AIja)ﬁ is compact. Similarly, we have that ﬁﬂd%lja) is compact for ¢ €

1

{1,2,3}. Moreover, d%leHolﬂ is bounded for £ € {1,2,3}. Thus the term 3 —2(VzJja) -

Vmﬁ is compact. We focus on the only remaining term, ﬁ (Jal k| — |k|ja) ﬁ,

_1
which takes more effort. We will use the ‘square root lemma’ |k| = % OOO . +k§2 k2ds.

We assert that for all Schwartz functions (g, r):

(8

1
ok — |k|ja) ——

L TS DS S (310)
m o Ho+i jas+k:2 s+ k2 Ja Hy+1 y
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1
We need only prove that for ¢/ Schwartz class, % OOO . +k§2 k% ds as a L?(R%)-valued
integral converges to |k|y. It evidently converges pointwise to |k|t¢; one can check that

it is convergent as a Bochner integral.

For Schwartz v, we may apply jq, %, and k2 in any order without encountering
domain issues, since each operator preserves the Schwartz class. Therefore on the

Schwartz class the following hold:

[jaa kﬂ = (ija) + 2(Vyja) “Vy (3-11)
-4 -4 -4
S S S
a k2] = sy ————= S E— o k2 3.12
[]75“'—]{:2 ] []78_1_]{:2] +S+k2[j7 ] ( )
s_% S_% s+ k2 s_% S_% s+ k? s_%

[]a78—|—]{72]28+k2 S_% jas+k2_s+k2]a 8_% s+ k2

1

N

s 2 1 . . S
- _S ¥+ 2 (82)((Ay.7a) + Q(Vy.ja) : Vy)m (313)
Therefore, combining (3.11))-(3.13)) we obtain:
=
s
a K
[a s+ k2 )
_1 _1 _1
sz 1 . . 572 4 s72 ) .
= s ) (Buda) T2(Vude) - V) T T (Bude) +2(V3de) - Vy)
(3.14)
Moreover,

(2(Vyda) - Vy) = 2[(Vyda)s Vyl + 2(Vy - (VyJa))

= _2(ija) + 2(”‘3 : (Vyja))

so that by (3.14))
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1

sz 2_%<(ija)—2<ik'(Vyja))>

(3.15)

1
(2ik - a d
1
1 s 2 1
1 .a kQ d
T / Ho+%<5+k‘2 ?) yj)erkQ >H0+i¢ 8

/ (s3)(2ik - (Vyja)) 52 B2 =1 ds
H0+z S+k2 VyJa s+ k2 Hoy+1

Motivated by this, we compute the following operator norms for fixed s and show

that they are integrable functions of s on [0, 00).

1

1 s 2 . 1

||mm(ﬂyja)m”m—w2 (3.16)
I (T g (3.17)
HHjH.;ig@%mm);;w?)HolﬂrM (318)
T e () ) e (3.19)

Hy+ s+ k2 s+ k2 Hy+1

This would mean that the operator-valued integral
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1 1
1 [ 1 572 572 1
— j k? — Kjo | —— d 3.20
7T/0 H0+i<]as+k2 s+ k2 J“> Hy+i y (3.20)
converges in norm to a bounded operator L?(R%) — L2(R%) ([4]). Then, by Lemma

each of the four operators in (3.16[)-(3.19) is in fact a compact operator for almost

every s, so the integral (3.20) converges to a compact operator. Consequently, the
bounded operator ﬁ (Jalk| — |k|ja) ﬁ from 1) must extend uniquely from the

dense Schwartz class to be this compact operator. This will conclude the proof for ([3.6)).

So, we prove that each of the operator norms (3.16)) — (3.19)) are integrable functions

of s.

Consider the operator in (3.16)). We have,

Il T Al < = ol Ay
Ho+is+ k2 W)y liore = g lieell Sy Jalleo

IS 8_3/2

so at least this is integrable near s = co. Furthermore, we have for any 0 < € < 1

and 0 < 6 < 1 that

1

1 s 2 (A ) 1
Ho+is+ k2 %W 1

1
1 52 1 1 1
= k|t L+ [y ) (Ayda) ) ——
Hy+i <s+k2| | ) <ykyl+e (1+ y\1+5)> <( T (B )) Hy+i

as bounded operators. We fix (non-optimally) ¢ = % and § = % Evidently

((1+ y[*™®)(Ayja)) is a bounded operator, because A, j, is homogeneous of degree —2.

By Hélder’s inequality, Wll“’é) is a bounded operator taking LZ(RS) into L0/ 9(R2).

Then by a Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev estimate (Corollary 5.10 in [18]), \k\%/d is a bounded

operator taking Llo/g(Rg) into L*(R3). Since (‘k‘he m> is therefore a bounded
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operator L2(RS) — L2(R§j), it extends to a bounded operator on the tensor product

L? (Rg @ R?). Lastly, the operator norm

1 _1

H s+ k2|k’ o 2 (re)—s L2 (rS) = || - kz‘k|6/5”oo < 79/10
so that
1 S_% ) 1 oo
H HO + im(Ay]a)m”L2(R6)_>L2(R6) NE

Since the operator norm 1' is both < s73/2 and < s79/10 it is integrable in s.

Now we turn to (3.17)). We have

1

1 s 2

mm(—ik (Vyda)) 2 (ms)— L2 (ro)

1

3 . 1
—iky s 2 '
< ; H’L _|_p2 + ’k‘ s + k2 (Vy]a)ﬁ”L%Rs)ﬁLQ(RG)

3 . _
—iky S 0 .
< Z ||7Z+p T |2 (Re) —>L2(R6)His+kg(afyeja)HLz(Rﬁ)—w?(Rﬁ)

NI

1

—iky sz 0
< - a1 = - a o0 P .a oo
< 3l e | e ool G e
S 8_3/2

Now we need to deal with s small. We obtain

(—ik - (VyJa)) |l L2 (rE)— L2 (RS)

B DY N L VR Y
S L ks k2 TRy E)

Now for each fixed z,

0 . 0
(g 7)Y @ Wl < G dallrw V@ vl S 0@ vl
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with a constant that does not depend on z. The Fourier transform is bounded L4/9 —

1 1
14/5 Q: s~ 2 |k| s 2|k| <
L . Since Stk2 Sk2 ”L7(k) ~

is an operator L'4/%(y) — L?(y) with operator norm ||

s~11/14 the above operator norm L?(R%) — L?(RY) is < s~ 11/14,

Thus (3.17) is also an integrable function of s. The proof that (3.18)) and (3.19) are

integrable functions of s evidently reduces to the proofs for (3.16|) and (3.17)). Therefore

the integral in (3.20]) converges to a compact operator, so (3.6)) is compact.

Now we prove (3.7) is compact. By the second resolvent identity

1 A WP PPN B
H+i H,+i)’" H+i “H,+i"
This is valid since D(H,) C D(I,) by assumption. By commuting we get

1 1 1 1

— I,j I ‘
T3 ajaHa+i+H+i a[Ha+Z-7]a]

These terms are both bounded operators a priori so this is a straightforward equality of
bounded operators (We have %ﬂ (I,) extending to a bounded operator by the relative
boundedness assumptions on the potential). The first term I, jaﬁ is compact because

of the relative compactness properties of our 1,j,. The compactness of the second term

Hlﬂ Ia[ﬁ, Ja] then reduces to compactness result 1)
Next, consider (3.8). By relative boundedness assumptions it suffices to prove

1
Ho+1

A—[[H,iA],jo) = is compact. This is equal to

HoTi Hoti (2% + |K], ja] g, Which is

compact by the proof for (3.7).

Finally, consider (3.9). By relative boundedness assumptions, it suffices to prove

Jallas zA]ﬁ is compact, which is true from the relative compactness properties of the

Ja- This concludes the proof of Lemma so we turn to the proof of Lemma [3.2

If a subset F C Cx(R), the continuous functions vanishing at infinity, has the

following properties:

1. F contains resolvents ﬁ for all £ in some open set u C C.

2. F forms a vector space.
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3. F is closed under convergence in the L*° norm.
Then F = C(R) (Appendix to ch. 3 in [6]).

Let F be the class of such functions f so that (3.2) is compact. We have proven
the first property in Lemma (the choice of & = i was arbitrary), and the second
and third properties are evident. Since f was taken to be C§° in Lemma this is

sufficient for (3.2)).

Now let F be the class of such functions f so that (3.3)) is compact. Again, we have

proven the first property, and the second and third properties are evident.

For (3.4) and (3.5, one can prove compactness by multiplying and dividing by
resolvents to reduce to (3.8)) and (3.9).

Thus, we do indeed have the breaking apart of the main estimate as in (3.1)).

3.4 The cluster (zy0)

Directly from the previous section we have that f(H)j(,,0) is compact:

(Ho +1)

. N1 1

+1

which is compact since f(H)(H + i) is bounded, ﬁ(Hg + ) is bounded, and
ﬁ J(ay0) is compact by Lemma Therefore j(,y0) f(H)[H,iA]f(H)j(gyo) is compact

as claimed in (3.1]).

3.5 The cluster (z)(y)(0)

In this section, we fix a = (x)(y)(0), the cluster decomposition corresponding to free

dynamics.
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Lemma 3.4. Fix ¢ > 0 and an energy E # 0. Then there exists 6 > 0 so that H,
satisfies a Mourre estimate at E with conjugate operator A, width 6, and constant
A(a)(y)(0) Where
EF—e: E>0
Q(z)(y)(0) =

c: E<0

and c is any positive constant one wishes.
Proof for E < 0. Since EA(H,) = 0 the desired operator inequality is trivial. O

Proof for E > 0. Fix € > 0. Pick 06 < min(E,¢), and select A = (£ — 6§, E +6). We

have
En(Hq)[Ha,iAJEA(Hy) = Ex(p® + [K) (20° + |K]) Ea(p® + |K])
> (E—8)Ea(p” + |K|)
> (E — €)Ea(p® + |kl)
from the functional calculus. O

3.6 The cluster (z)(y0)

In this section, fix a = (z)(y0), the cluster decomposition corresponding to the photon-

proton cluster. Our aim is to prove the following.

Lemma 3.5. Fiz ¢ > 0 and an energy E # 0 not an eigenvalue of the subsystem
Hamiltonian h,. Then there exists § > 0 so that H, satisfies a Mourre estimate at E

with conjugate operator A, width 8, and constant o) y0), where

min(2d(E,a) —€,E —¢€): E>0
A(z)(y0) =
2d(E,a)—€: E<O

The strategy of proof is to consider each value of the electron’s relative momentum r
separately. Because r commutes with the operator [H,,iA], we can defined the fibered

commutator
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[Ha,iA(s) == 25° + k| —y - v Vi3(y)

which is a self-adjoint operator on LQ(RZ) by Kato-Rellich. We can then write as a

direct integral:

En(Hg)[Hg, iA|EA(H,)
= Ea(p” + k| + Vis(y)) (20 + [k| =y - VyVis(y)) Ea(p® + k| + Vis(y))

(&)

= / En(s* + k| + Vas(y)) (28% + k| — y - vy Vis(y)) Ba(s® + k| + Vis(y))ds
IRS
(&)

= . En(Ho(s))[Ha,iA](S)EA(Hy(s))ds

It is then sufficient to prove a uniform Mourre estimate on each fiber. For fibers
where the relative momentum s is large, the positive contribution to the commutator
comes from 2s2. For fibers where the relative momentum is small, we rely on the energy
FE being away from thresholds for the positive contribution. With this in mind, we prove

Lemma [3.6] and Lemma which show that the remaining terms are small.

Lemma 3.6. Fiz e > 0, an energy E # 0 not an eigenvalue of the subsystem Hamil-
tonian hg, and a value of sy # 0. Then there exists 6 > 0 and an open set U C R>

containing so so that for all s € U, letting A = (E — 6, E +0):

En(Ha(s))[ha; iAY|EA(Ha(s)) 2 —€En(Ha(s))

Proof. Fix €, FE and s¢ as above. We may select dg > 0 so that for Ag = (E—dg, E+dp):

Eng(Ha(50))[ha, 1A Eng (Ha(s0)) > —EEAO(Ha(So)) +K (3.21)

where K is a compact operator. To see why, we break up into three cases. First, if
FE— sg is a negative eigenvalue of h,, then choose &g so small that Ay — s% contains no

continuous spectrum of h,. Then by the virial theorem for [h,,iA%] we have
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En(Ha(50))[ha, iA"|EA(Ha(s0))
= En(s§ + k| + Viz(y))[ha, iA" ) EA(s§ + |k| + Vis(y))
= EA—sg (ha)lha, iAa]EA—sg (ha)

=0

Second, if E — s3 is negative but in the resolvent set of h,, we can pick dy so small
that Ag — 5% contains no spectrum of h, at all, and the desired estimate (3.21]) follows
because the projections E A—s2 (ha) are zero. Third, if E — s? is nonnegative, we can

take 0 < 8y < E — s§ + <. Then we compute

Eng(Ha(s0))[ha, 1A En, (Ha(s0))

= En, (3 + |k + Vis(y) <|k3| —y-vVis(y )) Epno(sg+ k] + Vis(y))
=En, (k[ + Vis(y <|k\—y v Vis( ))ansg(|k’+V13(y))
=En, (k[ + Vis(y <|k‘\+V13 )EAO 2 (k| + Vis(y))

+ Epy-s2([k[+ Vi3 () ( —Vis(y) —y- VW3(Z/)>EA033(|]€| + Vis(y))

= (B =} = DB,k + Vis(y)) + K
> —EEAO(HG(SO)) +K

by using the functional calculus, where

K =Ep, (ha) ( —Vis(y) —y- VV13<Z/)) Ep_2(ha)

is compact. Thus we can always find Jp so that (3.21]) holds. All that remains is to

prove Lemma is to remove the compact K. For another proof in this vein, see (Eqn.

(3.4) in [9]).
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Fix such a dp as in (3.21)). We write e.g. Eppn,(Ha(s0)) := Epp(Ha(50))En,(Ha(s0)),
where E,,(H,(so)) represents the projection onto the pure point spectrum. The next

claim is that we have:

Eng(Ha(50))[ha, iA" En, (Ha(s0))
> —%EAO (Ha(s0)) + (1 = Eppag (Ha(s0))) K1 (1 = Eppag (Ha(50))) (3.22)

for some compact Kj. Assuming (3.22)), then we could select ¢; so small that for
Ay = (E — 61, E+ 61), we could multiply both sides of the above by Ea, (H(so)) and

use

(En, (Ha(50)) = Eppn, (Ha(50))) K1(En, (Ha(s0)) = Eppas (Ha(s0))) > —%EAl(Ha(So))

to conclude that:

En, (Ha(s0)[ha, iA“| En, (Ha(50)) > —€En, (Ha(s0)) (3.23)

Then we would select § = §1/2 and define U := {s € R3 : s3 — 6 < 52 < s3 +4}.
This would give us the conclusion of the lemma, letting A = (E — §, E + 4); for any
s € U, we could prove the desired inequality by taking and multiplying on both
sides by Ea_42(hg). This is due to the fact that as defined, A — s> C Ay — s3 for any

s € U. So it remains to show (3.22)).

Since K is compact, we may select a finite-dimensional projection F' with range

contained in that of Ea,,,(Ha(s0)) so that

(1= F)KQ = F) = (1 = Enopp(Ha(50))) K (1 = Engpp(Ha(s0)))]| <

|

Then, from multiplying (3.21)) on both sides by (1 — F'), we obtain

(Eno(Ha(s0)) = F)[ha, iA"|(En, (Ha(s0)) — F)

>~ (Bag(Ha(s0) = F) + (1 = F)K(1 - F)
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By using the property by which F' was obtained, we glean from this that

(Eno(Ha(s0)) = F)lha, iA")(Eny(Ha(s0)) — F)

= _g(EAopp(Ha(SO)) — F) + (1 = Epgpp(Ha(50))) K (1 = Epgpp(Ha(s0)))

We can multiply out the left-hand side of the above, and apply the virial theorem

to get

Eny(Ha(50))[ha, 1A% Epy (Ha(s0)) — C*F — F*C

>~ (Enapp(Ha(s0)) = F) + (1 = Eagpp(Ha(50)) K (1 = Epp(Ha(s0))

where we have let C = F'[hq, 1A% En,(Ha(50))(1—=Epgpp(Ha(s0))). To obtain (3.22))

from this is a matter of showing that for some compact Ko,

CF+FC>(1- EAOPP)KQ(l - EAOPP) + %F*F

Yet this follows from

2
C*F+ F*C > —(2C*C + %F*F)
€
letting Ky = —2C*C. So let K1 = (1 — Epgpp) (K + K2)(1 — Engpp). Note that it

doesn’t matter how K depends on €, because of the discussion surrounding (3.22)) and
(3.23]). That completes the analysis. O

We will also use the following.

Lemma 3.7. Fiz e > 0, an energy E # 0 not an eigenvalue of the subsystem Hamil-
tonian hy, and a value of sg # 0 so that B — 5(2) s not an eigenvalue of hy. Then
there exists & > 0 and an open set U C R3 containing so so that for all s € U, letting

A=(E—6E+50):
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En(Ha(s))(=V13(y) =y - VV13(y)) Ea(Ha(s)) = —eEn(Ha(s))

Proof. Fix €, E, and s as above. Then there is a width dy > 0 so that (E — &y — s3, E+

oo — s%) contains no eigenvalues of h,. Then, there exists d; < dg small enough so that

for A1 = (E — 51,E+51)!

En, (55 + [k + Vis () (=Via(y) — y - VVi3(v)) B, (s§ + [k + Via(y))
> —eB, (s + [kl + Vis(y))
We select § = 61/2, and let U := {s € R? : 3 — § < s < s2 +6}. As before, this

concludes the proof. O

These two lemmas give us sufficient control over the junk terms in the fibered

commutator [H,,iA](s), so we can now attack it.

Lemma 3.8. Fize > 0, an energy E # 0 not an eigenvalue of the subsystem Hamilto-
nian hy and a value so € R3. Then there exists 6 > 0 and an open set U containing so

so that for all s € U, letting A = (E — 6, E + §) we have:

En(Ha(s))[Ha, iA](s) Ea(Ha(s)) = (2)(y0)En(Ha(s))

Note that the dependence on € comes from the way (g y0) was defined.

For the proof, we fix €, E and s as above. Select g so that Ay = [E — g, E + o]
does not contain 0 or any thresholds, and also so dy < €¢/2. Then select 7 > 0 so that
[E —dp —t, E+ dp — t] does not contain 0 or any thresholds for 0 < ¢ < 7. Furthermore
7 can be selected so 7 > d(FE,a) — e. The choice of T serves to separate our analysis

into ‘small external momentum’ and ‘large external momentum’.

We handle the cases of £ < 0 and E > 0 separately.
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Proof for E < 0. Consider the small-momentum case, s3 < 7. Then, the projection
Epny(Ha(s0)) is evidently zero. We may select § = dp/2 and U 1= {s € R® : 83 — 4 <

52 < s3+6}. Then for all s € U, letting A = (E — 6, E + 6):

En(Hao(s))[Ha, iA](s)En(Ha(s)) = (27 — €)En(Ha(s))

for all s € U, since the projections Ea(Hgy(s)) are zero for all such s, so we may

have in fact any constant we wish (in place of 27 — €).

Now consider the large-momentum case, 5(2) > 7. By Lemma we may select

d < o and U containing sg so that for all s € U, letting A = (E — 6, E + 0):

En(Ha(s))[ha; iA*|Ea(Ha(s)) 2 —€En(Ha(s))

Then, we have

En(Ha(s))[Ha,iA](s)En(Ha(s))
= En(Hy(s)) (252 + [ha, iA“}) En(Hg(s))

> 27Ep(Ha(8)) — €Ea(Hq(s))

> (21 — €)EA(Hy(s))

forall s U.

So, for any fiber sg: there exists 6 > 0 and a U containing sy so that for all s € U,

letting A = (E — 6, E +9):

En(Ha(s))[Ha, iA](s)En(Ha(s)) = (27 — €)En(Ha(s))

> (2d(E, a) — 3¢)En(Hy(s))
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where the last line holds because 7 > d(F,a) — e. By a renaming of ¢ we have our

conclusion. O

Proof for E > 0. Consider the small-momentum case, 3(2) < 7. By Lemma we may

select 0 < §p and U containing sy so that for all s € U, letting A = (E — §, E 4 §):

En(Ha(s))(=V13(y) —y - VVi3(y)) Ea(Ha(s)) > —%EA(Ha(S))

Then, we have

En(Hq(s))[Ha,iAl(s)En(Ha(s))
= En(Ha(s)) (282 + |kl 4+ Vas(y) — Vis(y) —y - VV13(3/)> En(Ha(s))

> (E — 80)En(Hy(s)) + Ea(Hy(s)) ( ~Vis(y) —y- VVls(y)> En(Hq(s))

> (E —do — ) Ea(Ha(s))

> (E - G)EA<Ha(S)>

for all s € U, where the second-to-last step is by the functional calculus..

The large-momentum case for £ > 0 is handled the same way as the large-momentum

case for F < 0; the same estimate with constant (27 — €) holds.

So, for any fiber s3: there exists a § > 0 and a U containing sq so that for all s € U,

letting A = (E — 6, E+9):

En(Hy(8))[Ha,iAl(S)EA(Hg(s)) > min(E — €,27 — €) Ea(Hg(s))

> min(E — €,2d(E,a) — 3¢) Ea(Hq(s))

where the last line holds because 7 > d(F,a) — e. By a renaming of ¢ we have our

conclusion. O
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Now we can proceed with the proof of Lemma (3.5

Proof. Fix € > 0 and an energy F. If £ < G, then by taking § small enough, the
projections Ea(H,) are zero and the conclusion is trivial, so we may assume F > G,,.
Let M be a number so that M >> E — G,. Take the compact set {s € R3 : s> < M}
and use Lemma to cover it with sets U;, so that there exists a §; > 0 so that for

each s € U;, taking A; = (E — 0;, E + &;):

En (Ha(s))[Ha, iA)(s)En; (Ha(s)) = () yo) En; (Ha(s))

Extract a finite subcover and let 6 be the minimum over the finite collection of §;
associated to the subcover. It is then the case that for all s such that s?> < M, taking

A= (E—6E+9):

En(Ha(8))[Hay iA](8)Ea(Ha(8)) > ey yo) Ea(Ha(s))

2 > FE — Gy, the above inequality is also true

Since the projections are 0 when s
for s> > M. We conclude that the inequality holds for all s € R3. Thus we have an

inequality on the whole direct integral

(&) S5]
" Ba(Ha(3)[Hay iA(8) Ea(Ha(3))ds > a0 / En(Hy(s))ds
R3 R3

which is exactly Lemma [3.5] O

3.7 The cluster (y)(z0)

In what follows, fix a = (y)(x0), the cluster decomposition corresponding to the photon-
proton cluster. The analysis is much the same as the previous cluster but is outlined

for the sake of completeness. Our aim is to prove the following.

Lemma 3.9. Fix € > 0 and an energy E # 0 not an eigenvalue of the subsystem
Hamiltonian h,. Then there exists 6 > 0 so that H, satisfies a Mourre estimate at

with conjugate operator A, width 8, and constant o, (40), where
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min(d(E,a) — €, E—¢€): E>0
Xy)(x0) =
d(E,a)—e: E<O

Because ¢ commutes with the operator [H,,iA], we can define the fibered commu-

tator

[Hy,iAl(s) = |s| + 2p* — z - 7 Via(x)

and then writing as a direct integral:

EA(HG)[HG,Z'A]EA(H@)
= Ep(p® + |k + Via(2)) (20% + |k| — 2 - VVia(2)) Ea(p® + k] + Via(2))

@
= /3 En(ls| + 1 + Via(z)) (Is] + 20° — 2 - VVia(x)) Ba(ls| +p° + Via(z))ds
RS

52

= |, Ba(Ha(s)[Hay iA](s) Ea(Ha(5)ds

It will be sufficient to prove a Mourre estimate of each fiber. The positive contribu-
tion will come from |s| for large values of s, and from the energy E being nonthreshold

for small values of s. Lemmas [3.10] and show that the remaining terms are small.

Lemma 3.10. Fiz e > 0, an energy E # 0 not an eigenvalue of the subsystem Hamil-
tonian hq, and a value of sg # 0, there exists § = §(sg,€) > 0 and and open set U C R?

containing so so that for all s € U, letting N = (E — 6, FE +0):

En(Ha(s))[ha; iAY|EA(Ha(s)) 2 —€En(Ha(s))

Proof. Fix e, E, and sg as above. We may select g > 0 so that for Ag = (E—dy, E+0p):

Eng(Ha(50))[ha, 1A Eng (Ha(s0)) > —EEAO(Ha(So)) +K (3.24)



39

where K is a compact operator. To see why, break up into three cases. If E—|sg| is a
negative eigenvalue of h,, then choose 0y so small that Ay — |sg| contains no continuous

spectrum of h,. Then by the virial theorem for [h,,7A%], we have

Eny(Ha(s0))[ha, 1A En (Ha(s0)) = 0

Second, if F — |sg| is negative but in the resolvent set of h,, we can pick Jp so small
that Ag — |sp| contains no spectrum of h, at all, whereby the desired estimate ([3.24)
follows because the projections Ea,(Hq(s0)) are zero. Third, if Ag—|sg| is nonnegative,

we can take 0 < §g < E — |so| + §. Then we compute

Eng(Ha(50))[ha, 1A En, (Ha(s0))

= Eng—so|(0” + Vi2(2)) <P2 + V12(93)> Epg-iso)(P* + Viz(z))

+ EA0—|50\(172 + Via(2)) < —Vig(z) —x - V%g(l‘)) EAO_‘SM(pQ + Via(2))

€
4
Epg—so)(0® + Vi2(2)) + K

AV

(B — Isol = 7)Eng-jso(P* + Viz(z)) + K

€

4

v

by using the functional calculus, where

K = EAO—\30|(ha) ( - ‘/12(1:) -z V‘/l2($)> EAo—\So|(ha)

is compact. Thus we can always find dg so that (3.24]) holds. It remains to remove the

compact K.

Fix such a dy as in (3.24]). We claim that

Epg(Ha(50))[has 1A En (Ha(s0))

> _§EA0 (Ha(s0)) + (1 = Eppag(Ha(s0))) K1(1 = Eppay (Ha(s0))) (3.25)
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for some compact K;. Assuming (3.25), we could then select §; so small that for
Ay = (E — 01, E + 61), we could multiply both sies of the above by Ea,(Hs(so)) and

use

(Ea, (Ha(s0)) = Eppay (Ha(50))) K1(Ea, (Ha(s0)) = Eppay (Ha(s0))) > —gEAl(Ha(So))

to conclude that

En, (Ha(so)) [ha(y)7 Z.AG]EA1 (Ha(SO)) > —ebp, (Ha(s())) (3'26)

Then we would select 6 = §;/2 and define U =: {s € R3 : |so| — 6 < |s| < |so| + 6.
This would give us the conclusion of the lemma, letting A = (E — §, E + §); for any
s € U, we could prove the desired inequality by taking and multiplying on both
sides by Ea_js)(ha). So it remains to show . But this follows from the same
argument as the proof of from the previous section. O

We will also use the following.

Lemma 3.11. Fiz e > 0, an energy E # 0 not an eigenvalue of the subsystem Hamil-
tonian hg, and a value of sy # 0 so that E — |sg| is not an eigenvalue of h,. Then

there exists 6 > 0 and an open set U containing sg so that for all so € U, letting

A= (E—6E+56):

En(Ha(s)) + (=Vi2(2) — 2 - Vi2(2)) Ea((Ha(s)) = —€EA((Ha(s))

Proof. Fix €, E, and sy as above. Then there is a width dp > 0 so that (E — g —
Isol, E 4 6o — |so|) contains no eigenvalues of h,. Then, there exists §; < dy so that for

Al = (E—dl,E—F(Sl)Z

Ep, (s +p* + Viz(z) + (=Viz(z) — 2 - 9Vi2(2)) B, (5] + p° + Via(2))
> —€eEp, (p* + [s| + Via(2))

We select § = 1/2, and let U = {s € R3: |sg| — 6 < |s]| < |so| + &} O
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Lemma 3.12. Fiz e > 0, an energy E # 0 not an eigenvalue of the subsystem Hamil-
tonian hg, and a value of so # 0. Then there exists a 6 > 0 and an open set U C R3

containing so so that for all s € U, letting N = (E — 6, E + 0):

En(Hq(s))[Ha,iA](s)En(Ha(s)) > a(y)(xo)EA (Ha(s))

Fix e > 0, E, and s as above. Select dy so that Ay = [E—0dg, E+0p] does not contain
0 or any thresholds, and also so dpe/2. Then select 7 > 0 so that [E — g —t, E + dg — t]
does not contain 0 or any thresholds for 0 < t < 7. Furthermore 7 can be selected to

be > d(F,a) —e.

We handle the cases of £ < 0 and E > 0 separately.

Proof for E < 0. Now consider F < 0.

Consider |sg| < 7. The projection Ea,(Hq(s0)) is evidently 0. We may select
§ =6 and U := {s € R : |sg] — & < |s| < |so| — 6}. Then for all s € U, letting
A= (E—-6FE0):

En(Ha(s))[Ha, iA](s)En(Ha(s)) = (T — €)En(Ha(s))

since the projections Fa (H,(s)) are zero for all such s so we may have any constant

we wish (in place of (7 — €)).
Now consider |sg| > 7. By Lemma we may select § < §p and U containing sg

so that for all s € U, letting A = (E — 9, E +9):

En(Ha(s))[ha, 1A*) Ea(Ha(s)) > —€En(Ha(s))

Then, we have
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En(Ha(s))[Ha, iA](s) En(Ha(s)) = En(Ha(s)) (\8\ + [hayiA“]> En(Ha(s))

> TEA(HCL(S)) - GEA(Ha(S))

= (T —€)Ea(Ha(s))
forall s e U.
So, for any fiber sg: there exists a U containing sy so that for all s € U, letting

A= (E—6E+0):

En(Ha(s))[Ha, iA](s) Ea(Ha(s))

Y

(T = €)En(Ha(s))

> (d(E,a) — 2¢)Ea(Hq(s))

where the last line holds because 7 > d(E,a) — €. By a renaming of ¢ we have our

conclusion.

O]

Proof for E > 0. Consider s9 < 7. By Lemma [3.11] we may select § < g and U

containing so so that for all s € U, letting A = (E — 6, E 4 6):

En(Ha(s))(=Viz(2) — 2 - VV12(2)) En(Ha(s)) = —gEA(Ha(S))

Then, we have
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En(Ha(s))[Ha, iA](s) En(Ha(s))

= En(Ha(s)) (2192 + [s] + Viz(x) = Viz(z) — - V‘/lz(af)> En(Ha(s))

> (E = 80)Ea(Ha(s)) + Ea(Hals)) ( ~ Vis(a) =z vvuu))EA(Ha(s))
> (E = 6o — 5)Ea(Ha(s))
> (E = ) Ea(Ha(9))

for all s € U.

The case |sg| > 7 for E > 0 is handled in the same way as the for F < 0; the same

estimate with constant (7 — €) holds.

So, for any fiber sg: there exists a § > 0 and a U containing sg so that for all s € U,

letting A = (£ — 6, E +9):

En(Hy(8))[Ha, iAl(s)Ea(Ha(s)) > min(r — e, E — ) Ea(Ha(s))

> min(d(E,a) —2¢, E — €)Ea(Hg(s))

By a renaming of € we have our conclusion. O

Using this, the proof of Lemma [3.9]is the same as the proof of Lemma [3.5

3.8 The cluster (zy)(0)

In what follows, fix a = (zy)(0), the cluster decomposition corresponding to the

electron-photon cluster. We aim to prove the following.

Lemma 3.13. Fiz ¢ > 0 and an energy E # 0 not an eigenvalue of the subsystem
Hamiltonian h, = $(p®)? + 4[p?| + Vag(z®). Then there exists a § > 0 so that H,
satisfies a Mourre estimate at E with conjugate operator A, width 0, and constant

A(ay)(0) > 0-
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As done for the other 2-cluster decompositions, we can write the commutator

[H,,1A] as a direct integral over the fibered commutators

N 1 a 1 a a a
[HJA](S):i(P +3)2+§|p — 5| —a® - Vag(z?)

We note that s does not separate out from the fibered commutators, which means
that the positive commutator estimate in the large s case will require a different strategy
than for the other decompositions (The small s case will again exploit the choice of E
away from thresholds). This different strategy requires us to know a little more about

the spectrum of Hg(s).

Lemma 3.14 (The spectrum of H(,,)0)(s)). Under the spectral assumptions
and (SPECH) the continuous spectrum of Hy(s) is [minya(3(p? + )2 + 1[p? — 5|), 00),

and the eigenvalues of Hy(s) below that are isolated, increasing as |s| increases.

Proof. The essential spectrum of H,(s) is contained in [minga (3 (p?+s)?+3[p? —s|), 00)

by Weyl’s theorem. This minimum can be computed as

2. |s| <

N[

.1 1
min( (p" + )" + 50" = ) =
|sl—1: Isl>3

By the assumption (SPEC)), the essential spectrum is exactly the absolutely con-
tinuous spectrum; there are no eigenvalues of H,(s) in the continuous spectrum region

[minpa (1(p® + 5)? + 5|p® — s]), 00). We concern ourselves now with the eigenvalues.

The operator H,(s) is unitarily equivalent to the operator B(s) := (p® + 2s)? +

2|p?| + Vaz(2®). The unitary equivalence is given by U(s) := e """, so that

Thus H,(s) and B(s) have the same spectrum for any choice of s.

Pick a unit vector v € R3. We consider the family of operators B(tv) for t € R.

These form a self-adjoint holomorphic family of operators in the sense of Kato.
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Specifically, fix a domain Dg € C symmetric with respect to the real axis. We have
that B(tv) is a closed, densely defined operator for all ¢t € Dy. As a function of ¢, B(tv)
is holomorphic for t € Dy, and B(tv) = B(tv)*. We know it is holomorphic because we

can compute its derivatives (either in the weak sense or strong sense):

dB(tv)
dt

=2t+p"-v

Because this is a holomorphic family of operators, its isolated eigenvalues and their
eigenvectors can be thought of as varying holomorphically in a certain sense. Fix an
isolated eigenvalue A\ of B(0). We know from the Mourre estimate that all eigenvalues
below 0 are simple and do not accumulate, so we can draw a curve I' around )\ that
is entirely contained in the resolvent set and encloses no other points of the spectrum
of B(0). It is then known that for small ¢, all eigenvalues of B(tv) inside I' can be
described by a function A(¢) that is analytic in a region about ¢ = 0, satisfies A(0) = Ao,
and gives a real eigenvalue of H,(tv) for each real ¢ in its domain- also there are no
other eigenvalues of B(tv) for any small enough t in the interior of I". Even better,
there exists at least one analytic family of real-valued eigenvectors ¢;(p®) for A(t), as

long as this family A(¢) continues to exist.

We want to compute A(¢) for t > 0. What follows is an application of the Feynman-

Hellman theorem.

dA®) _ %(W,B(tv)@ﬁt)
Wi p

dt
B dB(tv)
=, By 420
=t ) 120 & 0
B dB(tv)
=, P

dt
= (¥, (2t +p - v)ty)

iy

(o)) + (o, B(tw) 1)
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Due to the virial theorem that

1 1 p®
B(t P==p")+tv+-—=0
(B(t).a") = 5 + to+ 5 L

on eigenfunctions, this is where we obtain a nice sufficient condition on the eigenfunc-

tions of B(s), that is easily checked if eigenfunctions are known.

a

For some 6 > 0 the eigenfunctions of B(tv) satisfy (— P

lp*|

-v) > 6 in expectation.
(SPEC2)
There is reason to believe such a condition holds, but we will assume this for our

purposes.
Then A(t) > 0t + Ao.

While the function A(¢) may not exist for all ¢, this process can be analytically
continued as long as A(t) remains below the continuous spectrum of B(tv). Here is
why: suppose that A(tg) is below the continuous spectrum of B(tv), and we can define
an operator B((t—tg)v) and compute its derivatives in the same way. So the spectrum of
H,(tv) below the continuous spectrum consists only of eigenvalues that move upwards

as tv moves away from the origin. O
At this point we have everything we need to handle the F < 0 case.

Proof of Lemma for E < 0. Fix e and E < 0 as in the lemma. We may select ¢ so

small that (E — 6, E' + ) contains no eigenvalues of h,, and also so that § < 5. Fix 7

so small that A = (E — §, E + J) contains no eigenvalues of H,(s) for |s| < 7.

Consider the small-momentum case, |s| < 7. We have Ea(Hy(s)) = 0 for all such

En(Ha(s))[Ha, iA](s)E(Ha(s)) = (07) En(Ha(s))

Since the projections were 0, we could have put any constant where 07 is.
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Now consider the large momentum case, |s| > 7. We know that for all such s,
En(Hgy(s)) is a (possibly zero) projection onto a finite-dimensional subspace of the
pure point spectrum of H,(s). Because of this, we can make use of the virial theorem

(specifically, that [H,(s),7A%] = 0 on eigenvectors of H,(s)).

B (Ha(s))[Ha, iAl(s) En(Ha(s))
— En(Hu(s))[Hay iA($) En(Ha(s))

= En(Ha(s)) ([Ha, iA](s) = [Ha(s),1A%) En(Ha(s))

= En(Hg(s)) (;52 + %S -pt + 2M1) En(Hq(s))

= En(Ho(5)) (s - VsHa(s)) Ea(Hq(s))
> 0|s|Ea(Hg(s))

> O0TEA(Hg(s))

where second-to-last last inequality comes from the Feynman-Hellman theorem.

Finally, we have

Then the following is immediate:

2]
Ea(Hy)[Hq,iAJEA(H,) = . EA(Hy(8))[Ha,1A](s)Ea(Hg(s))ds

2]
> / OTEA(Hg(s))ds
sER3

= QTEA(HQ)

By a renaming of ¢ we have the conclusion. O

To attack the E > 0 case, we will need to be more judicious in our selection of width
§ for different fibers s. As a result, we need to make a covering argument over R2. First

we prove what we need for individual s.



48

Lemma 3.15. Fize > 0, an energy E > 0 (which is not an eigenvalue of the subsystem
Hamiltonian h,), and a choice of s € R3. Then there there exists 6 = 6(s) > 0 so that,

taking A = (E — 0, E + ), we have:

En(Ha(s))[Ha, iA](s) Ea(Ha(8)) = Q(ay)(0)En(Ha(s))

Proof. Fix e and E > 0 as in the lemma. We may select dy so small that (E — &g, £+ dp)
contains no eigenvalues of h,, and also that d9 < §. Fix 7 so small that Ay = (E —

3o, E + do) contains no eigenvalues of H,(s) for |s| < 7.

Consider the small-momentum case, |s| < 7. On these fibers:

Eng(Ha(s))[Ha, iA](s) En, (Ha(s))

= By (Ho(e)) (307 7 + Ha(s) = Vin(a?) - 9¥in(a") ) By (o (5)

> (B = 00)Eng(Ha(s)) + Eng(Ha(s)) K En(Ha(s))

by the functional calculus, where K = —Va3(z%) — 2 - 7 Vag(x?) is relatively Hy(s)-
compact. Since /g contains no eigenvalues of H,(s), Ea(Hy(s)) — 0 in the strong
operator topology as A N, 0. Therefore Ea(H,(s))KEA(Hg(s)) — 0 in norm as
A N 0. So, by choosing ¢; < dp small enough, and letting A; = (E — 01, E + 1), we

can ensure that

and therefore that

En,(Ha(s))[Ha, 1Al(s) En, (Ha(s))

Y

(E — €)En, (Ha(s))
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This is all we need to do in our analysis of fibers |s| < 7.

Now we consider the large-momentum case, |s| > 7. We need to be very careful in
selecting the width, to satisfy a whole host of auxiliary inequalities. Let do < dy be so

small that, letting Ay = (E — o, E + 02):

IA
>

1(Baa(Ha(5)) = Eaupp(Ha(5)) K (B (Ha(s)) = Enapp(Ha(s)) | (3.27)
where K = —x% — 2% - \7Vag(x®) is relatively H,(s)-compact.

Because En,(Hq(s))KEn,(Hq(s)) is compact, we may select a finite-dimensional

projection F' so that

1(Baa(Ha(5)) = Eaupp(Ha(5))) K (Eas(Ha(s)) = Enapp(Ha(s)))

€
— (Bay(Ha(s) = F) K (Eay(Ha(s)) ~ F) | < § (3.28)

Now define C' := F[Hg,iA|(s)(Ea,(Ha(s)) — Eapp(Ha(s))). Evidently
K| = —e'C*C is a compact operator. If we select §3 < 3 small enough small

enough, then letting Ag = (E — d3, E + J3), we have:

1(Baa(Ha(5)) = Eagp(Ha(5)) K1 (Bag(Ha(s) = Bagp(Ha(s) )| S ¢ (3:29)

From the same argument as the E' < 0 case, we have that

Enopp(Ha())[Ha, iA|(8) Engpp(Ha(s)) = 0T Enpp(Ha(s)) (3.30)

Moreover, we can compute

En,(Ha(s))[Ha, iA](s) En, (Ha(s))

= B, (Ha(s)) (fl(pa ) Hols) + K) B, (Ha(9))

> (E = 60)En,(Ha(s)) + Eny(Ha(s)) KEn, (Ha(s)) (3.31)
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where K = —Va3(2%) — %75 Vas(x®) is Hy(s)-compact. We can multiply both sides
of (3.31) on the left and right by (1 — F') to obtain

(En,(Ha(s)) — F)[H,iA)(s)(Ea,(Ha(s)) — F)

> (B = 00)(Eny(Ha(s)) = F) + (Eny(Ha(s)) — F)K(Ep,(Ha(s)) - F)

Then we use (3.27) and (3.28):

(En,(Ha(s)) — F)[H,iA](s)(En,(Ha(s)) = F)
> (E = 00)(Eny(Ha(s)) — F) — (3.32)

Additionally:

2F[Ha,iA](s)F — Epypp(Ha(s))[Ha, iA](s)F = F[Ha, i A](s)Enopp(Ha(s))
= (Enopp(Ha(s)) = F)[Ha, iA](8)(Enopp(Ha(s)) = F) + F[Hq, iA](s) F
— Epopp(Ha(s))[Ha, iA] () Enpp(Ha(s))
=5 (D)) (Engpp(Ha(s)) = F) + 5 (AX(8))F — 5 - (AA(8)) Enypp(Ha(s))

=0

Therefore

(B (Ha(s)) = F)[Hay iA)(s)F + F[Ha,iA)(s) (Eny (Ha(s) ~ F)
= (Ba(Ha(s)) = Esupp(Ha(s)) ) [Hay 1) (5)F (3.33)
+ FlHayiA)(5) (Ena(Ha(5)) = Eaupp(Ha()))

since the difference between the left hand side and the right hand side was just

calculated to be zero.
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From the inequality (¢~ 1/2C 4 €'/2F)*(e"1/2C 4 ¢'/2F) > 0 we obtain

(Baa(Hals) = Enupp(Ha(s)) ) [Ha, iA)(s) F
+ FlHayiA)(5) (B (Ha(5)) = Easpp(Ha()))

> —cF + (B (Ha(5)) = Baapp(Ha()) ) K1 (B (Ha(5)) = Baapp(Hals))

but then, applying (3.33]) to this, we can substitute out the left-hand side:

(Eny(Ha(s)) — F)[Ha, iA](s)F + F[Ha,iA](s)(En,(Ha(s)) — F)
(3.34)

> —eF + (Epy(Ha(s)) = Esapp(Ha()) ) K1 (B (Ha(s)) = Enspp(Ha(s)) )

We are ready to tackle the main estimate. We have

By (Ha(s))[Hay 14](5) By (Ha(5))
= F[H,,iA](s)F
+ (En, (Ha(s)) — F)[Ha, iA](s) F
+ FHa, iA](s)(En, (Ha(s)) — F)

+ (Eny(Ha(s)) — F)[Ha, 1 A)(s)(En, (Ha(s)) — F)

Applying (3.30) to the first term, (3.32) to the last term, and (3.34]) to the middle

two terms:

> min(07, E — do)En,(Ha(s)) — %

(B (Hals)) = Bnapp(Ha(5)) ) K1 ( By (Ha(s)) = Baapp(Ha(s)) )
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Multiplying on both sides by E,pp(Ha(s)) and using ((3.29):

> (min(@T, E—¢)— 6) Epnupp(Ha(s))

The conclusion follows by a renaming of e.

O
Building on the inequality for individual fibers s, we can find a single width that

works for all fibers, thus finishing the analysis for this cluster.

Proof of Lemma[3.13 for E > 0. Fix € and E > 0 as in the lemma. Fix any sy € R3.
By Lemma there exists dp so that letting Ag = (E -5 —0,E+J —0):

Epny(Ha(s0))[Ha, iAl(s0) Eng(Ha(50)) = (ay)(0) B (Ha(s0))

Let f be a smoothed version of Ex. First we prove that f(H,(s)) is norm continuous

in s at sg. For simplicity we write

F(s)i= (b (s = s0) + (52 = 50)* + (1" = 5| = p" = s0]))

in what follows.

a(s)) = f(Ha(s0))

/f l)\H,l /

/ Fn)eMHals) / —ir Ha (s) (F(s))e‘"h’a(so)dr d\
H, : :
H,(s

A
~ A iAHq(s) (S) / —irHq(s) F *ZTHa(SO)d d\
[ Fve oxall (F(s) -
A
+/f()\)ezAHa(s) ? / e irHg( )(F(S)) 7era(so)dT d\
Ha(s)+ 1 Jo

The latter of these integrals converges to 0 in norm as s — sg because

I{a(;w(pa . (5 — 80) -+ (32 _ 50)2 + (|pa _ S| _ ’pa . SOD)
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converges to 0 uniformly as s — 0. We investigate the former, rewriting it as

/ 18 i M )) o //\e_“"Ha(S)(F(S))e_"Ha(so)dr dX
)\ Ha(S)‘i‘Z‘ 0

Applying integration by parts, this is equal to

/ O G — / ity (F(s))emirHet0)dr dx
( )+
—irHg(s) —iAHq(s0)
+/f(A)Ha(S)+Z,e <F(s)>e X

both of which converge to 0 in norm as s — sg. Therefore f(H,(s)) is norm

continuous at s = sg.

Since additionally f(H,(s0))[H,A](s)F(Hga(so)) is norm continuous in s by a sim-
ilar argument, it follows by a 3e argument that f(H,(s))[H,iA](s)F(Hy(s)) is norm

continuous.

Since this works for any f € C° supported in A\, we fix such an f that is equal to
1 on a smaller interval (F — §, F 4+ §) = A C A\g. Let U be an open set containing s

so that for all s € U, we have

1 (Ha(s))[Ha, iAl(s) f(Ha(s)) = f(Ha(s0))[Ha, i A](s0) f (Ha(s0))[| < €
and [|f(Ha(s0)) — f(Ha(s))[| < €

Then, since

En(Ha(s0))[Ha, iA](s0) Eny(Ha(50)) = (ay)(0)Eno(Ha(s0))

we have that, by multiplying:

f(Ha(80))[Ha,iA](s0) [ (Ha(50)) = (ay)(0)f (Ha(s0))
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And then for all s € U, we must have

f(Ha(s))[Ha, iA](s) f (Ha(s)) = (ay)(0)f (Ha(s)) — 2€

Finally, multiplying through by Ea(H,(s)) and renaming the constant:

En(Hq(s))[Ha,iA](s)En(Ha(s)) > a(xy)(o)EA (Ha(s))

Therefore given any €, an energy E > 0 not an eigenvalue of the subsystem Hamilto-
nian A, and a value of sy # 0, there exists § > 0 and an open set U € R3 containing s
so that for all s € U, letting A = (E—6, E+9), the above Mourre estimate holds. Thus
the same covering argument as in the proof of Lemma [3.5| works, and by a renaming of

€ we have our conclusion.

3.8.1 An informal argument for assumption (SPEC?2)

Here is why (SPEC2|) should be a good assumption, at least for certain potentials.

Letting g. be a smoothed version approximating the Mourre conjugate operator %Ig Z| .
2%+ (sym.) (for instance, replace £ with —2———). Then, on eigenfunctions of B(s),

[p°| ((p")2+e)1/2

we have that [B(s),ig] = 0 by the virial theorem. Written out, this approximately says

that

a a

j2 (1 a Lp
P +s+ 3
Ip?| \2 2 |p?|

Notice that if [ge, Vag] > 0 then we have our conclusion (SPEC2). Furthermore, the

) + [ge, Vas] = 0

above can be approximately rewritten

a

p
p?|

= [3(0)7 igﬁ}

—S -

So it suffices to determine if [B(0),4g.] is positive. Any state can be broken down
into an eigenstate of B(0) and a continuous spectrum state of B(0). The eigenstate

satisfies [B(0), ig] = 0 in expectation by the virial theorem, so it remains to consider if
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[B(0),ige] > 0 on continuous spectrum states of B(0). One may expect this to be true

because B(0) = H,(0) = 1(p*)? + 5|p®| + Vas.

3.9 Completing the Mourre estimate

Proof. Given a nonzero, nonthreshold energy E we may select a single § small enough
to invoke lemmas and We can select € so small that all the constants
o, are positive. Then we can select a C§° function f that is 0 outside of (E — 9, E + 6)
and is equal to 1 on a smaller interval A containing E. We employ the localization

Lemma [3.1] using this f:

Zf(H) [H,iA]f(H) = (compact operators) + Z Jaf (Ho)[Ha, 1A f(Hq)ja
a a#(zy0)

> Z agJaf(Hg)ja + (compact operators)
a#(zy0)

> ( min ag)f(H)? + (compact operators)
a#(zy0)

This last step is by e.g. Lemma 4.20 in [6]. Multiplying on both sides by Ea(H)
concludes the proof of Theorem O

In order to invoke Mourre’s result, we check that H and A also satisfy (2COMMY).
Since D(C') = D(H), a computation using Lemma [2.1| reveals that [C,iA] extends to

Ap* + k| + 2 - vz - VVi2(2) +y - vy - vVis) + Vas(z — y) - V((z — y) - VVas(z — y))

, which is a bounded operator on D(H) by Kato-Rellich and the potential assumptions
(RB2). Therefore by [19] or Theorem 1.1 in [20], we have that the point spectrum of H
consists of simple eigenvalues which only may accumulate at thresholds, and that there

is no singular continuous spectrum.
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Chapter 4

Local decay and minimal velocity estimates

4.1 Local decay

A major consequence of the Mourre estimate is local decay estimates. An abstract

result originally due to Mourre can be found in ([20], Thm 7.8), which we recreate here.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that H, Hy, and A are three self-adjoint operators so that
D(H) = D(Hy) and H and Hy are both bounded from below. Assume that hypotheses
- and hold for H and A. Moreover, assume that —
hold for Hy and A so that [Hy,iA] extends to an operator defined on D(H). Finally,
assume that the core of test vectors S used to define the operator [Hy,iA] is mapped
into itself by A. Then, let N be an interval in which a Mourre estimate holds for H

with conjugate operator A, so that /A does not contain any eigenvalues of A. We have

sup [|(JA] +1)7#(H — X —ie) " (|A] + 1) 7] < o0
0<e<1

for any fixed p > %, where this holds uniformly as \ runs through compact subsets

of A.

Since these extra conditions hold under our assumptions, we are able to invoke this
lemma for our H, Hy, and A. Next, this estimate can be modified to remove the
reference to the operator A and instead say something about the position X. Define
the notation (X) := v/X2 + 1. Specifically, we want to prove that for any interval A

where the Mourre estimate holds for H,

sup X)) (X) | < o (4.1)
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for any fixed u > %, where this holds uniformly as A runs through compact subsets

of A. The main fact used to perform this swap is that

(JA| + D)A(H +4) " HX)™H (4.2)

is a bounded operator for any 0 < g < 1. Assuming (4.2]) is indeed bounded
for any 0 < p < 1, we proceed to prove |D Let LZ be the weighted L? space
{f € L*(R%) : (X)"f € L?*(R®)}. Then (4.1)) is equivalent to saying that (H — A —ie) "

is bounded from Li to L? ., uniformly as A and € vary over the required sets. Since

(H—=X—ie) b = (H+i) " 4+ (6+0) Y H+1) 24 (E4+0)(H4i) " (H = A —ie) L (H+i) !

(where € = X\ + ie) it remains to show that (H + i) '(H — X\ —ie) " Y(H +4)~ ! is
bounded from Li to L2 ., uniformly as A and e vary over the required sets. But for this

we can rewrite

(X)™(H +40) " (H = X\ —ie) " (H +1i) (X)) ™" =

T ((]A\ F1)TRH — A —ie) LA + 1)*#)T

where T' = ((|A| + 1)*(H + i)_1<X>_“) and then using and Lemma |4.1| gives
us . It remains to prove that is bounded for any u > % Without loss of
generality we may assume also that p < 1. In fact, we will prove that is bounded
for 4 = 0 and for u = 1, and then use Stein’s interpolation theorem for analytic families
of operators in order to draw the conclusion. The case p = 0 is evident. We consider

the case = 1. We need only bound

(P-X)(H+i)~1{x)!

The equalities that follow come from restricting our attention to the dense domain

of Schwartz functions.
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(P-X)(H+i) HX)1=8,+5,

where

S1=(PH+i)7") - (X(X)™)

which is bounded, and

X (H 4+ 0) 7))
(H + i)~ [Ho, X](H +1)~) ()™

.k o B
(H + )~ (~2ip, —2ZW)(H+Z) 1)<X> 1

which is also bounded (thinking of (—2ip,—2i%) as a vector in C% so the dot
product makes sense). Since (4.2 is then shown to be bounded for all required u, we

have the desired estimate (4.1)).

An operator B on L%*(R%) is said to be H-smooth if for all ¢ € L?(R%), we have

e”"H ¢ D(B) a.e. t and

/ |BeitH g 2dt < |6 (4.3)

—00

We say B is H-smooth on Q) if BEg(H) is H-smooth.

This can be interpreted as the observable B decaying along the flow. By the general
theory ([2I], Theorems XIII.25 and XIII.30), the estimate (4.1) implies that for any
interval {2 not containing eigenvalues or thresholds of H, (X))~ is H-smooth on € for

any p > % This fact is ‘local decay’.
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4.2 Minimal velocity estimates

Another important consequence of the Mourre estimate is minimal velocity estimates,
which we use in what follows. In all that follows, we write F'(S) to signify a smoothed
characteristic function of the set defined by S in configuration space. It is known (cf.

[27]) that the Mourre estimate implies the following:

Lemma 4.2. For all ¢ such that the right-hand side makes sense, and t sufficiently

far from 0, we have

A : \
IIF(H <b)e M EAH)| S 41017 + AP )1?)2 (4.4)

where A is any interval in the continuous spectrum of H, and b is any constant less
than 0 (the constant appearing in the Mourre estimate for that interval). The exponent

% is not optimal.

Proof. The estimate (4.4]) follows immediately from the Mourre estimate and the ab-
stract theory in [27]. The constant —5/4 is not the best attainable, but it’s sufficient

for our purposes. O

The goal is to swap out the reference to the auxiliary operator A with a reference

to x. To this end, we will prove:

Lemma 4.3. For all ¥ such that the right-hand side of makes sense, we have

2

: X —1Ht _

where 0 < € << 2 is a small positive constant, A\ is any interval in the continuous
spectrum of H, and § is any positive constant less than 0 (the constant appearing in the

Mourre estimate for A\).

We need to take a few steps before we can prove this. The operator F' (té(—_i < 0)

can be written as

|’;‘|<b)F( R s R

i -

< 9)

’t’2_5 ‘t‘Q—e
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Since

2
(< b)P(

—i _ 1
1 < 0)e M EAMH)| S 1741117 + AP %)

|t|2—e

by (4.4), it will be sufficient to prove that

A X2
F(= >bF
IP(5 = WF (G

< 8)e M EA(H)Y| < [t7(1%]

For expedience of notation, define the following:

X2
A
Fy(A) = F(m >b)

where g is a smoothed version of the energy cutoff function Fa so that g(H)Ea(H) =
Ex(H).

A= FigAgly

F(A) = F((j‘ > b)

Thus, the thing to be estimated is:
| Fo(A)Fre M EA(H)W|

Ensuing computations are much simplified by understanding some commutators of these
operators. Here, s is a constant, and O(|t|™) represents an operator with norm bounded

by a constant times [¢|".

Lemma 4.4.

£ Rl = 0t ™) (45)
Ll =0t ™) (46)

[e™%, Fig) = e % 50(Jt] ) (4.7)
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[9, X] =0(1) (4.8)
H[g, X] =0(1) (4.9)
Flg“j‘ = O(t~?) (4.10)
Proof. For ) )
R~ P < 8) = O™

For (4.6)), by e.g. Lemma 4.12 in [6] [A, g] is bounded, so

A _
[mvg} =0(t™)

Then (4.7) follows from (4.5) and (4.6|) applied to the Fourier transform formula:

A A s 4 A A
[e_“?,Flg] %6_15?/ e”%[?,Flg]e”%dr
0

For (4.8]), we compute as follows.

0o A
lg(H), X] ~ / G(N)eM /0 e SHIH, X]eH ds d)

—00

Now, [H,z] = 2p + % Since |—Z| is bounded after all, we may focus our analysis on

p. It remains to estimate:

(S A
/ ’g\(A)ez)\H / e—isHpeisH ds d)\
—00 0

It suffices to bound

< d iIANH 1 A —isH,  _isH
/ g(A)(ae )H—i—i/o e pe ds d\

o)

because the difference between this and the desired expression is bounded. Inte-

grating by parts, we find that this equals

0 . 1 A ‘
/oo/g/()‘)el/\HH_}_Z/o efstpest ds d\
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which is certainly bounded.

For (4.9)
0 d X A
g(H), X|H ~ GA)— (e e SHIH, Xe™H ds dA
dX
—00 0

Integrating by parts, we find that this equals

. A . .
/(’g/)el)\H/ G_ZSH[X, H]estdS d\
0
+ / gIX, HjeM dx

The former term can be handled by the same technique used to prove (4.8) bounded.

The latter term is equal to

k
(2p + m)g(H)
which is bounded.
For (4.10)), it suffices to prove
X -P
FlQT = O(Jt|~/?) (4.11)
We write
X-P
Fig
t]
L rgX (5 +4) P
= — 7) s —m—
] H+i
L g X](H +4) - —— P
= — 1) -
]t H+i
X 1
—F H+1) —P
TP + ) g

The latter term is O(t~¢/2), so we estimate the former. It suffices to prove that

[9, X](H + i) is bounded, but we have already done this.
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[

Note that % therefore decays in time. Therefore FQ(AV) actually equals 0 for suf-

ficiently large t. So to estimate ||Fy(A)Fe H'EA(H)1p|, it is sufficient to estimate

| (Fa(d) = Fo()) FreHEx (H)Y)|

Next, we prove the localization lemma.
Lemma 4.5. |[F3(A)F1EA(H)|| — 0 ast — oo.
Proof. 1t’s sufficient to prove that

lim || (Fo(A) — Fa(A)) FrgEa(H)e ) = 0

t—o00

We (formally) express F5 using a Fourier transform:
(R2(A) - Fa(4 >)<Flg>

/ o—iNA/L —i)\A/t> dX\ (Fig)
f 70
f 70

Q

Sﬂ

Sﬁ

A A A
z/\A/t z/\A/t INA/t
/() ( t t ) ds dA (Flg)

Sﬁ

Ao A A ;
0

+ /FQ()\)B_MA/t/ ezsA/t(é _ ?)(Flg)e—zsA/t ds d\
0

t
— sdn [ asinl A AN
_ /FQ()\) —z/\A/t/ zsA/t<? o ?)e—zsA/tSO(|t|—1) ds d)\
A AN A A .
1/\A/t isAJt (2 42 —isA/t
/ /0 e ( P )(F1g)e ds d\

The first integral converges to an operator that is O(|t|~!) (applying integration by

parts once to the inner integral). The second integral is shown to also converges to an

operator that is O(t~¢/2) by (4.10). O

Now, (MV)) is an immediate corollary of the localization lemma
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Chapter 5

Asymptotic completeness

5.1 Existence of the wave operators

In this section our aim is to prove existence of a collection of Deift-Simon wave operators
arising from operators {F, : #(a) = 2} that form a partition of unity. Let A be an
interval not containing eigenvalues or thresholds of H, such that A < 0. Let § > 0 be
selected (based on A) to make the minimal velocity estimates hold. Then, let ¢’ > 0
and 0" > 0 be constants so that §” >> § and 6 := ¢” + . Let 0 < e << 1. We define
time-dependent partitions of unity for each #(a) = 2 using smoothed characteristic

functions F' by

(z)?

Fo = F(|t|276

< &) (5.1)

Then, we define the wave operators as the strong limits

. e T
Q7 =s tilrinoo W (t) (5.2)
where
Wa(t) := Ex(H,)e et F e HIE A (H) (5.3)

The objective is to prove that the strong limits QF exist. This is accomplished by

Cook’s method (cf. Theorem XI.4 in [21]):

Lemma 5.1. Suppose there is a set D of wavefunctions ¥ dense in the absolutely

continuous spectrum of H so that for each v € D, there exists a T > 0 so that
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d

/ HEA(Ha)eiHat (IaFa +—Fut [HO,FG])e—thEA(H)w“dt <oo  (5.4)
[t|>T

Then the strong limits QF exist.

Proof. Since W, (t)v is strongly differentiable and

W (t)h =~ Ex(H,)eHat (IaFa + %Fa + [Hoy, Fa]> e HIE N (H)Y (5.5)
fort >s>T,
Wty = Wals)l < [ IWaGuywdu (5.6)

and by assumption this can be made arbitrarily small by choice of T', we have that
W,(t) is Cauchy at ¢ — +oo. Since W, (t) constitute a uniformly bounded family of

operators, the existence of limits on a dense set implies existence of the strong limits. [

Therefore our goal is to prove

Lemma 5.2. Let 1 be a wavefunction such that (||v|* + H\A\5/4¢H2)% < oo. There

exists a T > 0 so that

4 d .
/ HEA(Ha)eZHat 1.Fy + S Fy + [Ho, Fy e’lHtEA(H)det < oo
lt|>T dt

and therefore the strong limits QF exist.

The necessary facts for the proof of Lemma [5.2] are the minimal velocity estimate

(MV))), the short range assumptions for #(a) = 2:

(z)?
|t|276

| E( > ¢)I?|| converges to 0 as t — oo and is integrable over ¢ away from 0
(SR)

where ¢ > 0 is any constant, and fast decay of the eigenfunctions for #(a) = 2:
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Ea(Hy)(z*)* is a bounded operator.
(FDE)
E(Hg)I,(X)" is bounded for some p > 1

where A is an interval below 0. The fast decay of the eigenfunctions is where we are
using the negativity of A; the above energy cutoffs are then projections onto eigenvalues

of subsystems, so (FDE|) merely alleges that these eigenfunctions decay rapidly.

We proceed by considering the three terms I,Fy, %Fa, and [Hy, F,] in separate

lemmas.

Lemma 5.3. Let ¢ be a wavefunction such that (||| + |||A|5/4¢H2)% < 0. There

exists a T > 0 so that

/ HEA(Ha)eiH“t (IaFa> e*thEA(Hdet <
[t|>T

Proof. By the fast decay of eigenfunctions (FDE]) it suffices to prove that

1(X) (e H B A (H)p)| (5.7)

is integrable in ¢ away from 0, for arbitrary € > 0. So it is sufficient to see if

H<X>““’F(|f| < D)Ea(H)e 1y (5.8)
H<X>‘(1+E)F(|f| > b)E(H)e )| (5.9)

are both integrable in ¢. Evidently (5.8) is integrable in ¢, from Lemma Then
(5.9) is proven integrable in t as follows.

We can prove H<X>_(°‘)F(% > b)EA(H)| is O(|t|™%) for @ = 1,2 and then use

complex interpolation to conclude. We write

‘tl‘a||<X>‘“F(‘f‘ > B)A"EA(H))|

|r<X>—aF<,f, > B)EA(H)| <
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Since the difference between 3 (tanh(b— i Ay41) and F(& i > b) decays fast at infinity
and therefore
1 A A

is bounded, it is sufficient to prove that

1

||<X>_°‘§(tanh(b - é) +1)A°Ex(H)|

i

is bounded. We let Fy = F3(A) = 1 (tanh(b— \tl) +1). Take the expression A® and
commute all the P to the right and all the X to the left (the canonical commutation
relations make sure the commutator terms are even nicer, so we need only estimate
the result after commuting). Then since < P >% E(H) is bounded, it is sufficient to

prove

(X~ Fs X

is a bounded operator. In what follows we use the fact that Fj is analytic in a strip

of width greater than 2 and containing the real line.

(X) “F3X“ = (bounded) + [(X)™%, F3] X“

= (X)X, B3]

// ZSA/t ’ |] —ZSA/t ds el)\A/tF ()\) d\
t

Then, since [X, A] ~

// zsA/t efisA/t ds ei/\A/tE(A) d\
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Using next the fact that e_sl% are dilations,
// as/t i/\A/tﬁ;(/\) d\
~ (X) / ("M — 1) X0 MIT(N) dA
~ (bounded) - / (eMt — 1) AU (N) dA

~ Fg(A + Oéi) — Fg(A)

This is bounded, so using Stein’s interpolation theorem, we get the desired result.

O
Next we consider the terms in Lemma containing %Fa.

Lemma 5.4. Let ¢ be a wavefunction. There exists a T > 0 so that

/t|>T HEA a) let(jtFa) eithEA(H)l/)Hdt <>

Proof. This term is a constant multiple of ‘(ﬂg)eF’('(tP)& < ¢'). Since from (FDE

En(H,) is a bounded operator times (z®)~%, the term

(aja)z ' (xa)2 ' —iHt
IBatt) | (5L (L <0 ) epa i

MZ €

decays in t at least as fast as |[t|~(®~2¢) (and so is integrable). This is because

2
F ’(|(t|2)6 < ¢§') is supported only on the configuration space region where (1%)?

|t|>. O

Finally, we consider the terms in Lemma containing [Hy, F,]. We split this up

into the easier term [p?, F,] and the term of interest, [|k|, Fy].

Lemma 5.5. Let ¢ be a wavefunction. There exists a T > 0 so that

/| HEA 2) Z'Hat[p%Fa]e*thEA(Hdet < oo
t|>T
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Proof. This term is nonzero for the 2-clusters a = (y)(x0) and a = (2y)(0). For these,

computing the commutator, we need only estimate the following to be integrable in ¢.

(z%)? 2zt
<4
m?—e )‘t‘Q—e

| En(Hq) (P’F/( >€thEA(H)¢H

(@)
7=

4(x 2 )
<)) t,(jfgi) ) e B (HY|

1EA(Ha) (F”(

(z9)? oy 2
<d
’t’2_6 )‘t‘2—e

1 En(Ha) (F’( )e‘thEA(HWII

They are indeed integrable by by (FDE])) and, once again, the ability to exchange
(z) for t. O

Finally, we consider the term containing [|k|, F,]. This is only nonzero for the 2-
clusters (x)(y0) and (zy)(0). For simplicity of notation we write out the proof only for
(z)(y0) but it is the same for (zy)(0), replacing references with x or y with references

to (z +y) and (x — y) respectively.

Lemma 5.6. Let ¢ be a wavefunction. There exists a T > 0 so that
/ HEA(Ha)eiHat[yk\,Fa]e—thEA(H)det < o0
[t|>T

The approach here is to use the square root expression for |k|. We build up to this

with a series of lemmas.

Lemma 5.7. The following operator-valued integral converges in norm to a bounded

e —-1/2
4 S
d
/0 ) s+ k2 °

operator.

Proof. We have that (y)~* is a bounded operator, and

o 702
st k2P ?

so the integrand has sufficient decay near s = co. To estimate the integrand near s = 0,
we use Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev (where 6/5 is a non-optimal choice):

—-1/2 1
_ —4

|k;|6/5 g~ 1/2

4 S
() s+ k2

s+ k2
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—1/2 _
5s < 579/10 e

Since (y)~%/° L~ is a bounded operator on L?(R3) and |||k|6/5% i llop S

k1575

have our conclusion. O

Lemma 5.8. The following operator-valued integrals converge to bounded operators.

[e§) 4 871/2
; (y) 8+k22y‘qEA(H)dS (5.10)
e a5 (s (5.11)
W ey B :
/Oo<y>4 o En(H)ds (5.12)
s+ k2
00 71/2 k2
En(H 5.13
/0 s+k2 2k e H)ds (5.13)
14
/0 s+k:2 (y ) S+k2EA(H)dS (5.14)
/ ) — I E g (H)ds (5.15)
0 Y s+ k2s+ k2 = ’

Proof. In all cases, commute all y all the way to the left and use Hardy-Littlewood-

Sobolev if necessary, as in the proof of Lemma O

Lemma 5.9. The following operator-valued integrals converge to bounded operators,

which are integrable in t near t = co

/O °°<y>—4;:;; F'( |tiy22—e <) |t|22‘y_6 - kEA(H)ds (5.16)

/Ooo<y>—4;:/; <F”(|tiy226 <) |t|§(y22 +F’(|t|22 _ < &) |t|f€> En(H)ds (5.17)

/O ) ;:; e tiy;e <8, t|22y6 - kaEA(H)dS (5.18)
/0°°<y>4;:; (F”(my;_e <) |t|§(y;_6 +F’(W2 <) t;_g) S sz Ea(H)ds

(5.19)

Proof. Applying Lemma and the fact that F’(W2 - < ) \t|2 - and F”(|t|%2_é <

o )MQ(%Q are bounded operators that are integrable in ¢ near ¢t = oo, this is immediate.

O]
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Lemma 5.10. The following operator-valued integral converges to a bounded operator

that is integrable in t near t = oco.

S k2 R < ) Ba(H)
| G < Sl (s

Proof. Expanding this commutator, we get several terms as in ([5.16[)-(5.19). O
Finally, the proof of Lemma [5.6] arrives.

Proof. Since Ex(H,) is a bounded operator times (y)~* and we can use the square-root

representation of |k|, Lemma [5.6|is a corollary of O

And now we have accounted for all the terms in Lemma [5.2] so we have proven this

as well.

The next goal is to show that the energy cutoffs Fa(H,) appearing on the left hand
side of W,(t) can be removed and the existence of the wave operator still holds. Define
the following operators V[A/;(t) for #(a) =2 by

Wa(t) := ettt F e B A (H) (5.20)

Lemma 5.11. Let 1 be a wavefunction such that (||1]|? + H]A\‘r’/‘leQ)% < o0. The

following limits exist for #(a) = 2:

lim W, (5.21)

t—+oo

Once this is established, then because such 1 form a dense set, it is immediate that
the strong limits

s — ti::tmoo eiHatFaefthEA(H)

exist. That is the fact that we will use in the proof of asymptotic completeness.
Proof. Tt is sufficient to show that

lim x(H,)eH et Fye ™t f(H )1 (5.22)

t—+oo
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exists, where x(H,) is a smoothed version of (1 — Ea(H)) and f(H) is a smoothed
version of Fa(H), so that these two functions have disjoint support and A contained

in the support of f. This in mind, one wishes to estimate

et [\ (Hy,), Fale ™ f(H)y (5.23)

et Fy (X (Ha) = x(H) e f(H ) (5.24)

and show that these converge to 0 as t — oo; this is sufficient to prove Lemma [5.11

We can estimate (5.23)) via

A
[ ROy [ ety Fojesds ax ()
0

[X(Ha)vFa]f(H) =

By the same estimates used to prove Lemma (5.5) and Lemma (5.6), [Ho, Fo|f(H)
is bounded with norm converging to 0 in ¢. While we lack the use of (FDE]) in this case,
note that this estimate is strictly easier to prove because we only need convergence to

0 in ¢, not integrability in ¢.

Similarly, we estimate (5.24) via

et By (x(Ha) = x(H) ) f (H)e ™ f(H )

= ¢l R, / / e Has T, f(H)e™s ds x(N)em ™M dX e f(H)y

_ ezHat// [Fa,e_ZHaS]Iaf(H)€ZHS ds SC\()‘)G_MH d\ €_ZHtf(H)1,Z)
0

A
+ Mt / / e M Fulo f(H)e™™ ds X(\)e™ ™M dx e f(H )y
0
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Since I, f(H) is bounded, and [F,, e "Has] = e~Has [¥ ciHar[F, F ]e~"HaTdr d, the

analysis of the first integral reduces to the same estimates as for ([5.23]). It remains to

estimate
6zHaiE// e—zHasFaIaf(H)esz ds X\(A)e—zAH d\ e_ZHtf(H)’Qb (525)
0
We write
Fol.f(H)
_ (xa)Q ' (ma)Q 1
= (F(’t|2—5 < 6)F(|t|2—e >4 )> Lo f(H) (5.26)

+ (F( (xa)Q < 5/)F( (370,)2 < 6/,)> Iaf(H)

’t|2_6 |t|2—e

The latter term is taken care of by the minimal velocity estimate; the term

a)2 2
(F(|(tg|0226 < 5’)F(‘(§|C§25 < 5”)) has phase space support in X2 < 4[¢|27¢, so commut-
ing this out to the right gives a term that decays in time. The former term is taken
care of by the short range assumption .

O]

We have proven the existence of the wave operators that we need, and are now in a

position to prove asymptotic clustering at energy E.

5.2 Proof of the theorem
Given a state 1, we define ¢, := lims_, 1 I/IZ(t)z/J.

We are ready to prove Theorem 2. Let ¢ be a state on the range of Ex(H).

Following [22], we write:
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e Mty = Z Foe ") 4 rem.
#(a)=2

= e~ Hal W ()0 + rem.
#(a)=2

where rem. converges to 0 in ¢. Taking limits, we arrive at the statement of the
theorem. It remains to show that the remainder does indeed converge to 0 for a dense

set of .

a? Y’ (z —y)? -
=01=F(—— "N — F(—5— N — P(~—"— Ne HEA (H
rem ( (’t’2_6 < 5) (‘tP_e < 5) ( ’t’2_6 <9 ))e A( )77/)
By minimal velocity it is free to add:
2 Y2 Y2 22
=01-F §\F - F S\F 5’
rem. = (1 F(ome < )Pt > ) = Fpgmy < )P (= > 0
)2 2 ,
— F( (I‘ y) < 5/)F( (J:er) > 5//))671HtEA(H)1/}

|t|276 ’t|276

since the rest converges to 0 in ¢t. Note the operator

2 2 2 2
1 x / Yy N Y / x 1"
T:=(1 F(—m%6 < 5)F(m27€ > 0") F(|t|2*€ < 5)F(|t|2*f > 0")
(x - y)2 / (x + y)2 "
_p ) J SV
( |t|2_e < 5) ( ’t’2_5 >0 ))

is supported in the phase space region where 22 > §'[t|27¢, y? > §|t|>~¢, and (z —y)? >
5/|t|276.

We may write

rem. = T(EA(H) - EA(HO)) e B (H )
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because we are projecting onto negative energy. Due to the phase space support of

T, this converges to 0 by the same reasoning following (5.24). This concludes the proof.
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