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Abstract. In this paper the Hamiltonian of quantum electrodynamids spatial cutoffs
is investigated. We define a scaled total Hamiltonian angiden its asymptotic behav-
ior. In the main theorem, it is shown that the scaled total Hamian converges to a
self-adjoint operator in the strong resolvent sense, diedtefe potentials are derived.

1 Introduction

Quantum electrodynamics (QED) describes the system ot Dekls coupled to quantized radiation
fields. In this paper a scaled QED Hamiltonian is consideredthe main theorem, the effective
potentials are obtained by taking a scaling limit of the esdaQED Hamiltonian. Let us define a
QED Hamiltonian as an operator on a boson-fermion Fock spéue state space of QED is defined
by the boson-fermion Fock spab@ep = Fpirac ® Frad » WhereIpirac is the fermion Fock space on
L?(R3;C*%) andJ4qis the boson Fock space @A(R?; C?). The field operators of the Dirac field and
the radiation field are denoted hy(x) and A(x), respectively. Here we impose ultraviolet cutoffs
on bothy(x) andA(x). To define a interaction between the Dirac field and the ratidteld, we
introduce the electromagnetic current :

where p(x) = ¢*(x)@(x) and I (x) = ¢ (x)al P(x), j=1,2,3, with al € My(C) satisfying the
canonical anti-commutation relatidm!, a'} = 26;. In this paper, instead df(x), we consider the
spatially localized electromagnetic current :

w = [ 55

wherepy (x) = x (x)p(x) and Jy (x) = x(x)J(x) with a spatial cutoffy (x). Then the QED Hamilto-
nian with the spatial cutoff is defined by

Px (X)px (¥)

dxdy, 1
X=y] Y M

e
H g HDiraC+ Hrad+ eAsJX(X)A(X)dX + ETA3XR3
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whereHpjac andH;aq are the free Hamiltonians of the Dirac field and the radiatield, respectively,
3 .
e € R denotes the coupling constant, ahdx)-A(x) = ¥ J)J((X)AJ (X). Hpirac andHyaq are denoted
=1
by formally

Hore = 3 [ VP2 +M2(Bi(p)bs(p) + s (p)c(p) ) dp, M >0,
R3

s=+1/2

Hrag = r;z/m Ik (K)a (k)dk.

It is seen that under some conditions on ultraviolet cutafid spatial cutoffsH is a self-adjoint
operator orfgep in [18], and the spectral properties ldfalso has been investigated in[3[ 6] 18].

Now we consider the scaled QED Hamiltonian defined by

Px (X)px (Y)
X—y]|
and this is the main object in this paper. Historically Davievestigates a scaled Hamiltonian of the

form Hp + Ak @(x) + A2Hp, in [5] whereH, = % is a shecrodinger operatap(x) is the field operator
of the scalar bose field, ard}, is the free Hamiltonian. Then an effective HamiltontagH- szeff(X)

is obtained by the scaling limit of the scaled HamiltoniarmisTis the so called weak coupling limit.
Regarding this scaling limit as ekpitA?(A~2Hp + A=tk @(x) + Hp), we may say that the weak
coupling limit is to taket — o, M — 0 andk — 0 simultaneously. Roughly speaking it is a long
time behavior of the time evolution of the Hamiltonian butiwa simultaneous weak coupling limit
between a particle and a scalar field. The scaled QED Harnatdh(A) in (2) is an extended model
consided in Davies [5], and the unitary evolutiontbfA) is given by

e
H(A) = Hoirac + A?Hrag -+ 9/\/ Jy (x)-A(x)dx + —/
R3 R3xR3

ar dxdy, A>0, (2)

. . 2.
e—itH (/\) — e_'t/\z(/\*leDirac*‘Hrad"‘ (%) JR3 JX (x)-A(x)dx + %‘[(%) JR3XR3 PX(\ilP;?(Y) dXdy) (3)
)

wheret/A? is the scaled time anf is the scaled coupling constant. As a rematk/\) is also derived
from the transformatiom, (k) — Aa (k), af(k) — Aaj (k). In this case, however, the ultraviolet
cutoffs are independent of the scaling paramAter

In the main theorem, the asymptotic behavioHd#\) as/A\ — « is considered. To investigate it, we
consider a dressing transformation, which is a unitarysfiamation, defined in.(51). Then by taking
the scaling limit ofH (A) as/A — o, we have

| T € ) ¢ -
S— /|\le (H (N) — Z> = (HDlrac+ E_[/Rsst WdXdy - Zveff —z| Po.e (4

whereVe is a effective potential of the Dirac field given by
Ver = [ 3400 B(x=y)3y(y) dxy. (5)

A(z) = (A (2) + A1 (=2))) is 3x 3 matrix with A1!(z) defined in [@R), andPq,,, denotes the
projection onto the linear subspace spanned by the Focluma€ljsgy € Frag. It is noted thales
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is an operator offpirac. Thus, by the scaling limit, we see formally that the densityhe charge is
changed as follows :

p(x)ply) —  p(X)p(y) + constx—y|I(X) - A(X—y)I(y).

There are a lot of results on scaling limits of quantum fieldrlonians, so far. As is mentioned
above, the first rigorous result is obtained by Daviés [54, la@ derivedN-body Schodinger Hamilto-
nians with effective potentials from the Hamiltonians af gystem of particles interacting with bose
fields. Arai [1] considers an abstract scaling limit, andntia@ply it to a spin-boson model and the
non-relativistic QED models in the dipole approximatioror Further results on the non-relativistic
QED models, refer td [8,]9, 12, 13]. Hiroshima considers tlaniHonian of a system of particles
coupled to Klein-Gordon field$ [10, 11]. In these paperspsliima takes the scaling limit of the
Hamiltonian, and removes ultraviolet cutosnultaneously Then he derives the Yukawa potential
as an effective potential. On the recent research, Suzukiders generalized spin-boson model [16]
and generalized Nelson model [17], and Ohkubo investighteso called Derezihski-Gérard model

[15].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we intredihe Dirac field and the quantized radia-
tion field with ultraviolet cutoffs, and by introducing sfatcutoffs, we define the QED Hamiltonian
on the boson-fermion Fock spaf@ep = Jpirac ® Frad, @and state the main theorem. In Section 3, we
give the proof of the main theorem.

2 Definitions and Main Results

2.1 Dirac Fields
Let us first define the Dirac field [L9]. The state space of thadiield is defined by
Fbirac = @ﬁ:o(®gL2(R3; C4)),

where @1 denotes then-fold anti-symmetric tensor product withJL?(R3;C%) := C. For & =
Y(&1,---,&) € L?(R3,C*), we denote the annihilation operator B§€ ), and forn =t (nq,---,n4) €
L?(R3;C*) the creation operatd*(n). The creation operators and annihilation operators gatisf
canonical anti-commutation relations :

{B(&),B*(N)} = (&,N)izrecey,  {B(&),B(N)} =0,

where{X,Y} = XY +Y X. In this paper the inner produ¢y,x)s on a Hilbert spacé{ is linear inx
and antilinear iry. Let Qp;y ={1,0,0,--- } € Fpjrac be the Fock vacuum. The finite particle subspace
overN C L?(R3;C*%) is defined by

I (N) = L.h{B*(&1) - B*(&n)Qpir | & €N,j=1,---,n, neN}. (6)
In particular we simply calffi? (L?(R3;C#)) the finite particle subspace. Forc L?(R3) let us set

12(f) =B((£,0,0,0), b ,(f)=B((0,1,0,0)),
1o(f)=B°(1(0,0,1,0),  d*y,(f)=B"((0,0,0,)).



Then it is seen that
{bs(f),b7(9)} = {ds(f),d; (9)} = Ss1(f,9)12(r3),
{bs(f)7br(g)} = {ds(f)7dr(g)} = {bs(f)7dr(g)} = {bs(f)ad;(g)} =0.

In this paper we denote the domain of operaxoby D(X). Let A be a self-adjoint operator on
L?(R3;C*). The second quantization éfis defined by

0o n

dri(A) = Yle-le Ael--l)].
n=0 \ j=1 ith

Let f € D(A). Then it follows that

[dFe(A),bs(f)] = —bs(Af),  [dl¢(A),bs(f)] = bs(Af), ()
[dFe(A),ds(f)] = —ds(Af),  [dTe(A),ds(F)] = ds(Af), (8)

on the finite particle subspace. Now let us define the Dirad.fidlhe energy of an electron with

momentunp is given by
Evm(p) = vMZ+p2  M>Q, )

where the constamil > 0 denotes the mass of an electron. The free Hamiltonian dbifee field is
given by

Hpirac = drf(EM)- (10)
Let
hD(p):ap+BM7 S(p):S-p,
whereal, j =1,2,3, andf are 4x 4 matrices satisfying the canonical anti-commutationtieta
{al.a'y =25,  {a;.B}=0, B*=I, (11)
ands= (sj)?zl is the angular momentum of the spin. Let
fl (p) _ XDirac(p Uls(p) g| (p) _ XDirac(p)vls(p)
) (21m%Ewm(p) ) (2)%En (p)

where Xpirac iS @ cutoff function andus = (ub)i ; andvs = ()i ;, s= +1/2, denote the positive
and negative energy part with sgnrespectively, satisfying

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),

and we set(p) = Vi(—p). The field operatony(x) = (g (x),---, Pa(X)) is defined by

U (x) = z/zaos(f;x) +05(gh)-
s=+1

where fl, (p) = fi(p)e* and g, (p) = di(p)e P> . We suppose the assumptith.1) below.
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(A.1) (Ultraviolet cutoff for the Dirac field)
Xpirac Satisfies that

2 . 2
/ XDirac(p)Uls(p) dp < o, / XDirac(p)Vls(p) dp < o.
RS Em(p) R? Em(p)
Sincebs(f) andds( f) are bounded with
[s(F)[| = lds(F)[| = [ I, (12)

we see thati(x) = '(gr(X),---, Ps(x)) is bounded with

la ()] < M, =14, (13)

| XDiracUls XDirac\js

where M, = 2 ‘ T +' N ).

2.2 Quantized Radiation Fields

Next let us introduce the radiation field quantized in the IGoib gauge. The Hilbert space for the
quantized radiation field is given by

Frad = Bo(®ILZ(R% C?)),

where ®1 denotes the n-fold symmetric tenser product witfl ?(R%;C?) := C. We denote the

creation operator off;ag by A*(€), & = (&1,&,) € L?(R3;C?)), and the annihilation operator by
A(n), n = (n1,n2) € L3A(R3C?). Let Qrag= {1,0,0---} € Fraq be the Fock vacuum. The finite
particle subspace db C Faqis defiend by

Fin(D) = LA (&) - A (&) Qrad| & €D, j=1,---,n, ne N},

For simplicity we callF™"(L2(R3;C?)) the finite particle subspace. The creation operator and the

annihilation operator satisfy the canonical commutatilation on the finite particle subspace :
[ACG),AY(M)] = (& N)erecy) . [AG),AN)] = [A(§),A(n)] =0,
where[X,Y] = XY —Y X. For f € L?(R®) let us set
ay(f) = A'((1,0),  a(f) = A°((0, f)).
Then it follows that on the finite particle subspace

[a(f),an (@) = &r(f.9),  [a(f) a(9)] = lar(f) a(g) =0
Let Sbe a self-adjoint operator drf(R3;C?). The second quantization 8fis defined by

drp(s = é(il(l®...|®\8/®|...®|)>.

n=0 \ jth



Let f € D(S?). Itis seen that, () anda;(f) are relatively bounded with respectdbp(S) with

la ()W) < H%JH |drs(SY2W]. (14)
las (F)w) < H%)u 1dro(S)Y2W] [ £]]1¥]. (15)

for W € D(drp(S)Y?). We also see that
[dre(S),a ()] = —a(Sf),  [dIe(9),a(f)] = & (Sf), feD(S), (16)

on the finite particle subspace.
Let us define the quantized radiation field. The one partinkrgy of photon with momenturk is
given by

w(k) = |K|. 17)
Then the free Hamiltonian of the radiation field is given by

Let
Xrad( )5 (k)

2(2m3w(k)’
where X144 is a ultraviolet cutoff function and; (k) = (s (k))jzl, r = 1,2, denotes the polarization
vectors satisfying

hi(k) = (19)

&(k)-&(k) =68y, k-&k)=0, aekcR:
It is seen in[[4] that any polarization vectors satisfy that

- KIK!
gl(k)e (k) = &) — —. (20)
r:ZZ r( ) r( ) ) ‘k‘z
We introduce the following conditions.
(A.2) (Ultraviolet cutoff for the radiation field)
Xrad Satisfies thatXrad(_k)) = Xrad(k) and
Xrad( ) / Xrad(k)‘2
dk < oo, 2= 1 dk < oo.
/R N3 r3| w(k)
The quantized radiation field\(x) = (Al (x))?:1 is defined by
Nuﬁzg<aWn+$ma» xeR®, (21)
r=12
whereh{x(k) = h!(k)e*”"x. It is seen thaf\ (x) is relatively bounded with respect 1/2
- 1/2
A W] < Z (MR g W+ Mg W), (22)
here My = L
where OPTE \/_




2.3 Total Hamiltonian

The total Hilbert space of quantum electrodynamics is ddfine
Foep = Fbirac® Frad,
and the free Hamiltonian dfigep by
Ho = Hpirac® | +1 ® Hrag. (23)
To define the interaction, we introduce an assumption onghgasd cutoff functionsy :

(A.3) (Spatial cutoffs)
X satisfies that

/RS|X(X)|dx<oo and (i) /RSXRSWMKW

If x € L5(R3), the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (e.g._[14]; 4Theorem) shows thay
satisfies the conditiofii) in (A.3).

Now let us define the interaction. The electromagnetic ctiiisedenoted by

where p(x) = ¢*(X)@(x) and J(x) = P*X)aly(x), j=1,2,3, with al € My(C) satisfying
{al,a'} = 25;,. Let us define the functional d(l ® HY?) x Foep by

(W, ) = Z/ X) @ Al (W, )5,

forWe D(l® 1/2) and® € Foep. By (22), (I3) andA.3), we see that

rad

6w, @) < (L0 @HZDWI+RIVI) [, (24)

rad

where

2, 1,
Li = 2[|x||.x z |a| |/|MRMRM b R =Xl ; |C’| |/|MRMRM b (25)
B L

By the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a uniggten=y € Foep such that
H(W, D) = (Zy, D) forall ® e Fqep.
Let us define the linear operatdlf : Foep — Foep by

H W =y (26)
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It is seen from[(24) that
IHW| < L[l @ HEZ) W) + R W]]. (27)

rad

We may expreshl/ formally by
3 _ _
Hf = / X)J (x) @ Al (x) dx.
(=3 Ju X0V @A

In a similar way toH|, let us define the functiond|; : Fpjrac X Fpirac — C by

0.0 = [ KX (pxp(y). @) iy

By (I3) and(A.3), we see that
[ (W, @) < <|V||| Z(MBME)2> ¥l (28)

whereM := Jgs g3 dedy. Then by using the Riesz representation theorem againsétsin
that there exists a unique vecttp € Fpirac Such that for alkd € Fpjrac,

€|| (LIJ7 (D) = (YW7 (D)
Then we can define the linear operakttigng : I pirac — T pirac DY

Hiong is expressed by formally
_ X(x)x(y)
Hiong = /R e Y p(x)p(y)dxdy.
PhysicallyHiong derives from the longitudinal photoris| [2]. By (28), it is Bet@atHiong is bounded
with
HHIong” < My Z(MEMS)Z- (30)

,V

Let
H|/| = H|0ng® l. (31)

Then the total Hamiltonian is given by

3
H = H0—|—EH|/—|—§TH|/|, (32)

with the coupling constarg € R. On the self-adjointness &f, the following Lemma follows.

Lemma ([18], Lemma 1.1 ) Assume th#A.1)-(A.3) hold. ThenH is self-adjoint on
D(Ho), and essentially self-adjoint on any coretyf and bounded from below.
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In particularH is essentially self-adjoint on
Do = gri]rac(D(EM))@?ﬂand(p(w))a (33)

where® denotes the algebraic tensor product.

The scaled QED-Hamiltonian is defined by

&
H(A) = Hpirac® | + A%l @ Hrag + eAH] + ETH(“ (34)
whereA > 0 denotes the scaling parameter. We are concerned withyhepéstic behavior oH (A)
as/\ — o, The strategy is that we use the dressing transformationedéfin [51), and take the scaling
limit of the unitary transformed Hamiltonian. The follovgrtheorem is the main result in this paper.

Theorem 2.1 AssumédA.1)-(A.3). Then for z= C\R

_ -1 & & -
S— /I\anw (H (/\) - Z) = <HDirac + E_[Hlong - Zveff - Z> @ Poyg (35)
where
Vor = 5 Lo s 00 B=)35(y) . (36)

where A(z) = (A (2) + A1 (=2))3;_, is the3 x 3 matrix, andA ! (z) is a function defined i (32) .
By the general theorem ([17], Lemma 2.7) on resolvent cgamre, we obtain the following corol-

lary.

Corollary 2.2 AssumdA.1)-(A.3). Then

) iy o _ &
S— /I\ian e N (P, ) =€ (Hovac + 5 Hong— 5 Ver) ® P, (37)

3 Proof of Theorem 2.1

To prove the Theorem 2.1, we apply the abstract scaling Gomsidered in]1].
Let X andY be Hilbert spaces. Let us set

Z2=X®VY.

Let A and B be non-negative self-adjoint operators ¥mand Y, respectively, and we assume ker
B+# {0}. LetPs : Y — kerBthe orthogonal projection. We consider a family of symneatperators
{C(N\) }a~0 satisfying the conditions :

(C.1) For all € > 0 there exists a constan{€) > 0 such that for al\ > A(¢),
DA 1)ND(I®B) C D(C(A)), and there existb(e) > 0 such that

ICN)=] < g][(AR T +Al ®B)=|| +b(e)|I=||.



(C.2) There exists a symmetric operation Z such thatD @ kerB C D(C) and for all
ze C\R),
s— lim C(A)(A@1 + Nl @B—2)=C(A- 2 '®Ps.
—00

Theorem A ([1], Theorem 2.1)
Assume C.1) and C.2). Then (i)-(iii) follows.
(i) there existg\g > 0 such that for al\ > Ay,

X(A) =A@ 1 +Al @ B+C(A)

is self-adjoint onD(A® 1) ND(l @ B) and uniformly bounded from below fak, furthermoreX(A)
is essentially self-adjoint on any coreAfR | +1 ® B.
(i) Let X = Ax | + (1 @ Bs)C(I ® Bs). ThenX is self-adjoint orD(A® 1) and bounded from below,
and essentially self-adjoint on any corefoR | .
(iii) Let z€ Nasp, P(X(A)) Np(X) wherep(O) denotes the resolvent set of an operaflorThen, it
follows that

s—lim (X(A)—21=(X-2 (1 @R).

N—00

Now let us consideHgep. Let

: h/ h/
Mix) =i —a (=) +a(—>) | . (38)
r:Z.Z < w w
In a similar way toH/, we can define the operator
3 . .
_ i i
T= JZl/Ra)((x) (J (x)@n (x)> dx. (39)
By the canonical commutation relationsaf f) anda’, (g), we have
M'x).M' (y)] =0, (40)
follows. By (20), we also see that
A, N ()] =AM (x—y), (41)
where raclK) 2 i
i) = [ X" (e KK i
Al(z) w 23K (6” kP e "“?dk. (42)
By (14) and[(I5), it is seen that
MOV 5 (MR Mg Wi+ Mg ). (43)
r=12
By (@18), it is seen that _ _
[n J (X)v Hrad] = —iA (X)v (44)
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on the finite particle subspace, and we have
on Dy. Let us define the unitary transformatiorit) by

ut) =¢€m, teR. (46)

Lemma 3.1 AssumégA.1) - (A.3). Then there exist§; (t) € [—|t|, |t|], j =1,---,4, such that orDy,

(i) U) Y (Hpirac ® 1)U (t) = Hpjrac @ | + (—it)U (B1(t)) [T, Hpirac ® 1)U (61(1)), (47)
(i) Ut) (1 @Hrag)U (t) =1 ® Had —tH{ + gu (62(1)) [T, HU (62(1)), (48)
(iit) U®) HU(t) = H/+ (=it U (6s(t)) [T, H/U (B3(t)), (49)
(iv) Ut HIU (t) = Hj + (=it)U (6a(t)) [T, H{JU (Ba(t)). (50)

(Proof) Let us only prove (ii). Other cases can be proven in a similanmer to (ii). Let¥ € Dy and
® € Foep. We set
Fow(t) = (D,U (1)1 (I ® Hag) U (1)W).

By the strong differentiability otJ (t)W with respect ta, Taylor's theorem shows that there exists
6,(t) € [—]t], |t]] such that

t !/ t2 1
Fow(t) = Fow(0) + ﬂFdD,LP(O) + §F¢,w(92(t))a

whereF’ = %—f andF” = ‘fo By (43), we obtain[(48), sinc® € Foep is arbitrary.l

By Lemmd 3.1 we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.2 AssumdA.1) - (A.3). Then it follows that

u (%)71H(/\)U (%) = Fo(A) + K(N), (51)
where
Ho(A) = (Hoirac+ gHm@,) @1 + NHraq, (52)
and
KN = =20 (6:05) 1T Home 911U (6(5)) + S (S) iy (0a(2))
—ieu (8:(2)) U (0 9) S U (8S) T mH (8 D). (59
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By Corollary[3:2, it follows that foz € C\R,
e

(HA) —27t = U (/\

) (Fotr) +K(A) ~2) U (/—f)*l. (54)

In the following proposition, we will prove thado(A) and K (A) satisfy the conditiorfC.1) and(C.2)
with applyingHo(A) to Xo(A) andK(A) toC(A) .

Proposition 3.3 AssumdA.1) - (A.3).
(1) For e > 0, there existg\(g) > 0 such that for allA > A(¢),

IK(MW| < el[Ho(A) W] + v(e) W, W € Do, (55)

holds, where/(¢) is a constant independent &f> A(g).
(2) Forallze C\R, it follows that

. . N e _
S— /|\IE’IOO K(A) (Ho(/\) — Z) o K (Hpirac + ﬁHlong —2) '® Poyaas (56)
where
ie? ,
K = —7[1-7 Hy]. (57)

To prove Proposition 313, let us prove Lemima 3.4 - Lerhmh 3.7.
Lemma 3.4 AssumeA.1)-(A.3). Then it follows that

| 1Horee, 300]]| < ¢, (58)

where ¢ = ﬁ 5 3ol (1vEwxous| + IvVEmxo%] ), and
(7S

| p00p), P00 < o, (59)
where d :4I,I’%,v'|alj’ll| (M;M,;’)ZM'DM'E;.

(Proof)
By using[X,Y Z = [X,Y]Z+Y[X,Z], we see that

[HDiracan(X)] = ;alil’ ( [HDiI’aC7 L/J|*(X)]t,U|I(X) + wl* (X)[HDirau L.UI’(X)]) ’
By the commutation relationg](7) arid (8), we have
[Horac, 41" (x)] = ¥ (BS(Ew ) — c(Emh )

[Howac, W (9] = ¥ (—s(Ew fLy) + a5 (Eudl ) -

S
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Then by [12) and(13), we obtain (58). We also see that
[P(X)p(y), I (x)] = ;alj,l' ( [p()p(y), g ()] (x) + g (X)[p(x)P(y), wv(X)]) :

Since

e, 4 || < 2000l eI K], (60)
where L/Jlﬁ(X) =y (x) or ¢ (x), it follows from (I3), that

N2
leG)pW). XNl < 25 (MEME) M. (61)

v,V/
Then, by [I8),[(B) and(61), we haie [54.
Lemma 3.5 There exist a> 0, b; >0, j = 1,2, independent of s, such that féc Dg

(i) U(9) YT, Hoirae @ U (W] < & [l ® HZ2W| + by | W], (62)
(i) V(ST HiU (V]| < @l © HZZW| + by W] (63)

rad

(Proof)
i) Let W € Do and® € Foep. We see that
(i) Q

(®.U(9) T Horac@ VW) = [ x0) ( (Hore, 3 (]2 DU (9P, (191 ()U (1Y) dx.
Note that[Hpjrac, J'(X)] is @ bounded operator by (58). Then, by the Schwarz ineguelé have

|(®,U(s) [T, Hoirac® U (9)W)|

1/2 1/2
< (fulx001 1 ( Horse 0011 ) U 90128 ) ([ X001 @000 (91w )
(64)
By (B8), we have

| (Horae, 3] 01 JU ()| < W] (65)

Sincel ® M (x) andU (s) commute oriDy for eachx € R3, we have by[(4B) that,
Honu W] =l oneow] < 3 (Mgl o HEW - M) ). (66)

r=12

Then by [65),[(66) and (64), we see that there exist 0 andb; > 0 such that
(®,U(9) T Horee® 11U (9W)| < (aulll @ HZW] -+ by|¥] ) |0
for ® € Foep. Hence we have
U ()T, Hoirac @ U (W] < aq |l @ HY2W]| + by || W]].

rad
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(ii) Let W € Dg and® € Foep. Then we have
Q
(@,U(s) T, Hong® 11U (5)W)

- RSX(X)X,(;/)_X;Z) (U9, ([31(x),p(y)p(2)] @M (x)) U (s)W)dxdydz

= [ X0 XIE (p(@1p(y).3 0] 21U (910, (110U ().

By the Schwarz inequality, we see that

_ 1/2
(@0 T EW) < ([ X0 XPEELp(@p(y). 3100 01U (10 dxaydz

_ 1/2
< (Lo 25 o s wiaayez) . (@)

By (89), (66) and[(6]7), there exisés > 0 andb, > 0 such that

_ 1/2
(®U(S T HIU(9W)] < (el @ Hyd W] + bz W] ) ]
for ® € Foep. Then we have
IU(9) [T, Hij U (9)W]| < aa|l @ HE2W]| + by|| W]

Thus the proof is completedl

It is seen thatA 1 (z)| is uniformly bounded with respect i namely

Xrad(K)? | (< KK
ke

re (2m)3[k|?
Lemma 3.6 AssumeA.1) - (A.3). Then there exist constantg & 0 and I > 0, independent of
sufficiently small s, such that f& € Dy,

IU(8) T, H{U (9W|| < @]l @ Hrag¥|| +bs || W]]. (69)

A (@z)| < Y= dk . (68)

(Proof) LetW € Dy and® € F. By the equalityA® B,C® D] = [A,B]® CD+ CA® [B,D] and the
commutation relation$ (41), we have

(®,U(s) YT HU(5)¥)
-2 /R o XCOX () (UEP I X)@N(X).3'(y) @A Y)]U ()W) dxdy
J7 X

= ,Z (X5 (®, ) +Y;1 (0, W), (70)

where
X (@W) = [ x0x(y) (3 ).300) 0 DU P, (10N A 1)U (W) dxdy.  (72)
V(@)= [ XC0xmAM (x=y) (U (9. ()2 (0 2 1)U (9¥) dxdy. (72)
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By the Schwarz inequality,
_ 1/2
X1(@,W)] < { R CY NS EDT <s>¢u2dxdy}

1/2
L[ Xl enmAmuEsay) @3

We see thaf [|[J'(y), 1 (X)]]| < 2]|13'(y)||||[3}(x)||, and hence, we have frof {13) that

113 (y),. I ]| < 2 Z \GMHGW\MSMS MEMS . (74)
[TRTAVRY

In a similar way to LemmBg3l1, it is seen that there exi$t € [—|g|, |s|] such that fol¥ € Dg

U (1A y))uEw
= (1enixA(y)w+ TU( (8) T, 1 @ M)A (Y)]U (T(9)W. (75)
Let = € Foep. Then by the commutativity dfe M1 (x) andT, we have

(= [T 1N x)A (y)U(1(s)W)
= E1M)[T 1A W)U (T(s)W)

= [ x@24 2=y (E @ enix), e Ay (1(E)w)d
= [ X@24 z=y)(F@ 9=,V EE) (1 @Ni(x)W)dz (76)
Then we obtain by[{43) that
(@ @D TN A YU (T(E))|

< / IX@IA z=y)[|*@) @ DZ]|[|(1 @ N (x)W]dz
<Xy S lab v IMsME ( Z (Mg 10 @ HZD W +M§~"‘uwu>> =, @7
v,v/ r=12

wherey®! is defined in[(6B). Hence we obtain that
U (1(9) T 1 @M A (y)U(T($)W]| < ajll(1 @ HZd) W]+ 6 W] (78)
where

djt = Xl ye! ’av v IMpMp M4J "

k,r,v,v’

- 13,
Gig =[xl ykv'|a“j7v,|M5M5 MRJ "

k,r,v,v’

byl

byl
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Itis seen that there exist| > 0 anddj; > 0 such that

It P ()A (Y)W < j [l ® Heag®W|| +dji || WI]- (79)
By (Z8), (79) and[(75), we have
IU(9)~(1 @ M)A (W)U (W < (cji +5A|[1 @ Hrag®[| + (djs +S3)|| W] (80)

Hence by applyind (74) an@ (B0), {0 (73), we see that theis egnstana > 0 andb > 0 independent
of sufficiently smalls, such that

X,5(@,W)] < (@l @ Head]| +b]]]) ]| (81)
Furthermore we can see hy {13) undarl) that

[Yij(®,W)] < /R3><R3 XCOXWAH (x=y)[1(U ()@, (3'(y)I (x) @ 1)U (5)W)| dxdly

<IxlIay (e al, S MEMEMEME)||@]||[W]. (82)
V7V,7I'17IJ/

By (1), (82) and[(70), it can be seen that there esdst 0 andbs > 0 independent of sufficiently
smallssuch that

| (@.U(8) 1T, HU (9%)] < (aslll @ Head]| + b W] | ]
and hence we obtain that
| (@.U(8) 1T, H{U (9W)| < ]l & Hrad + sl
Thus the proof is completedl

Lemma 3.7 AssumeA.1)-(A.3). Then

s— lim K(AW = KW, Y € Dy, (83)

N—00

where K is an operator defined in(57) .

(Proof)

By Lemmad3.5, it is sufficient to prove that
limU (t) [T, HJU (W = [T.HW, (84)
n

for W € Dy. In a similar way to LemmBa 3|1, there exi€t§) € [—t,t] such that
U T HUMOW = [T,H]W—itU (8(t)) [T, HU (8(1)) .
Then by Lemma&3]6, we obtain that

U@ HTHUOW = [THIW < t (2]l @ Had] +bs|W]))
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and hence[(84) followdll

(Proof of Proposition[3.3)
(1) By Lemmd3.b and Lemnia 3.6, (55) follows.
(2) It is seen that

K(A) (HO(A) - Z>_1 = K(N\)(Hpirac + g_[Hlong— Z)_1® Paa

FK(A) (Ho(/\) - z) o (l P ) , (85)

wherePy = 1—Pq,,,. By Lemm&3.Y, we have

: & _ e _
S— /|\le K(/\) < (HDirac+ &ang —_ Z) 1 ® PQrad> LIJ = K < (HDirac+ &ang — Z) 1 ® PQrad> l.IJ
(86)

By (59), we see that fog > 0 there existg\(g) > 0 such that for al\ > A(¢)

IK(A) (Foh) — 2) =) < =]+ (elzl + vl (Foth) — 2) =]

follows for = € Foep. Furthermore we see that lim.« H (Ho(A) — )_1 (I ® Pérad> lPH = 0, and
hence we obtain that

lim
N—0

By (88) and[(8Y), we obtaih (b6l

(Proof of Theorem 2.1)
We see that for € C\R,

(Hm-2) " =0 () (Fom+kn—2) U ($)

It is seen from[(5b) and (56) thaiy(A) andK(A) satisfy (C.1) and (C.2) with applying Ho(A) to
Xo(A) andK(A) to C(A). Then by Propositioh 33, we obtain that

K(A) (Ho(/\)— z)fl (l ®P§rad> w” — 0. 87)

| 1 & -
S—/I\|an(H(/\)—Z> - <(HDirac+ 5_[H(|)®I +Krad_z> (I ®PQrad)7

where
_ije?

e
Kl’ad = T(I ® PQrad) [T7 HII](I ® PQrad)'

Let us compute,q. It is seen that
, i
(Qrag, M (X)A (¥)Qraa) = 5 A (x =) (88)
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By (1), we see that fo# = Wpir ® Qraqg and Wpir € Fpirac,

(LIJ7 [T7 HI/]LP)
-2 / XO0X(y) (W, 310,39 ()] @ M)A ()W) dxdly
T R3xR3 Foeo
+Z/R3><R3X(X)X(y) <W,J'(y)Ji(x)®[l‘|i(x),A' (y)]w>9QEDdXdy
Z/ WA (x—y) (WDlh[J (x )7J|(y)]WDir> ~ dxdy
R3XR3 Dirac
_|Z/R3XR3 )\J'(X y) (Wo.r,J (y)Ji(x)llJDi,> . dxdy. (89)
Thus we have
(1 © Po) [T, HI(1 @ Payy) = Z/RSW (A (x—y) (JJ( )3 (y) +3'(y) 3 (x )) dxdy.

Then the theorem followdl
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