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Abstract. In this paper, we consider the spectrum of a model in quantantredynam-
ics with a spatial cutoff. It is proven that (1) the Hamiltaniis self-adjoint; (2) under the
infrared regularity condition, the Hamiltonian has a umigground state for sufficiently
small values of coupling constants. The spectral scatj¢haory is studied as well and
it is shown that asymptotic fields exist and the spectral gagoised.

1 Introduction

The present paper investigates the existence and uniguehii® ground state of a model in quantum
electrodynamics (QED) in the Coulomb gauge. QED has, ofssureen studied so far from the
physical point of view. Nevertheless, it is interesting iedstigate it purely from the mathematical
standpoint. Indeed it is not so well understood in mathezahtigor.

The first task is to realize the Hamiltonian of QED as a sejbiatl operator on an appropriate
Hilbert space, which means that the Hamiltonian generat@sique unitary time evolution. What
we need to do mathematically is to specify conditions undeickvthe Hamiltonian is a self-adjoint
operator. The second task is to study the spectral propasfithe Hamiltonian defined as a self-
adjoint operator. The eigenvector associated with thebotf the spectrum of a self-adjoint operator
is calledground statdf it exists. We are concerned with the ground states of olftagioint operator
associated with a model in QED. Note that it is not trivial kmw the existence and uniqueness of
the ground state, since the ground state for zero couplilegnisedded in the continuous spectrum
and then the regular perturbation theary! [22] does not waodcty even for nonzero but sufficiently
weak couplings. Nevertheless, we can give a sufficient timmdsuch that the unique ground state
exists.

Before starting a rigorous discussion, we roughly review model for readers’ convenience.
Informally, the standard Hamiltonian of QED in the Coulomdugewithout external potentials is
given by

H — e+ Hon - @ /R Wt (e WA, (X)dx + a2 / W eOWw (v)w(y)

dxdy, 1
RS x—y] y, (1)

wherea € R denotes the coupling constant,the Dirac field,A; the quantized radiation fieldy!,
j =1,2,3, 4x 4 Dirac matrices satisfying canonical anticommutatiomatiehs, andHe; andHpp the
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kinetic term of the Dirac field and the photon field, respastivHere, ultraviolet cutoffg,, and xe
are imposed ol andy, respectively. All the definitions are given rigorously iaclion 2. The first
two terms on the right-hand side i (1),

Hel + th7 (2)

describe the zero coupling Hamiltonian which is a well definennegative self-adjoint operator on
the tensor product of a Fermion Fock space and a Boson Fock,sfigep, and the bare vacuum
of Fgep is its unique ground state. While the third term describesrtinimal coupling between
the Dirac field and the quantized radiation field, the lagntes derived from the Coulomb gauge
condition.

Although [1) is a standard Hamiltonian in QED in the Coulonauge, it is not clear iH with
a # 0 is well defined and can be realized as a self-adjoint opebatonded from below. One of the
simplest ways to realizel as a well defined self-adjoint operator is to introduce a spatial cutoff
function x, and thus, we define the spatial cutoff Hamiltonian by reptathe Dirac fieldy with x (.
Namely our Hamiltonian turns out to be of the form

Hy = Hel+ Hon+ @ /R3 X)W 0al p(x)A;| (x)dx

‘ t t
RexR? x—y]
Suppose thay satisfies that
© X)X (V)] ©
/R3 Ix(x)|dx < and /R3><R3 dedy < oo, 4)

By virtue of (4) it can be seen that the interaction terni_ini$3) well defined symmetric operator and
moreoverH, is a self-adjoint operator bounded from below for@lE R. Hy is the main object in
this paper.

Next, we study the spectral propertiesHf.
(Translation invarianck SinceH has no external potential, it is translation-invariard,,H is invari-
ant under transformation

Y(x) = w(x+a), Aj(x)—=Aj(x+a)

for arbitrarya € R3. It is crucial, however, that the spatial cutoff breaks tinéslation invariance.
Thus, the cutoff could be regarded as an external potential.
(Ground state)n addition to [(4) supposing integrability:

[ Mlx09lax < e, ©

we can show thaltl, has a unique ground state for a sufficiently small couplingstant under the
infrared regularity condition :
[ Xpn(K)[?
re w(k)3
wherew(k) = |k| denotes the dispersion relation of photons.
(Total chargé Let

dk < oo, (6)

Q=N, —N_ (")
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be the total charge of the Dirac field, wheéMe (resp.N_) denotes the number operator for electrons
(resp. positron). Sincgy™(x)(x) leaves the total charge invariant for eachR?; €'9H,e7"Q = H,,

Hy leaves the total charge invariant. Théiyep is decomposed with respect to the spectrum of the
total charge as

Foep=EP T2 8

zeZ

It can be shown that the unique ground statélgfbelongs tddy, i.e., the total charge of the ground
state is zero.
Finally, we also establish that, has no spectral gap, i.e., the gap between the bottom of the
spectrum and that of the continuum is closed. This is estaddi by constructing asymptotic fields.
The main roles of the spatial cutoff are:

(1) it ensures well defined self-adjointness of the Hamiéon
(2) it leaves the total charge invariant;
(3) it breaks translation invariance and serves as an extpatential.

The spectral analysis of this kind of system has been desdlopthe last decade, and many results
have been obtained. In particular, this paper is inspired\tai-Hirokawa [4], where generalized
spin-boson (GSB) models are studied. Dimassi-Guillot |rid Barbaroux-Dimassi-Guillot [8] also
study QED, in which the Hamiltonian has an external poténtia[L11], [8] the self-adjointness of
the Hamiltonian, and the existence and uniqueness of thendrstate are established under certain
conditions. Furthermore, Bach-Frohlich-Sigal [7], Spha6], Gérard[[13], and Grisemer-Lieb-Loss
[15] and references therein discuss related models.

Finally, we provide several technical comments compariith the GSB models studied in![4].

(Existence of the ground state)In order to prove the existence of the ground state, we use the
momentum lattice approximation. References [[].] [19] proke existence of the ground
state by combining the spatial localization of nonrelati¢i electrons and the momentum
lattice approximation. In our case, the spatial local@atis converted into the assumption
Jre IX|X(x)dx < . Note that the interaction terms in GSB models are of the lginfigrm
z'j\':lAj ® Bj. Thus, the localization argument is not needed in GSB models

(Unigueness of the ground state)The physically realistic dispersion relatiorcigk ) = |k|. Namely,
photons are massless. Thus, in showing the uniqueness gfahed state, the min-max prin-
ciple applied in[[4] for massive boson is not applicable téasl, we apply the strategy given in
[16].

(Non-compact resolvent) In [4], the fermion term of the zero coupling Hamiltonian ssamed to
have a compact resolvent. In our case, howedgrhas no compact resolvent sinaéHg|) =
{0} U [m, ). So, we apply the strategy given in [7], ]1€], [19] for nomtdlistic QED.

(Asymptotic fields) In [21], the asymptotic field is constructed for massive sadg¢owever, since
we have to cover massless cases, we construct it througtati@nary phase method discussed
in [12], [18].



This paper is organized as follows: Section 1 is devoted timidg the Hamiltonian with spatial
cutoffs, which is a slight generalization &f, mentioned above, and stating the main results. In
Section 2, we prove that for sufficiently small values of tbeming constant, a unique ground state
of the Hamiltonian exists under the infrared regularity dition. In section 3, the spectral scattering
theory is considered and it is shown that the spectral gafpéed. Section 4 proves that the total
charge of the ground state is zero.

1.1 Boson Fock Spaces and Fermion Fock spaces

Let X andY be Hilbert spaces oveZ. We denote byw2X the n-fold symmetric tensor product &f
and by®2]Y the n-fold anti-symmetric tensor product 9f The boson Fock space ov&ris defined

by
To(X) i= B_o(@0X) 1= {w = (W20 WO 02, 3 92y < oo} ,
n=

and the fermion Fock space ovgby
Fi(Y) = Dr_o(©RY) = {w = {WIo| W e sl 5 Wy < oo} -
n=

Fp(X) is the Hilbert space with the inner produep, W) = yo_o(®M, W) 1y, and alsadi(Y) is
the Hilbert space with the same inner product. In this pater,inner productg, f)4 of Hilbert
spaceX is linear inf and anti-linear irg. LetS, : @"X — ®2X andA, : ®"Y — ®1Y be orthogonal
projections. Fog € X, the creation operatoA™ (&) on Fp(X) is defined by

AW = vVn+1S(Exw™), n>1,
and(A*(&)¥)© = 0, while the creation operatdd*(n) onJt(Y) is defined by
B (MW" =Vn+1Aua(new), n>1,

and(B*(n)¥)© = 0. The annihilation operator&(&) and B(n) are defined by the adjoint operators
of A*(¢) and B*(n), respectively. Lefdp = {1,0,---} € Fp(X) andQs = {1,0,--- } € F¢(Y). We
denote the boson-finite particle subspace 6ver X by

T = L{A (&) A (&), Qo | & €MLj =1 .0, neNY,
and the fermion-finite particle subspace o¥ec Y by
F"(N) = L{B"(N1)---B*(M)Qr, Q| nj €N,j=1,---,n, neN}.

For simplicity, we calGﬁ”(DC) the finite particle subspace. The domainA6{¢ ) is given by

DA (&) = {W={¥"}70 € Fo(X)

iH(A*(E)W)(”)Hénx <},

It is seen that the domains Af (¢) andA(&’) include the finite particle subspace, and leave it invari-
ant. They satisfy the canonical commutation relations erfitite particle space:

[AG), A (€N = (&,&)x,  [AG), Al =[A"(§), A"(&))] =0,
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where[A, B] = AB— BA. On the other hand3*(n) andB(n’) are bounded offt(Y), and satisfy the
canonical anti-commutation relations 8n(Y):

{B(n),B"(n")}=(n,n")y,  {B(n),B(n")}={B"(n),B"(n")} =0,

where{A,B} = AB+BA
Let X be an operator o{ The second quantization operatr,(X) on F,(X) is defined by

= jth

n
dlp(X @no(z .|®\x/®|...®|)).

In the same way adl',(X), we definedl';(Y) onY for an operatol .

1.2 Radiation Fields

In this paper, we consider the photon field quantized in thel@ob gauge.
Let
Fon = Fp(L*(R% C?)), 9)

ande (k) = (e}(k))?zl, r =1,2, be the polarization vector satisfying
ak) e k) =35, k-ek), aekeR: (10)

For f € L2(R3), letaj(f) = A*((f,0)) and a3(f) = A*((0,f)). Then,a (f) anda;(g) satisfy the
canonical commutation relations:

[ar (), & (9)] = & r(f,0),
[ar(f), a(9)] = [ (), & (9)] =0,

on the finite particle subspace. The energy of a photon witmemumk € R3 is given by

w(k) = |K|. (11)

The free Hamiltonian of the photon field is defined by

Hoh = dlMp(w). (12)
Let j
frjx(k) — Mj (13)
’ 2(2m)2w(k)

where €, (k) = & (k)e7*. The quantized radiation field is defined by

Aj(x) = ;Z(ar(fr!x) +a; () (14)

We assume the following conditions.



(A.1) (Ultraviolet cutoff for the photon field)

2
fe

dk < o and /
R3
Let f € D(w /?). Itis seen thai(f) anda’(f) are relatively bounded with respectlﬂ#z, ie.,

1/2
for W e D(H),

Xph(K)
w(k)

2
dk < o

Xph(K)
w(k)

f
Jac (W] < | IHG (15)
* f 1/2
& (W] < = [[IHh2Wl + 1. (16)
J@

ThenA(x) is also relatively bounded with respectl-tlﬁr/]2 ;

h oy gl/2 h
AW < 3 (M5 [ 2]+ MET W], (17)
r=12
h j )
where Mg | = H\/% for k=1,2,r=1,2and j=1,23.

1.3 Dirac Fields
Next, we define the Dirac field. Let

Fe1 = Ft(L2(R3;CY)).
The energy of an electron with momentymis given by

Em(p) = VM2 +p?, M >0,

whereM denotes the mass of an electron and we fix it. The free Harahoof the Dirac field is
defined by
Hel = drf(EM), (18)

Let
hD(p):ap+BM7 S(p):S'pv
whereal, j = 1,2,3 andf be the 4x 4 matrix satisfying the canonical anti-commutation relati

{al,a'} =25, {aj,B} =0, B2=1, (19)

ands = (sj)?:1 denotes the angular momentum of spin. Throughout this payeefix them. The

spinorsus(p) = (u(p))i*_, describe the positive energy part with sgiandvs(p) = (Vi(p))f, the
negative energy part with spgps=+1/2:

ho(p)us(p) = Em(P)us(p),  s(p)us(p) = sip|us(p),
ho (P)Vs(p) = —Em(P)Vs(P),  S(P)vs(P) = SIP|Vs(P)-



These form an orthogonal base®@ft

Us(P) " Ur (p) = Vs(P) Ve (P') = Bsr v Em(P)VEM(P'),  Us(p)"Ve(p) = Vs(p) ur(p’) = 0.
Moreover, the completeness condition is satisfied
(W(P) (p)" + V(P (P)") = &
s=11/2
Let us set the creation operators by
bi/Z(f) = B*(t(fvovovo))v b*—l/Z(f) = B*(t(07 f7070))7
I/Z(f) = B*(t(ovoa fao))v djl/Z(f) = B*(t(070707 f))’

for f € L?(R3). Then, the creation and annihilation operators satisiyOAR:

{bs(f),b7(9)} = {ds(f),d; (9)} = &:(f,9),
{bs(f),br(9)} = {ds(f),dr(9)} =0,
{bs(f),dr(9)} = {bs(f),d; (9)} =0.

Let

Xel(P)Usx(P) L Xe(P)%x(p)
eewm T | -

(2m)%Em(p)
whereus, (p) = Uy(p)e™P* and Ve, (p) = Vs(—p)e "™,
The field operator for electron is defined by

Wix) =Y (bs(dsy) +(hsy)). (21)

S=+

glsx(p) =

1
2
We assume the following conditions.

(A.2) (Ultraviolet cutoff for the Dirac field)

e

It is seen thabs(f) andds(f) are bounded withibs(f)|| = ||ds(f)|| = || f||. Then, we can see that

Xel(p)
Em(p)

2
‘dp<oo

G (x)]| <MP, | =1, 4, (22)
e eVl
Whel’eleﬂ = Zs:ﬂ/z H \/);;TUSEM H \/)2(7; — )




1.4 Total Hamiltonian

The total Hilbert space is defined by
Foep = TeI ® Fph, (23)
and the decoupled Hamiltonian Giyep by
Ho=He® 1 +1 @ Hph. (24)

In order to define the interaction, we introduce spatial #utmctions x; and x; satisfying the
following properties.

(A.3)
X (%) Xu (Y)]
X)|dx < oo, / X0 X )] Gydy < o,
[l o s oy
If xi € L%5(R3), it follows from the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequalitf23]; 4.3 Theorem) that

dxdy < const||xu [|Zes-

/ X (X) Xu(y)|
RIxR® (XY

LetWe D(I® H;r/]z). Then, we can define the functional : Foep — C by
(@) = 3 [ X000 (a0 9 AW, B
]

Since||Aj(x)W|| and||y(x)| are uniformly bounded with respectxdy (17) and[(2R),

1/2
(@) < (L0 @HAWI+RIV] ) [ (25)
follows, where
Li=2lxillu > ot | MP'ME'MES (26)
IABIAS
R=lnlu > | MPMEME] . (27)
J,L10r

Here, we used|x|| 1 < o in (A.3). By the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a uniegter
=y € Fgep such that
qu((D) = (EqJ, (D) forall ®e ?QED-

Let us defineH/ : Foep — Foep by
H W Sy (28)

It is seen from[(2b) that
2
IHW] < Ll @ HYD W]+ R W] (29)



We may denotéd/ formally by

H/ :/Rax|(x)w*(x)crjw(x)®Aj(x)dx.
In the similar adH/, let us define the functionaly : Foep — C by

qQu(®P) = /R3><R3 W (W XYY (y)g(y) @1W, qJ)fT”QED dxdy.

It is seen that byA.3)
|Gu(P)] < (Mn Z(MF'Mﬁ')2> W<, (30)

lv,

whereM); := [r3, g3 dedy. Then by the Riesz representation theorem, there existisjaain

vectorYy € Fgep such that
qQu(®) = (Yy,®) forall  ® € JFgep.

Then we can definkl;, by
H/ W Y. (31)

By (30), it is seen thakt;, is bounded with

[[H [ < My Z(W'MS')Z- (32)

,V

We may also denotH;, formally by

i = o2 0w (y)ty) oty

Now let us define the total Hamiltonian under consideratipn b
H=Hg+ H/(K|,K||)7 (33)

where
H/(K|,K||) = K|H|/—|—K|| |'||/|> K, K € R. (34)

Lemma 1.1 (Self-adjointness)
Assume thatA.1)-(A.3) hold. Then, H is self-adjoint o®(Hp). Moreover, H is essentially self-
adjoint on any core of pland bounded from below.

Remark 1.1 By the previous lemma, it can be seen that H is essentialhad@int on
Do = T (D(Em))EF (D (w)), (35)

el

where® denotes the algebraic tensor product.



Next let us consider the spectrum Mf and Hpn. It is well known thato(He) = {0} U [M, ),

0(Hpn) = [0,) and gp(Hel) = 0p(Hpn) = {0}. Then, the spectrum dfly = Hei® | +1 @ Hpn is

0(Hp) = [0,) and the point spectrum igp(Ho) = {0}. It is also seen tha,Qo = 0, where
Qp = Qe ® Qpn. Since the ground state energy OHyf is embedded 0, »), it is not trivial to see
thatH has the ground state for nonzetoandk, .

To prove the existence of the ground statéiofve introduce following assumptions.

(A.4) It holds thatyph € LE (R®).

loc

(A.5) It holds that ‘
L, Xxi(ldx < e
R3

(A.6) (Infrared regularity condition)

It holds that
/R3 V)

Theorem 1.2 (Existence of ground state)
Assume thatA.1)-(A.6) hold. Then for sufficiently smdk, | and |k, |, H has a ground state.

2
K
Xon )3 dk,  j=123r=12

Next let us investigate the multiplicity of the ground statén order to show the uniqueness of the
ground state and the existence of the asymptotic field, wesraatronger assumption théh.4).

(A.7)  There exists a closed s&p, C R3 with the zero Lebesgue measure such that
Xph € C*(R3\Opp) and & € C*(R3\Opp), j=1,2,3,r=12.

Proposition 1.3 (Uniqueness of ground state)
AssuméA.1)-(A.7). Then, for sufficiently smalk, | and|k;, |, dimker(H — Eg(H)) = 1.

In addition, we investigate the spectral scattering theloey us assume the following condition.

(A.8) There exists a closed s8t C R® with the Lebesgue measure zero such that

Xel, Us, Vs € C®(R3\Og), s=+1/2. (36)

Example :
Let us take the standard representation

- 0 ol | 0
O’J:<ai o)’ B:<o |>’
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whereo?! = < 2 é > 0% = ( ? 6' > ando® = < é _01 > Then, the angular momentum of

the spiniss= ( g g ) Let us seO = {p = (p1, P2, P3) \ p1 # 0 orpp # 0} and

%<D1—ip2> +<ps—|pl>
p ¢ O’ i p ¢ Ov
Plp B 2lp|(Ip|- +1i
. (p) = pI(pl p3>1 ps—[p| @ (p) = pI(pl p3>0 p1+ip2
0 peO, 1 pcO

LetA.(p) = %\ /14+Epn(p)~L. Thenitis seen that
A+ (P) @ (p) FA-(p)e:=(p)
Ua1/2(P) = <if\+—(p)<pi(p)> - VaelP) = <if\+(p)<pi(p)>'
Thenuys, uss € C*(R3\0).

Theorem 1.4 (Asymptotic photon fields)
SupposdA.1)-(A.3),(A.6) and (A.7). Let& € D(w Y/?). Then for¥ € D(H), the asymptotic field

& 1o (§)W = S—tirl]meim e tHo(| & ¢ (£))eHogtH g,

exists.

Theorem 1.5 (Asymptotic Dirac fields)
SupposgA.1)-(A.3)and (A.8). Letn, ¢ € L2(R3). Then, the asymptotic fields

bi () :=s— lim e™e ™ (bi(n) w1)eoe ™,
haul@) =5 Jim &M () 1 toe
: lim
exist.

By using the asymptotic fields, we can obtain the followingaitem.

Theorem 1.6 (Absence of spectral gap)
Suppose thatA.1)-(A.8)hold. Theno(H) = [Eg(H), »).

Finally, we consider the total charge of the ground statee filimber operators of the electron
and the positron
Ny =dre((1,1,0,0),  N-=dr¢('(0,0,1,2)), (37)
respectively, and the total charge
Q=N_—N_. (38)

Sincey* (x)Y(x) leaves the total charge invariggt* (x) @(x), Q] = 0, itis proven in Lemma 4]2 that
H also leaves the total charge invarigf®®'He Q%! = H. Then,Foep is decomposed with respect
to the spectrum of the total charge as

Foep =Pz (39)

zeZ
We will prove that the total charge of the ground state is zero

11



Theorem 1.7 (Total charge of ground state)
AssumgA.1)-(A.6). Let Wy be the ground state of H. Then for sufficiently smaijl and |k, |,

2 Ground States

2.1 Self-adjointness

It is noted that, by the spectral decomposition theoremallog > 0, there exists a positive number
ce > 0 such that for all € D(Hpn),

1/2
IHI2W]| < €] HonW|| +ce | @]l (40)

(Proof of Lemmal.1)
By (40) and[(29), we see that fdt € D(Hy),

[H/W]| < eLy||HoW|| + (ceLi + Ry (W] (41)
From (32) and[(41), it follows that fo¥ € D(Ho),
[IH (ki ki)Wl < glki[Lil[HoW |l + (ki (celi + Ri) + s [[Hi D[P (42)

Let us takes > 0 such ag|k||L; < 1. Then the Kato-Rellich theorem reveals thiats self-adjoint
onD(Hp), essentially self-adjoint on any coreld$, and bounded from belovll

2.2 Existence of Ground State

To prove the existence of a ground stateHafwe introduce some Hamiltonians approximatidg
For m> 0, letwm(k) = w(k) + mandHun(m) = dlMp(wn). Let

H(m) = Ho(m) + H'(ki, ki), (43)
whereHo(m) = He @ | +1®@ Hpp(m).

In order to prove the existence of a ground statéi0fn), we apply the momentum lattice approxi-
mation (e.q.[[4],[[7],[08],[11],[[14] ,[17],[[18] ). Fo¥ > 0 andL > 0, we set

2n 2 .
= VZS = {q = (Q1>QZ>Q3)|Qj = an nj € 27 ] = 17273}7

T .
rV,L:{q:(QLQZaQS) € rV| |qj|+\_/ < L7 J:17273}7

Mv

andJphy = Fp(2(My)@L3(Ty)). We can identifyJpn v with a closed subspace 6f,,. For a lattice
point g € 'y, we setCqy = [15_4[0j — F.0; + &) C R

Let
Wny(K) =5 am@xce k), (FOVK) = § fh(axe, k),

qely qelvi
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wherexc,, is the characteristic function dyv. In addition let us sef frl;x)'-(k) = XL(k)(fr‘;x)(k)
for xL(k) = Xj—Lu (ki) X[-Ly (K2) X(—L L) (ks). LetFy = Fe1 @ Fpny. We introduce the operators

Hov (M) = He @ 1 +1 @ Hony (M),

whereHpny (M) = dlMy(wmy ), and
HiLy =3 [ 000 (W 00a W @ A7 09) dx,
J

=3 000 (¥ (9100 @ AF00)

whereArV () = 5 (a((fh)"Y)+a (1Y), A = 5 (a((fhb) +a((fhY)).
r=1.2 r=12
Let us set

H|_7v(m) = Ho7v(m) + K|H|/7|_7V + Kj H|/| (44)
H._(m) = Ho(m) —|-K|H|/7|_+K||H|/|. (45)

In similar fashion to the proof of Lemma 1.1, it can be proveatH, y (m) andH,_(m) are self-adjoint,
and essentially self-adjoint on any coretdfy andHo(m), respectively. In particulaHy(m) is
essentially self-adjoint o3\, := n(DEW))® oh(D(wmy)), andH (m) on Dg' := Fgl'(D(Ewm))
& T (D())-
Lemma 2.1 AssumédA.1)-(A.3). Then

Eo(H) < |ku||[Hi\ | (46)
holds, where E(H) =info(H).
(Proof) Let Wey € D(Hel) and ||Well| = 1. ForW = W@ Qph,

(W, HW) = (Wei, HeWer) + Kit (Wel, Hjj Wer) < (Wer, HaWer) + [Ku | [[Hy |-

Here we used tha(Qph,thQph) =0 and (Qph,Aj (X)Qph) =0. Then,Eo(H) < (l-Pe|,He|l-|Je|) +
K| [[Hy Il and hencégg(H) < Eo(Her) + [ku | [H} [l = |kl [[Hy .

Lemma 2.2 AssumédA.1)-(A.3). Then

(1HLv (M) is reduced byFy,

(2)For sufficiently small mik;| and |k |, H_v(m) has a purely discrete spectrum jBo(H v (m)),
EO(HL’V(m)) + m).

Let qv : L2(R%) — ¢2(Ty) and Qv : Fpn — Fpnyv be the orthogonal projections. Itis seen that

Hov(M)(1 ® Qv)¥ = (I ® Qv)Hoy (M)¥. (47)
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Sinceay Xc,y = Xc,y» We also see that, by the definition/@'}"v(x),

QUATY (x)Wpn = A (x)Q W, (48)

follows. Then, ford € 7,
@0 @QHILW) = 3 [ X00(@.4" (9a w0 @ (QUATY () W)dx
]

- z /R3 X 00)(®, " () y(x) @ (Alj"v(x)Qv)qJ)dX
J

= (%, HI/7L7V(| ®Qv)W¥).

Hence, we havél @ Qv)H; | W =H/ (1 ®Qy)¥ for W € DF\,. Itis trivial to see that
(12QuH|Y=H|(1®Qy)WforWe @?fv- Then

(1®Qv)HLy (M) =HLy(m)(I ®Qv), (49)

on Dg,. Since Dg), is a core ofH v (m), we can extend (49) for a € D(Hoy (m)). Therefore,
HLv(m) is reduced byy .

(2) By (29), there existm v >0 and dm v > 0 such that

(W, HLy (M)W) — (W, Hoy (M) W)| <KiCmLy (W, 1 @ Hpny (M)W)
+ (KidmLy + kit [[Hf ) [ W%

Therefore, it can be seen that

Her® 1+ (1= KicmLv)! @ Hpny (M) — (KidmLy + & [[Hy [) < Hv (m), (50)
Hiv(m) < Hg @1+ (14 KiCmv )l @ Hony (M) + (Kidmeyv + Ki[Hp 1)), (51)

whereA < B denotes that f,Af) < (f,Bf) for f € D(A)NnD(B). Let
X|_7v(m) = H|_7v(m) — Eo(HLN(m)) —m.

We shall show thaX, v (m) has a purely discrete spectrum#m, 0), and hencéd, v (m) has a purely
discrete spectrum ifiEg(Hr v (m)), Eo(HL v (m)) +m). By (46) and[(5D), we see that

XL’V(m)
> He @1 +1® {(1— KiCmpLv)Hphv (M) — (KidmLv + Ki[|H || + Eo(HmiLy) +m)}
> He® 1 +1®{(1— Kicmrv)Hphv (M) — (KidmLv + 2 [|Hjj [ +m)}. (52)

It is noted thatl = En,([0,M)) + En,, ([M,)) andHe > MEw, ([M, )), whereEy,, is the spectral
projection ofHel. Let k;, ky andm be small such that-(kdm v + 2Ky ||Hj || +m) +M > 0. Then
we haveX, y(m) > § v (m), where

Sy (M) = Eng ([0, M) @ {(1 = K1muv ) Hpny (M) — (Kidme v + 26 {|Hip [+ m)}-
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Let {e,#}ﬁ;o and {e,;}?;o, N.. < oo, be complete orthonormal systemsJof := Ey ,,(m)([0.%0))FqeD
and¥_ = ExL,\,(m)((—°°7 |)FoeD , respectively. For a self-adjoint operatdy we set

Xt = Ex([0,00))XEx([0,00)), X" = Ex((—oo7 ])XEX((_Ooa ])7

whereEy is the spectral projection of. Then we have

N_
0> TrXey(misy > 3 (. Sv(me) > 3 (6. Sv(m) &), (53)
n=1

Here we use@ v(m) =S v(m)* +S.v(m)~ andS y(m)* > 0. SinceEy,, > 0, we see that

S.v (M)~ = Eng([0,M)) @ (1~ KiCmLy ) Hphy (M) — (KidmLy + 2K [[Hy | +m)) -
Then it follows from [53) that

[ Tr(HLy (M) — Eo(HLy (M)) —m)|

< TrEn, ([0,M)) x [Tr (1= KCmrv)Hprv (M) — (Kidmry + 2Kir [H | +m)) | < oo,
HenceX_ v (m) has a purely discrete spectrum[im,0).
Let My = ¢2(Ty) @ ¢2(Ty). We can decompos&pn asFpn =~ & o (Fonv ® (®IMy)), and hence
Foep ~ Fv @ Fy, wheredy = @y, (Fv @ (9IMy)). Forn> 1,

~ H|_V ®| B —|—| ®drb(6q/) > EO(HL’V)+nm

H
LV [ﬂ'veg(egg‘M\J/-) @ My

HenceHiv; , > Enpy +m B
il ,

Lemma 2.3 AssuméA.1)-(A.5). For sufficiently large L, there exist constantgm) > 0and b (m) >
0 independent of L such that

[Ho(m)W[| < ay(m)[[HL(m)W|| + by (m)[|¥]], ¥ e D(Ho(m)). (54)
(Proof) LetW € D(Hp). Itis seen that

[Ho(m)W|| = [HL(m)W — (kiH{\ (M) + kiHy )|
< [HLM)WI + [kl [[H] LI [ [TH -

Note that
(Xpherx) 1/2 (Xpherx)
AT ()W _ZH—HHth( )/W\|+\|7H|| W,
2(2m)3 omw v 2(2m)3 e
and Iim__mH Xp“e# o || = HX"“e”H and lim._,. | 222 X"“e” | = HX"“e#XH Hence, for sufficiently large

L, HA'J-(x)lPH is bounded unlformly ir.. By (40), |t |s seen that for akk > 0, there exists a constant
Ce such thaf|H/ | W|| < &||Ho(m)W|| + &||W||. Hence, we have

C+ KIIHHHH

1
< _—
IHo(mW| < = ML (myw] +

11l

and the proof is completed
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Lemma 2.4 AssumdA.1)-(A.5). For allze C\ R, it follows that

Jim IHLy (m) =27 = (Hu(m) —2) 7 =0, (55)
fim |(HL(m) — 27— (H(m) — 27| =0 (56)

(Proof)
We see that

(Hev (M) —2) 7 = (HL(m) = 2) ™" = (HLy (M) — 2) (1 @ (Hpn(M) — Hpny (M) (HL (M) —2)*
+ K (Hoy (M) =272 (H/ L —H/ L) (HLm) - 275 (57)

Let Cy(m) = \/:_%(\’—,T) (5= +1). Then, itis seen((]4] ; Lemma 3.1) that fét € D (Hpn(m)),
2Cy (m)

(o) oy ()] < 1o ()
hence, we obtain
10 (Hon(m) — Hony (M) (HL(T) ~2) ] < 152 s (1 () (L)~ 2] = 0,

asV — . The second term on the right-hand side[of (57) can be ettt

I(HL = HiLy)(HL(m) —2)~ Rl
< 3 lal MM IX00111 @ (A500 — A7) (Hu () —2) e

By (I5) and[(16) we see that f&@ € D (Hpn(m)¥/?)

j j \LV
(8500 A (0= < —= Z(ll 2_ (O™ Gonen) 0 e

’ V22 4\ Ven Vo o
(Xpnel)" (Xl
) Dond) >_”>.

Hence, in order to prove lign,. [|(H{ | —Hj | y)(HL(m) — 2)~1|| =0, it is enough to show that

. (Xonelx)"  (Xon€x)™Y
Jim [ bacol | e ax =o. (58)
It is seen that,
(Xphe#x)l' (Xphe#x)l"v 2 - Xph(k)eg(k) Xph(Q)eg(Q)
LU 7 <2 [ (AT AT ey (K)| dk
e v ! /.L m Z Vora) Fe
2

| Z ékx éq'X)Xquv(k) dk.
L |ge
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By the inequality|e** — €9%| < |x| |k — g|, we obtain

(Xpheg,x)l' B (Xpheg,x)l"v
Vw v Wy

. po
||2§X|J,v+|x| Yy,

where

2
) X"“ Yo ()|
gelvL

XL.V—Z/IL

2
Yv=2] ( 3 ’Xpw Do @Dl g1 ()) dk.
L \gelve

Hence, we have

| Xoneh)t  (Xpnelx)- -
oo [ DO < o+ [ ol

Here, we used the assumptiofks x| xi(X)|dx < « of (A.6). Then, by the Lebesgue dominated
convergence, we see thXtLV —0 and YLV — 0 asV — «. Then[58) is obtained, and henEel(55)
follows. We can provd:(56) similarly tﬂBS) by using Lemm3. A

Proposition 2.5
AssumgA.1)- (A.5). Then Hm) has a purely discrete spectrum [B(H(m)), Eo(H(m)) +m). In
particular H(m) has a ground state.

(Proof) By Lemmal[2.2,H, v (m) has a purely discrete spectrum [Eq(H.v(m)), Eo(HLv(m)) +
m). In addition, H_y(m) converges tdd, (m) in the norm resolvent sense ¥s — o« by Lemma
[2.4. Hence, by the general theorem ([25] ; Lemma 4H§)(m) has a purely discrete spectrum in
[Eo(HL(m)),Ep(HL(m)) +m). It is also seen thatl (m) converges tad in the norm resolvent sense
asL — oo by LemmdZ2.#4. Hencé{ (m) has a purely discrete spectrum/iy(H (m)), Eo(H(m))+m)

by the same theorem ([25] ; Lemma 4.18.

By propositior 2.8H (m) has a ground stat®:

H(m)W¥y = Eo(H(m))Wp,.

The number operator 6fy(L?(R3;C?)) is defined by
Nph = dlp(1). (59)

Lemma 2.6 Suppose thatA.1) -(A.6). Then

100 & Nop2)Wnl| < [ ; vt

Xpheg
[Wmll,

V2(2m)3 i w

where vI'' = | x[|s |, IMEME.
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(Proof) Sincewn > 0, D(Hpn(m)) C D(Npn) follows. Hence we see théty, € D(I @ Npp). Let

Xpheix
V2(2m)2w

By the commutation relation &1 anda, (), we see that for atb € Do, (I @& (f)Wm, (H —Eo(H(m)))®) =
(TH(f)Wm, ®). Hencel @ & (f)Wg € D(H*) =D(H) and

() = 1 walwh) x| X060, W alpgende  (60)

(H—Eo(H(M)l @ a (F)Wm =T ()W (61)
follow. Then by (61),

0< (I®ar(f)Wm, (H(m) —Eo(H(m))) (I ®a(f))¥m)
= —(I®@a(f)Wm, | @& (wmf)¥m)

j .
K Z/RSXI (T, %)(' Da ()W (W X PX) 2 NWmdx.  (62)

Let {gk}i_, be a complete orthonormal systeml&iR3) such thatgy € D(aﬁ(z),k > 1. By ([4];
Lemma 4.2), it is seen that for & € D(I ® Hpn(m)),

00

> 3 (oalEowlsavangw) = [Ie N W (63)
k=1r=1.2

By (62), it follows that for N < oo,

N

5 gz<<l®ar<¢g—km>wm,l®ar<m@1k>wm>

3 _ _
Tk Z /RSXI () (1 ®a (™) Wi, (U () P(x) @ 1) W) dx) <0, (64)
=1

nix _ 1 Xoh€lx

wheren, " = M(gk’m)gk' For N € N, we define

N

M(x) = > X9l Da (N )W (WA P @)W, (=123,
=1

and let

X pheix

A (X) == x1(x) (l ®&(W)

)W, (W (x)a’ Y(x) ®|)Wm> , 1=123.

Since{ok}p_; is a complete orthonormal systemldf(R3), we have

lim % rh?Lx_ Xphe%x
K=1 2(2m3whw

- Y
N—00
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for eachx. Then

A () = AL ()]

r,j.x X heix * i
< xx)(@a( Z’? b m)wm,(w x)a'P(x)@1)Wn)|
< Ixi(x |||zn”* ﬂnu & NY2 W@ (X)) () & 1 W] — 0
2(2m3wiw

asN — . We have also see that

Xpher
2(2mBwgw

Then lim\_e [rs Alil(x)dx = fRa)\,{'l(x)dx by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem. There-
fore, by takingN to « in (64),

1/2

1111 Nopy™ W[ [ Wl

W 0010x < X 00lls 3 ay IMEME

00

3 3 eal e %\ 1 o (vamg)W)

v/ W
Xpheg.x X i
Tk [ XX ®a(—=—=)¥m (" (X)a' P(x) @ 1)WPm)dx < 0.
R3 2(2n)3wiw
By (63) .
10 & NY2) W2 < [ Z 000 a2 el () 1) W)k
2(2m)2 Wi w
Xph€ o
< |K||HX|||L1 Z |a||/|M| |/ WHH ®Nl/2)le||Hl-|-’||
Thus, the proof is completed
Let
C-FeLé = EHeI([O7 5))3:e|7 o >0.
We define the orthogonal projections by
Ps=Eg,([0,8)), Ps=I1-Ps,  Po,:Fpn— L{zQpn|z€C}.

It can be proven, in similar manner to Lemfal2.3, that theist @onstantsa, > 0 and b, > 0
independent ofm such that

[Ho(mW[| <ag|H(mW[+bW[,  WeDHm). (65)

Lemma 2.7 SupposdA.1) -(A.6). Letk; be sufficiently small such théky ||H,|| < d. Then for

>0,
[Ki|Ve + [Ku|[|Hj [

0 — Eg(H(m))
wherev, = €L, (azEo(H(m)) + by) + ccL; + R and ¢ is the constant in (40).

1(P5 @ Pay,) Wl < [Wrmll,
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Remark 2.1 It is noted that (H(m)) < & follows for sufficiently smalk as |k |||H | < & by
LemmaZll.

(Proof) Itis similar to ([4] ; Lemma 4.7)R

( Proof of Theorem 1.2)

By the general theorem[([4] ; Lemma 4.9), it is enough to shuat imy_,0 Eo(Hm) = Eo(H) and
there exists a nonzero weak limit 8f,,. We see thaEo(H(m)) = (Wm, HMWn) = (Wm,HWn) +
M(Wn, | ® NohWm). Then, we have liminf_.oEq(H(m)) > Eo(H). Since limy e [|[HMWY -HWY|| =

0 for W € Dy, it is seen thaH (m) converges taH asm — o in the strong resolvent sense. Hence,
limsup,,_oEo(H(m)) < Eog(H). Thus, we see that lign,oEo(H(m)) = Ego(H). We next show that
there exists a nonzero weak limit &f,,. We assume tha{Wn| = 1 for all m> 0. Then, there
exists a subsequen({éij} such that¥ := w—limj_,. Wm, exists. Itis seen thels ® Py, =>

| —1®Nph—Ps ® Poy, follows. By this inequality, Lemm@a 2.6 and Leminal2.7 yieldtth

/ 2
O 21 3 %) (Sewm )

Assume thatiky[||H}]| < & < M. Then,Ps®Pqo, is a finite rank operator, since (He|) =
{0} U [M, ). Taking the limit of Wy, as j — « in the above inequality, it follows thafWo, (Ps ®
PQph)qu) > 0 for sufficiently smallk; andk;;. ThenWq # 0, and the proof is complete@

2.3 Uniqueness of Ground States
Lemma 2.8 AssuméA.7). Then, foré € C*(R?), there exist Q‘j >0 and q%j > 0 such that

(e oot | o G
" V/2(2m3w Sty My
(Proof) It is seen thag t@k) = (_—1|t) ‘*’év'q aikve‘i“*’(k). Using integration by parts, we obtain

/ HO) Xph ( ) e|(k<x7tw(k))dk
V22m3w(k)

1 0 Xy [ i
—— — K. (kx=tw(K) g — 2V _ (k-x—taw(k))
= | (dk\, Kw(k)) ¢ dk t Jrs Krj(k)€ dk,

whereK, (k) = & (k) Y202 e Z("“) en 0 Sinceel € C*(R3\Opp) and xpn € C*(R3), it follows that

Xphel € C™(R3\Opn). Hence foré € C*(R3\{0}), K., ,Krj €CZ(R3\Opn). By ([24];Theorem
X1.19), there exist:r{j >0 andcﬁj > 0 such that
2.

T,

14t

sup
xeR3

/ Ke.j (K d(kx—tw(k) g | <

[ @k et <
R3

7
xeR3
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and hence the proof is completdl.

(Proof of Proposition[1.3)
Let ®, W € D(H) and& € C*(R®). Let us define the bilinear forfX,Y]°: X xX — C by
X,Y]%(@,w) = (X*@,YP) — (Y*@,X ). Then, we see that

H'(ki, ki), | @a (&) dJ W) —K|Z/ Xi(X %)(Q(w*(x)aiw(x)@)%dx
= RSE(k)(dJ,T(r,k)llJ)dk,
where j «
_ Xon(K)&r ()€™ gl
TRKY =3 [ 000" T (0 (a0 1) e

It is sufficient to show thatl = Hp+H’(k, k;;) andT (r,k) satisfy the assumptior{si.1)-(H.6) in the
appendix withX = Xo+ gX’ andS(r, k) replaced byH = Ho+ H'(k;,k;;) andT(r,k), respectively.
We immediately see thadd = Ho+ H’(k;,k; ) andT(r,k) satisfy(H.1)- (H.3) and(H.5). Then the
remaining task is to sho{H.4) and(H.6). LetW, ® € D(H). Then we see that

[ EI(@, e (BT (1 )k
R

. X eixefitw o . )
=3[ HE T S0, (4 0oal g o1 o

Then by Lemma 218, an@.3), (A.6), we have

[ EW (@, BT (), w)dk
R

< 5ty MEMPI] 9] (s [ b b (010 ) gy
J’ ., !

Hence, we obtain/zs & (K)(®, e tH-EoH)+@l))T (1 k) W)dk € L1([0,),dt). Itis also seen that

ayget Den(k )l (k)|
HT(nk)WI!SHmHu(% al M ()>u I

and hence/z: || T (r,k)W||2dk < . Therefore(H.4) follows. It is seen that for any ground statg
of H,

el (k
J(H — EofH) + (k) T (1K) W] < (uxluu 3 la ./|M.‘*'Me'%> 9]

Hence(H.6) follows. &
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3 Asymptotic fields

3.1 Existence of asymptotic fields

Let
& (&) = e Mol @ (g))dtHoe ™
and
bﬁs,t(r’) _ tH e—itHo(bﬁS(n) 1 )eitHoe—itH7 dg,t(Z) _ gtH e—itHo(dg(Z) 1 )eitHoe—itH’
whereX* = X or X*.

It is proven, in a manner similar to that used in the proof ahined 2.3, that there exiap > 0,by >0
such that
[HoW|| < ao||HWI| + bol|¥]|. (66)

(Proof of Theorem[1.4) _ _ _ _

Let £ € C5(R®\Opn). We see thae "ol @ g (&)™ = | @ & (e"?Z). Let ®(t) =e ™ d and
W(t) =e "MW for d, W c D(H). By the strong differentiability o™ W andeHow with respect to
tl

(P, a7(8)W) — (Par1,(§)W)

- {—K. 5 [ X0, 1o <¢<t>,<w*<x>aiw<x>®l)%t))dx}dt
I

To

By Lemmd 2.8 andA.6),

K| Z/ Xi (X)€" P&, )12 (D), (P (x)al y(x) @ 1)W(t))dx
T /R

1
+t)°

Hencel|a, 1 (£)W —a.1/(&)W|| < const.f{, i dt — 0, asT,T" — co. Thus, for & € C5'(R*\Opn),
A (&)W =s—limi_wa(§)W exists forW € D(H). Let f € D(w/?). SinceCF(R3\Op) is a
core ofw~Y2, there exists a sequen¢é,} C CF(R3\Opn) such that| f, — f| — 0, and|| w2, —

w Y2f|| — 0 asn — 0. Then fort’ <t,

lare (F)¥ —ary (W] <[lar (€7 (f — fn))e ™ W] + [[ace (fo) W —ace (fa) W]
+flar (e O(f — f)e . (68)

S ALY (il [ I 910x) oo (67)
J7 s !

By (13), (40), and((86),
lar (67" (f — fn))e ™ W|| < H%H(anIIHWII +(ebo+Ce) [WI)) + [T — ful[[¥]| = O, (69)

asn — . Hence by[(6B)||ar: ()W — &y (f)W| — 0, ast,t’ — . B
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Lemma 3.1 Letn, { € L2(R3). Then

[0 (%) W (%), br(m)] = — (1, G ) Y (%), (70)
[45°(0) (%), de()] = (Z, D)4 (). (71)
By Lemmd 3.1, it follows that
[ ()al(x),bs(n)] = - g afy (1, Gsx) W (x), (72)
W ()l g(x),ds()] = ga.{.«z,h';x) U (), (73)
[P(P(y), be()) == 3 (7. gby)P OO (Y) + (1, 6h) W (X0P(Y) ) (74)
p(0P(y), ()] =3 (2. 1y )W () + (€. hs) 95 ()P (Y)) (75)

(Proof of Lemmal3.1)
We see that by the anti-commutation relations

(05 (95,0)bs (G ), br ()] = —{05(g5x), be (1)} (9% ) = — (1, G,) B by (s ).
[05 (95,03 (), br(n)] = —{05(g5x), be () 13 () = — (1, G5,) B A3 (s ),
[ds(M)bs (gl ), br ()] = —{ds(hk), br (1)} (g ) = O,
[ds(h)d (M ), br ()] = —{ds(hk). br ()} () = 0.

Hence,

||
/-\
f]
Q
X
SN—
<
~
X
N~—

[ (%) e (%), bs(n)] = —(ng'r,x)Z(bg(g )+ dg (k)

Similarly, we can obtain
[03(ak,)d3 (N ), de(0)] = ()35 tbE(Gx).
[ds(hS ) a3 (R, ), de(2)] = (2,0 ) By rOs(hk ),
[0%(gk,)bs (gl ), e (0)] = [ds(hh,)bs (gl ), dr ({)] =O.
Hence,[¢y (x) i (X), ds({)] = (£, h )y (x).

Itis known by ([24]; Theorem XI.15) that fay € C3 (R®), there exist constants(s) > 0 and¥ (s) >
0 such that

vi(s) vi(s)

RN — e h —. 76
Xsel;g\( N, sx)L2 !_(1+t)3/2 XsetégK n, sx)Lz\_(Ht)g/z (76)

We also see froni (40) and (17), that for> 0,
I AW < Ll (e)[HW][+ Rl (e)|W], (77)

23



whereLIj (€) =2eapy, Mg}’r, le (&) =73, (ZMS’?,r (ebp+ce) + Mf}’r).

(Proof of Theorem[L.5) _ _ _ _
Letn € C5(R3\Og). Itis seen thae "o (bs(n) @ 1)eo = bs(e™™vn) @ 1. Letd(t) = e "™ d and
W(t) =e "My, for ®, W € D(H), respectively. As in the case of the photon fields,

(®,bs ()W) — (P, bs 1 ()W)

:/TT{K. H/, bs(e ™) @11% (d(t), W(t)) + ki [Hf), bs(e ™ n) @ 11° (®(t),W(t)} dt. (78)
By (72),

I, e ) 117 (@0, 9(0) = = 3l [ (&7 51.6h (0,4 () 2 A $(0)ox.
2,

(79)
We also see that bi/ (¥7),

[(@(1), g (x) @ A;OW(E)| < ME[[D]| (L (e)[HW] + Rl (&) [[¥])),
and hence froni_(16)

1
(80)

|[H/, bs(e "En) @11% (@(t), W(t))| < [rall| ] Z lal MMEL] (&) W] + Rl (&) 1W])

In addition, we see that biy (I74),

i e S 01 (000, w(y) =iy, [ I (e tEn. ) 010) p00h ) 21900

(&7, gL, (D), Y ()P (y) 2 1W(1) } cecly.

By (77),
(@(t), p (X)W (y) @ 1W(1)] < M Z(MS')ZHq)HHWH (81)

v

follows. Then by[(76), we have

1

o @

|[Hil, bs(e™ ) @1]° (@(1), W(1))| < 2My (Z MF'(Mﬁ')ZHq’HHWIO

Thus, [80) and (82) yield

T

[bs7 (MW —Dbs 1 (N)W|| < const./

1
——=dt—0
T (1+1)%/2 ’

asT,T’ — o. Hence, we obtain the asymptotic fielos, (1) := s—lim¢_,« bst (N )W for n € C3(R3).
SinceCg (R3) is dense inL2(R?) and||bs¢(n)|| < ||n]|, we can extend the asymptotic fields.,(n)
for n € L2(R3). The proof is thus completed
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3.2 Basic Properties of the Asymptotic Fields

Lemma 3.2 AssumdA.1)-(A.3), (A.5), (A.7) and (A.8).
(1) Let n,Z € L3(R3). Then for®, W € D(H),

(®, Bsza(MW) = (Bs oo (NP, W), (P, Usew({)W) = (D510 ()P, W).
(2) Let& € D(w /?). Then ford, ¥ € D(H),
(P, & 10 (§)W) = (& 10 (§) P, WP).

(Proof)
Itis seen that

(®,bs00()W) = lim (®,bst ()W) = lim (b5 (n)P,W) = (B oo (&) P, W).

t—+oo t—>+o0

Hence we have (1). Similarly, we can prove (l).

Lemma 3.3 Assume thafA.1)-(A.3), (A.6), (A.7). Letn, n'Z, I’ € L%(R®). It follows that,

{bsioo(n),béim(n’)} =&gs(n,n"),
{ds2e0(0), 05 1)} = 855(¢, 7)),

{bs2e(N),by +00(N')} = {ds £00({), b +0({") } = O,
{bs+e(N),dy +e({")} = {bsioo(n)7dst¢oo(5/)} =0.

(Proof) Itis seen that fok), ® € Fqep

((D7 {bsl(r’)? bz’,t(r’/)}w) = (e_itH (D7 I @ {b&t(e_itEMr’)? b;’,t(e_itEMn/)]e_itH LIJ)
= 53,5’(”7 n/)(q)7 LIJ)

Hence we obtaifbs (1), 0% ..,(N")} = &s¢(n,n’). Similarly, it can be proven in other casd®.
Lemma 3.4 AssumgA.1)-(A.3), (A.5)and(A.7). Leté, &' € D(w¥/?), k=—1,1,2. Then, orD(H),

1) [ar;tm(f)? a;’kQ:I:OO(E/)] = d.r/(fa E/)a
(2) [ar+(€), ar/ioo(f’)] = [a;k,ioo(f)a af,ioo(f’)] =0.

(Proof) Itis similar to Lemma 3130

Lemma 3.5 AssumdA.1)-(A.3), (A.5), (A.7) and(A.8).
(1) Letn,{ €L2(R®). Then, for¥ € D(H),

ML oo (MW = bl (B )W, &Ml ()W =d.. (M)t .
(2) Let& € D(w /?). Then, for¥ € D(H),
el ()W =a ()W,
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(proof)
We see that

by (8)W = g (t+H)H gi(t+t)Ho bs(dEv ) @1 ol () Ho i (t+t)H tH

By takingt’ — 4o, we obtain(1) . We can prové2) similarly to (1). ®

Sincea; (&) mapsD(H 3/2) to D(Hpn), it can be proven that ..,(&) mapsD(|H|¥?) to D(H) in the
similar way as ([18] ; Lemma 4.10, Lemma 4.11). Then by thersjrdifferentiability ofe™ W and
Lemmd 3.5, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6
AssumdA.1)-(A.3), (A.5), (A.7) and (A.8).
(1) Letn, { € D(Ewn). It follows that onD(H),

[Ha bS;I:OO(r’)] = _bSiW(EMn)7 [Ha b;ico(r’)] - b;,ico(EMr’)a
H, ds+00({)] = —0s+e(Em{), H, 05 1({)] = ds 1o (Em{).
(2) Leté € D(w Y?)ND(w). It follows that on D(|H|¥/?),

H, &+ (&)] = —ar 2w (W), H, & 1w(§)] = & 1o (WE).

Lemma 3.7
Assumé€A.1)-(A.3), (A.6) (A.8). LetWe be an eigenvector of H with the eigenvalue E. Then
(1)forn, € L(R3),
bs,ioo(r’)q"E = 07 ds,ioo(()lpE = 0,
(1) for & € D(w 1/?),
& +e0(§)We = 0.

(Proof)
Letnn € C3(R3\Oq). We see that

Ibs (M) We |l = € bs(e™"Fvn) @ le™ ™ We|| = |Ibs(e™"En) @ I Wel|.

Let ® = b (1), (M), (&) -+ 05, ({n)Qet ® Opn € Fer (C(R®\Oer) )T (D (). By the
anti-canonical commutatlon relation,

Ibs(e™"En) @ 10|

éZl(e‘i‘EMn,nj)Lzl@.sjHb;('h) b*(m) -bg, (Nn)dr, ({1) -+ dr , (v ) Qel @ Pohl|.
=

By ([24] ; Theorem XI1.19) there exists a const&tsuch that|(e MEME &)2| < 1+t)3/2 Hence, we
have lim o, ||| @ & (e7"“&)®|| = 0. SinceFe)(C*(R*\Oel)) @I TH(D(w)) is a core ofH, we obtain

|bse (N)We|| = 0 for n € C3(R3\Og). SinceCq (R3\Og)) is dense in.2(R3) andE,,"/? is a bounded
operator, we can extend for ajl € L(R®). Thus, we can complete the proof @). (2) is proven
similarly to(1). B
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Let Wqy be a ground state ¢1. We next consider the asymptotic/mut-going Fock space. Let
|7 * * * > * *
ﬂoom =L {arl,ico(fl) T arn,ico(fn)bsl,ioo(nl) T ba,ioo(m )drl,ioo(zﬂ T drm.ico(zm) LIJQ?
| & eD(w Y?), nj, &e Lz(RS)}_,

where D~ denotes the closure db. We setFoo := {z2Wy| z€ C}. Let us define the asymptotic
in/out-going Fock space e = @y mTtu" Let

FMM =L (&, (&) -85, (En)b3, (1) - b5 (M1)di, (G1) - i, (dm) Qel @ Qi
| &eD(w ), 0. bee L2<R3>} .
We define the wave operator By.™ : F0m _y gbm py
W ", (&) -2, (&n)b5, (1) -+~ b5 (), (Za) - *<zm>9e.®:zph

=8, w(81) 8 te(n )b; teo(MM1) 0§ e (M) A7, 10 (2) - DT 1o (dm) Wy
By the commutation relations given by Leminal3.4 and lerima/&3™ can be extended to the

unitary operator fromd™M onto FLM. Let Wee = &) ijE‘c'om.

(Proof of Theorem[1.6)
Let& e D(wY?),i=1,---,n, nj€L?R®, j=1,---,1,and { € L>(R%),k=1,--- ,m. By Lemma
3.5,

et A, 100(€1) &, 100 (En)Dg) eo(M1) - DG oo (M7, 460 ({1) - Af oo ({m) Wy
= ¢'FolH arl,ioo(eltwfl) -, ioo(eltwfn)
X b;ioo(eitEM Ny)---bg, ioo(eltEM n)dz,. ioo(eltEM Q1) d;mioo(eitEM {m) Wy
Then,et leavesF .., invariant, and hencH is reduced by ... Then,
WiwétH"ar( ) a, (&n)bs; (1) -+~ bg (M)dr, ({1) - - dy, ({m)Qel @ Qph
A (51) ar, (&n)bg, (1) -+~ bg (M)dy, (¢1) - - - dr, ({m)Qer @ Qph.

Thus, we obtain\, et (Ho+EMH)) — dtHW, ., onF L. Then we haveHy +Eg(H) = Wi, H 5, Wi
Thus, we obtaino(Hp + EO(H)) C g(H), and hencéEg(H),~) C ag(H). On the other hand, it is
trivial to seeo(H) C [Eo(H), ). Hence, the proof is completell

4 Total Charge of Ground States

Itis seen that fon,{ € L2(R3),

[N, bs(n)] = =bs(n), [Ny, bs(n)] = —bs(n), (83)
[N-,d:({)] = —dr (), [N-,dr({)] = —dr({), (84)

on I (L*(R3%CY)).
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Lemma 4.1 It follows that ong™"(L2(R3; C*))

QUi ()] =0,  [Qui(x) gy (x)] = (85)

for eachx € R3.

(Proof)
By (83) and[(84), it is seen that

[N, b3 (95) 03 (9 )] = b3 (ak,)d2 (O ), [N, ds(hb)bs (g )] = — (k) bs (0% ),
and
[N, 0 (g5 ) bs (gl )] = [N, ds(h)dg (h )] = O.
We also see that

[N_, b3 (95.) 03 (g )] = b3 (ak,)d2 (O ), [N=, ds(hi )by (g )] = — (Nt )bs (0% ),

and , /
[vab;(glsx)bs’(gls’.x)] = [vads(hlsx)d;’(hls’.x)] =0.

Hence, [N, g (X)* (i (x)] = [N_, ¢ (%) ()] = T (b5 (95,003 (9% ) — ds(hk)bs (g )) follows.
|

Lemma 4.2 AssuméA.1)-(A.3). Then e''Q leavesD(H) onto itself and
eitQ®| He—itQ®| _ H, (86)
onD(H).

(Proof)
Let W € Do with W = af (&1)---aF (&n)bg, (M1) - -~ bg (ni)dz, ({1) - b7, ({m)Qel @ Qpn. It is trivial to
seelQ® |1, Hg] =0. For® € D(H), it is seen from Lemmia 4.1 that

(@.[Qe 1, HJ W) = [ X(9(®. [Q ¢ (x)alp(x)] & A () W)dx =0,

@QelHIW == [ )“',(X%X'y'fy)@, QU (WU () wly)] & 1W)axdly =0

Hence, we obtaiflQ® I, H|W = 0. Since¥ is an analytic vector of, we get

00

e|tQ®IH |tQ®I Z adQHLIJ HY,

whereaddH :=H, adjH := [Q,ad} *H], n> 1. SinceDy s the core oH, we obtaine ' He "=y —
HWfor D(H). A
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(Proof of Theorem[1.7)
From (72) and[(73) it is seen that for, ¥ € D(H),

[H!, bs(n / )(®,F. (s,p)W)dp, 87)
HL (@@ W) = [ T(F) )W)dp, (88)

where
P == 3 al [ X(5ka(P) (00 @ Ay (9190 (89)
sPIY = 3 aly [ NI (P) 4 (XA 1w (90)

and

Hi b()°(@,%) = [ 1(P)(®,G(5P)W)ceolp. O1)
[H), ds(¢ / )W) 50eadp, (92)

where
=3 /R o Julx x X;| (0hy (PIPOY(¥) + Gh(P) Y1 (X)p(y)) @1 dxdy  (93)
epw=3 [ TR (0 p)p0ur () (o) 0 () 1 ey (04
Let Wy be the ground state ¢f. In a manner similar ta [19], we can obtain the pull-throughfula
((NF2@ 1) W2 = HM/ I(H—Eo+Em(p) " (KiF(S,p) +KuG(s,p) Wol°dp.  (95)

It is seen that fronfA.3) and [77)
IFe(sp)¥l < 5 o'y 19 o (P11 llLtMi (L] (£)Eo(H)| + Ri (€)Wl (96)
J~ ’/

1G+(s,p)Wgll < ZZ 1Gs0(P) M (MJ)2ME!| W | (97)

Then, there exist constants (s) > 0 andv, (s) > 0 such that

|
1(H — Eo(H) + Em(p) " (KiF+ (S.P) 1 K1 G (5.P)) Wa < (kipts (8) + kv () — =Py

Em(p)
(98)

Similarly, there exist constanfs_(s) > 0 andv_(s) > 0 such that

I(H = Eo(H) + Ew(p)) L (F_(8.p) + K1 G (,p)) Wall < (ki (9~ kv ()— 22y,

Em(p)
(99)
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Note thatD(dl's(Em)) € D(NL). By (@5), (98) and[(99), for sufficiently smati andk,, it follows

that
(Wg, Nt Wg) + (Wg,N_Wg) < 1.

Now let us consideWy € F,, n# 0. Then it follows that

(Wg, N W) = (Wg,N-Wg) =1 or  (Wg, Ny Wg) — (Wg,N-Wg) < -1

But this contradicts (100). Henc#y € F, follows. B

Appendix(Uniqueness of Ground States;[19] )
Let X be a Hilbert space. We consider an abstract Hilbert spaes

H =K @ Fp(L3(R3,C?)).

Let
Xo=K® 141 Hyh,

and
X(q) =Xo+ 09X/, qeR,

The operatoK satisfies the following conditions:

(H.1) The operatoK is self-adjoint and bounded from below.

(H.2) X" is a symmetric operator df’, and there exist constarés> 0 andb > 0 such

that
[X'W[| <a|lXW| +b[[W],  WeD(Ho).

H.3) There exists an operat&Tr,k) : H — 3, k € R, r = 1,2, such that fod, ¥ ¢
( p b ) bl ) bl

D(Ho),

(28 (HoXW) = (X1 a (HW) = [ THR)(®,Srk) Wk

R

Assume thatX(q) = Xp+ gX' has a ground stat¥p(q) : X(q)Wo(q) = Eo(X(q))Wo(q).

(H.4) Let® € D(Xo). Then forf € C*(R?), S(r,k) in (H.3) satisfies

[T (@, x@-Eoxa kg kwy(q)) dk € L(0,09), d),
R

and fgs | S(r.k)Wo())||?dk < oo.
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Theorem A.1 ([19];Theorem 2.9)Assume tha(H.1) - (H.4). LetWy(q) be an arbitrarily ground
state. Then (a) and (b) are equivalent.

@ Wo(q) € DI @NT?).

(0)  Jrs (X(@) — Eo(X(a)) + co(k))~*S(r,k)Wo(q)|[*dk < co.
In particular, if (a) or (b) holds,

[N, W(@)])® =P 3, [, 10¢(@) — Eole) + (k) Sk Wo(q) Pk

(H.5) (Spectral gap of K)  infges{K) — Eg(K) > 0.
(H.6) Let Nq = ker(X(q) — Eo(X(q))). Then it follows that

i, sup 3 [ 0X(0)~ Eola) + (k) Sk (@) Pk [Wo(a)| =

a0y (g)eng\{0}

Theorem A.2 ([19];Theorem 4.2)
Assume thafH.1) -(H.6). Then there exists a constant-"0 such that forg| < g,

dim ker(X(q) — Eo(Xgy)) < dim ken(K — Eg(K)).

Acknowledgments
It is pleasure to thank Prof. F. Hiroshima for his advice aisguksions.

References

[1] Z.Ammari, Scattering theory for a class of fermionic Rdtierz models, J. Funct. AnaR08 (2004),
302-359,

[2] A.Arai, Fock spaces and quantum fiel##ippon-Hyoronsha, (in Japanese), 2000.

[3] A.Arai, Perturbation of embedded eigenvalues: gengleass of exactly soluble models in Fock spaces,
Hokkaido Math. J19(1990), 1-34.

[4] A.Arai and M.Hirokawa, On the existence and uniquendsground states of a generalized spin-boson
model, J. Funct. Anall51(1997), 455-503,

[5] A.Arai, M.Hirokawa and H.Hiroshima, On the absence afezivectors of Hamiltonians in a class of
massless quantum field models without infrared cutoff, hicEuAnal.168(1999), 470-497.

[6] J.D.Bjorken and S.D.DrelRelativistic quantum field$1cGraw-Hill, 1965.
[7] V.Bach, J.Frohlich and 1.M.Sigal, Spectral analysis $§ystems of atoms and molecules coupled to the

quantized radiation field, Comm. Math. Ph268.7 (1999), 249-290.

31



[8] J.Barbaroux, M.Dimassi, and J.Guillt, Quantum elegymmamics of relativistic bound states with cutoffs,
J.Hyper. Differ. Equal (2004), 271-314.

[9] J.Derezinski and C.Gérard, Asymptotic completenesgiuantum field theory. Massive Pauli-Fierz
Hamiltonian, Rev. Math. Phy4.1 (1999), 383-450.

[10] J.Derezinski and C.Gérard, Spectral and scattehiegry of spatially cut-ofP(¢ ), Hamiltonians, Com-
mun. Math. Phys213(2000), 39-125.

[11] M.Dimassi and J.C.Guillot, The quantum electrodynesf relativistic bound states with cutoffs.l,
Appl. Math. Lett.16 (2003), 551-555.

[12] J. Frohlich, M. Griesemer and B.Schlein, Asymptotieotromagnetic fields in a mode of quantum me-
chanical matter interacting with the quantum radiatiordfiéldv. Math.164(2001), 349-398.

[13] C.Gérard, On the existence of ground states for mss$tauli-Fierz Hamiltonians, Ann. H. Poincaté,
(2000), 443-459.

[14] J.Glimm and A.Jaffe, M (¢*)2 quantum field theory without cutoff. Il. The field operatorsdathe
approximate vacuum, Ann. of MatB1 (1970), 362-401.

[15] M.Griesemer, E.Lieb and M.Loss, Ground states in reativistic quantum electrodynamics, Invent.
Math.145(2001), 557-595,

[16] M. Hirokawa, Infrared catastrophe for Nelson’s modebnr-existence of ground state and soft-boson
divergence-, Publ. RIMS, Kyoto Uni42 (2006), 897-922.

[17] F.Hiroshima, Analysis of ground states of atoms intére with a quantized radiation fieldTopics in
the Shbdinger operators (H.Araki and H.Ezawa eds. ) World Scientific, 2004, 145-273

[18] F.Hiroshima, Ground states and spectrum of quantunireldynamics of nonrelativistic particles, Trans.
Amer. Math. Soc353(2001), 4497-4528.

[19] F.Hiroshima, Multiplicity of ground states in quantuield models; applications of asymptotic fields, J.
Funct. Anal.224(2005), 431-470.

[20] F.Hiroshima and A.Suzuki, Physical state for non4ieistic quantum electrodynamics, preprint, 2008.

[21] R.Hgegh-Krohn, Asymptotic fields in some models of quamfield theory I, J. Math. Phy$®. (1968),
2075-2080.

[22] T.Kato,Perturbation theory for linear operatorSpringer, 1966.
[23] E.Lieb and M.LossAnalysis(second edition), Amer. Math. Soc. 2001.
[24] M.Reed and B.Simorliethods of Modern Mathematical Physics Vol.Atademic Press, 1979.

[25] B.Simon and R.Hgegh-Krohn, Hypercontractive semigrand two dimensional self-coupled Bose
fields, J. Funct. Anab (1972), 121-180.

[26] H.Spohn, Ground state of quantum particle coupled tcades boson field, Lett. Math. Phy44 (1998),
9-16.

[27] B. Thaller,The Dirac equationSpringer, 1992.

32



	Introduction
	Boson Fock Spaces and Fermion Fock spaces
	Radiation Fields
	Dirac Fields
	Total Hamiltonian

	Ground States
	Self-adjointness
	Existence of Ground State
	Uniqueness of Ground States

	Asymptotic fields
	Existence of asymptotic fields
	Basic Properties of the Asymptotic Fields

	Total Charge of Ground States

