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Abstract

In this review we consider two different models of a hydrogenic atom
in a quantized electromagnetic field that treat the electron relativistically.
The first one is a no-pair model in the free picture, the second one is
given by the semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian. For both models
we discuss the semi-boundedness of the Hamiltonian, the strict positiv-
ity of the ionization energy, and the exponential localization in position
space of spectral subspaces corresponding to energies below the ioniza-
tion threshold. Moreover, we prove the existence of degenerate ground
state eigenvalues at the bottom of the spectrum of the Hamiltonian in
both models. All these results hold true, for arbitrary values of the fine-
structure constant, eZ, and the ultra-violet cut-off, and for a general class
of electrostatic potentials including the Coulomb potential with nuclear
charges less than (sometimes including) the critical charges without ra-
diation field, namely 6722/71' for the semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator
and e 22/(2/m+m/2) for the no-pair operator. Apart from a detailed dis-
cussion of diamagnetic inequalities in QED (which are applied to study
the semi-boundedness) all results stem from earlier articles written by the
authors. While a few proofs are merely sketched, we streamline earlier
proofs or present alternative arguments at many places.
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1 Introduction

EEEEEREEEEEEEREREEERIERIEEEEE mmmam=

In the late 90’s and the past decade the existence of ground states of atoms
and molecules interacting with the quantized photon field has been intensively
studied by mathematicians in the framework of non-relativistic quantum electro-
dynamics (QED). The corresponding Hamiltonian is the non-relativistic Pauli-

Fierz operator which, in the case of a hydrogen-like atom, is given as

HY = (0 (—=iVx+A))’ = L + Hy.

|

(1.1)



Here o = (01,02,03) is a vector containing the Pauli spin matrices, A is the
quantized vector potential in the Coulomb gauge, and H; is the energy of the
photon field. The symbol A includes a prefactor entering into the analysis as a
parameter, namely the square-root of the fine structure constant which equals
the elementary charge, e > 0, in the units chosen in this paper. The Coulomb
coupling constant, v > 0, is the product of e and the nuclear charge. We shall,
however, always consider it as an independent parameter since the interrela-
tionship between e and v does not play any role in our work. A additionally
depends on some ultra-violet cut-off parameter, A > 0. By now it is well-known
that HY" has a self-adjoint realization in the Hilbert space L?(R}, C*) @ Fp[X]
whose spectrum is bounded below. Here .7,[#] denotes the bosonic Fock space
modeled over the Hilbert space for a single photon, # = L?(R? x Z3). Proving
the existence of ground states for HJ* means to show that the infimum of the
spectrum of HJ' is an eigenvalue corresponding to some normalizable ground
state eigenvector in L2(R3, C?)® .%,[#]. Because of the spin degrees of freedom
this ground state eigenvalue will be degenerate. Mathematically, the study of
the eigenvalue at the bottom of the spectrum of HJ" is very subtle because the
spectrum of HJ" is continuous up to its minimum and the eigenvalue is, thus,
not an isolated one. In particular, many standard methods of spectral theory
do not apply and several new mathematical techniques had to be invented in
order to overcome this problem.

The first proofs of the existence of ground states for H" and its molecular
analogs have been given in [4, [6], for small values of the involved parameters e
and A. A few years later the existence of ground states for a molecular non-
relativistic Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian has been established, for arbitrary values of
e and A, in [I7] by means of a certain binding condition which has been verified
later on in [33]. Moreover, infra-red finite algorithms and spectral theoretic
renormalization group methods have been applied to various models of non-
relativistic QED to study their ground state energies and projections [2] [3] [, 5]
0, [7, 15]. These sophisticated methods yield very precise results as they rely on
constructive algorithms rather than on compactness arguments as in [4, [6] [17].
They work, however, only in a regime where e and A are sufficiently small.

A question which arises naturally in this context is whether these results
still hold true when the electrons are described by a relativistic operator. In
this review, which summarizes results from [25] 28 29] 36, B7, (48], we give a
positive answer to this question. We study two different models that seem to
be natural candidates for a mathematical analysis: The first one is given by the
following no-pair operator,

H3P = Py (Da — gy + Hr) P, (1.2)
or more generally,
HP := Py (Da +V + Hg) Py, (1.3)

for some electrostatic potential V. Here D is the free Dirac operator minimally
coupled to A and PX denotes the spectral projection onto the positive spectral



subspace of Da,
PX = ]l(o,oo)(DA) .

The no-pair operator is considered as an operator acting in the projected Hilbert
space, jf; = PX €. Tt is thus acting on a space where the electron and
photon degrees of freedom are always linked together. The analog of HIP for
molecules has been introduced in [32] as a mathematical model to study the
stability of matter in relativistic QED. Under certain restrictions on e, A, and
the nuclear charges it has been shown in [32] that the quadratic form of a
molecular no-pair operator is bounded from below by some constant which is
proportional to the number of involved electrons and nuclei and uniform in the
nuclear positions. Moreover, the (positive) binding energy has been estimated
from above in [31]. In fact, there are numerous mathematical contributions
on no-pair models where magnetic fields are not taken into account or treated
classically; see, e.g., [39] for a list of references. For instance, it is shown in [13]
that a no-pair operator with Coulomb potential but without quantized photon
field — which is then often called the Brown-Ravenhall operator — has a critical
coupling constant, 72P := 2/(2/m 4 m/2), such that the corresponding quadratic
form becomes unbounded below when v exceeds this value. Moreover, various
molecular no-pair models (without quantized fields, however) are widely used in
quantum chemistry and in the theoretical and numerical study of highly ionized
heavy atoms; see, e.g., [10, 22 [46]. In this context several different choices of the
projections determining the model find their applications. For instance, one can
include the Coulomb or a Hartree-Fock potential in the projection. These two
choices are covered by the results of [39] where two of the present authors provide
a spectral analysis of a class of molecular no-pair Hamiltonians with classical
magnetic fields. The choice of the projection Pj{ which does not contain any
potential terms is referred to as the free picture. We remark that it is essential
to include the vector potential in the projection determining the no-pair model.
For, if PZ is replaced by PJ , then the analog of (L2)) describing N interacting
electrons becomes unstable as soon as N > 2 [18][32][34]. Moreover, the operator
in (L2) is formally gauge invariant and this would not hold true anymore with
ng in place of PX. Gauge invariance plays, however, an important role in the
proof of the existence of ground states as it permits to derive bounds on the
number of soft photons. In fact, employing a mild infra-red regularization it is
possible to prove the existence of ground states for the operator in (L2) with
P{ replaced by Py [24, B35]. It seems, however, unlikely that the infra-red
regularization can be dropped in this case [24].

The second operator treated in this review, the semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz
operator, is given as

V(e (=iV+A)?+1 -+ H, (1.4)
where o is a vector containing the Pauli spin matrices. Since v/—A and 1/|x|
both scale as one over the length there will again be some critical upper bound
on all values of v > 0 for which (IZ)) defines a semi-bounded quadratic form.
As we shall see this upper bound is at least as big as (in fact equal to [28])



the critical constant in Kato’s inequality, v'F := 2/7. Again we shall study
the semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator also for a more general class of elec-
trostatic potentials V. The latter (straightforward) generalization is relevant in
a forthcoming work of the first two authors devoted to the enhanced binding
effect [27].

Also the semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator has been investigated earlier in
a few mathematical articles. For instance it appears in the mathematical study
of Rayleigh scattering [I4] where the finite propagation speed of relativistic
particles turns out to be an advantageous feature in comparison to models of
non-relativistic QED. (The electron spin has, however, been neglected in [I4].)
For v = 0, the fiber decomposition of (4] with respect to different values of
the total momentum has been studied in [40]. Moreover, there is a remark in
[40] relevant for us saying that every (speculative) eigenvalue of the operator in
(T4 is at least doubly degenerate since the Hamiltonian commutes with some
anti-linear involution. The existence of the renormalized electron mass in the
semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz model, i.e. twice continuous differentiability of the
mass shell in balls about zero, is proved in [26], for small values of e. The
last author has shown [48] that, when the speed of light, ¢, is re-introduced
as a parameter and v € [0,7FF), then the operator in (L)) converges in norm
resolvent sense to the non-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator in (L)), as ¢ tends
to infinity. Finally, there is a contribution [2I] on the existence of binding in
the semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz model; see Remark

We should also mention that the existence of ground states in a relativistic
model describing both the photons and the electrons and positrons by quantized
fields has been studied mathematically in [8]. To this end infra-red and ultra-
violet cut-offs for the momenta of all involved particles are imposed in the
interaction term of the Hamiltonian considered in [§].

In the remaining part of this introduction we explain the organization of this
review article and summarize briefly our main results. In Section 2l we recall the
definitions of some operators appearing in QED and introduce the no-pair and
semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonians more precisely. Although the general
strategy of our whole project relies on the methods developed in [4} [6] [17] the
spectral analysis of the operators treated in this article poses a variety of new
and non-trivial mathematical obstacles which is mainly caused by their non-
locality. In fact, both operators do not act as partial differential operators on the
electronic degrees of freedom anymore as it is the case in non-relativistic QED.
In this respect the no-pair operator is harder to analyze than the semi-relativistic
Pauli-Fierz operator since also the electrostatic potential and the radiation field
energy become non-local due to the presence of the spectral projections PZ. In
the last subsection of Section 2] we explain a few mathematical tools used to
overcome some of the problems posed by the non-locality thus preparing the
reader for the proofs in the succeeding sections.

In Section [B] we provide some basic relative bounds and study the semi-
boundedness of the Hamiltonian in both models under consideration. We start
with a discussion of various diamagnetic inequalities for quantized vector poten-
tials. They are employed to prove that the quadratic form of the semi-relativistic



Pauli-Fierz operator is semi-bounded below on some natural dense domain, for
a suitable class of potentials including the Coulomb potential with coupling
constants v € [0,7FF]. For the no-pair operator we obtain similar results with
Coulomb coupling constants v € [0,v2P). As a consequence, both operators can
be realized as self-adjoint operators in a physically distinguished way by means of
a Friedrichs extension. We point out that the results on the semi-boundedness,
as well as all further results described below hold true, for arbitrary values of e
and A.

Section Ml is devoted to the study of binding. For both models treated here
we show that the infimum of the spectrum of the Hamiltonian with appropriate
non-vanishing potential is strictly less than its ionization threshold which, by
definition, is equal to the infimum of the spectrum of the Hamiltonian without
electrostatic potential. To this end we employ trial functions which are ten-
sor products of electronic and photonic wave functions and work with unitarily
equivalent Hamiltonians in order to separate the electronic and photonic degrees
of freedom. The unitary transformation used here represents the free Hamil-
tonian (V' = 0) as a direct integral of fiber operators with respect to different
values of the total momentum.

Typically, proofs of the existence of ground states in QED require some
information on the localization of spectral subspaces corresponding to energies
below the ionization threshold (or at least of certain approximate ground state
eigenfunctions). Here localization is understood with respect to the electron
coordinates. We establish this prerequisite in Section Bl by adapting some ideas
from [4, 16]. In this section we present streamlined versions of some of our
earlier arguments from [37]. Moreover, we implement later improvements [25]
on parts of the results of [37] by providing optimized exponential decay rates in
the case of the semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator that reduce to the typical
relativistic decay rates known for the electronic Dirac and square-root operators,
when the radiation field is turned off. The class of potentials allowed for in
Section [B] covers Coulomb potentials with v € [0,7EF] in the case of the semi-
relativistic Pauli-Fierz model and with v € [0,72P) in the no-pair model. Tt is,
however, possible to prove the exponential localization for the no-pair operator
with Coulomb potential also in the critical case v = 7P by another modification
of the arguments [25].

The main results of our joint project are the proofs of the existence of ground
states for the semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz and no-pair operators. As already
stressed above our proofs work, for arbitrary values of e and A and for a class of
potentials including the Coulomb potential with v € (0,7FF) and v € (0,~42P),
respectively. Starting from these results it is actually possible to prove the
existence of ground states also in the critical cases v = ' and v = ~2P,
respectively, by means of an additional approximation argument. We refrain
from explaining any details of the latter in the present article and refer the
interested reader to [25] instead.

The proofs of the existence of ground states given here are divided into two
steps:

First, one introduces a photon mass, m > 0, and shows that the resulting



Hamiltonians possess normalized ground state eigenfunctions, ¢, [4, 6, [17]. In
this first step, which is presented in Section [ we employ a discretization of
the photon momenta as in [6]. Roughly speaking, by discretizing the photon
momenta one may replace the Fock space .%},[#] by a Fock space modeled over
some £2 space. As a consequence the spectrum of the radiation field energy be-
comes discrete and one can in fact argue that the total Hamiltonian has discrete
eigenvalues at the bottom of its spectrum when all small photon momenta are
discarded. At this point we add a new observation based on the localization
estimates to the arguments of [6] which allows to carry through the proof, for
all values of e and A. (In [4][6] these parameters were assumed to be sufficiently
small.) Another technical tool turns out to be very helpful in order to compare
discretized and non-discretized Hamiltonians (or those with and without photon
mass), namely, certain higher order estimates allowing to control higher powers
of the radiation field energy by corresponding powers of the resolvent of the total
Hamiltonian. For the semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator such estimates have
been established in [14]. In [36] one of the present authors re-proves the higher
order estimates from [I4] by means of a different and more model-independent
method which also permits to derive higher order estimates for a (molecular)
no-pair operator for the first time. We discuss these higher order estimates in
Subsection [6.4] but refrain from repeating their proofs. We remark that many of
the arguments presented in Section [6] are alternatives to those used in [28] [29].

The second step in the proof of the existence of ground states comprises
of a compactness argument showing that every sequence {¢,,,} with m; \, 0
contains a strongly convergent subsequence. In fact, one readily verifies that
the limit of such a subsequence is a ground state eigenfunction of the original
Hamiltonian with massless photons. This step is performed in Section [8 in
parts by means of arguments alternative to those in [28] 29]. The compactness
argument requires, however, a number of non-trivial ingredients. First, we need
two infra-red bounds, namely a bound on the number of photons with low
energy in the eigenfunctions ¢,, (soft photon bound) [6] [I7] and a certain bound
on the weak derivatives of ¢, with respect to the photon momenta (photon
derivative bound) [I7]. To derive the infra-red bounds one can either adapt a
procedure proposed in [I7] (this is carried through in earlier preprint versions
of [28| 29] available on the arXiv) or establish a formula for a(k) ¢,, by means
of a virial type argument and infer the bounds from that representation. We
outline the proof of the latter formula and of the soft photon bound for the
semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator in Section[fl The photon derivative bound
and the infra-red bounds for the no-pair operator are derived by very similar
procedures and we refer the interested reader to our original articles [28] 29] for
the rather dull technical details. The arguments presented in Section [7 are also
intended to emphasize the role of the gauge invariance of the models treated
here. In fact, one first applies a unitary operator-valued gauge transformation
(Pauli-Fierz transformation) and the infra-red bounds are then derived in the
new gauge. Without the gauge transformation one would encounter infra-red
divergent integrals.

As soon as the infra-red estimates are established, the soft photon bound



and the exponential localization estimates show that the eigenvectors ¢,, are
localized uniformly in m with respect to the electron and photon coordinates and
that their components in all but finitely many Fock space sectors are negligible.
Moreover, the photon derivative bound implies that their weak derivatives with
respect to the photon momenta are uniformly bounded in a suitable LP-space
and since their energies are uniformly bounded we also know that the vectors
have uniformly bounded half-derivatives with respect to the electron coordinates
in L2, Tt is an idea of [17] to exploit such information by applying compact
embedding theorems for Sobolev-type spaces to single out subsequences that
converge strongly in L2. In the semi-relativistic setting considered in Section [§
some classical embedding theorems by Nikol’skii turn out to be useful substitutes
for the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem employed in [I7]. At the end of Section [§
we also show that the ground state energies of both Hamiltonians are degenerate
eigenvalues.

At last, in Section @ we present the proofs of some technical results we have
referred to in earlier sections so that most parts of this review become essentially
self-contained.

2 Definition of the models

In order to introduce the models treated in this article more precisely we first
fix our notation and recall some standard facts.

2.1 Operators in Fock-space
The state space of the quantized photon field is the bosonic Fock space,

oo

Fol#] = P FAVH] 30 = @O, 00 4@ ).

n=0

It is modeled over the one photon Hilbert space

H = LA(R® x Zy,dk), /dk = / k.
R3

AEZ>

k = (k,)\) denotes a tuple consisting of a photon wave vector, k € R, and
a polarization label, A € Zy. Moreover, 3‘150) [#] := C and fén) [#] is the
subspace of all complex-valued, square integrable functions on (R* x Z5)™ that
remain invariant under permutations of the n € N wave vector/polarization
tuples. The subspace

@ = Co P Col(R® x Z2)") N ZV[#]  (Algebraic direct sum.)
neN

is dense in Z,[#]. The energy of the photon field, H; := dI'(w), is given as the
second quantization of the dispersion relation w(k) := |k|, k = (k,\) € R® x Z5.



We recall that the second quantization of some real-valued Borel measurable
function w is given by (dT'(w))® = 0 and

w(kj) ™ (k1,... k), neEN,
1

(dT(@) )™ (1, .. n) =

n
Jj=

for all ¢ = (™), € F,[#] such that ([dT(w))™)2, € F,[#]. We
further recall that the creation and the annihilation operators of a photon state
f € A are given, for n € N, by

(@ (F) )™ (k. e —n-wzf P G T SN SN

(@(£) )"V (k.. ko) = nl/z/f(k)w(")(k,kl,...,kn_l)dk,

and (af(f)9) @ = 0, a(f)Q = 0, where Q := (1,0,0,... ) € F[#] is the
vacuum vector. We define a'(f) and a(f) on their maximal domains. For
fyg € A, the following canonical commutation relations hold true on %,

[a(f)v a(g)] = [aT(f)v aT(g)] =0, [a(f)7 aT(g)] = <f|g>]l

For a three-vector of functions £ = (f(1), £ f3)) € #3, the symbol a*(f)
denotes the triple of operators af(f) := (a*(f1)), a*(f@),a*(f3))), where a* is
always either a or al.

2.2 Interaction term

Next, we describe the interaction between four-spinors and the photon field.
The full Hilbert space underlying our models is

H = L*(R3 . CYH @ .7 4].
It contains the dense subspace
P = CP(RS,CH @ % . (Algebraic tensor product.)

We introduce the self-adjoint Dirac matrices ay, as, a3, and § that act on the
four spinor components of an element from 57, that is, on the second tensor
factor in # = L?(R3) ® C* ® %, [#]. They are given by

R 0 0j ; — o 1 0
aj = <0,] 0> y J 6{17253}7 ﬂ = Qo = (0 —]].> )

where o1, 02,03 denote the standard Pauli matrices, and fulfill the Clifford al-
gebra relations

Qo + ooy = 251] 1, 1,] € {0,1,2,3} (21)



The interaction between the electron/positron and photon degrees of freedom
in the Coulomb gauge is given as a - A 1= oy AV 4+ a9 A® + a3 A®) where

53]
A= (AD AP AB)) .= o1(G) + a(G), d(G) ;:/ les ® af(Gy) d*x.
R

3

The physical choice of the coupling function Gy = (chl), Ggf), G,((S)) is

1 .

{lk[<A}  —ikx

Gy (k) = —e——=c¢ e(k), 2.2
() = e el ey (2.2

for x € R® and almost every k = (k,\) € R® x Zy. The parameter A > 0
is an ultraviolet cut-off and e € R. (In nature e? ~ 1/137 is Sommerfeld’s
fine-structure constant which equals the square of the elementary charge in our
units@.) The values of e and A can be chosen arbitrarily in the whole article.
Writing

ko= (8@, kW, 0), k=&Y, EP)eR?, (2.3)

the polarization vectors are given as

e,0) = L (1) = 5 Ae(k,0), (2.4)
k.| K|
for k € R?\ {0} with k # 0. It is sufficient to determine € almost everywhere.
Many of our results and estimates do not depend on the special choice of G.
If we consider a larger class of coupling functions at a certain point in this
review we shall explain the required properties of Gx at the beginning of the
corresponding (sub)section.

2.3 The semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz and no-pair Hamil-
tonians

In order to define the no-pair and semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operators we
recall that the free Dirac operator minimally coupled to A is given as

3
Da = a-(=iV+A)+ 8 :=> a;(—ids, +a'(GP) +a(GP)) + . (2.5)
j=1
A straightforward application of Nelson’s commutator theorem shows that Da

is essentially self-adjoint on Z; see, e.g., [32], [40]. We denote its closure starting
from & again by the same symbol. As a consequence of (21 we further have

Di = Ta®Ta, Ta = (o (—iV+A))>+1, (2.6)

1 Energies are measured in units of mc?, m denoting the rest mass of an electron and ¢ the
speed of light. Length, i.e. x, are measured in units of %/(mc), which is the Compton wave
length divided by 27. h is Planck’s constant divided by 27. The photon wave vectors k are
measured in units of 27 times the inverse Compton wavelength, mc/h.



on 2. In particular, D3 > 1 on 2, and since Dp is essentially self-adjoint on
2 we see that ||(Da — 2)¢|| = (1 — |2]) |¢]l, ¥ € D(Da), z € C, whence

o(Da) C (—o0,—1]U[1,00).

Contrary to the usual convention used also in the introduction we define the
semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator as an operator acting in J# a priori by

H = (Dal — i +H) e, ¢€9, (2.7)
HYY ¢ := (|Da|+V + Hy) ¢, veD. (2.8)

We shall impose appropriate conditions on the general potential V € L2 (R3,R)

loc

later on. In fact, the operator defined in ([27)) is a two-fold copy of the one given
in (L) since |Da| = T;/ ) TA{/ ® by (Z8). We prefer to consider the operator
defined by ([27) to have a unified notation throughout the following sections.
The no-pair operator acts in a projected Hilbert space, %&L , given by
A = PL A, PLoi=1pe)(Da), Py :i=1-Pf. (2.9)
A priori we define it on the dense domain PX 9 C f%fg ,
HYP ot = Py (Da — g+ Hr) 9%, ¢t € PP, (2.10)
HP ot = Py (Da+V + Hy) o, et e P9, (2.11)
where V' € L2 (R3, R) satisfies D(Dg) C D(V). In the above definitions we
have to take care that the right hand sides are actually well-defined as it is, for
instance, not obvious that ‘%‘ PX 9 C . Tt follows, however, from the proof
of Lemma 3.4(ii) in [37] that P, maps Z into D(Do) ND(HY), for every v > 0,
so that the definitions (ZI0) and (2II) make sense.

As soon as we have shown in Section Bl that the quadratic forms of H{" and
HyP are semi-bounded below on the dense domains 2 and PX 2, respectively,
we may extend them to self-adjoint operators by means of a Friedrichs extension.
As already mentioned in the introduction there will, however, be critical values
for v above which the quadratic forms are unbounded below in the case of the
Coulomb potential. We prove in Section [3 that, for H,E’ F this critical value is

not less than
WEF = 2/m,

which is the critical constant in Kato’s inequality, (2/m)|x|™! < v/=A. In the
case of the no-pair operator we prove the semi-boundedness of the quadratic
form of HZP, for all v € [0,7P), where

YR = 2/(2/m+7/2). (2.12)

The instability of both models above the respective critical values for «y is shown
in [28, 29] by means of suitable test functions that drive the energy to minus
infinity. For the definition of HJP in the case v = 7P see [29].
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It has been shown in [I3] that the quadratic form associated with the (elec-
tronic) Brown-Ravenhall operator,

BS' = Py (Do — ) Py, (2.13)

Tx]

is semi-bounded on Py C§°(R3, C*) if and only if v < 42P. Thus, for v < 72P, it
has a self-adjoint Friedrichs extension which we again denote by B?Yl and which
actually satisfies Tix’ inequality, BS' > (1 —~) Py, v € [0,75%]; see [49]. We
exploit the semi-boundedness of Bgl in the proof of Theorem below.
Finally, we introduce a convention used throughout this review: We will
frequently use the symbols H {i,, H,%, 7%, etc. when we treat both the relativistic
Pauli-Fierz and no-pair operators at the same time; that is,  is PF or np.

2.4 How to deal with the non-local terms

Although general strategies to prove the existence of ground states have been
developed in the framework of non-relativistic QED [4 [0, [I7] the application of
these ideas to the models discussed in this review poses a variety of new mathe-
matical problems. This is mainly due to the non-locality of the operators |Da|
and PZ appearing in H{i, In this respect the the no-pair operator is consid-
erably more difficult to analyze than the semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator
since also the projected potential and radiation field energies become non-local.
As a consequence a variety of commutator estimates involving |Da |, Pj{, H,
cut-off functions etc. is required for a spectral analysis of H‘ﬁ, Most of these
commutator estimates are based on the observations and facts we collect in this
subsection. We shall only present one proof in the present subsection in order
to illustrate some simple ideas and defer other technical arguments to Section @l
We introduce a general hypothesis on the coupling function which is sometimes
used in the sequel:

Hypothesis 2.1 The map R? x (R* x Z3) > (x, k) — Gx(k) is measurable such
that x — Gy (k) is continuously differentiable, for almost every k, and

Gx(—k,\) = Gx(k, ), x€R? aek, NeZ,. (2.14)
There exist d_1,dg,dy,ds € (0,00) satisfying

2/w(k)f G (k)12 dk < /”V AG [ (2.15)

where |G (k)|oo := supy |Gx(k)|, ete.

We remark that, if (ZI4) is fulfilled, then [AU)(x), A®) (y)] = 0, for all j,k €
{1,2,3}, x,y € R3. For later reference we also recall the following well-known

relative bounds, valid for every 1 € D(H; 1/ 2),
e a(G) > < a2, || H 2o, (2.16)

1/2
loc - a®(G) )12 < a2 | H )| + d3 [|]|. (2.17)
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In order to cope with the non-locality of PX we write
Ra(iy) == (Da —iy)~', ye€R,

and use the following representation of the sign function of Da as a strongly
convergent principal value (see Lemma VI.5.6 in [23]),

dy

Sa ¢ = Da |DA|71<p = Tli_)rgo/ RA(iy)cp?, pE . (2.18)
In addition we observe that
1 1
|DA| = Sa Da, PX = 3 1+ §SA. (2.19)

These formulas reduce computations involving [Da| or P{ to computations in-
volving DA and integrals over its resolvent. To study the exponential localiza-
tion it is hence useful to recall that, for ally € R, a € [0,1), and F € C*°(R3,R)
having a fixed sign and satisfying |VF| < a, we have iy € o(Da + i - VF),

Ry (iy) == e" Ra(iy)e™ " = (Da +ia- VF —iy) 'pe-r), (2.20)
and
V6 1
Vity? 1-a?
For classical vector potentials this essentially follows from a computation we
learned from [9]; see also [38] where ([Z20)) and (Z2ZI)) are proved in the form

stated above. It is, however, clear that the arguments in [38] work for a quan-
tized vector potential, too. Moreover, it is easy to verify that

[Ra(iy), xeFle™ = Ra(iy)ia- (Vx + x VF) Ry (iy), (2.22)

IRA Gyl < (2.21)

where x € C*(R2,[0,1]) is some smooth function of the electron coordinates
and F is as above. Finally, we note that

llia- (Vx +x VE)| < [[Vxlloo +a, (2.23)

since || - v|| = |v|, v € R3, by the Clifford algebra relations, and |[VF| < a.
As an example we treat some commutator estimates whose proofs make use of
these remarks and a few further useful observations.

Lemma 2.2 Assume that Gx fulfills Hypothesis[21l Let x and F' be as above,
assume additionally that F is bounded, and set Hy := H¢ + E, for some suf-
ficiently large E > 1 (depending on di). Let V € L (R3,R) be relatively

form-bounded with respect to /—A. Then, for all ap,k € [0,1), v > 0, and
a € [0, apl,

| 1DA" [PX, xe"]e " || < const(ao, &) - (a+ [|Vxllos) » (2.24)
H H{ [Pl;‘Ir , xeF] e F Hf_” H < const(ag, v) - (a4 |Vx|leo), (2.25)
[ IVIV2[PL, xeFle ™ B V|| < const(ap, V) - (a+ [ Vxllao).  (2.26)
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Notice that the ag-dependence of the constants originates from the singularity
at @ = 1 in (221). Notice also that we may choose V = |[x|~! in (Z.26) in view
of Kato’s inequality.

Before the proof we further remark that all operators appearing in the norms
in [224)-(220) and in similar estimates below are always well-defined a priori
on Z and have unique bounded extensions to the whole Hilbert space. In fact,
Py 2 C D(Do) N(,~o D(HY) as we have recalled from [37] above already. To
simplify the presentation we shall not comment on this anymore from now on.

PROOF: We use the fact that an operator, T', acting in some Hilbert space
is bounded if and only if supy,| 4=1 [{¢ |79 )| is bounded in which case it is
equal to ||T||. Here it is sufficient to take the supremum over all normalized ¢
and ¢ from a dense set which is a core for T. Combining (ZI8)), (2I9), and
[222)) we find, for all normalized ¢, € 2,

(IDal"@[[PX . xe"le )

. © N . d
= lim <|DA| cp|RA(zy)za-(Vx+XVF)R£(zy)¢>%.

-
T—oo [
On account of || [Da|* Ra (iy)|| < const(k)(1 + y?)~1/?+%/2 @20), and [223)
we see that the scalar product under the integral sign defines some Lebesgue

integrable function of y and

dy

K F1 _—F
(1Dl 0| [PY, xeFle w>y<const<n><||Vx||m+a>AW,

where the last integral is finite. Therefore, [Pl;‘Ir , xef'le F 4 belongs to the
domain of (|Da|")* = |Dal|" and the first bound ([Z24]) follows.

In order to prove the second bound (2:28) we introduce another little tool
which turns out to be useful in our whole analysis. Namely, if £ > 1 is suf-
ficiently large depending on d; we can construct Y (iy) € £ () such that
RE (iy) H = H; " RX (iy) YL (iy), for every y € R, and such that the norm of
Y £ (iy) is uniformly bounded with respect to y € R; see Corollary below.
(In particular, R (iy) maps D(HY) into itself.) Therefore,

| HY ¢ | Ra(iy)ic - (Vx + x VF) R (iy) H7" v )]
= [(| Raliy) Yo(iy) ia- (Vx + x VF) R (iy) Y} (iy) ¥ )|
< C(IVxlloo +a)(1+4%) 7,

and it is clear from the argument above how to derive ([2.25)).
The last bound (226 follows from the first two and the inequality |V|/C <
|Dal|+ H: + E proved later on in Theorem B.41 O

3  Self-adjointness

As it is obvious from the definitions in the preceding section the operators Hg
are positive. In this section we present some basic relative bounds that allow to
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define the perturbed operators H{i, as self-adjoint Friedrichs extensions. As a
rule we denote the self-adjoint extensions of H‘ﬂ/ or HPY — which are only defined
on ¥ and Pj{ 2 so far — again by the same symbols. For suitable V, we are
also able to characterize the quadratic form domains of H{i, which turn out to
be the spaces of all vectors with finite kinetic and radiation field energy; see
Theorems [3.4] and below.

Before we present the afore-mentioned results we discuss various (essentially
well-known) diamagnetic inequalities in QED; see Theorem below. Since
these estimates are of independent interest we decided to present one way to
derive them (adapted from [47]) in detail which has not been worked out in the
literature before, as it seems to us.

3.1 Diamagnetic inequalities in QED

In this subsection it is sufficient to assume that

52
A = A(x) d3x, A(x) = 1cs ® (a'(Gx) + a(Gx)) ,
R3
where R? x (R3 x Z3) 3 (x, k) = Gy (k) is measurable such that x — Gy (k) is
continuously differentiable, for almost every k, and

/(w(k)fl +w(k)?) Sl)l(p |G (k)|[2dEk < o0,
/(1 + w(k) Y sup [V Gx(k)[2dk < 0o

The following result is probably well-known but the argument sketched in its
proof might be new.

Lemma 3.1 Let A > 0. Under the above condition on Gx the operator (—iV +
A)? + X\ Hy is essentially self-adjoint on 9.

PROOF: It is a standard exercise to show that {—iV, A} + A? is a small
operator perturbation of —A + ¢ Hy, provided that ¢ > 0 is chosen sufficiently
large depending on Gy. In particular, N := (—iV + A)? + ¢ H; + 1 is essentially
self-adjoint on any core of —A + ¢ Hy and, in particular, on 2. In the next step
we apply Nelson’s commutator theorem with the closure of A starting from 2
as test operator to conclude. O

We denote the closure of (—iV + A)? starting from 2 by 7a. For every ¢, €
H = L*(RS,C* ® ), we write (¢|v) for the (partial) scalar product on
C* ® Z, and denote [p](x) := (@(x) | p(x))}/2. Furthermore, we set Sg(x) :=
m o(x), for ¢p(x) # 0, and Sy (x) = 0, for ¢(x) = 0.

Theorem 3.2 (i) Let ¢ € D(7a). Then [¢] € H'(R?), and

(n] — Af6] )2y < Re / (%) (Sp(%) | (ra 0)(3)) %, (3.1)

3
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for alln € HY(R3), n > 0. In particular, for n = [¢],
([o]| — Al r2rey < (DT @) (32)

(ii) Let ¢ € D(ry/%). Then [¢] € H/2(R%), and

(VB IDrers) < Re [ 60 (860 | (X°0)0) d'x. (33)

R3

for alln € HY2(R?), n > 0. In particular, for n = [4],

([ V=A[]) 2y < (@174 0). (3.4)

(i4i) For all ) € A and t € [0,00), we have, almost everywhere on R3,
[e™w] < e ], (3:5)
[e ™ gl < e VA [p]. (3.6)

Remark 3.3 (1) Arguing as in Theorem 7.21 of [30] with the corresponding
changes as in the proof below one can easily verify that, for ¢ € 2, we have
[¢] € HY(R?) and |V [¢](x)| < [(=iV + A)¢](x), for a.e. x € R3.

(2) In [I9] diamagnetic inequalities for infra-red regularized vector potentials
have been proved by means of dressing transformations. For an alternative
proof using functional integrals see [20]. If all components of the vector poten-
tial commute, [AU)(x), A®)(y)] = 0, then one can also reduce the diamagnetic
inequalities to classical ones by diagonalizing all components A(j)(x) simulta-
neously; this argument due to J. Frohlich is mentioned in [1I]. The proofs given
here are variants of the ones presented in [43], 47].

PRrROOF: Lete > 0. First, we assume that ¢ € 2 and set u. := /[¢]? + 2 €
C>®(R3,R). Since AU)(x) is symmetric on %, for every x € R*, we have
Re (6(x) [ 1A (x) 6(x)) = 0, thus

uEVuE:%Vu?:Re(¢|V¢):Re(¢|(V+iA)¢). (3.7)

In particular,

[¢]

€

Vel < L[V +iA)g] < [(V +iA)g]. (3.8)

Taking the divergence of 1) we obtain

IV ue|® +u: Au. = Re (Vo |(V+iA)¢) +Re (¢|V(V +iA)¢p)
[(V +iA)¢]* —Re (¢|7a¢). (3.9)

Combining this identity with (3.8]) we arrive at

—Au. < Re (uZ'o|rad). (3.10)
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Now, assume that ¢ € D(7a). Since 7a is essentially self-adjoint on 2 we find
bn € P, n € N, such that ¢, — ¢ and Ta¢, — Ta¢® in . On account of

BI0) we have
[ AU dx < Re (g () o, lmadn), a1

for all Schwartz functions n € .7 (R?), > 0, where ul™ = Vgn]? +2,n e N.
Passing to appropriate subsequences if necessary we may assume that [¢,] —
[¢] and, hence, u{™ — u. almost everywhere. Using that u=t, (ul™)=1 < 1/e,
it is easy to see that n (ul™)~! ¢, — nuzt¢ in H#. By virtue of the Riesz-
Fischer theorem we further find a square-integrable majorant for the sequence
([¢n]). We can thus pass to the limit n — oo in @I to get, for all n € .7 (R3),
n =0, and ¢ € D(7a),

/ (= Am)(x) ue(x) & < Re / n(x) (42 ()6() | (rad)(x)) dPx.  (3.12)
R3 R3

Here we may take the limit ¢ — 0 by means of the dominated convergence
theorem (with the majorant 7 [7a @] on the right hand side) to obtain, for all
ne.Z(R3¥,n>0,and ¢ € D(1a),

[EANG o160 @ < Re [ 160 (S| (ra 0)x))dx. (3.13)

Adding [ nA[¢] with A > 0 to both sides we obtain
I8+ 260 [01) d'x < Re [ 60 (S5 (7 -+ 2)0) ) P
< [ 6 1a + N el x.
|R3

Let 0 < x € C§°(R?) and ¢ € . Since (—A + A)~1, X > 0, is positivity
preserving, we may then choose 7 := (—=A + \)"'x € Z(R?) and ¢ := (7a +
A~ € D(7a) and arrive at

/ X [(7a + 3]0 dx < / X [(=A+ X)) [$]](x) .
R3 R3

Since x € C§°(R?) is arbitrary we find [ (7a +A) 719 ] < (=A+X)"1[+], almost
everywhere on R?, and by induction (see [47], for the same argument) we get,
for all n € N and ¢t > 0,

[(B)" (ra+ ) "] < (P"(=A+ )" [v].

Both sides converge almost everywhere along some subsequence to [e~t™] and
e H=2)[¢] respectively, and (B3] follows. Equation (3.6)) follows from (B.35)), the
spectral calculus, the subordination identity

efw\l/? _ /Oo o s—t7N/(45) ﬂ EA>0,
0

\/7TS7
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and the properties of the Bochner-Lebesgue integral. In the remaining part of
the proof we derive (following again [47]) (B and [B.3]) at the same time. To
this end let v € {1/2,1} and ¢ € D(7X).

On account of (¢ |e '"ap) < [[¢] [e~*" ¢] Equations ([3.5) and (3.6) imply
(6le~7R6) < [[dle">" [4], thus

(614711 — e R)p) > /

R

e ORRGERS

Since ¢ € D(r4) the limit ¢ — 0 exists on the left hand side of the previous
inequality. By the monotone convergence theorem we conclude that the limit
t — 0 of the right hand side exists, too, and

(01750} > [ EP IO P

Hence [¢] € H”(R?) and .2) and B.4) hold true. Using this we may take the
derivatives at ¢ = 0 on the left and right sides of the following consequence of

) and (G8)
Re [ n60(Ss e o) a'x < [ e R o]0

(3.14)
< [ e ol dx,

R3
to get —Re (79 [7X ¢) < —(n|(=A)"[¢])12(ws), for all n € H"(R?),n > 0.
Here we have also used that all expressions in (3.14) are equal to [n[¢] at
t=0. a

3.2 Semi-boundedness

The following theorem is a slight generalization of a result from [37]. Its proof
is based on two basic steps: The first one follows immediately from the diamag-
netic inequalities by means of which the form bounds the potential satisfies by
assumption can be turned into form bounds with respect to the scalar operators
TX % or Ta. After that we use relative bounds on the magnetic field to include
spin, Ta < D4 + H? + const. To complete the square on the right hand side
of the previous bound we employ the inequality ([B.20) below. After completing

the square we take square roots on both sides to obtain a bound on 7'11&/ 2,

Theorem 3.4 Forv € {1/2,1}, let V,, € L} (R R) and assume that there is

loc

some ¢, > 0 such that, for every ¢ € H"(R3),

(eI Vio)rars) < (@] (=A) @) rars) + o ll @ 12 (g (3.15)

Then there is some C € (0,00) such that, for all Gx fulfilling Hypothesis [2.1],
e D, and § >0,

(6]Vid) < (&](IDal +6Hr + (67 +C38)dD)* ¢) + ¢ 6% (3.16)
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In particular,
D o2 < || (DAl +6H:+ 6+ OB o|> . (317)
4

forallp € 9, and

21
AT < |Dal+6He + (571 +Co)d7, (3.18)
in the sense of quadratic forms on 9. Therefore, H‘P;lljz and HEF, v € 0,757,
have self-adjoint Friedrichs extensions — henceforth again denoted by the same
symbols — and D is a form core for these extensions. Moreover, fora € [0,1) and
v € 0,7FY), we know that Q(HE‘Z/Q) Q(HEF) = Q(HEF) = Q(|Do|)NQ(H).
PROOF: First, we show that Q(HET) = Q(|Do|) N Q(Hy); see [28, 48]. The
remaining statements on form domains will then be a consequence of (816) and
BI8). In fact, this follows from the bounds [37]

[1Do[*(Sa = So) i 2| <€ || IDAIY(Sa = o) Hy 2| <
where Hy := Hy + E with E > 1+ (4d1)%. (These bounds are derived exactly as
in Lemma [6.3] below.) Together with |Da| — [Do| = Do (Sa — So) + o - A Sa
and (ZI6)& @2I7) the first bound implies

C" || DoV 20| 1%
C"{@|(|Do| + Hs) ¢ ), (3.19)

(¢ [ (IDal = [Dol) ¢ )l

NN

for all ¢ € 2. Analogously, the second bound implies (B.19) with |Dg| replaced
by |Da| on the right hand side. Consequently, the form norms of |Da| + Hs
and |Do| + H; are equivalent on & which implies Q(HEY) = Q(|Do|) N Q(Hy).

All details missing in the proof of (B.16)—-(BI8)) sketched below can be found
in [37]. We set Hy := Hy + F, for E > 0. Besides some standard arguments the
main ingredient in this proof is the following bound proven in [37, Lemma 4.1]:
We find some constant, C' > 0, such that, for all E > C'd? and ¢ € 2,

Re(|Dal¢|Hsd) > 0. (3.20)

This estimate follows from the following identity Re (|Da| Hr) = Hfl/ *(|Da| —
T)Ht»l/2 on 9, where

T:zRe{[|DA|,H;1/2] 1/2}<5|DA|—i—g Lconstdy /EV/?,

for ¢ € (0,1] and E > (4d1)?, as we shall see at the end of Subsection To
make use of the bound (B20) we recall that, since [AY)(x), A®) (y)] = 0, we
have

Did=7a0+S-Bo+¢, €, (3.21)
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where the entries of the formal three-vector S are S; = 0; ® 13 and B is the
magnetic field, i.e. S-B =S af(Vx AG)+ S a(Vx AG). By [ZI6) with
(Vx A G, dy) instead of (G,d_1) we have, for all 6 > 0 and ¢ € 9,

(¢S Bo)| < 2dillgll[|H* o] < o6(o|(H:+672d)g).  (3:22)
Choosing E = (672 + C) d? we infer from B.20)-(322), for all ¢ € 2,

(¢|7ad) < (Dad|Dad)+6{¢|Hi o) — 9] (3.23)
< (Dad|Dad)+(¢[6° Hf ¢) +2Re (|Dal¢ |0 H d)
— | (DA + 6 H) o |

Furthermore, since the square root is operator monotone it follows from (23]
that (¢ |7, 1/2 o) < (¢|(IDal+ § Hy) ¢ ). Using the diamagnetic inequalities
B2) and (BEI) we further find, for v € {1/2,1},

(01Vi o) = (1o Vo [9])r2rey < (01 (=) [¢])r2we) + cv 1017

< (o] 6) +ellgll?, (3.24)
and we conclude that (3I8) holds true. Inequalities (BI7) and BI8) follow
from ([324) together with Hardy’s and Kato’s inequality, respectively. |

Theorem [B4] has a straightforward extension to the case of N electrons [36].
We discuss this extension in the next corollary mainly since its proof gives the
opportunity to introduce some identities and estimates which are used later on.
Let sy and Py, N € N, be defined in the same way as 5 and Z but with the
L?(R3,C*) = L?(R3 x Z4) replaced by L2((R3 x Z4)™). The spatial coordinates
of the i-th electron are denoted by x; € R® and we designate an operator acting
only on x;, the i-th spinor components, and on the photon field by a superscript

(4)-

Corollary 3.5 Assume that NJK € N, e > 0, 7,...,7x € (0,2/7], and
{Ry,...,Rx} CR3. Then

N o2

N K
(1)

i=1 i=1 k=1
for every § > 0, in the sense of quadratic forms on Dy .

PRrROOF: In view of (BI8) we only have to explain how to localize the non-
local kinetic energy terms. To begin with we note the following special cases of

224) and (@I0), respectively: For every y € C*°(R2, [0, 1]),
106 Salll < (IVxlloos  [[Da [x [x; Sal]|] < 2(1Vxll% - (3.26)

Let B,(z) denote the open ball in R* of radius r > 0 centered at z € R>.
We set ¢ := min{|R; — Ry| : k # £}/2 and pick a smooth partition of unity
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on R, {xx}i—o, such that x, = 1 on B,2(Ry) and supp(xx) C B,(Ry), for

k=1,...,K, and such that 3>_5_ x? = 1. Combining the following IMS type
localization formula,

K
1
Dal = Y- {xelDalxe + 5 [ b IDall] | on2, (3.27)
k=0
and the identities
Xk DXk, |DAl]] = 2ia- (Vxg) [xk Sal + Da [Xk s [xks Sal] (3.28)

and || - Vx| = |Vxi| with [326]), we obtain

| Ixw > Dxes I DAl ] ]| < 41VxkllZ (3.29)

for all k € {0,...,K}. Since we are able to localize the kinetic energy terms
and since, by the choice of the partition of unity, the functions R® > x
|x — Ri| ' x%(x) are bounded, for k € {1,...,K}, £ € {0,...,K}, k # ¢, the
bound ([B:25) is now an immediate consequence of ([B.I8]). ad
Next, we discuss the semi-boundedness of the no-pair operator. The idea is to
reduce the stability of the no-pair operator to the one of the purely electronic
Brown-Ravenhall operator.

Theorem 3.6 Assume that Gx fulfills Hypothesis [Z. Let § € (0,1] and let
V e L2 _(R3,R) be form bounded with respect to /—A and satisfy

loc
(Py ¢|VPo)<ale|DoPy @) +blIPs ¢l?, ¢e€C(R?),  (3.30)

for some a € (0,1) and b > 0. Then there exist constants cy,C € (0,00),
C =C(8,V,d_1,d1), such that, for all o* € Py 2, o || =1,

(T [(Da+V +8H) ") > ev(p'|[Dol¢™) = C, (3.31)
and in particular, for every v € [0,v2P),
(0" [(Da = g +0H) 9" ) = ey (¢" [|Dol¢™) = C(6,7,d-1,d1).  (3.32)

Therefore, H" and HIP have self-adjoint Friedrichs extensions — henceforth
again denoted by the same symbols — and PX 2 is a form core for these exten-

sions. Furthermore, Q(HP) = Q(HIP) = Q(H,") = Q(|Do|)NQ(H¢)NRanPy .

PrOOF: The statement on the form domains follows from Theorem 3.2 of
[29]. (See also Section 3.4 of the first preprint version of [29] available on the
arXiv for an alternative proof.) The estimate (832) is derived in [37] and we
shall outline its proof in what follows.
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We pick some p > 1 with pa < 1 and write, for o™ € PX 2,
(¢"[(Da+ V)T ) = p (" | P (Do+pV)Pf ¢")
+ (1=p7 ) (¢" | Po Dow™)
+ (¢ | Py (Do+V) Py ")
+ 2Re (¢ | PV Py ot).
The estimate ([3.32) is based on the identity above and the following bound
on the difference between the spectral projections with and without field (see

Lemma for similar statements): For E > 1 + (4d1)?, there is a constant,
C = C(d-1,dp) > 0, such that

[1Do/4(Py — PEYH;?|| < C, (3.34)

where Hy = Hy + E. On account of Py ¢t = (Py — Py)¢t, for ot € P 2,
and (3.34) we have, for every ¢ > 0,

[1DoV2 Py o™ |I” < || Dol By ot || || IDo|** (Py — Px) o™ ||
1 Cle,d_q1,d _ .

S §H|Doll/2P6so+Hz+7(€ 21 o) | Po so*H2+§HH3/2s0+H2=
that is,

[1Do]* Py * ||* < e || B2 0" |* + Cle.dor.do) || Py ™ "

(3.35)
By virtue of |V| < C'|Dg|, the previous estimate further implies, for every 7 > 0,
(P o™ [V Py 9" )]
<ol 2B o [ 4| B2 ot P4 Cor | P ot [P (3:36)

Here the second term on the RHS of (833) can be used to control the first
term on the RHS of ([B.30). Recalling the definition (ZI3]) and applying (216,
B39), B34), and B30) to the various terms in (B33) we thus find, for every

6 € (0,1], some constant, C = C (8, p,d_1,d1) € (0,00), such that
(o [(Da+V +6He) ") 2 cap(pt | Do Py oF) = Clle™|?.

Using (B:35) once more to replace Do Py™ by |Dog| on the right hand side, we
arrive at the first asserted estimate. According to the remarks made below
ZI3) the first estimate applies in particular to the Coulomb potential, as long
as v € [0,7¢P). O
From the previous theorem and our commutator estimates one can also infer the
semi-boundedness of a no-pair operator for N € N electrons and K € N static
nuclei, analogously to Corollary B.5] as long as all Coulomb coupling constants
Y1,--.,7vK are less than y2P; see Proposition A.2 of [36].

Since we are addressing the question of finding distinguished self-adjoint
realizations of Hg it is also natural to state the following theorem whose proof
can be found in Corollary 3.4 of [29].

21



Theorem 3.7 Let v € [0,1/2) and assume that Gx fulfills Hypothesis [Z1
Then H?F and HIP are essentially self-adjoint on 9 and PX 9, respectively.

For sufficiently small values of |e| and/or A, the essential self-adjointness of HY'¥
has been shown earlier in [40].

4 Bounds on the ionization energy

As a first step towards the proof of the existence of ground states we need to
show that binding occurs in the atomic system defined by H 3/ in the sense that
inf U[H‘ﬁ/] < inf O’[Hg]. This information will be exploited mathematically when
we apply a bound on the spatial localization of low-lying spectral subspaces of
H‘ﬁ, from [37]. The localization estimate in turn enters into the proof of the
existence of ground states at various places, for instance, into the derivation
of the infra-red estimates and into the compactness argument given in Subsec-
tion BIl Theorem [4.1] below is the main result of this section. In its statement
we abbreviate (§ € {PF,np})

ES/ = ian[Hs,] , Eg = infa[Hg] v e (0,48, F = info[Hf],
where V satisfies the conditions under which H {i, has been defined in the pre-
vious section. To simplify the exposition we only consider the physical choice
of the coupling function Gy given in (Z2]), as always for arbitrary values of e
and A. Our proofs work, however, equally well for other coupling functions,
for instance, for the infra-red cut-off and discretized coupling functions intro-
duced in Section [6] and we obtain uniform bounds on the binding energies in
these cases. If we consider coupling functions other than ([2:2) then the unitary
transformation U introduced below has to be changed accordingly; see [28] [29].

Theorem 4.1 (i) Let V € L (R3 R) be form bounded with respect to v/—A
with form bound less than or equal to one. (SoV fulfills BI5) with v =1/2.)
Define the self-adjoint operator hy := /1 — A+ V by means of a Friedrichs
extension starting from C$°(R3) and assume that inf alhy] is an eigenvalue.
Then

SPF _EPF > 1 infolhy]. (4.1)
In particular, for v € [0, ”Y(];?F]’
SPF_BPF > 1 —infolVI—A - . (42)

Y
(i1) Let V < 0 be relatively form bounded with respect to /—A and assume that
V satisfies B30) with a € (0,1). Additionally, assume there exist r > 1, ¢ > 0,
and 6 € (0,2) such that

V(x) < —c|x|0_27 x| =>r.
Then
L oL (4.3)
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(];nd m pC” tzculaﬂ 5 f()7 '7 S (O, ’70 ),

Remark 4.2 (i) The bound (@I) has been obtained first in [2I] (under the
assumption that H‘P,)F be essentially self-adjoint which, in the case V = —%, is
true, at least for all v < 1/2). The result of [2I] improved a lower bound on
the binding energy in an earlier preprint version of [28]. The latter was given
in terms of the non-relativistic ground state energy of an electronic Schrodinger

operator.

(ii) In a forthcoming work of the first two authors [27] is it shown that the
inequalities (£.1) and [@2]) are actually strict, for all e, A > 0. Moreover, there
is a certain class of short-range potentials V such that XFF — ESF > 0 and
in particular — according to the present article — EEF is an eigenvalue of H‘P,)F
although inf o[hy] = 1 and 1 is not an eigenvalue of hy. This effect is called
enhanced binding due to the quantized radiation field and we are again able to
prove its occurrence, for arbitrary large values of e and A. There are numerous
results on enhanced binding in non-relativistic QED; up to now complete proofs
were, however, available only for small e. The proofs in [27] extend the ideas
and methods underlying the proof of Theorem [l given below.

Because of lack of space we shall only describe the proof of Theorem A1
for the semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator [28] in detail. The proof of (€3]
follows similar lines and can be found in [29]; see also Remark (@3] below.

Our proof of [@I]) and (A3 is based on a direct fiber decomposition of
with respect to fixed values of the total momentum p ® 1 + 1 ® p¢, where
p := —tVx and

pr == dl'(k) = (d['(k"V), dU(k®), dU' (k@) (4.4)

is the photon momentum operator. In fact, a conjugation of the Dirac operator
with the unitary operator e’Pt'* — which is simply a multiplication with the
phase (R*)" 3 (ky,...,ky) — e/t +kn)x in each Fock space sector ﬂén) [#]
— yields

ePXDae P = o (p—pr +A(0)) + 5,
and a further conjugation with the Fourier transform, F : L?(R3) — L?(R3),
turns the latter expressions into

@ A~
(FRL)eP*Dpe P> (Flgl) = D(P)d*P. (4.5)
R3

Here the operators
D(P) = a (P—p;+A(0)+8, PeckR,

acting in C*® .%,[#], are fiber Hamiltonians of the transformed Dirac operator
in ([@3) with respect to the isomorphism

(&)
H# = [2RS,CY @ F|A g/ Ct @ Fo[H | PP (4.6)
R3
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(In particular, the transformed Dirac operator in ([{3]) again acts in J#, where
the variable in the first tensor factor, P, is now interpreted as the total momen-
tum of the combined electron-photon system.) Accordingly, we have the direct
integral representation (compare, e.g., Theorem XIII.85 in [44])

S
(Fo1)eP*Hi e P (Flel) = / Hi" (P)d°P, (4.7)
R3
where

HYF(P) == |D(P)| + H;.

Let € > 0. Then we know that the Lebesgue measure of the set of all P € R3
satisfying o[HEY (P)]|N (ZFF —¢, SPF +-¢) # @ is strictly positive. In particular,
we find some P, € R? and some normalized ¢, € Q(HJ¥(P,)) such that

<‘P* ‘ HE™ (P.) ¢ >c4®yb[yg] < SPF 4 o (4.8)
We define the unitary transformation
U = e'Pr=Pu)x (4.9)

and observe as above that

~

UDAU* = Dp(Py) = a-(p+P.—pr+A(0) + 3.
It is sufficient to prove the bound (@I]) for the unitarily equivalent operator
UHLFU* = |Dp(P,)| +V + H;. (4.10)

PROOF: (Theorem [{1: The semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz case.) Let ¢ > 0
and P, be as in the paragraph preceding the statement. We abbreviate t, :=
P, — pr+ A(0) and, for n > 0,

Ri(n) = (P> + (at)? +0+1) ", Ro(n):= ((a-(p+t.)? +n+1) "

Since the anti-commutator of & - p and « - t, is equal to 2p - t, it holds (e -
(p+ts)? = (a to)> +2p -ty + p?. We deduce that, for any p € 2,

—Ry(n)e = —Ra(n) [p* + (o~ £.)° + 1+ n] Ri(n)p
Ro(n) 2p - t.] Ri(n)p — Ri(n)p. (4.11)

We use the following formula, for a self-adjoint operator 7' > 0,

\/Tcp:/ooo(l—TLM>cpﬂd—\/nﬁ, peD(T), (4.12)
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and the resolvent identity (£11)) to obtain, for any ¢ € 2,

(o] (V- (p+t))2+1 — VPP + (a-t.)2+1) )

— /Ooo<sp‘ (Rl(n)—Rz(ﬁ))‘P>\/ﬁd_:

_/0(’°<R2 Yol 2Dt Ri(n) )y 2

™

—/Ooow}Rl(n)[?p-t*]Rl(n)@ nd—:
- [T el 2ot R 20 e Ba) )y 2

s /ooow‘Rl(”)[?p-t*]Rl(n)M ol

™

(4.13)

In the last step we used the positivity of Ra(n). We consider now ¢ := @1 ® @9

where 1 € C°(R3,R) and @2 € C* ® % with ||| = 1, j = 1,2. Writing

Do(€,m) := (£2 + (- t)2 + 1+ 1)1 o = By(—&,7) we find that
(¢|Ri(n)p-t. Ri(n) @)

= [ (mien]|twaen) B ©FCE =0, (419

due to the fact that ¢; is real and, hence, |1 (€)| = |P1(—&)|. Furthermore,

|Dp(P >| w (P+t))2+1, [DP,)=+(at)2+1,  (4.15)
VPP F (a6 )2 +1<(a t,)2+1+/p2+1—1, (4.16)

where we used [p?, (a - t4)?] = 0 in the second line. Combining .I3)—(@I8)

we arrive at

(@|UHU o) < (@2 | HyF(Py) w2 ) + (o1 [hv pr) — 1.

By a limiting argument the previous inequality extends to any real-valued ¢; €
Q(hy). We choose ¢1 to be he normalized, strictly positive eigenfunction of hy
corresponding to the eigenvalue at the bottom of its spectrum and @2 = p,. By
the choice of @, in (@8], where € > 0 is arbitrary, this proves the assertion. O

Remark 4.3 As already mentioned the proof of Theorem 1] for the no-pair
operator employs ideas similar to those described above. However, due to the
more complex structure of the no-pair Hamiltonian the resulting bound (@3]
is not as satisfactory as the one for H‘P,)F. Again, we have the representation

HYP = [ HY(P) d*P with

~

Hy*(P) = P(P) (D(P) + H;) P(P),  P(P):= 1y )(D(P)).



Given £ > 0, we again find P, € R? and some normalized O = ﬁ(P) Px €
Q(H"?(P,)) such that (¢, | Hy"(Py)¢s )ciez,x] < L"P + . Conjugating
HZP with U defined as in (3J) we obtain

UHPU* = Pp(P.) (Dp(P.) + VHe) Pp(P.), (4.17)

where ﬁp(P*) = 11[0700)(13P(P*)). As a test function we now choose ®p :=

Py (PL) (xR ® ¢x), where xr is some normalized smooth and non-negative func-
tion supported in {R < |x| < 2R} with R > 1. It turns out that ||[Pg| =
1+ O(1/R?%). We then exploit the fact that the negative contribution of the
potential in ([@IT7) to the expectation value of ®p decays as 1/R?~Y whereas
all other terms yield a contribution %P + ¢ + O(1/R?), as R tends to infinity.
To show all this it is convenient to work on a non-projected Hilbert space by
adding a suitable “positronic” no-pair operator to HJP (similarly as in (&)
below). For then one can again make use of the bounds (LI3)-@I6) derived
in the previous proof; see Section V of [29]. (It is entirely obvious that the
Coulomb potential can be replaced by a more general one in Section V of [29].)

5 Exponential localization

Our next aim is to discuss the exponential localization with respect to the
electron coordinates of low-lying spectral subspaces of the no-pair and semi-
relativistic Pauli-Fierz operators. Since the multiplication with some exponen-
tial weight function, e, acting on the electron coordinates does not map the
projected Hilbert space jfg into itself it is convenient to extend the no-pair
operator to some continuously invertible operator on the whole Hilbert space
¢ in the discussion below. Therefore, we set

HYP = HIP + HY»™,  HJ™ .= Py (|Da|+ H;) Py . (5.1)

In Lemma B3 below we show that ¥"P = inf o[H;"™ "] by constructing some
anti-linear map 7 : J# — # with Hy" 7 = 7 Hy>~ . Therefore,

HP > w0 (5.2)

To unify the notation we further set fI‘IjF = HEF and write }AI?,, f etc., when

we treat both HEF and ]?I‘I}p at the same time. In the whole section we assume
that Gy fulfills Hypothesis 211

Theorem 5.1 (i) Let V € L2 _(R3,R) be relatively form bounded with respect

loc
to v/ —A with relative form bound less than or equal to one. Moreover, assume
that
Jr>1: sup [V(x)| <oo and V(x) fullndes
x| >r/4

0. (5.3)

Define
p(CL) ::1_(1_61’2)1/25 a € [051)7
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and let I C (—oo, XFF) be some compact interval. Then there exists k € (0, 00),
such that, for all a € (0,1) satisfying € := X¥F —sup I — p(a) € (0,1], we have

[e™ ar(HPF) || <k (SPF - BYF) /e, (5.4)

(ii) Assume that V € L2 (R3,R) satisfies HY(R®) C D(V') (which implies |V | <

loc

const |Dol|) as well as B30) with a < 1 and @3). Let I C (—o0,X"P) be
some compact interval. Then we find some o’ > 0 such that Ran(1;(H")) C
D(ev'x1). In particular,

I el ( < const. (5.5)

np
HY) | o o
If Gy is modified, then we get uniform lower bounds on a’ and uniform upper
bounds on the constant in ([&Lh), provided that we have uniform upper bounds
on d_1,dy, X"P and uniform lower bounds on X"P —sup .

ProoOF: The proof is given in the succeeding three subsections. a
Note that the potential V is not assumed to be a small form perturbation of
v/—A in Part (i) of the previous theorem. In particular, the assumptions of
(i) cover the Coulomb potential —v/|x| with coupling constants v € [0,~7FF]
including the critical one. This improves on [37] where Coulomb potentials
have been treated, for subcritical v. By a modification of the arguments of
this section it is actually also possible to prove exponential localization for the
no-pair operator with Coulomb potential in the critical case v = 2P, which is
not covered by Part (ii) of the above theorem; see [25].

The bound on the decay rate a of Part (i) has been found first in [25] (where
only the Coulomb potential is treated explicitly). It reduces to the typical
relativistic decay rate known for eigenvectors of electronic Dirac or square-root
operators when Gy is set equal to zero.

5.1 A general strategy to prove the localization of spectral
subspaces

The general strategy of the proof of Theorem [5.1]is essentially due to [4]. We
shall present a variant of the argument used in [4] in Lemma2lbelow. In order
to apply this lemma to H 3/ we shall also benefit from some useful observations
made in [I6]. The main advantage of Lemma and its earlier variants is
that it allows to study the localization of spectral subspaces without any a priori
knowledge on the spectrum. Its proof does not exploit eigenvalue equations as
it is the case in Agmon type arguments nor does it assume discreteness of the
spectrum or the presence of spectral gaps. This is important for us since the
spectra of both the no-pair and the semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operators will
be continuous up to their minima. Roughly speaking the proof of Lemma
rests on a combination of the following:

e The representation (5.11]) for the spectral projection ]].[(ﬁ,g) Here a com-
parison operator, Y | enters into the analysis whose resolvent stays bounded
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after conjugation with suitable exponential weights, for all relevant spec-
tral parameters. (E11]) is valid since its also satisfies 1;(Y) = 0.

e The Helffer-Sjostrand formula (re-derived below for the convenience of the
reader) which is used to represent smoothed versions of 1;(H?) and 1;(Y’)
as integrals over resolvents.

e The second resolvent identity; in fact, Y will be chosen such that I;TPY -Y
is well-localized and is hence able to control exponential weights.

In the somewhat technical parts of this section following after Lemma we
shall verify the applicability of Lemma to our models by defining and ana-
lyzing suitable comparison operators Y.

Let us now introduce some prerequisites for the proof of Lemma In
order to find a representation of the spectral projection which is accessible for
an analysis we smooth out the projection and employ the Helffer-Sjostrand
formula. More precisely, let I C (—oo0, %) be some compact interval. Then
we pick some slightly larger compact interval J C (—oo, %F), JoI , and some
x € C5°(R,[0,1]) such that x =1 on I and x = 0 outside J. We pick another
cut-off function p € C§°(R, [0, 1]) such that p = 1 in a neighborhood of 0 and
p(y) =0, for |y| > 1/2, and extend x to a compactly supported smooth function
of the complex plane setting

X(@+iy) = x(@) +X (@) iyply),  x,yeR;
compare, e.g., [I1, 12]. Then we have
20:X(2) = (0 +i0y)x(2) = X'(x) (1 = p(y) =y o' () + X" (2) iy p(y),
for every z = x + iy € C, and the choice of p implies
|02x(2)] < Cy|Imz|, z€C, (5.6)

for some Cy € (0,00). Moreover, the following Helffer-Sjostrand formula is
valid, for every self-adjoint operator, X, on some Hilbert space,

W) = [(X =2 ), du(e) = —ORE) dedy. (67)

If X were a complex number (5.7)) were just a special case of Pompeiu’s formula
for some path encircling the support of y. X can, however, be inserted in that
formula by means of the spectral calculus; see, e.g., [12].

To facilitate the discussion of operator domains we replace a|x| in (54 by
some F : R — R satisfying

FeC®NL®RLR), F=aronB,0), F>0, |[VF|<a, (5.8)

where r > 1 is the parameter appearing in (&.3)).
Finally, we recall our notation # € {np, PF}.

28



Lemma 5.2 Let I, J, X, and Cy be as described above and assume that'Y is a
self-adjoint operator in S with D(Y) = D(H{i/) and Y > supJ. Furthermore,
let a > 0 and assume there exist C,C" € (0,00) such that, for all F satisfying

EG3),

HeF (ﬁs/—Y)H < C, eS}lJI:[RHe (Y —2)! eiFH < C. (5.9)

Then Ran(]ll(ﬁ?,)) C D(e*™) and
le"™I L (H) || < € C"Cy L(supp(X)) /7 (5.10)
where L denotes the Lebesgue measure on R.
PRrROOF: Since 1; = x 1; and J C o(Y) we have
1y (H) = (u(H) = x (V) L (H). (5.11)

Applying the Helffer-Sjostrand formula (57) and the second resolvent identity
we infer that

eF 1, (Fb) /{e e PP (Y — BE)WEL — ) Vdu(z). (5.12)

Estimating the norm of these expressions using (5.6 and ||(1{_\I‘ﬁ, —-2)71 <
1/|Im z| we obtain (EI0) with a|x| replaced by F. Then (GI0) follows by
choosing a suitable sequence of functions F;, satisfying (5.8) and converging
monotonically on {|x| > 2r} to a|x| and applying the monotone convergence
theorem to ef ]lj(ﬁ‘ﬁ/) ¥, for every ¢ € . ]

5.2 Choice of the comparison operator Y

In the next step we thus have to find a suitable operator Y fulfilling the condi-
tions of Lemma 5.2l The hardest problem is to verify the second bound in (5.9)
and this is actually the main new mathematical challenge in the study of the
exponential localization in our non-local models. We defer the discussion of the
second bound in (59) to the next subsection.

In order to construct an operator Y Whose spectrum differs only slightly
from the spectrum of the free operator H07 so that Y > supJ, and which is
defined on the same domain as H{i, we simply add some bounded term to H{i,
which compensates for the singularities and wells of the electrostatic potential
and thus pushes the spectrum up to the ionization threshold. A similar choice
of a comparison operator has been employed in the non-relativistic setting in
[16]. More precisely, we first introduce a scaled partition of unity. That is, we
pick xo.r, X1, € C®(R3,[0,1]), R > r, such that xo.r = 1 on Bg(0), xo,r =0
on R®\ Bar(0), xg g + XT.r = 1, and [|[Vxkrllee < ¢/R, k = 0,1, for some
R-independent constant ¢ € (0,00). Then we define Y as follows:
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The semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator. We define
W= 1y + (57 - BV )Xo (5.13)

for some R > 1 which shall be fixed sufficiently large later on. Of course, HLY
and Y{7¥ have the same domain and the first bound in (5.9) which provides the
control on the exponential weights holds trivially,

o™ (HET = YEF)| < (SFF = BYF) e 8 alloo < (57 — BYF) eort2at,

for every F satisfying (5.8]). We shall sketch the proof of the condition Y > sup J
which follows from the next lemma.

Lemma 5.3 YVPF > YPF _ o(R%), R — oo, in the sense of quadratic forms on
9, where the little-o-symbol depends only on V' and xo.1.

PROOF: We employ the localization formula (8:27) with K = 1, the error
estimate (3:29) , and HY > EJF, HEY > BPF, to get

YoF > xo,r HVS xo.r + X1, Hy ¥ X118
+ (T - BV XGr+ XT RV - O(L/R?) > £FF — o(R°).

We also used that supy<g |V(x)| = o(R") and X%,R + x%R =1. O
The no-pair operator. Since |Da| = Py Da + Py |Da| we have

HY? = |Da|+ PV P+ HMS,  HY¢ .= P H; Pf + Py H; Py,
on 2. We write I?I‘I}T’R ‘= H' — (1/R) HM, for some R > 1, so that Eyp =
inf a[ﬁ‘r}f}R P{] > —oc by B.31)), and define

YiP = HIP + (5" — EiF) xo.r P3 xo.r - (5.14)

Again it is clear that ﬁ‘r}p and Y’ are self-adjoint on the same domain. Also
the first bound in (9] again follows trivially,

e (P = YyP)| < (2% = Byfip) e+,

for every F satisfying (5.8). Besides the second bound in (59) it remains to
derive the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4 Y}’ > X" — ¥ /R — o(R") — kd}/R? as quadratic forms on 2,
where k € (0,00) and the Little-o-symbol depend only on V' and xo.1.

PROOF: Again we use an IMS type localization formula to infer that
YoP > xo.r Hy'g Xo.r + X1,r Hy'g X1.8 + (Z"P — EVPR) xo,r PR Xo.R

ic 1 73n
+ 4 Hi™ 4 x1 m PV P X1+ 3 > Ixkrs bowr BBl (5.15)
k=0.1

30



As a consequence of (2.25), [2.26), (3:29), (@11), (@.12), and H; < 2Hfdiag the
double commutator in the last line is bounded from below by —(k/R?)(H, fd‘ag +
d? + 1), where k € (0,00) depends only on V and xo1. To control this error

we use the term % Hfdiag in (G.I5). Furthermore, we put pg := Xo,r/2, S0 that
X1,k #r = 0. Then (1 — p%)V = o(R°) and, by (Z.26]),

—x1,8PL V Px x1,r < —x1,8[PA, 18]V [r, P{] x1.r + o(R%) X7 g

<
<o(R°) x} g+ O(1/R?) (H{™ +d} + 1),

so that the second term in the last line of (BI5]) can again be controlled by
the first one. Using these remarks, H{Y, > E\Fs Ps + (1 — 1/R)X"P P, , and
ﬁgﬁ% > (1-1/R)X™ (by (5.2)), we arrive at the assertion. m

5.3 Conjugation of Y with exponential weights

In order to prove Theorem [5.1] it only remains to verify the second bound in
(&3). The following lemma [37] gives a criterion for this condition to hold true.

Lemma 5.5 LetY be a non-negative operator in € which admits 2 as a form
core. Set b:=info(Y) and let J C (—o0,b) be some compact interval. Let a €
(0,1) and assume that, for all F satisfying (5.8), we have e Q(Y) C Q(Y).
(Notice that e™F maps @ into itself.) Assume further that there exist constants
c(a), f(a),g(a), h(a) € [0,00) such that c(a) < 1/2 and 6 := b—maxJ —bg(a) —
h(a) > 0 and, for all F satisfying (58) and ¢ € 2,

(e[ (Y e =Y) )| < cla)(e]Y @)+ fla) ol (5.16)
Re(plefYe To) > (1-g(a)(e|Ye)—h(a)lle]* (5.17)
Then we have, for all F satisfying (B.8]),
sup || (Y —2)7te T <07 (5.18)
z€J+iR

PROOF: We only sketch the proof and refer to Lemma 5.2 of [37] for the
details. The assumptions e* Q(Y) € Q(Y') and (5.16) ensure that the closure,
Yr, of (ef'Ye F) |4 agrees with the closed operator ef' Y e ¥. The bound
(ETI10) shows that the numerical range of Y is contained in the half space
{z € C: Rez >supJ + d}. Moreover, we can argue that, for z € J + iR, the
deficiency of Yz — 2 is zero and, hence, the norm of (Yr — 2) ™! = ef' (Y — 2)e™F"
can be estimated by one over the distance of z to the numerical range of Y. O

The semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator. Next, we apply Lemma to
HYEY. In order to verify condition (EIT) with a good bound on the exponential
decay rates we apply the following technical lemma from [25]:

Lemma 5.6 For all a € (0,1), F satisfying (B.8), and ¢ € 9,
Re(¢p|e [Dale™ o) > (¢ (DA —IVF[)' /2 ¢)
> (¢|(IDal = pla)) @) (5.19)
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PRrOOF: For every ¢ € &, we infer from (£12) that

0 1/2d
(o] (e DA™ = (D5 = [VFR)2) o) = [ Tl T2,

with
Jlesn] = (| (%r(n) — " Zon)e ") ¢ ),
Ra(n) == (Da — VG +n)~", Ge{0,F}.
Now, let ¢ := eI (D% +n) e 4, for some ¢ € 2. Then
Re(¢|e"Zo(n)e "¢) =Re (e (DX +n)e Fy|e)
= ((DA = IVFP?+n)¢|¢)
>(1=a*+n)|v*=>0.

Since D3 is essentially self-adjoint on 2 and multiplication with e~ maps 2
bijectively onto itself, we know that (D% +n)e 2 is dense in 5. Since F is
bounded we conclude that the previous estimates hold, for all ¢ in some dense
domain, whence Re [ef"Z%y(n) e~ F] > 0 as a quadratic form on 7. Next, we set
Q:=(a-VF)Da + Da (a- VF) and let

p:=(Da —|VF +n)¢ == (DA +n) T Y FiQuy,
for ¢ € 2. Then
Jlesn] =i(e " Ro(m) e 0| Q) =i(v|Qu) +{( Qv |e" Z(n) e TQY).

Here D% — |V F|? is essentially self-adjoint on 2 and @ is symmetric on the same
domain. Hence, Re J[p;n] > 0, for all ¢ in a dense set, thus for all ¢ € 2,
and we arrive at the first inequality in (5.I9]). Since the square root is operator
monotone, |VF| < a, and |Da| > 1, we further have

(Da = IVF)Y2 > |Da| + (D} — a®)!/* — |Da| > |Dal — p(a).

In what follows we abbreviate
Kr = [PZ, eF] e I

and recall from Z24) that |||Da|'?Kr| = Oa,(a), for all F satisfying (5.8)
with 0 <a <ag <1.

Lemma 5.7 For all0 < a < ag <1 and F satisfying (53,
Re (e Yy e o) > (oW o) —pla)llel®, ¢ €2 (5.20)

Moreover, for all e > 0 and ag € (0,1), there is some constant, C(ag,e,V) €
(0,00), such that, for all F satisfying (5.8]) with a € [0,a0] and ¢ € 2,

[ (" YETe ™ =Y )| < e(@|YE @) + Clag,e, V) [o)*.  (5.21)
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Proor: (E20) follows immediately from (&.19). To derive (5.21]) we write
e |Dale ™ — |Da| = —2DaAKp +ic- (VF) e Sae™F

on 2 and make a little observation. Since F' = ar on B, /3(0) we find some
€ C*°(R2,[0,1]) such that 4 = 0 on B, 4(0) and VF = uVF. For p,7 € 9,
we thus have (recall (ZI8) and (2:22)))

|[(Daw|Kry)| < /[R |(¢| Da Ra(iy) picc- VF Ry (iy) ¥ )| ;l—f’r.
Here we can write
Da Ra(iy) p = p|Dal Sa Ra(iy)+[Da. p] Ra(iy)+Da Ra(iy) [, Da] Ra(iy) .
where ||[Da, p]|| < [[Villoo = O(1). On account of
IDal"? Ra(iy)] < O(1) (1 +y*)~ 1/
and ||Da Ra(iy)]| = O(1) it is now straightforward to verify that

[(Daw|Krv)| < Oayla) {|| DAl peo|l + llel} 1]

Some elementary estimates using |VF||oo < a, |[ef Sa e || = O4 (1), and the
previous bound now show that

(@] (" [Dale™ — |Dal)¢)|
< er(ue|IDalug) + (67" Oay(a®) + Oao (@) llol*  (5.22)
< e10() (pe|YSF ) + const(ag, 1) o],
for every €1 € (0,1]. In the second step we used that uV is bounded because
p =0 on B,,4(0). Since we may assume that there is some 1 € C5°(R3,[0,1])

such that u? + 2 = 1 we can employ an IMS localization formula as in the
proof of Lemma to show that p YFF 1 < YFF + O(1) on 2. Altogether this

proves (B21)). O

Lemma 5.8 There exist constants, c1,ca € (0,00), such that, for all a €
(0,1/2] and £F satisfying (0.8), and ¢ € 2,

("o |Whel o) < alle”I* (0| YW ¢) +ealle”|* ol (5.23)
In particular, e Q(Y{FY) c Q(YEY).

PrROOF: We pick a smooth partition of unity with respect to the electron
coordinates, pu2 + p? = 1, where supp(po) C B,./2(0) and po = 1 on ET/4(O).
Then (e ¢ } YiFel o) = > i=o01 (pie o } Yot e o) + Ry, where |R,| <
o) lef |2 l¢l>. (This holds in particular for F = 0, of course.) Therefore,
it is sufficient to prove the bound (B23) with ¢ = u; ¢, ¢ = 0,1, ¥ € 2. For
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© = o ¥, the bound holds, however, true trivially, for all ¢1,co > 1, since F =1
on the support of ug.

Let us assume that ¢ = w19, for some ¥ € 2, in the rest of this proof.
Of course, ||xo.ref ¢l|? < |lef||?|xo0.r¢l|* and, since Hy and ef’ commute,
| H" e o2 < [le”|2 | Hy ' ][> Furthermore, (| V ¢)| < O1)]¢l]?, since
V is bounded on supp(y1). To conclude we write |[Da| = P{ Da — Py Da and
employ the following bound derived in [39, Equation (4.24) and the succeeding
paragraphs],

(¢le” Py (£Da)e" ) <cslle”|* (@] Py (Da) @) +ealle” [ ol?, (5.24)

for every ¢ € 2. We actually derived this bound in [39] for classical vector
potentials. The proof works, however, also for the quantized vector potential
without any change. Moreover, we only treated the choice of the plus sign in
(E24). But again an obvious modification of the proof in [39] shows that (5.24))
is still valid when we choose the minus sign. O

The no-pair operator. The following lemma implies that the conditions (G.10)
and (B.I7) are fulfilled in the case of the no-pair operator, too.

Lemma 5.9 There exist c = ¢(V) € (0,00) and ¢’ = ¢/(V,d_1,d1, Z"P—E}¥y) €
(0,00) such that, for all F satisfying (5.8]),

‘<<p’(eFY§pe*F—Y",‘p)gp>’ < O(a)<<p’(cY§p—|—c’)w>, pED.

PROOF: On account of (522 and ||ef xo.r PX xo.re ¥ —xor PX Xo,r|| <
IKr|| = Ou(a) it suffices to consider

AX(T) = " Py TPfe™ — PY T PE = 2Re [PET6P] + 6P TP,
where 6P := e’ ij e F —ij and T is Hf or V. Clearly,
_ 2
(e | AT @)l < e{@|PAT Py @)+ (L+e ) [ IT126P¢ ],

for all ¢ > 0 and ¢ € 2. Since, by @25) and @20), |||T|'/26P¢|?> <
O(a?) (¢ | (Hi + (4d1)? +1) ) < O(a?) (| (Hf ™ +d} +1) ¢ ), we may choose
e proportional to a and use (B31)) to conclude. ad
To complete the proof of Theorem [B.1]also in the case of the no-pair operator we
note that the bound (5.23) still holds true when Y{F¥ is replaced by Y;'P. To this
end we only have to observe in addition to the remarks in the proof of Lemmal5.§
that ||Hl/2 Piel' | < 01)]e" ||Hl/2 g0|| This follows, however, immedi-
ately from (IIQI) which implies ||H PieFo| < (1+ 1C1211/2) [|eF Hfl/2 ol
Thus, e Q(Yy"?) € Q(Y,'?). By Theorem .6 and the assumptions on V we
know that Q(Y; np) = Q(Yy") and we conclude.
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6 Existence of ground states with mass

In this section we present an intermediate step of the proof of the existence of
ground states for H{i, Namely, we prove the existence of ground state eigen-
vectors, ¢f | for modified Hamiltonians, H{j,ym, which are defined by means of
an infra-red cut-off coupling function. The infra-red cut-off parameter, m > 0,
is referred to as the photon mass. Later on in Section [l we shall remove the
infra-red cut-off by showing that every sequence, {gb,ﬁnj +i, my Ny 0, contains
a strongly convergent subsequence whose limit turns out to be a ground state
eigenvector of H‘ﬂ/ The compactness argument used to show this in Section Bl
requires the infra-red bounds derived before in Section [7

In the present section the existence of ¢f, is shown by discretizing the photon
degrees of freedom. After the infra-red cut-off operators H g/,m have been defined

in Subsection [G.I]l we construct discretized versions of them, denoted by H f,m) o
in Subsection We collect some technical estimates needed to compare the
original, infra-red cut-off, and discretized operators in Subsections and
As another preparation we study the continuity of the ground state energy and
ionization threshold with respect to the parameters m and ¢ in Subsection
The main result of this section, Theorem [E.1T] on the existence of ¢f , is stated
and proved in Subsection [6.6] and we refer the reader to that subsection for some
brief remarks on its proof. Many arguments of this section (in particular those
in Subsections[G.4land [6.3]) are alternatives to the corresponding ones in [28] 29).
In the whole section Gy is the coupling function given by (22)). To clarify
which properties of V' are exploited we introduce the following hypothesis. It is
fulfilled by the Coulomb potential in the subcritical cases:
Hypothesis 6.1 In the case = PF the potential V € L% (R3,R) is relatively
form-bounded with respect to /—A with relative form bound strictly less than
one. In the case § = np the potential V € L% (R3 R) satisfies H'(R*) C D(V)
and B30) with a < 1.

We shall strengthen the assumptions on V later on in order to apply the
localization estimates of Section

6.1 Operators with photon mass

For every m > 0, the infra-red cut-off coupling function is given as

Lm _
Gm(k) 1= —e — PSSR mikex g (6.1)
21/ |K|

for all x € R? and almost every k = (k,\) € R3 x Zy. To compare Gx,m with
Gx defined in (Z2) we introduce the parameter

A%(m) = / (w(k) + w(k)fl) sgp |Gx(k) — Gym(K)[* dk . (6.2)
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Of course, A%(m) = (e2/27?) f|k|<m(1 + k| 72)d*k — 0, as m N\, 0. For m > 0,
we further define the infra-red cut-off vector potential,

7]
A, =ad (Gn)+a(G), d(Gp) ;:/ Lot ® a*(Gom) d3x,
R

3

and the infra-red regularized Hamiltonians

HYY, == |Da, |+ V + H (6.3)
HYP = PX (Da, +V +H;) Py . (6.4)

We define these operators as self-adjoint Friedrichs extensions starting from 2.
The ground state energies and ionization thresholds, for positive photon mass
m > 0, are denoted by

Es/,m = infa[H‘ﬁ/ﬁm] , »i = infU[H&m] .

As a first step we introduce a truncated Fock space where the radiation field
energy Hy is bounded from below by m > 0 on the orthogonal complement
of the vacuum sector. Namely, we split the one-photon Hilbert space into two
mutually orthogonal subspaces

H o=y ® Ay, Ao =LA x Za), Ap o= {k] > m}

It is well-known that 7, [ 7] = Fp[ K] @ Fp|H,5]. We observe that A,
creates and annihilates photon states in J# > only and H; leaves the Fock space

factors associated with the subspaces Ji/mg invariant. We shall designate oper-
ators acting in the Fock space factors %[, | or %,[%,<] by a superscript >
or <, respectively. Under the isomorphism

A = (LR, CY @ F[4,]) © Py A7) = A, @ FlAy],  (6.5)

we then have Da,, = Da> ® 1, |Da,,| = [Dp>| ® 1, me = PJ“> ® 1, and
Hy = HY @1+ 1Q H with H> = dl(wl 4, x75)s H< = dl'(w [Ac XZ2) Asa
consequence, the semi- relatwlstlc Pauli-Fierz and no- palr operators decompose
under the isomorphism (G.5]) as

Hyh, = HYY @ 1+1@HS, (6.6)
HYP = HP @1+ P @ HE,

where
Hyho = [Daz | +V + Hf
HYP o= Pr. (Daz +V +H7)PY.

The latter operators act in the Hilbert spaces J#, and PZ% A, respectively.

The following lemma [28 29] shows in particular that it suffices to prove the
existence of ground states in these truncated Hilbert spaces.
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Lemma 6.2 Assume that V fulfills Hypothesis[6.1l Then, for all m > 0,
B} =infolH} o, ¥ =info[H], .

Moreover, if E{i,ﬂn s an eigenvalue of H€,7m)0, then it is an eigenvalue of H?Am’
too.

Proor: It is clear that H{i/,m,o ®1 < H{i,ym, whence info[H‘ﬁ/ﬁmyo] <
inf O'[H‘ﬁ/m]. Next, we pick a minimizing sequence of normalized vectors 1, €

Q(HY, 1 o), (07 | HY, o007 ) — info[HY, . Setting v, == 7 ® 0, where
0~ is the vacuum vector in %, [ %, ], we observe that

(n | HY, o ton ) = (07 | H 02 )

thus info[H?,)WO] > infU[H€,7m]. Likewise, if ¢ € 2> is a ground state
eigenvector of H\tt/,m70= then ¢f ® Q> is a ground state eigenvector of H‘ﬁ/ﬁm. ]
In order to show the existence of a ground state for H. {i/,m,O in the next step it is
sufficient to show that the spectrum of H{i,’mp is discrete in a neighborhood of

E%/,m' (E{i,m is contained in the essential spectrum of H‘ﬁ/)m on the contrary.)
A general strategy to achieve this would be the following. We could seek for
a self-adjoint operator, A, satisfying —oo < A < H‘ﬂ/mO and having discrete

spectrum in (—oo, E%/,m + ¢], for some ¢ > 0. If such an operator A exists
then also H{i,’mp has discrete spectrum in (—oo, E%/,m + ¢]. We need, however,
a modification of this strategy. Let y denote the spectral projection of H{i,’mp

corresponding to some half-line (—oo, Es/,m +¢], ¢ > 0. Then we seek for a
self-adjoint auxiliary operator A such that

XAX < x{H},,0— B}, —2c}x < —cx (6.7)

and Tr{x Ax} > —oo, where Tr denotes the trace. For in this case we have
Tr{x} < oo. The latter strategy is advantageous since we only have to compare
A and H‘ﬁ/m o on the range of x whose elements are exponentially localized by
Theorem |5:[L provided that ¢ > 0 is appropriately chosen. A suitable com-
parison operator A is constructed by means of a discretization of the photon
momenta in the next subsection.

6.2 Discretization of the photon momenta

On s we introduce a discretization in the photon momenta: For every € > 0,
we decompose A,,, = {|k| > m} as

A, = U Q. (v), Qo) :=(v+[-€/2,¢/2°)NAn,, ve(Z)

ve(ez)3
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Of course, for every k € A,,, we find a unique vector, v.(k) € (¢Z)3, such that
k € Q5,(ve(k)). To each v € (¢Z)® with Q%,(v) # & we further associate some

7m (V) € QF,(v) such that

- — inf |k
|5m.e (V)] keg;n(u)l |

In this way we obtain a map
Ve : A x 7y — R?, k= (k) — ve(k) = sme(De(k). (6.8)
It is evident that the vectors s, (1) can be chosen such that
ve(—k,A) = —v.(k,A), for almost every k € A,, . (6.9)

The set of Lebesgue measure zero where the identity (69) might not hold is
contained in the union of all planes which are perpendicular to some coordinate
axis and contain points of the lattice (¢ Z)®. We define the e-average of a locally
integrable function, f, on A,, X Zs by

1
FR) = e o)
Qs, (ve(k))

flp,N)d’p, (6.10)

and introduce the following discretized coupling function,
G, (k) == —(e/2m) e * P (14, w 2] (K),

for all x € R and almost every k = (k,\) € A,, X Z3. In order to compare
Gyx,m with Gy, We put

A%(a,m,e) = / (w(k) + w_l(k)) sup {e_“‘x‘|Gx7m(k) - Gx)m7€(k)|2}dk,
A XZo *

(6.11)
for a,m,e > 0. It is elementary to verify that A.(a,m,e) — 0, as € \, 0, for
fixed a,m > 0. Notice that A.(a,m,e) did not converge to zero if we chose
a = 0. The fact that we need some weight function in x to control the difference
between Gy ,, and Gy . is one of the reasons why a localization estimate
for spectral subspaces is required to prove the existence of ground states. The
discretized vector potential is now given as

[S)
Ape = @' (Gont) + a(Grn), aH(Goms) = / Lot ® aH(Ge) %
R

3

The reason why we choose vectors v, fulfilling ([6.9]) is its consequence

Gx,m,s(_ka )\) = Gx,m,a(ka )\) .
The latter identity ensures that different components, A%{E(x), A%?E (y), x,y €
R3, 4,7 € {1,2,3}, of the discretized vector potential still commute. We have
used this property in Section 8l The dispersion relation is discretized as

we(k) == inf{|p| : peQ5(@.(k)}, k=) €A, xZs.
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Then |v.| < w. on A, X Z3 and
m <w: < w on A, X7, Hi e = dlN'(we) < Hf>7m. (6.12)

Here the operators H¢ ., . and H >m are acting in %[, ]. Finally, we define

discretized Hamiltonians, H? acting in L?(R?,C*) @ 7, [%,],

V,m,e’
H\Bljna: |DAm,g|+V+Hfms7
Hyh, .= P (Da,.+V+Hme) Py, -

6.3 Comparison of operators with different coupling func-
tions

In order to compare the various modified operators we derive some bounds on
differences of projections whose proofs are essentially consequences of the ideas
collected in Subsection [Z4] and the bounds

la-(A-A,)H 2| = (6.13)
|- (A, — Ane) Hf_l/2 efa‘x‘ | = O(As(a,m,¢)). (6.14)

|
S
2
2

Here we use the notation (6.2) and (6.I1)).

Lemma 6.3 Let V be a symmetric multiplication operator in L?(R3) which is
relatively form bounded with respect to v/—A.

(i) Set Hy = Hy 4+ E, for some sufficiently large E > 1 depending on e and A,
and let v 2 0. Then, as m \,0,

[1Dal"? (Px — P ) H 2 || < O(A(m), (6.15)
|1Da,, [V2 (Px — PE YH 2| < O(a(m), (6.16)
| By (PE — Py )H v 1/2|| < O(A(m), (6.17)
| IVI*2 (P — < o(am)). (6.18)

(1) Let H; be Hf?m+E or He .+ E, for some sufficiently large E > 1 depending
on e and A, and let v > 0 and ag € (0,1). Then, for every a € (0,a0] and
F € C*®(R2,[0,00)) satisfying |[VF| < a, F(x) > alx|, for all x € R, and
F(x) = a|x|, for large |x|, and for all sufficiently small m,e > 0,

[1Daz V2 (PE. = Py )2 e ™| < O(Au(a,m,e)), (6.19)
|1Da,.. [V (PE. — Pe ) H2 e 7| < O(Au(a,m,e)), (6.20)
| Y (PE. —PimyE)Hf‘” V2P| < O(Au(a,mye)), (6.21)
| V2 ( Pi — Py ) H e || < O(As(a,mye)) (6.22)
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PROOF: By the assumption on V and Theorem B4l we have |V| < C (|Dal|+

H;). Therefore, the bounds (GI8) and (6.22) are consequences of (G.15)& [G-17)

and ([GI9)& ([@2T)), respectively. In order to prove the remaining estimates we
pick two vector potentials, A; and A, such that the set {A1, Az} equals either
{A, A,,} (in which case F' := 0 in what follows) or {A; A, .}. For j = 1,2 and
y € R, we set Ra, (iy) := (Da, —iy)~! and Rfij (iy) := (Da, +ia-VF —iy)~'.
(Recall (2220) and (221).) Then we have the following resolvent identity, for
w>=1/2and y € R,

(Ra, (iy) — Ra, (iy)) e "H "
= Ra,(iy) - (A2 = Ay) Hy "e™ "R, (i) T (i)

where Tff (1y) is the bounded operator defined in (@3] below (with A replaced
by A;). Using (2.I8) we find, for all ¢ and f in the Hilbert space,

[(f|(Px, = Pa,) Hi " e ) (6.23)

< [0 Ra i) - (s = A1) B e R () TE ) )] 22

™

In the case p = 1/2, we choose f = |Da, |24, ¥ € D(|Da,|"/?), and observe
that the integrand in (623)) is then bounded by

O. I1Da,["* Ra, (i)l |1 R, (i) || 11T 12, 0] 1]

which is integrable due to (Z21)), (613), (G.I4]), and the spectral theorem. Here
and below O, = O(A(m)) or O, = O(A.(a,m,e)) depending on the choice of

A ;. This concludes the proof of ([@I5), ([€I6), ([619), and ©.20).
In order to prove (G.I7) and (6.21)) we infer from Lemma [0.1] that the com-

mutator T, := HY [a- (Ay — Ay)e ", H"] extends to a bounded operator
with ||T,]| = O.. Together with ([G.13]), (614, and (@.1) this implies, for v > 0
and ¢, ¢ € D(HY),

(A0 | Ras (i) o (Ao = Ax) B2 RE (1) T (i) 6)|
[ | B, i) Y (i) Y o (Ag = Ag) BT 7260

X Rf; (iy) Tfﬂ/z(iy) ] >‘

< Ou |Ra, Gl I3 G IR, @) I g 2 G L 1] 1l
<O (1+y*) 7 Wl llgll-

Therefore, ([€I7) and (@2I)) follow from (6:23) upon choosing p = v + 1/2 and
f=Hyy. m

6.4 Higher order estimates and their consequences
As a preparation for the proof of the existence of ground states for H‘ﬁ/m)0 we

. . . . § i .
derive bounds on certain expectation values of the difference H, Vim0~ Hy e I
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this subsection. Moreover we compare the ground state energies and ionization
thresholds of HY v.m,0 With those of H? defined by

V,m,e

Jou

Vms'

inf o[H?

Vim,e

1, E,ﬁm := inf O'[Hg m 5] ,

for m,e > 0. It is not possible to compare the no-pair operators Hy", m,0 and

H7P _in a quadratic form sense. For some error terms in the dlfference of

V,m,e
these two operators “have the size of |x| H; %/27 and can only be controlled when

we take expectations with respect to states in some low-lying exponentially
localized spectral subspace. To control the higher power Hf3 /2 of the radiation
field energy we need, however, yet another non-trivial ingredient, namely the
higher order estimates of the next theorem. Because of lack of space we cannot
comment on the proof of Theorem [6.4] and refer to [36] instead. We remark that,
for the semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator, higher order estimates have been
obtained earlier in [I4]. Their proof given in [36] is, however, different and more
model-independent so that the no-pair operator can also be treated along the
same lines in [36]. In the case of the no-pair operator only the Coulomb potential
is considered in [36]. An inspection of the proofs in [36] shows, however, that
they immediately extend to all potentials satisfying Hypothesis

Theorem 6.4 Lete € R, A € (0,00), and assume that V fulfills Hypothesis[G.1l

Then D((H{i,ymﬁs)"m) C ’D(H;L/2), for every n € N, and there exist constants,
€0, Mo, C € (0,00), such that, for all € € [0,e9] and m € (0, mg],

n/QH < C 1+ |Enp |) n7

ms Vim,e

HH;;/?iErpx e Rte (H\r;pma (E‘ripma - 1)PZ

|7 (HES e = (BUS, . = 1)) < o0+ B, ™

f,m,e

If V=0, then Es/,m,s has to be replaced by Eﬁnﬁ in these bounds. Analogous
bounds hold for H‘ﬁ/

Lemma 6.5 Let e € R, A € (0,00), and assume that V fulfills Hypothesis [6.1l
Then we find some mgy > 0 such that the following holds:

(i) For all m € (0,mo] and ¢+ € Ran(L(_ o x4 (H})),
(o | HY 0 ) = (0 | HE 9% )] < const (S5, [EY ]) o(m®) 4 F]|2.
(ii) For all m € (0,mg] and ™ € Ran(]l(_oo)zgnﬂ] (H{i/m)):

(ot [ HE oty = (0 | HEy ¢ )| < const(SE,, |EY 1) o(m®) 4],

PROOF: We treat only the no-pair operator explicitly. On account of the
formula |Da| = PX Da — P, Da it will then be clear how to obtain the result
also for the semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator. We remark only once that,
for instance, the inclusion me Ran(1(_o 541 (H‘ﬁ/)) C Q(H‘ﬁ/)m) follows from
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the characterization of the form domains in Theorems B.4] and In the rest
of this section we shall use similar remarks without further notice to simplify
the exposition. Let §P := Py — me and M :={Da,V, Hr}. Then we have

HYP — HP = Pf a-(A—An)P{ +Y {2Re[P{T6P] - sPTsP}
TeM
(6.24)

in the sense of quadratic forms on Q(|Do|) N Q(Ht). Now, let
%" € Ran(L(_oo mi41) (H{u/)) .
From B3I4), ([C13), €I5)-@I]), and [©24) we readily infer that
(0™ | (HY? = Hyh) w7 )| < O(L(m)) {I| DAl |P + | Hr o1}

Here || |[Da Y29t < O(1) ||t since ¥ belongs to the spectral subspace
Ran(]l(,oozul] (H‘ﬁ,)) and the term containing V' is a small form perturbation of

Hlﬁ, by Hypothesis[6.Iland Theorem [3.4] or Theorem 3.6, respectively. Moreover,
| He || < const(X, |Ev]) |9 because of the higher order estimates. We can
argue analogously if 9T belongs to a spectral subspace of H{j,ym. In this case
the right hand side of the estimate depends on %, and |Ev | since we apply
higher order estimates for H{j,ym. ]

We recall once more that some x-dependent weight is required to control the
difference between A, and A,, .. If we consider only vectors ¢t in a spectral

subspace corresponding to sufficiently low energies of H {i, then we can bor-

m,e?
row this weight from the exponential localization of ¢)*. At this point we have
to introduce further conditions on the potential in order to guarantee that there

are non-trivial spectral subspaces below the ionization threshold.

Hypothesis 6.6 V satisfies (0.3) and there exist ¢, my, e, > 0 such that, for
all m € (0,my] and all € € (0,&,],

S -BLze, SH-E,,>c, TH_-E, _>c. (6.25)

Examples of potentials fulfilling the previous hypothesis have been found in
Theorem [l In fact, as already pointed out there, the proof of Theorem 1]
works also for the discretized operators when the unitary transformation em-
ployed in Section [ is modified suitably; see [28 [29] for details. There are,
however, potentials fulfilling Hypotheses and which are not covered by
Theorem [4.1] for instance, those mentioned in Remark This is the reason
why we work with the very implicit Hypothesis in what follows.

Lemma 6.7 Lete € R, A € (0,00), and assume that V fulfills Hypotheses [61]
and [0 Then there exist €9, mg > 0 such that the following holds, for all
e € (0,e0] and m € (0,my]:
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(i) For all X € (EY, ., %%,) and ¢* € Ran(1L(_oon (HY:,)),

(ot [H o0t ) = (07 [ H 000
< const(Sh,, [EY [, (55, = A7) o(e”) ot (6.26)

(ii) For all X € (E?

V,m,e>

¥, 2) and ¥t € Ran(1(_oo y (va 2))s

(Yt | HY ™) = (07 | HY 0 0]
< const (T, ., |EL . [, (S5, . — A7) o(e?) w2 (6.27)

PRrROOF: Again we only treat the no-pair operator since the proofs for the
semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator will then be obvious.
(i): We have a formula for HyY (—Hyb, _ similar to (6.24) with (A, A, Hr)

Vim,e

replaced by (A, , A, H m) where one additional term has to be added,

namely PXm _dl(w — we) PAm _- Using this formula, (6.14), (€.19)-([6.22), and
lw —w:| < V3e < (V3e/m)w. < (V3e/m)w, for [k| > m, which yields

(vt | PL,dD(w—we) PE, 4] < o(e®) | H? vt

we arrive at

}<w+ } (H\I},pm 0 H‘r/l'pm s) w+ >}
< (O(Lc(a;m,e)) + () {Il1Daz V24T |1? + lle” Hr vt}

for ¥ € Ran(1(_s y| (H‘ﬁ/m)) Here we further have
2l He g |1 < |7 ¢t ||* + | HE o 1%,

where the norms on the right side can be controlled by our exponential localiza-
tion and higher order estimates, respectively. Part (ii) is derived analogously.
The dependence on A, the ionization thresholds, and the ground state energies
of the constants on the right hand sides of ([626) and (627 stems from the
constants in the exponential localization and higher order estimates. a

6.5 Continuity of the ionization thresholds and ground
state energies

To make use of the bounds of Lemmata and [6.7] we still have to verify that
the functions m — Xf = m E e and € > Bb e E? are (semi-

m) m,e’ V,m,e
Jeontinuous at 0. The continuity of € Eﬁ m.e Will also enter more directly

into the proof of the existence of ground states in the next subsection.

Corollary 6.8 Assume that V fulfills Hypothesis [61. Then it follows that
limy, 0 Es/)m = E{j, and lim,,, o Xf = Y.
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ProoF: Using Lemma [G.5]i) it is not difficult to derive the bounds ¥ <
% 4 o(mP). (Given € > 0 we pick some ¢+ € Ran(Ljs: s o) (H o, et = 1
and plug it into the quadratic form of H&m. In the case of the no-pair operator
we also have to observe that ||P]{m Pt — 1, m \(0.) Since this gives an upper
bound on Egn which is uniform, for small m, we can then control the constants
on the right hand side of the estimate in Lemma G.5(ii) to get X* < Xf, + o(m°)
by a similar argument. Since the results of Section [3] provide uniform lower
bounds on Ey ., we can now employ Lemma in a similar fashion to show
that lim, o B}, = B}, 0

In order to compare the ionization thresholds %, and Egn . we need a differ-
ent argument since x-dependent weights are requlred to control the difference
between A and A,, . but the spectral subspaces of the free operators Hg,m,s
are not localized. Here the essential self-adjointness of Hg,m,s asserted in The-

orem B.7is helpful. To be able to work in one fixed Hilbert space we set

HYP = [P + Py, (DA, |+ Hime) Py, - (6.28)

0,m,e 0,m,e

Then Lemma B3] below implies that X)P_ = inf o[Hy?", ] = inf o[HZ®, .

;M€

Lemma 6.9 HYY . — HOmO and H

0.m,e — H m.0 in the strong resolvent

Oms

sense, as € 0. In particular, limsup,. o Em)a < Egn.

PROOF:  Since all involved operators are essentially self-adjoint on Z it
suffices to show that HY ), ¢ — Hiy, o and Ho e P Ho m.0 ¥, for every
fixed ¢ € 2. Since ¢ has only finitely many non—vanlshlng Fock space compo-
nents and the latter are compactly supported it is clear that Hf ,, . ¢ — Hf>7m %)
Furthermore, we write

1Dazl = DA, | = Saz o (A7 = Apc) + (Saz — Sa,..) DA, s
where S := D |D|~! denotes the sign function, which permits to get

_ 7—1/2 51/2
[1Daz1¢ = 1Da 0l < lle o (A7 = Auwe) B[ 1
+1[(Saz = Saw) He e {lle" B Do ol + 17 o A e "]},
where Hy := Hf> ., + E and E = E(e, A) is sufficiently large, independently of
€. Using ©14), (619), and Lemma it is now easy to see that H{ b, - —
H mO(p

To show that also H0 meP = H0 m.0 ¢ 1t remains to observe that
|PA> HE Pa; o= Pa, Hi Px, ¢l

/2 — 3/2 -3/2 __ 73/2
< |y, - Py ) H; ! e\ NleF HY? P 7Y e (e B g

+ | Hr (PE. — P ) H e || [l B o] =% 0, (6.29)
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and

V3e

P&, (H = i) Py, ol < == ||H7 PX_H || |1 Hr gl = 0.

(6.30)

In fact, (629) is valid because of (6.19), ([621]), and since eFHfB/QP;t> H{B/Qe_F
is well-defined and bounded as a consequence of ([2:24]) and Lemma More-
over, ([6.30) holds true since |w — w.| < V3¢ and the photon momenta are > m
in modulus on %, and since || H{ ijm,a H{ || is bounded uniformly in & > 0

by Lemma ]
Corollary 6.10 Let m > 0 be sufficiently small and assume that V' fulfills
Hypotheses [6.1] and [6.4. Then lim._q Ej\i/,mg = Eg/,m-

PROOF: Since Lemma provides upper bounds on Egm_. and we have
lower bounds on the spectra of H{i,ymﬁ . which are uniform in m and &, we can
apply Lemma and some straightforward variational arguments to prove the
assertion. We only point out one subtlety: In order to show that Ey,, <
Evm,c + 0(e?) we have to pick a test function in Ran(1(_ (H‘ﬁ/)m’g)), for

some A € (B, P

tn.c). To ensure that this is possible and in order to have
an e-independent bound on the numbers (Xf, . —\)~! entering into the constant
in (6.27) we need the lower bound (6.25) on the binding energy ¥, . —Ev o > ¢
which does not depend on €. Without an estimate on the binding energy we
still got Ev,m,e < Ev,m + 0(”), but we would not have a useful lower bound on

A O

6.6 Proofs of the existence of ground states with mass

The next theorem asserting compactness of spectral projections of H. {i,’m10 asso-
ciated with sufficiently low energies is the final result of this section. As in [4] it
is proved by estimating the trace of the spectral projection from above by the
trace of some finite rank operator, namely the one in ([@37). This finite rank
operator is constructed by means of a suitable restriction of the discretized field
energy with discrete spectrum and a harmonic oscillator potential which com-
pactifies the electronic part of the operator. In order to sneak in the harmonic
oscillator potential in the proofs below we exploit the exponential localization
of low-lying spectral subspaces once more. The latter idea stems from [28] 29]
and replaces an argument in [4] that works only for small e and/or A.

Theorem 6.11 Let e € R, A € (0,00), and assume that V fulfills Hypothe-
ses[6.1l and[6.0. Define x := Lo BY by (He,m o) and assume that m > 0
y Bvom M,

is sufficiently small. Then Tr{x} < co. In particular, Eg,m is an eigenvalue of
both HY, . o and HY, ..
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In the proof of the preceding theorem, which is carried through separately for
£ = PF and § = np below, we shall employ an orthogonal splitting of %, into
subspaces of discrete and fluctuating photon states,

Hd =Py, A=t ol

Here P. is defined in ([610). The splitting 7> = #,2 @ %7 gives rise to an
isomorphism

LA(R3,CY) ® Zu[ 7] = (LR, CY) @ [ 410]) @ Ful4]], (6.31)

and we observe that the Dirac operator and the field energy decompose under
the above isomorphism as

Da,.. = Das _®1V,  Hyp.=H, 01/ +1"e g ... (632

Here and in the following we designate operators acting in the Fock space factors
P H L], £ € {d, f}, by the corresponding superscript d or f. In fact, the dis-
cretized vector potential A,, . acts on the various n-particle sectors in %, [%,;]
by tensor-multiplying or taking scalar products with elements from #,¢ (apart
from symmetrization and a normalization constant).

For ¢ € {d, f}, we denote the identity on .%,[.#,%] by 1¢ and the projection
onto the vacuum sector in F,[%,5] by Pqe and write Pg, := 1¢ — Pge. The
identity on L?(R2,C*) is denoted as 1°.

The semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz operator.

ProOOF: We prove Theorem [ 1Tl with § = PF. On account of Lemma [67(i)

we have x HyS o x = x Hyb, o x — 0(e%) x. Using ([632) and Hff,m,a Por =0,
we then obtain
XA Hy o = By, —m/2 ) x +0(e%) x
> x{ [|DA%,E|+V+Hﬁm7€—E§fn—m/2} ® Por } x (6.33)
+ x{[IDas |+ V+H, . —EV, .| ©Pa b x (6.34)
+x{19e1'e H], —E5 + B, . —m/2) Py }x.  (6.35)

In view of (6.32) we have EyY, = info[|Daa |+ V + H{, ]. Therefore,
the expression in (634) is a non-negative quadratic form. For sufficiently small
e > 0, the expression in ([6.33)) is a non-negative quadratic form, too, because of
H;,, . Péf > mPéf and Corollary [6.10l In order to treat the remaining term
in ([6.33) we write

[1Dag |4V + Hy ] @ P
= (]]-®P(2f){|DAm15| +V+Hf,m,a}(]1®PQf)
> (1® Por) {e|Dol| + € Hi,m,- — const(e,m,V,e,A)} (1 ® Por).
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In the second step we assumed that € > 0 is small enough. Altogether, we arrive
at

XA HY 0 = BV —m/2} x +0(e%) x + e x [x* x
> x{(e|Do| +¢|x? —l—al‘IfdM)8 — const ) ® Por } x
> x{[e|Do| + x| +5chd7m)8 —const | _ ® Por } X, (6.36)

where [ - -]_ < 0 denotes the negative part. The crucial point about the previous
estimate is that both |Dg| + |x|> and Hgm)a have a purely discrete spectrum as
operators in the electron and discrete photon Hilbert spaces. Besides Pns has
rank one, of course. (w. has a discrete spectrum as an operator in #,* = P. X
because the eigenspace in J#,¢ corresponding to some value attained by w. is
finite-dimensional. Using w. > m > 0 it is then easy to see that the spectrum
of its second quantization, H{'fwE = dl'(we[ ja), is discrete, too.) In particular,
we observe that

W, .= [e|Do| +e|x|” +cH{,, . —const] & Pqs (6.37)

is a finite rank operator, for every sufficiently small € > 0, no matter how large
the value of the (g,m,V, e, A)-dependent constant is. As a simple consequence
of the exponential localization we further know that x |x|?x is bounded. Us-
ing x { HYY o, — EYY, —m/2} x < —(m/4) x we obtain the bound (o(e”) —
m/4) Tr{x} = Tr{xW,, .x} > —oco from (6.36). Fixing ¢ > 0 sufficiently small
we conclude Tr{x} < . O

The no-pair operator.
PrROOF: We prove Theorem [61T] with § = np. On account of Lemma [67(i)
we again have x H  x = xHyY x — o(e®) x. In view of ([6.32) we have

Py =Pf, @1/ with P, :=1jyc)(Das ) and we observe that Hy"

V.m,e

decomposes under the isomorphism ([G.31]) as

oy =Xdel/+Pf, oH

V,m,e

(6.38)

m,e?

X& =Pl (Dag +V+H, )P

Writing 1¢' ® 1¢ = PX% ot and 1/ = Pys + Pg; and using (6:38) and

!

¢ m.e Par = 0, we obtain

X{HY 0 = BV, —m/2 ) x + o) x

> x{ (X = (B, +m/2) Py, ) ® Pas Jx (6.39)
+x{ (X =B, . PRy ) ®Por }x (6.40)
+ x{ PRy © (B, .~ BVS, —m/2+ H{,, )Pa;} x (6.41)
= (B, +m/2) x{Py, ®1 }x. (6.42)
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Next, we observe that By = inf o[X¢ ) and proceed as in the proof of The-

,€

orem | with § = PF "We omit the expression in (G40) which is a non-
negative quadramc form. For sufficiently small € > 0, the term in (@41 is non-

negative also, since Hff Pa; = m Pg; and lim. o EYY . = EyP . by Corol-
lary 610l The term in (m, is some 0(¢?) on account of x {Py, ®1/}x =

X (PX> - Py ) x> ©I9), and the boundedness of e Hfl/z X- (The latter fol-

lows from the exponential localization and higher order estimates.) Putting all
these remarks together and applying (3:32) in the last step we obtain

XAH 0 = By, —m/2} x + o) x
2 X{ (Xg—(E‘r;pm—i—m/Q)PZ%,a) ® Pors }X
X(]1®Pszf){H\I}pma (Exrfm"‘m/Q)PZm,s}(]1®Pszf)X
XPXM,E{ [e|Dol + e|x|* + EH}i'ﬁmys — const]_ @ Por} P‘j{m,s %
—EXPXM,E{|X|2®Pszf}PXm,EX=

WV

where the constant in the penultimate line again depends on ¢, m, V', e, and
A, and the operator in the last line is bounded due to the localization of x. We
may thus conclude as in the end of the proof of Theorem [6.11] with § = PF. O

7 Infra-red bounds

The final step in the proof of the existence of ground states is a compactness
argument showing that a sequence of normalized ground state eigenfunctions,
®m;» mj \( 0, of operators with photon masses m; contains a strongly conver-
gent subsequence whose limit turns out to be a ground state eigenfunction for
the original operator. This compactness argument is explained in the subse-
quent Section Bl As a preparation we now discuss the infra-red bounds stated
in the following proposition. They are proved in [28] for the semi-relativistic
Pauli-Fierz operator and in [29] for the no-pair operator starting from a suitable
representation of a(k) ¢,,. In order not to lengthen the present exposition too
much we only outline the proof of the soft photon bound for the semi-relativistic
Pauli-Fierz operator in Subsection We recall the notation

(a(k) V)™ (kr, ... k) = (n+1)Y2 0 (ke ky, . k), € No,
almost everywhere, where ¢ = (1), € %, [#], and a(k) Q = 0.

Proposition 7.1 Let e € R, A € (0,00), and assume that V fulfills Hypothe-
ses[61] and[G.6l. Then there is a constant, C' > 0, such that, for all sufficiently
small m > 0 and every normalized ground state eigenvector, ¢%,, of He,ym, we
have the following soft photon bound,

C
| a(k) ¢, ||° < < Lmehi<a) (7.1)
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for almost every k = (k,\) € R? x Z5, as well as the following photon derivative
bound,

1 1
i f
for almost every k = (k,\),p = (p,u) € R® x Zy with m < k| < A and
m < |p| < A.

We remark that the photon derivative bound (T2)) is actually the only place in
the whole article where the special choice of the polarization vectors (2:4]) enters
into the analysis.

7.1 The gauge transformed operator

In order to derive the infra-red bounds (7)) and (Z2]) by the method outlined
in Subsection [7.2]it is necessary to pass to a suitable gauge [0, [17]. For otherwise
we would end up with a more singular infra-red behavior of their right hand
sides. To define an appropriate operator-valued gauge transformation [I7] we
recall that, for 4,5 € {1,2,3}, the components A (x) and AP (y) of the mag-
netic vector potential at x,y € R? commute in the sense that all their spectral
projections commute; see, e.g., Theorem X.43 of [43]. Therefore, it makes sense
to define

@ 3 i
U:= / les @ Up d®x, Uy := H e”ﬂ'A%)(o), x = (21,72, 23) € R,
R3

j=1

Then the gauge transformed vector potential is given by

An(x) = Apn(x) — An(0) = a'(G) + a(Gn),

where af(G,,) = f[sz les @ af(Gy,m) d®x, and

- 1 . .
G (k) 1= —e —SKISM (pilex 9y g () = (e — 1)Gg (k)
21/ |K|

for all x € R® and almost every k = (k,\) € R® x Z,. Here Gx,m is defined in
@1). In fact, using [U, e - A,,] = 0 we deduce that

UDa, U* = Djx

A, UP{ U =P . UlDa,|U" =Dy |.

The crucial point observed in [6] is that the transformed vector potential A,
has a better infra-red behavior than A,, in view of the estimate

|G, ()] < (K| x| [Go,m (K)] - (7.3)
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In particular, infra-red divergent (for m N\ 0) integrals appearing in the deriva-

tion of the soft photon bound are avoided when we work with A, instead of
A,,. We further set

Hy = UH;U* = Hy +ix - (a(wGo,m) — a' (wGo,m)) (7.4)
+2(wx-Gom|x-Gom),
HYY = UHYS U = |Dg |+ V +H,
P, = Uﬂgf’m U* = P (Da, +V+H)PL |
O = U h, (7.5)

so that (Eﬁn is a ground state eigenfunction of ‘ﬁ{i/m One can easily show that,

if the infra-red bounds (Z1)) and (Z-Z) hold true with ¢, replaced by ¢, , then
they are valid for ¢f as well (with a different constant, of course).

7.2 Soft photon bound for the semi-relativistic Pauli-Fierz

operator

To simplify the notation we write 5,” instead of 55? in this subsection. A brief
calculation yields

0 < ((HYS, = EVh) a(k) dm | a(k) dm ) = ([HYE,, a(k)] ém | alk) dm )
= <[S‘me’ a(k)]DAm (Em}a(k) (Em>+ <SAM [DAmv a(k)](;m ’ a(k m>
+<[ﬁf7 a(k)]am’a(k)am>' (7 )

Combining the commutation relations

with the formula (Z4) for H we obtain
[Hy, a(k)] = —w(k) a(k) + iw(k) x - Gom(k).

Furthermore, we get [Dgz , a(k)] = —a- Gy m(k) and

[k, 0] = [ Bz )lad). Dy 1Rx (). ()

where Rz (iy) = (D —iy)~ 1. Next, we insert (7)) into (7.6), move the term
containing w(k) a(k) to the left hand side, and divide by w(k). Furthermore,
we introduce a weight function, F'(x) = a |x| /+/1+ |x|2, for some small a > 0.
Abbreviating

Dj{m =e"Dg e " =Dz +ia-VF, Rji;m (iy) == (Dji;m —iy) L,
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we obtain the following result,

oo

(k) e |1 < / (Rx_ (i) {o- G P K|V}

— 00

% RE (i) DE e G| alk)dm) d_:
— (8x. {a- Gume K} e G| alk) dm )
— iGom(k) - ((xe F)el Om | a(k) Om ). (7.8)

The purpose of the exponentials e introduced above is to control the factor
|x| coming from ([T3). In fact,

o G e[| < V2 5up |G €™ 7] < O(1) KM L ej<ay -

Using this it is easy to see that the sum of the last two expressions in (Z.8) is
not greater than O(1) [k| ™ Ln<iki<ay € éml|* + [|a(k) om||?/2. By virtue of
the second resolvent identity we further get

Ry () DY = (1- Ry (iy)(ic- VF)Rz (iy) (Dg  +ia:VF).
Since we have [RE ()] [ Rx, ()] < O(1) (1 + |y)~" by @2I) and
IRz, (iy) Dz, [V < OM)(1 +|y) ™2,
we thus obtain
| RE (iy) DX e"én | < O) (1 +y)"/*[[1Dg, [V " .
Therefore, the integral in (Z.8]) converges absolutely and we arrive at
la(k) il <OQ) K™ Lpmapieny | 1Dz, 172 " Gmll? + 3 [la(k) $uml|/4.

If a > 0 is small enough, then || [Dg [*/2e” ém|| is bounded uniformly in m > 0,
due to a strengthened version of our exponential localization estimates; see
Lemma 5.4 of [28] whose proof works for every potential V fulfilling Hypothe-
sis Together with the last remark in the preceding subsection this yields
the soft photon bound.

The above calculations illustrate the importance of the formal gauge invari-
ance of our models. In fact, without the gauge invariance we could perform these
calculations only for Gy, instead of Gy . In this case we would, however,
end up with an upper bound on [la(k) ¢ ||* of the form O(1) [K|*Lim<jxj<a}
which is not integrable near zero and, hence, is not suitable for the arguments
presented in the following section.
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8 Existence of ground states

We have now collected all prerequisites to show that inf o[H {i,] is an eigenvalue
of H{j, The final compactness argument is presented in the first subsection
below. The main idea behind it is borrowed from [I7]: Namely, to show that
{¢§nj }i, m; N\ 0, contains strongly convergent subsequences we may restrict
our attention to finitely many Fock space sectors and to a compact subset of
the k-space. In fact, this is a consequence of the soft photon bounds. On
account of the exponential localization estimates it further suffices to consider
compact subsets of the x-space. Moreover, the photon derivative bounds and
the localization in energy lead to bounds on the (half-)derivatives of the vectors
¢§nj w.r.t. x and k on compact sets and in the finitely many Fock space sectors.
The idea proposed in [I7] is to exploit such information by applying suitable
compact embedding theorems. Essentially, we only have to replace the Rellich-
Kondrashov theorem applied there by a suitable embedding theorem for spaces
of functions with fractional derivatives. (In the non-relativistic case the ground
states ¢f possess weak derivatives with respect to the electron coordinates,
whereas in our case we only have Inequality ([835]) below. For a variant of the
argument that avoids the Nikol’skil spaces introduced below by switching the
roles of the electronic position and momentum spaces see [25].)

In the second subsection we discuss the degeneracy of the ground state en-
ergies by applying Kramers’ degeneracy theorem similarly as in [40].

In the whole section the coupling function Gy is the physical one defined in

).

8.1 Ground states without photon mass

We shall apply the following elementary fact:

Let S be some non-negative operator acting in some Hilbert space, 2 . Let
{n;}jen be some sequence in £, converging weakly to some 1 € 2 such that
n; € Q(S) and (n; | Sn;) = [1S/2n;]| — 0. Then 7 belongs to the domain of S
and Sn=0.

In fact, the linear functional f(¢) = (n|S'/2¢), ¢ € D(S'/?), satisfies

F(#) = lim (n;| $'%¢) = lim (§'2n;|¢) =0,
j—oo j—roo
and the self-adjointness of S/ implies n € D(S'/2?) and S¥/2 7 = 0.
We remind the reader of the notation f € {np, PF}.

Theorem 8.1 Let e € R, A > 0, and assume that V fulfills Hypotheses [61]
and[6.8. Then Eg, is an eigenvalue of He,

PrOOF: For every sufficiently small m > 0, there is some normalized ground
state eigenfunction, ¢f , of H {i,ﬂn. We thus find some sequence m; \, 0 such that

{¢§nj }jen converges weakly to some ¢* € A. According to Theorem 3.4 the
form domains of HEY and H‘lj}:n, m > 0, coincide whence gbzlj_ € Q(HYY). By
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the characterization of the form domain of the no-pair operator in Theorem [3.6]
we further know that Py ont € Q(HY “p). It is trivial that Py ¢y, converges

weakly to PX ¢" in P{ 5. Since N; := (P4 — Py )H 1/2 converges to zero

in norm, where Hy = H; + E, for some suﬁimently large £ > 1, we further
have (9| Py ¢"™) = limj oo (N; ﬁfl/2z/1 | P, Yy =0, for every ¢ € 9, whence
P, ¢"° =0, or, PX @"P = ¢"P. Hence, by the remark preceding the statement
it suffices to show that ¢! # 0 and <¢§nj | (H{”/ - Ee,) ¢§nj ) — 0.

The latter condition immediately follows from lim,,~ o0 Ev,,m» = Ev and
Lemma [65(ii) which together imply

(¢, | (HY — EY) ¢h, ) = (b, | (HY,

,mj

— B, ) 0k, )+ o(m) = o(m).

In order to verify that ¢f # 0 we adapt the ideas of [I7] sketched in the first
paragraph of this sectlon

We write ¢f = ((b )n "0 €D, Jb [%] in what follows. Let ¢ > 0. By
virtue of the soft photon bound we find ng € N and C' € (0, 00) such that, for
all sufficiently small m > 0,

S ez < Ly (n”:i/ kot [2dk < &
> el \noznllsbm,nll -~ la(k) @5l S S

n=ng n=0

(8.1)

N ™

By the exponential localization estimates of Theorem 5.1, which hold uniformly
for small m > 0, we further find some R > 0 such that

g
[ a1l () < 5. (82)

In addition, the soft photon bound ensures that ¢£;L7)ﬁ (x,6,k1,...,kn) =0, for
almost every (x,¢,k1,...,k,) € R® x {1,2,3,4} x (R x Z2)", k; = (kj, \j),
such that |k;| > A, for some j € {1,...,n}. (Here and henceforth ¢ labels the
four spinor components.) For 0 < n < ng and some fixed 6 = (¢, A\1,...,\,) €
{1,2,3,4} x Z% we set

(bs_:)gﬁ(xukla cee 7kn) = ¢§gﬁ)ﬁ(x7<7k17)\17 cee 7kn7)\n)

and similarly for ¢f = ((bé")) > - Moreover, we set, for every § >
Qns={(xki,....kn) : [x|<R—-6,6<|kj|<A—-6,j=1,....n}.

Fixing some small § > 0 we pick some cut-off function x € C’OO([RB("H) [0, 1])
such that x =1 on @y, 25 and supp(x) C @Qn,s and define 1/)7(:)@ = X(bm B

a next step the photon derivative bound is used to show that {wmé ﬁ}mG(O,é]
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is a bounded family in the anisotropic Nikol'skii space? HZ(IR‘O’("H)), where
s = (1/2,1/2,1/2,1,...,1) and q = (2,2,2,p,...,p) with p € [1,2). In fact,
employing the Holder inequality (w.r.t. d®xd*»~YK) and the photon derivative
bound (7.2)), we obtain as in [17], for p € [1,2), m € (0,6], and h € R3,

/ \¢<" (. k+hK) ¢<" Lk K| dPxdkd*" VK

Qn,sN
{6<|k+h|<A}

<C a(k +h, ) ¢}, —a(k, ) ¢, [|"d*k < C'|nf?,
> I

AEZs m<|k|<A,
m<|k+h|<A

where the constants C,C’ € (0,00) do not depend on m € (0,4]. Since (b
is symmetric in the photon variables the prev10us estimate implies [42] §4. 8]

that the weak first order partial derivatives of gb( Wlth respect to its last 3n
variables exist on @, s and that

n 3
P — m) qp 1"
||¢m0n|| *(Qn,s) * ||¢m9ﬁ LP(Qn,s) +ZZ||6k§-i)¢m,§,ﬁ||Lp(Qn,é) <7

j=1i=1
for m € (0, 4] and some m-independent C” € (0, 00), with r := (0,0,0,1,...,1).
The previous estimate implies ||¢§:)§ ﬁ||W;"(R3(n+1)) < O™ for some C"" € (0,00)

which does not depend on m € (0,4]. Moreover, the anisotropic Sobolev space
WE(R3 1) is continuously embedded into HE(R*"+1); sce, e.g., [42, §6.2].
By Theorems [3.4] and we get, for n € N,

¢ Dol 60 ) < (b | HYy b ) + ¢ = Bl + e < B +2¢, (8.5)

for some m-independent ¢ € (0,00). Therefore, {¢f:)gu}me(0,6} and, hence,
{¢m 7 ﬁ}me 0,6] are bounded families in the Bessel potential, or, Liouville space

L (R3(”+1)), v = (1/2,1/2,1/2,0,...,0), where the fractional derivatives are

2 For r1,...,rq € [0,1], q1,...,qq = 1, we have H(T1 """ Td)(R ) = ﬂf 1 Hgiz; (RY). For

€ [0,1), a measurable function f : R — C belongs to the class Hyly, (R?), if f € L% (R?)
and there is some M € (0, 00) such that

IF(+he) = Fllpoga < MIA™,  heRr, (83)
where e; is the i-th canonical unit vector in R®. If ; = 1, then (83) is replaced by
IF(-+hed) —2f + F(- = hellpasgay < MIh|,  heR. (8.4)

H(”’”‘é;d)(Rd) is a Banach space with norm

(r1,-5ma) . ) M
1 Fllars e o 1fl Lai (rey + [Dax, Mi,
where M, is the infimum of all constants M > 0 satisfying (83]) or (8.4), respectively. Finally,

we abbreviate Hérl """ 7nd)(Rd) = (T.l..’,'z}'yrd)(Rd)
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defined by means of the Fourier transform. The embedding L5 (R¥ 1)) —
HE ([R3("+1)) is continuous, too; see §9.3 in [42]. Altogether it follows that

{1/)m - ﬁ}me 0,6 is a bounded family in HS(R3(”+1)) Now, we may apply The-
orem 3.2 in [41]. The latter ensures that {¢m§ﬁ}m€(0>5] contains a sequence

which is strongly convergent in L?(Q 25) provided 1 — 3n(p~! —271) > 0.
Of course, we can choose p < 2 large enough such that the latter condition
is fulfilled, for all n = 1,...,n9 — 1. By finitely many repeated selections of

subsequences we may hence assume without loss of generality that {¢f:) 7 ti} jeN
YEAE)

converges strongly in L?(Q 2s) to its weak limit qﬁénﬁ), for 0 < n < mng. In
particular, by the choice of ng and R in (8] and ([82),

’n,()l

I41P > Jim 3 Z||¢m (@) > lim 165, 2 = & = 0(s"),

where we use the soft photon bound to estimate

’n,()l

ZZH%MH{Hi kil <26V [ki] > A — 26} |

<y / lalk, \) 65, 2 d%k = o(8®),  5,0.
AEZ2 (1<26)u
{IkI>A—25)
Hence, [|¢%]|2 > 1 — ¢ — 0(6"), where § > 0 and ¢ > 0 are arbitrary, that is,
|#%|| = 1. (In particular, ¢§nj — ¢F strongly in #.) |

8.2 Ground state degeneracy

Suppose that V(x) = V(—x). As already mentioned in the introduction it is
remarked in [40] that every (speculative) eigenvalue of HYY and, in particular,
its ground state energy is evenly degenerate in this case. The authors prove this
statement by constructing some anti-linear involution commuting with H EF and
applying Kramers’ degeneracy theorem. We shall do the same for the no-pair
operator in the next theorem which originates from [29].

Theorem 8.2 Let e € R, A > 0, assume that V fulfills Hypotheses [61, and
assume in addition that V(x) = V(—x), for almost every x. If the ground state
energy BV is an eigenvalue of Hy", then it is evenly degenerate.

PROOF: Similarly as in [40] we introduce the anti-linear operator

9= JayCR = —ay JCR, J = (" 2},
“1, 0

where C' : J# —  denotes complex conjugation, Cv) := 1), ¥ € , and
R : s — A is the parity transformation (R)(x) := ¢(—x), for almost every
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x € R? and every ¢ € # = L*(R3,C* @ #,[¢]). Obviously, [¢, —id,,] =
[9,V]=[¢, H¢] =0, on D(|Dg|) N D(H¢). Since ap squares to one and C ay =
—ap C, for all entries of oy are purely imaginary, we further get 92 = —1 and
[9, as] = 0. Moreover, the Dirac matrices «p, a1, and as have real entries
and [Jasz, o] = J{az,a;} = 0 by 21I), whence [J, a;] =0, for j € {0,1,3}.
Finally [, e***] = 0 implies [0, AD] = 0 on D(H,’?), for j € {1,2,3}.
It follows that [, DaA] = 0 on 2 = 9 Z and, since DA is essentially self-
adjoint on 2, we obtain 9 D(Da) = D(Da) and [¢9, Da] = 0 on D(Da),
which implies ¢ Ra (iy) — Ra(—iy) ¥ = 0 on S, for every y € R. Using the
representation (ZI8) we conclude that [, P4] = 0 on J#. In particular, 9 can
be considered as an operator acting on %, . Furthermore, we obtain Hy? 9 ¢ —
Y H ¢ =0, for every ¢ € 2. Since P 9 is a form core for H}" we can easily
extend this commutation relation and show that ¥ maps D(H, ) into itself and
HYP 9y = 9 HyP v, for every ¢ € D(H?). Hence, by Kramers’ degeneracy
theorem every eigenvalue of Hy” is evenly degenerated. (In fact, H{" ¢ = Ey ¢
implies H)’ 9¢ = Ey 9, and ¢ LY ¢, since (V¢|p) = —(V¢|9(0¢)) =
—(Co[Ch¢)=—(V9]9).) o
Using similar arguments we derive the next lemma which has been referred to
in Sections[Bland[6l We use the notation introduced in Subsection [6.1] and write

0,m,e

Hohv o= Py (DA, .|+ Hime) Py,

for the analogs of the no-pair operators on the negative spectral subspace which
appeared in (5.I) and (628). Then H'® _ = HP an, ; see (B.J) and

0,m,e Oma Oma’

(E28). We unify the notation by setting Ho,o,o = H,",

Lemma 8.3 Lete € R, A € (0,00), and m > e > 0. Then

Ty def. 1nfU[H§5’n E] = inU[Hg’%’l;] = me[HgE’n E].

PRrOOF: Let C and R be defined as in the preceding proof. We introduce the
anti-linear operator 7 : S, — ., T := as C R. Similar as in the previous
proof we verify that 7Da,, . = —Da,, .7 on D(Da,,.), thus Ra,, (iy)T =
—7 Ra,, . (iy), thus ijm .7 =71Pf _ again by 2.I8). Notice that we use the
property ([6.9]) of the discretized phaée in Am - to obtain these relations in the
case ¢ > 0. Consequently, Hy', -7 =7 Hy' " on anatural dense domain (again
called 2) in J; with 72 = 2. By Theorem B7 we may assume that the no-
pair operators in the plus or minus spaces are essentially self-adjoint on Pjtm .7,
respectively, and we readily conclude. ’

m,e

9 Commutator estimates
In this final section we collect some bounds proved in [37] on the operator

norm of various commutators which have been used repeatedly in the preceding
sections. In the whole section we assume that Gy fulfills Hypothesis 2.1]
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9.1 Basic estimates

Our estimates on commutators involving the field energy Hy are based on the
next lemma. The following quantity appears in its statement and in various
estimates below,

(k, E
62 = 60,(E)? = 8/ e (( )) |G (k)| dk, E,v>0, (9.1)

where w, (k, E) := EY?7V ((E+w(k))*t/2—E¥ (E+w(k))'/?). We observe that
wy/2(k, E) < w(k) and, hence, 01/2(F) < 2dy1, E > 0. Moreover, 6,(F) < 0,(1),
for E > 1. We recall the identity

(HP0 | 1%0) = @) (oo |abw)dr, o0 e DH),  (02)
which is a consequence of the permutation symmetry and Fubini’s theorem.
Lemma 9.1 Let v, E >0, and set Hy := Hy + E. Then

|- A, H ' HY || < 6,(E)/EY?. (9.3)
ProoF: ([37]) We pick ¢,1 € 2 and write

(¢|le- A, HTV HE )
= (¢|la-a(G), Hy"HY ¢) — {[a-a(G), H )¢ |HY ¢). (9.4)

By definition of a(k) and Hy we have the pull-through formula a(k) 6(H;) ¢ =
O(Ht + w(k)) a(k) 1, for almost every k and every Borel function 6 on R, which
leads to

[a(k), H "] HY 3
= {((Hr +w(k)™ = H7") (Hy +w (k)" 2} a(k) H V.
We denote the operator {---} by F(k). Then F(k) is bounded and

(1

(
1 (t+ E+w(k)+1/?

I < [ sl ey

- _ EW _ 1/2
_ /Ods sy 4 = wk B)/EV2

‘ds

Using these remarks, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and (@.2]), we obtain
[(¢|lee-a(G), H | HY v)]
/H¢II llac- G| F ()| || atk) H 2 || dk

< 1ot (2 [ LEOE e an) ([ o a7 ) ar)

(E)
< oAB) ol || 172 A
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A similar argument applied to the second term in ([@4) yields
v(E)
2E1/2
where 6, (E) is defined by (@I) with w, (k, E) replaced by

Wy (k, E) := EY*™(E¥ (E + w(k))Y? — E* (E +w)Y/?7).

l

(=]

(- a(G), Hy "o | HY )] < 172 272 0 |l

Evidently, w, < w,, thus g,, < 0, which concludes the proof. O

Choosing F large enough, we can certainly make to norm in (@3] as small as
we please. This observation can be exploited to ensure that certain Neumann
series converge in the next proof which yields convenient formulas allowing to
interchange the field energy with resolvents of the Dirac operator.

We define J : [0,1) — R by J(0) := 1 and J(a) := v/6/(1—a?), for a € (0,1),
so that ||RY (iy)|| < J(a) (1 +y?)~Y/2, where R (iy) := Ra(iy); recall [20)
and (Z21)).

Corollary 9.2 Lety € R and F € C°°(R2,R) such that |[VF| < a < 1. Assume
that v, E > 0 satisfy 6, J(a)/EY? < 1, and introduce the following operators,

T, = 7, a A 1I7,

=5 (iy) =Y {-RAGy) T}, TYE(iy) = {-T; RA(iy)}. (9.5)
j=0 §=0
Then |T,|| < 6,/EY?, |08 Gy)|| < (1 —=6,J(a)/EY?)~1, © € {E,T}, and
H" RY (iy) = =5 (iy) RA (iy) H (9.6)
Ry (iy) HiV = Hi ¥ Ry (iy) YJ (iy) (9.7)

In particular, RY (iy) maps D(HY) into itself.

ProOOF:  The following somewhat formal computations show the simple
idea behind the proof (see Section 3 of [37] for more details),

H{" Ry (iy) = Ra (iy) HTV + Ry (iy) [Da +ia - VF — iy, H7"| Rj (iy)
= Ry (iy) H; " + RK (i) [~ A, Hy V] HY (H{ " R (i),
which implies that R (iy) Hy ¥ = (1 + RE (iy) Tl,)_1 H; " RE (iy). The oper-

ator inverse appearing here is given by the Neumann series = (iy) when we
choose F in Hy = Hy + E so large that d,.J(a)/EY? < 1. O

9.2 Commuting projections with the field energy

Lemma 9.3 Let a,x € [0,1), let v, E, and F be as in Corollary [9.2, and

assume that F' is bounded. Define CI' := e [Sa, Hi V| HY e=F on D(HY).

Then

const(x) 6, J(a)/E'/?
1-46,J(a)/EY/?

[1Dal"C) || < (1+aJ(a)) (9.8)
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In particular, Sa maps D(HY) into itself and, if EY2 > 6, then the following
identities hold true on D(HY), where C, := (CO)* € L (),

HY Sa = Sa HY +C, HY , Sa HY = HY Sa + HY C;. (9.9)

ProoF: ([37]) Combining (@.6) with ([2.I8]) we obtain, for all ¢ € D(|Dal")
and ¢ € D(HY),

K K . =F/; . d
[(IDal ¢|65w>\<A\<|DA| o| RK(iy) T, ={ (iy) RR (i) v )| =
o ) . oy Ay
< ||Tu||/RH|DA| RR () o || 127 @)l 1 BA )l — o 11l
Here we estimate ||T, || by means of ([@3) and we write

|Da|" R4 (iy) = |Da|” Ra(iy) (1 —ia - VF R (iy))

where || |Da | Ra(iy)|| < const(k)(1 + y?)~1/2%/2. Moreover, ||ZF (iy)| <
(1-6,J(a)/EY?)~1 y € R, by Corollary[@2l Altogether these remarks yield the
asserted estimate. Now, the identity Sa H; ” = H; " Sa — H; ¥ (CO)* in Z(#)
shows that Sa maps the domain of HY into itself and that the first identity in
([@9) is valid. Taking the adjoint of (0.9) and using [HY Sa]* = Sa HY (which
is true since HY Sa is densely defined and Sa = S,' € Z(#)) we also obtain
the second identity in ([@.3)). O

We can now prove an estimate asserted in the proof of Theorem [3.4] namely
T = Re® < £|Da| + e ' constd; /EY?, for e € (0,1] and E > (4d,)?, where
0 = [|DA|,ﬁ;1/2]ﬁfl/2. In fact, this follows easily from Corollary and
Lemma [0.3] since © = |DA|1/2SA{|DA|1/2C?/2} +T1/2C7 )y — T1/25a-

9.3 Double commutators

Lemma 9.4 Let a € [0,1) and let F satisfy (&8). Moreover, let v, E > 0 such
that 6, J(a)/E'/? < 1/2. Then

| 1DAl [x1 €™, [PX, x2e "] || < J(a) H (a+|Vxilloo) » (9.10)
i=1,2
|HE [x1e", [Py, x2e F]] H V|| < 8.J(a) H (a+IVxilleo) - (9.11)
i=1,2

Moreover, for every self-adjoint multiplication operator V in L?(R3) satisfying
HY(R3) Cc D(V), we find some constant Cy € (0,00), depending only on V,
such that

V] [xve”s [PX xae P H7P < Cvd(a) TT (a+ [Vxille) . (912)

i=1,2

In @I2) we also assume that E > (4dy J(a))? and E > 1.
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Proor: ([37]) Let ¢,% € 2, ||¢|| = ||¢|| = 1. First, we derive a bound on

Lpy = /RKIDAloﬁ\HF[xleF, (Balin), e 0 )| 22

Expanding the double commutator we get

[x1e”, [Ra(iy), x2e 7] = nlx1,x2. F3y) + n(xe, x1.—F1y),
where
n(x1, x2, F';y)
= Ra(iy)a- (Vx1 +x1 VF) el Ra(iy) e F a- (Vxa — x2 VF) Ra(iy) .
We obtain

dy

/’<IDAI(b‘ﬁf”n(xl,xQ,F;y)ﬁ{WN >
R v

< [ |{e]IDAI Ratin) Yot @+ (V21 + 20 VF) »

x RE(i9) Y (i) e (Vxz = x2 VF) Raiy) i) 6 )| 32
cCrlTulerivel Jo
R 27 (

= (1—46,/E1/2)2 1-6,J(a)/E/? 1+92)°

(9.13)

A bound analogous to ([@.I3]) holds true when the roles of x; and x2 are inter-
changed and F is replaced by —F. Consequently, I, , is bounded by two times
the right hand side of (@I3). Altogether this shows that (@I0) and (@I1]) hold
true. (Just ignore |Dal| or Hf, respectively, in the above argument.) By the
closed graph theorem we further have || [V|9||? < const(V) (||[V|? + [|¢]?),

1 € HY(R3). Hence, ([@.12) follows from (@.10), (O.11)), and the inequality
VIl < cont (I 1Dalol + | B 6F) . ve 2,
which holds true, for £ > d2, by (3.2), 3:23), and

HV]¢l? < const(V) (IVIL II* + llel®), v € 2.
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