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Abstract

We show asymptotic completeness of two-body scattering for a class of translation
invariant models describing a single quantum particle (the electron) linearly coupled to
a massive scalar field (bosons). Our proof is based on a recently established Mourre
estimate for these models. In contrast to previous approaches, it requires no number
cutoff, no restriction on the particle-field coupling strength, and no restriction on the
magnitude of total momentum. Energy, however, is restricted by the two-boson thresh-
old, admitting only scattering of a dressed electron and a single asymptotic boson. The
class of models we consider include the UV-cutoff Nelson and polaron models.
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1 Introduction

The last two decades witnessed substantial progress in our understanding of asymptotic
completeness (AC) in Quantum Field Theory (QFT). On the relativistic side first examples
of massive and massless theories with complete particle interpretation have been constructed
in [34, 12]. On the side of non-relativistic QFT, far-reaching insights have been obtained
by application of methods from many-body quantum mechanics [14] [7, 27, [43] [8, 25]. AC
of systems describing a confined quantum-mechanical particle (the electron) interacting
with second-quantized Bose fields is well under control in the case of massive field quanta
(bosons) [311,132, 9} [10L 20} 2] and there is rapid progress on the massless side [46], 241 (6], 16 [17].
However, the case of translation invariant quantum-mechanical systems coupled to quantum
fields is far from being fully understood, even if the bosons are massive. The main difficulty
here is the phenomenon of the electron mass renormalization, familiar from relativistic QFT.
In the existing works this difficulty is overcome only at a cost of technical assumptions on
the coupling strength, total momentum of the system and dispersion relations of the electron
and bosons [21], 22] or by means of a number cutoff [26]. In the present paper we show that
all these restrictions can be eliminated, at least at the level of two-body scattering: We show
AC below the two-boson threshold in a class of translation invariant massive QFT under
very general assumptions, including the massive Nelson model [40] and the Frohlich polaron
model [I§] with physical (infrared-singular) coupling function. We stress that in the case
of the polaron model, with constant dispersion relation of bosons, the physical picture of
propagating particles is not self-evident, not to speak of AC. It comes to light only after
taking the electron mass renormalization properly into account and extracting the effective
dynamics of the electron-boson system. This is achieved for the first time in the present
work.

We consider a class of models describing a free quantum-mechanical particle, e.g. a non-
relativistic electron, linearly coupled to a UV-cutoff massive scalar field, e.g. longitudinal
optical phonons or massive relativistic bosons. The isolated energy-momentum spectrum,
i.e. the region below the one-boson threshold, is under our assumptions an analytic variety.
It consists of the ground state mass shell, which is non-degenerate for all total momenta,
and possibly excited isolated mass shells that may cross each other. To each mass shell one
can associate a distinct dressed electron species. They have different dispersion relations,
hence different masses, and some may even have group velocity in a direction opposite to
momentum (non-increasing dispersion). Incoming and outgoing states are of the form ¥ ®m,
where ¥ is a dressed electron state (or superpositions thereof) and 7 is a vector in Fock
space describing a collection of free asymptotic bosons. We note in passing that during
a scattering process the outgoing dressed electron may differ from the incoming dressed
electron i.e. the dressed electron species may not be conserved by collisions with bosons.
The central objects of our investigation are the (conventional) wave operators, defined in
(L3]) below, which map incoming/outgoing states to states in the physical Hilbert space. In
particular ¥ ®|0), where |0) is the vacuum vector, is mapped into the dressed electron state
V. For general 7, vectors from the ranges of the wave operators describe scattering states
of dressed electrons and bosons. As usual, AC is defined as unitarity of the wave operators,
which means that all states of physical interest belong to their ranges.

Existence of the wave operators is known for the Nelson model [9], but not for the
polaron model. In the present paper we construct the wave operators and prove AC under
rather natural assumptions which cover both the Nelson and polaron case: We employ no
number cutoff, hence a dressed electron consists of a bare electron accompanied by an infinite
virtual boson cloud. There are no restrictions on the electron-field coupling strength and no
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limitations on the magnitude of total momentum. The energy is only restricted by the (total
momentum dependent) two-boson threshold which defines the largest spectral subspace on
which only single-boson scattering processes take place. Above this threshold, we are not —
yet — able to handle the plethora of scattering channels available.

To explain the novel strategy of our proof of AC, we recall several standard concepts,
which will be defined precisely in Section [2 and Appendix[Al We use the I'-functor notation
of Segal for constructions of spaces and operators in the context of second quantization.
The Hilbert spaces of incoming and outgoing configurations are given by Hy := Hpng ® F,
where Hp,q contains the dressed electron states and F is the bosonic Fock space over the
single-boson space h. The extended Hamiltonian and momentum operators are defined as

H* :=H®1+1®dl'(w) and P*:=P®1+1®dl'(k), (1.1)

where w is the dispersion relation of the bosons and (P, H) denote the total energy-momentum
operators of our system. We recall that H acts on Hypnq as a direct sum of multiplication
operators, one for each dressed electron species. For any pair of bounded operators qg, goo
on h we define the map f(qo, Joo)*, from a domain in Hy to H, by the relation:

I'(90,4o0)* (¥ @ a™(h1) ... a*(hy)]0)) = a*(gooh1) - - - @™ (¢ochn )T (qo) V. (1.2)

The goal of our investigation is to establish the existence and unitarity of the wave operators

QFf =s— lim (1, 1)% e 7 (1.3)

t—+oo
below the two-boson threshold (in the joint spectrum of (H®*, P**)). For reasons which will
become clear below, we divide this region of the spectrum into small subsets O C R” xR. For

each O we construct a localized right inverse of Q% on the corresponding spectral subspace
of (P, H). As noted in [9], a natural candidate has the form

W(B—L* =s— t_l}gloo D (gh, gb e (1.4)
where ¢f, ¢!, are some time-dependent families of operators s.t. ¢f+ ., = 1 so that one can
exploit the relation f(l, 1)*f(q6, q'.) = 1. One important difference between our approach
and previous work on asymptotic completeness in QFT consists in the construction of the
operators q(t), qéo.

Before we explain this construction, we recall that the Hamiltonian H has a direct
integral decomposition into fiber Hamiltonians H(§) at fixed momentum £. As shown in
[38], and stated precisely in Theorem below, if O is sufficiently small (and localized
outside of some sets of measure zero) we can choose (£y, Ag) € O, a neighbourhood Jj of
Mg, and ¢, > 0 s.t.

17 (H(S))I[H(§)7 dr(aﬁo )]170 (H(f)) > emlyg, (H(S))v (15)
Loy (HOONHM(€),1 @ agy |17 (HV(€)) > eml g (HV(€)), (1.6)

where HV) := H®1+1®w acts on HY) = H ®h. The estimates hold true for £ belonging
to a small neighbourhood of &gy, such that the Cartesian product of this neighbourhood with
Jo contains O. The operator ag, has the form

1 . .
ag, = 5{?}50 -1V +iVy - U&)}, (17)
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where iV, is the boson position operator and vg, is a vector field in momentum space, which
carries information about the dispersion relations of incoming/outgoing dressed electrons
present in the energy-momentum region O. Now we define ag, := %{U&) -2+ 2z -vg, }, where
z =1V} — y is the relative distance between the electron and the boson, and set

a6 = qo(ag,/t)  and gl = goolag,/t), (1.8)

where qp, ¢oo are smooth approximate characteristic functions of (—o0, ¢, [co,00), co > 0
is smaller than ¢y, and gy + goo = 1. With such a choice of ¢f, ¢’ closely tied to Mourre
theory, strong convergence in (4] can be established using the positive commutator esti-
mates (LH),([6). We note that this convergence result holds only in the spectral subspace
of O. Indeed, only in this subspace estimate (L)) holds with the operator vg,, which entered
into the definitions (L8]). The fact that Wg* has to be defined for each region O separately
is, however, not an obstacle, since we use this operator only as a tool to show the existence
and unitarity of the wave operators QF, which do not contain any information about the
(non-canonical) operators vg, .

A large part of our paper is devoted to the proof of strong convergence of the localized
inverse of the wave operator in (I4) with the help of the Mourre estimates. An important
intermediate step here is a novel minimal-velocity propagation estimate (See Proposition (4.1
below). As our proof of this propagation estimate differs significantly from the arguments
available in the literature, let us state here its special case and outline the proof: Let jg, joo
be smooth approximate characteristic functions of (—¢,¢), R\(—¢,¢) s.t. j& +j2 =1 and
let j' := (jo(ag,/t), joo(ag,/t)). Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all ¥ € F:

[t e B O g O < el (1.9

where ¢’ is a smooth approximate characteristic function of Z := [—R, —¢] U [, ¢g], ¥y :=
e HHEOW 1) =\ (HD(¢)) and x € C°(R) is supported below the two-boson threshold.
Proceeding to the proof of (L9), let us consider a propagation observable ®(t) := xdI'(¢%)x
where xy = x(H(E)), q(A) = fo)\ ¢'(s)ds and ¢' := g(ag,/t). In the standard proofs of
propagation estimates in non-relativistic QFT [9, 21] one computes to the leading order in
t the Heisenberg derivative

DO(t) = 9, D(t) + i[H(E), D(t)] (1.10)

making use of the concrete expression (2.9) for the Hamiltonian H (). In the presence of the
electron mass renormalization this strategy breaks down for large coupling strength, because
it introduces into the analysis the bare dispersion relation €2 of the electron, appearing
in ([2.9). To extract the correct physical dynamics of the electron-boson system we proceed
differently: Making use of the fact that T'(j¢)*T'(j!) = 1, we write

Do (t) = [(j")*T(;")xDdl(¢")x = T(;)* xDY (1 @ ¢ )x VT (") + Ot™?),  (1.11)

where D) is the Heisenberg derivative w.r.t. the Hamiltonian H")(¢) and O(t=2) denotes a
term bounded in norm by ct~2. The last step in (ILIT)), justified in Proposition B3] consists
in commuting I'(j*) to the right and showing that the resulting rest-terms are of order
O(t2). Here we only indicate how to exchange I'(j*) with y, since it contains the essence of
the argument: First, we make use of the fact that I'(j*)x(H (&) = x(H™(&))L' (1) + Ot 1)
(Lemma [F.3]). Next, we exploit that y is localized below the two-boson threshold to write
X(H™(€)) = x(H(€)) @ x(HD(£)) (Lemma ). Finally, we show that the first term in
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this direct sum gives rise to expressions of order O(t2) if jy is supported outside of Z.
Given expression (L)), we estimate the commutator i[H™M(€), (1 ® ¢*)] from below, using
the Mourre estimate (L6 and, by integrating both sides of the resulting expression along
the time evolution, we obtain the propagation estimate (L.9)).

It is clear from the above discussion that our proof of AC is very different from the
standard arguments used in the absence of the electron mass renormalization [27, 9] or in
the weak coupling regime [21]. In particular, our argument does not rely on the phase-space
propagation estimate, which is problematic in the presence of level crossings in the isolated
spectrum. By our methods we can handle a large class of electron and boson dispersion
relations and, due to the fact that vg, can be chosen to vanish for small momenta, we can
cover the infrared-singular physical coupling of the polaron model. In addition, no smallness
conditions on the coupling strength are involved. Thus, similarly to the classical results on
asymptotic completeness in quantum mechanics [7), 27, [43], our result applies to a very large
class of models which contains experimentally realizable physical systems (e.g. the polaron).
We are convinced that our analysis provides a solid fundation for future developments of
scattering theory in QFT.

Going beyond the two-boson threshold for the models studied here will be a challenging
task requiring more involved constructions of propagation observables, due to the more
complicated channel structure. While we do have some ideas as to how to proceed, there are
technical obstructions requiring new insights to overcome. Another promising direction of
future research concerns the spectral and scattering theory of many-body dispersive systems.
The methods developed in this paper, combined with those of [3§], can be viewed from a
broader perspective as a general strategy to deal with such systems. We hope —in fact expect
— that one can study many body Schrodinger operators, with relativistic kinetic energy,
as well as spin-wave scattering, i.e. the magnon model, with the aid of the techniques
developed here. See [23] 28, [47], where both of these long-standing open problems are
discussed. Finally, we would like to point out that collision theory of dispersive systems is
an important intermediate step towards the problem of asymptotic completeness in local
relativistic QFT, as for example the P(¢)2 models. This observation has recently been
exploited in [I3] to show the existence of certain asymptotic observables in these theories.
Thus an application of the methods of the present paper in the local relativistic setting is
another promising — and tractable — research direction. We recall that partial results on
asymptotic completeness in P(¢)2 models can be found in [4, 44]. For recent progress on
relativistic scattering theory we refer to [11], 12} [34].

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2] we define the class of models under
study, summarize the known facts concerning their spectrum, including Mourre theory, and
state the main results of this paper. In Section ] we derive convenient representations for
the Heisenberg derivatives of certain propagation observables which are then combined with
Mourre estimates in Section [ to derive minimal velocity propagation estimates. These
propagation estimates are the key input to the proofs of existence of the relevant asymp-
totic observables in Section [, including the localized inverses of the wave operators of the
form (L4). In Section [6] we establish properties of these operators which are then used in
Section [1 to prove the existence and unitarity of the (conventional) wave operators (L3]).
More technical steps of our investigation are postponed to appendices.

Acknowledgment: This project started in collaboration with Morten Grud Rasmussen,
who contributed to a proof of AC for the polaron model with a short-range condition. This
different proof, which preceded the present argument, will be published in a separate paper
by the present authors and Morten Grud Rasmussen.
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2 Preliminaries and Results

2.1 Hamiltonian

Let K = L? (RZ ) be the Hilbert space of a quantum mechanical particle moving in R”, whose
position is denoted by y and momentum by D, := —iV,. Let h = LQ(RZ) be the Hilbert
space of a single boson, whose dispersion relation will be denoted w(k). The Hilbert space
for the Bose field is the Fock space

F=T(h) = éﬂ"’, (2.1)

n=0

where F(") = T(™)(h)) = h®s" is the symmetric tensor product of the single-boson spaces and
the vacuum vector will be denoted by |0). The boson creation and annihilation operators
are denoted by a*(k), a(k) and satisfy the canonical commutation relations [a(k),a* (k)] =
d(k — k') and [a(k),a(k')] = [a*(k),a* (k)] = 0. The total energy and momentum operators
of the bosons are given by

Hyy i=dP(w) = | dkeo(k)a (Ra(k), (2.2)

Py i=dl(k) = | dkka*(k)a(k). (2.3)
-

The Hilbert space of the system consisting of the electron and the bosons is H = K ® F.
The dynamics is governed by the Hamiltonian

H=Q(Dy) ®1+1® Hpp+ ¢(Gy), (2.4)

where the interaction term is given by

6(G,) = / dk (MG (k)L ® a* (k) + HTL ® alk)). (2.5)
Under the minimal conditions on 2, w and G, specified below following [38], this Hamiltonian
is essentially self-adjoint on C§°(R”)®C, where C := I'g, (C§°(R")) is defined in Appendix [Al

Condition 1. (Minimal Conditions). There exists sq € [0,2] and C > 0 s.t. the
dispersion relation w and the coupling function G satisfy:

(MC1) w e C(RY), Q € C¥(RY), (k)G € L%(RY), where (k) = VK2 + 1.

(MC2) m := infrepe w(k) > 0.

(MC3) Vk € R we have w(k) < C(k), Q(k) > C~ (k)% — C.

(MC4) |0¢9Q(k)| < C(k)*e~lol for all multiindices a with 0 < |a| < 2.
6



(MC5) Vki, ko € RY we have w(k:l + kg) < w(k;l) + w(kg).
(MC6) Either limg|_,o, w(k) = 00 or: supyepr w(k) < oo and limg) o, (k) = oco.
We note that is stronger than in [38].

We recall that the Hamiltonian (2.4]) commutes with the total momentum operators
given by

P=D,@141® Py, (2.6)

thus it has a fiber decomposition. More precisely, using the unitary transform of Lee-Low-
Pines [35]

Iip := (F @ 1) o T (), (2.7)

where F' is the Fourier transform in the electron position variable and I' the second quanti-
zation functor (cf. Appendix[Al), we obtain

®
hueHIi = [ dgH(O). (2.8)
Rl/
The fiber Hamiltonians have the form

H(§) = Q€ — Pon) + Hpn + ¢(G), (2.9)

where ¢(G) := ¢(Gy)|y=0, and are essentially self-adjoint on C. The joint spectrum of the
family of commuting self-adjoint operators (P, H) is given by

S={(EN eRT  Neoa(H(E))} (2.10)

It can be decomposed into the pure-point, absolutely continuous and singular continuous
parts

Y =30 UXac U (2.11)

defined as ¥; = {(§,\) € RV X R| X € 0;(H(E)) }, where i € {pp,ac,sc}. We denote the
bottom of the spectrum of the fiber Hamiltonians by

S0(¢) = inf o(H()) (2.12)

and the bottom of the spectrum of the full operator by X := infecpr Xo(§). Moreover, we
introduce

S0(EK) = So(€ — Y ky) + Y wiky) (2.13)
j=1 j=1
and define the n-boson thresholds
(n) N
Yo (&)= inf, Yo(&: k). (2.14)

By the HVZ Theorem [19, 36, 37, 45],

oess(H(€)) = [Z5V(6), 00). (2.15)
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and below E(()l)(é ) the spectrum consists of locally finitely many eigenvalues of finite multi-

plicity, which can only accumulate at E((]l)(ﬁ). Due to the subadditivity assumption [((MC?2)
on w, we have

=€) > 20 (¢) (2.16)

for any n > m. The inequality is strict if lim, o w(k) = oco. If M = supyegv w(k) < oo,
then the inequality is also strict if 2 lim inf|y o w(k) > M, which is satisfied by the constant
polaron relation [37]. In these cases the region £, where

£W = {(&, 1) e R A e £W(e)},

W)= rer | (©) <A< =P (9}, (2.17)

is non-empty.

2.2 Extended Hamiltonian

The formalism of extended Hilbert space, which we present in this section and in Ap-
pendix [A.2] was introduced in [9] and used later on in [2] 10, 20} 36, B37] in the context of
spectral and scattering theory. Let us define the extended Fock space and the extended
physical Hilbert space as follows

FX=FQF=F& (éf@ FO)=Fo (é 12,,(RY; F)), (2.18)
/=1 (=1

HCX:H@J}":H@(éH@}"M)), (2.19)
=1

where we made use of the identification F & F ) ~ Lgym(RéV ; F). The extended Hamiltonian
and extended total momentum operators are given by

o

H*=H®l+1®dl(w)=H® <EBH“)>, (2.20)
(=1
P*=P@1+10dl(k)=P® ( P<4>>. (2.21)
/=1
Here
HY —=Ho1+10dlM%w), PY=Pol1+10dl'9%). (2.22)

The operators (H®, P*) are essentially self-adjoint on C{°(R") ® C**, where C** := C ®
C. Similarly, (H®), P®) are essentially self-adjoint on C§°(RY) @ C¥), where C\) := C ®
C°(RY)®s*. Since (H™, P™) as well as (P, H®)), for ¢ € N, form commuting families of
self-adjoint operators, we can introduce their joint spectral resolutions E*(-) and E®)(.).
We use extended Lee-Low-Pines transformations to perform fiber decompositions of H*
and H® w.r.t. the total momentum. They have the form

e (F®1) o T(eY) = [pp @ <EB Iﬁ?P), (2.23)
(=1



where I is the Fourier transform in the electron position variable, I'**(e*¥) is defined as

explained in Section 1.2 of [38] and II(QP = (It1p)uere- There holds

S 2]
ex ex* ex ex £)x ¢
H™ = LLP( ds¢ H (£)>ILLP’ HY = II(JIEP </ g H(Z)(£)>I£BP. (2.24)
RY R¥
The fiber Hamiltonians H®*() are essentially self-adjoint on C** and have the form
H®(&) = Q& —dI'™(k)) + A" (w) + ¢(G) @ 1, (2.25)

where dI'**( - ) is defined in Appendix[A.2l The extended fiber Hamiltonians H®*(£) can be
decomposed just as for H®, cf. (2.20]), and we get as expected

H™(¢) = H(©) & (P HO(©)- (2:26)
/=1

Since there is no interaction in the second tensor component of H(€), which is simply a
multiplication operator, we can decompose further into a direct integral over momenta from
R®:

(&)
HO(¢) = / dk HO(¢, k), (2.27)
RZV
/ /
HO&E) = HE=Y k) + (O wlk))1. (2.28)
j=1 j=1

In our investigation we will often make use of the following simple fact:

Lemma 2.1. Let x: R — R be a bounded Borel function, with essential support in the set
(—00, 55" (€)). Then

n—1

() = X(H(©) & (D x(HO(©))). (2.29)
(=1
Proof. Let £ > n. We recall that
14 )4
20)(€) = inf (So€ — Y k) + D wiky)). (2:30)
= j=1 j=1
Consequently,
o ‘ ‘
HO®€) = /RZV dk (H(E = ki) + (O wik))1) > 5 (€)1 (2.31)
j=1 j=1

Since E((f)(ﬁ) > E(()n)(é), and  is supported below E((]") (£), only the first n — 1 terms of the
expansion

NH™(©) = x(H(©) & (P x(H () (2:32)

4

o)
=1

are non-zero. O



2.3 Structure of the spectrum

To continue our discussion of the spectrum of H we need more restrictive assumptions.
Following [38], we state:

Condition 2. (Spectral Theory). We impose:
(ST1) 2 and w are real analytic functions.
(ST2) G admits 2 distributional derivatives with 3G € L2 (R¥\{0}), for all 1 < |a| < 2.

loc

(ST3) For all orthogonal matrices O € O(v) and all k& € R” we have w(Ok) = w(k),
Q(Ok) = Q(k), and G(Ok) = G(k) almost everywhere.

(ST4) supyegry |Ofw(k)| < oo for all |af > 1 and |6£Q(k‘)| < Cg(k)yse= 18l for |3
sq € [0,2] appeared in Condition [

Y
N

We note that [(ST2)| coincides with the corresponding condition from [38] for ng = 2.
(ST4)|is stronger than in [3§].

Making use of Kato’s analytic perturbation theory [33] we obtain a description of the
isolated part of the spectrum (cf. (ZI5]) above):

Siso = {(&, B) € T B < 2 (©)}. (2:33)

This spectrum consists of analytic mass shells and level crossings. The set of level crossings
is defined as

X :={({,E) € Siso|[VR EN: Zjgo N By, ((€, E)) is not a graph }. (2.34)

The connected components of X are S”~l-spheres. They have the form dB(0; R) x {E},
or, in the degenerate case, {0} x {E}. They can accumulate either at infinity or at the
bottom of the essential spectrum. The level crossings are connected in Y, by shells which
are real-analytic manifolds. Each shell is a pair (A, S), where A = {¢ € R |r < [{| < R},
0 < r < R, is an open annulus or an open ball centred at zero. The function S: A — R is
real analytic and rotation invariant.

The structure of the continuous spectrum in £V, of. (ZI7), was studied in [38] with the
help of Mourre theory. As these results are very relevant for the present investigation we
summarize them here. For any £ € R” the conjugate operator has the form A = dI'(a¢),
where

1
ag = 5{1)5 iVE +iV - ve ), (2.35)

and ve € Cg°(R”\{0};R”) is a suitable vector field constructed in [38]. It is easily seen that
ag is essentially self-adjoint on C§°(R") and A¢ is essentially self-adjoint on C. In [38] one
can find a construction of the threshold sets 7 (¢) C R, £ € R¥, which carry information
about the structure of the isolated spectrum, and exceptional sets

Exc(§) = (0,w(0)) + Xiso (&), & €RY, (2.36)

which account for a possible singularity of the coupling function G at zero. (We recall that
n [38], formula (1.35), Exc(§) was defined to be empty for G regular at zero. Here it is
always given by (2.36])). The main result of [38] can be summarized as follows:
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Theorem 2.2. [38] Assume Conditions[l and[2. Let & € RY unless stated otherwise. Then
the following properties hold true:

(a) The sets EN(E)NTW(E) and EMW (&) NExc(€) are locally finite with possible accumu-
lation points only at 202) (&

)-
(b) All eigenvalues in Jpp(H(§)) NEMONTWD (&) UExc(€)) have finite multiplicity.

(c) The set opp(H(E)) N ) is at most countable, with accumulation points at most in

Mg
TW(€) UExc(€) U {E ')}

(d) Let (€0, 20) € EM be s.t. g € EM (&)\(TW (&) U Exc(&0) U app(H(&9)). Then there
exist a neighbourhood Ny of &, a neighbourhood Jy of Ao, and a constant ¢y, > 0 s.t.
for any € € Ny:

L (H(§))[H (€), Ago 117, (H(€)) = em1 5, (H(E)), (2.37)
1 (HO(E)IHM (£),1 @ ag, |17, (H(€)) = eml gy (HD(€)). (2.38)
(e) The fiber Hamiltonians have no singular continuous spectrum below the two-boson
threshold:
Tee(H(€)) N (—00, 5 (§)) = 0. (2.39)
2.4 Results

We begin by introducing some notation. First of all, the space of bound states Hpnq of the
system is the closure of the span of all states of the form I}, [ © Ved§, where R” 5 § — W
is compactly supported, measurable and W¢ is an eigenvector for H (&) for a.e. £. Expressed
concisely in terms of the joint spectral resolution F for the vector of commuting operators
(P, H) this amounts to

Hina = E(Spp)H. (2.40)

Incoming scattering states prepared at t = —oo, as well as outgoing scattering states at
t — 400, consist of a superposition of interacting dressed electrons and a collection of free
bosons. That is, the incoming and outgoing spaces are

Hi = Hina ® F. (2.41)

The asymptotic dynamics on incoming and outgoing spaces are generated by the restriction

of H™ to Hy. In the light of our discussion in the preceding two subsections, H f;‘ is a
+

direct sum of operators of the form

O ([T [7 0
i ( [ ds [ ARSE—d = k) k) 4o w(ke) ) I, (2.42)
where ¢ € Ny and (A, S) are shells in ¥i5,. Moreover, it is an easy consequence of the
HVZ theorem, cf. [37, Theorem 2.1], that (P, H) and (P*, H*)p3, have identical energy-
momentum spectra.
Let us recall that the asymptotic creation operators of bosons are usually defined as
follows:
at (W) := lim e g*(e7Win)e tH @, (2.43)

t—+o0
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where h € h and ¥ belongs to the dense domain D of vectors of bounded energy (i.e.
D := Ugcgv+1 Ran E(K), where the union extends over all compact sets). It is well known
[30] and easy to see that the limit exists in the case of the massive Nelson model (i.e.
G € S(RY) and w(k) = Vk? + m?2, where m > 0). As a consequence, in this case there exist
mappings QF defined on ¥/ € D @ I, (h) by

OFY = lim (1, 1) e 7Y, (2.44)

t—=o0

where the scattering identification map I'(1,1)* is defined in (L2) and in Appendix
The restrictions of QF to H., denoted by QF, are usually called the (conventional) wave
operators. They were introduced first in [32]. The associated (conventional) scattering

operator S: H_ — H. is then given by S = (Q27)*QT. Observe that restricted to the
subspace Hpng ® C C H4, the wave operators trivially exist and act as injections

YU € Hpna : QE(T ®|0) = W. (2.45)

To serve as an acceptable wave operator, QF should be isometric. At small coupling
strength such a result seems to be within reach of methods present in the literature [21] 3].
However, at arbitrary couplings, in the possible presence of eigenvalues embedded in the
continuous spectrum, nothing is known to date about this problem. Not to speak of the
problem of asymptotic completeness in the massive Nelson model, which is the question of
isometry of the adjoints of the wave operators.

We note that in the case of the polaron model (ie. G = G(k)/|k|, G € S(R) and
w(k) = m, where m > 0), which is also covered by our assumptions, problems start already
at the level of existence of the wave operators. Since the boson dispersion relation gives
only a phase factor, it might even seem that the wave operators (2.44]) do not exist!

It turns out that the situation is much better than outlined above, at least in the energy-
momentum regime below the two-boson threshold i.e. in the region R := {(£,A) € R¥T1| X <
282) (€)}. Indeed, in this region our main result resolves all the problems mentioned in the
two paragraphs above:

Theorem 2.3. Assume Conditions [ and [2. The wave operators Qf: E*(R)Hs — H
exists in the sense of the strong limits

OF ==s— lim eI (1,1)% e 47, (2.46)

t—+oo

where T'(1,1) is defined in Appendiz [A3. The operators Q% are unitary as maps from
E*(R)H+ to E(R)H. More precisely:

05" 0% = E™(R)p, and  QROQF = E(R). (2.47)
Finally, the scattering operator Sg = (Qp)*Qf: E(R)H_ — E™(R)H4 is unitary.

In the energy-momentum regime R, scattering only happens between bound states asso-
ciated to the isolated part ¥, of X,. For this reason a special role is played by the bound
states pertaining to isolated mass shells, for which we use the notation

Hiso = E(Eiso)H- (248)

Let us introduce the terminology that a state ¥ € Hp,q and a smearing function h € b
are R-compatible if there exists a Borel set S € R” x R such that ¥ € E(S)Hpnq and
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{€+k,E+wk))|(&E) €S,k esupph} C R. By supph, we understand h’s essential
support. Note that by energy-momentum considerations we can always choose & C Yis,
such that in fact ¥ € Hiqo.

With the terminology just introduced, E®*(R)H4 is the direct sum of states of the form
U ® |0), with ¥ € E(R)Hpnd, and states from the closure of the span of states of the form
U ® a*(h)|0), where U € His, and h are R-compatible. See Lemma [M.1]) for a proof.

For any ¥ € H;o and h € b which are R-compatible we define the corresponding
scattering state as follows

a’ (h)V := QL (VU @ a*(h)|0)). (2.49)

Theorem 23] has the following corollary:

Corollary 2.4. Let a’ (h)¥, a’ ()Y’ be scattering states and V" € E(R)Hpna. There hold
the following properties:

(a) Tensor product structure:

(aX (h)¥,al (K)U") = (h,h")(¥,¥') and (a’(h)¥,T")=0. (2.50)

(b) Asymptotic completeness:

ER)H = Span{aj_(h)\ll, o | W, h are R—compatible, U € E(R)’and}. (2.51)

Note that for the particular case of the polaron model, the notion of ¥ and h being
R-compatible is completely trivial. Here R = {(¢,E) € RVt | E < ¢ + 2m}, where m is
the phonon mass, cf. and Xg is the bottom of the spectrum of H. That is, R is just
a half-space. Being R-compatible thus reduces to ¥ € E(R” x (—o00, Yo + m))Hpna = Hiso,
with no condition on h. Hence, in this the polaron case we have:

E(R)H = Span{a’.(h)¥, V" |V € Hiso,h € h and V" € E(R)Hpna }- (2.52)

3 Heisenberg derivatives

As usual in investigations of the problem of asymptotic completeness, we are interested in
the existence of asymptotic observables, which are strong limits as t — oo of time dependent
families of observables of the form

R >t — O (t)e HHE) (3.1)

where the propagation observable R 5 t — ®(t) € B(F) is uniformly bounded in time. Since
we are going to proceed via Cook’s method, we are interested in the Heisenberg derivatives
of propagation observables, defined a priori in the sense of forms on D(H()) as

DO(t) = 9,D(t) + i[H(€), (¢)]. (3.2)

In Propositions [3.3] and B.4] below we will express such derivatives by Heisenberg derivatives
of some propagation observables R 5t — ®1)(t) € B(F @ F), given by

DWaW (1) = 9,0W (1) +i[HDV (), D (1)) (3.3)

Before we state and prove these propositions, which provide the technical basis for our
investigation, we need the following definition:

13



Definition 3.1. Let jo, joo € C°(R) be s.t. i), € CP(R), 0 < jo,joo < 1, jo =1 in a
neighbourhood of zero. We set jb := jo(a/t), ji, = jeo(a/t), and j' := (j,4.,) as a map
b — b @ b defined by jth := (jh, L h).

Remark 3.2. In Section [3l and in Appendices [CHH a := %{fu -1V 4+ iVy - v}, where v €
C(R"\{0}; R") is an arbitrary vector field. Unless stated otherwise, in the remaining part
of the paper a := ag, = %{UEO -iVE +iVy - 1150} is the observable appearing in Theorem 2.2]
associated with some neighbourhoods Ny and Jj.

Proposition 3.3. Let £ € R” and x € C°(R)r be supported in (—00,282) (£)). Let q €
C>®(R)g be s.t. 0 & suppq and ¢' € C(R) (in particular q is bounded). Let jo,joo be as
specified in Definition 31 and s.t. j2 + j% = 1. Then

D (xdI'(¢")x) = T(j6)D(xdT'(¢")x)T(j5)
+TWEY* YIDW (1@ ¢)xWTW (") + 0t ™2), (3.4)

where we set x = x(H(€)), x\© = x(HO(€)) and ¢* = q(a/t). Moreover, for supp jo N
suppq = ) we hav

T(j6)xDdT (¢")xT'(j§) = O(t™?). (3.5)

Proof. We write j := j', ¢ := ¢'. The Heisenberg derivative of the asymptotic observable
®(t) := xdI'(q)x is given by

D®(t) = xdI'(0iq)x + ix[H(&),dT(q)]x- (3.6)
‘We consider the first term on the r.h.s. above:
XdL(8:q)x = T(j)* X AT (0eq) XL (j) + O(t2), (3.7)

where we applied Proposition and Lemma [D.3] and set x** := xy(H**(&)). We use the
decomposition (2.26) of H*(¢) and, by Lemma 2.1 it suffices to consider the terms ¢ = 0
and ¢ = 1. The £ = 0 term has the following form

IO () x@dr©(a,q)x V1@ (5) = T'(jo)xdT (9q)XT (jo)- (3.8)

If jo is supported outside of the support of ¢, this contribution is of order O(¢~2) by Propo-
sition [l Otherwise it contributes to the first term on the r.h.s. of (3.4).
The £ = 1 term has the form

LW W (Ar (@) © 1+ 1@ (89)) xVTW (). (3.9)
By Corollary [G.4] we obtain
T ()X (A(9g) ® 1)xVTW () = 0 ?). (3.10)

So we are left with
TG W (1@ 8,g)xWTW (), (3.11)

which contributes to the expression on the r.h.s. of (3.4)).

!One can weaken this assumption to suppjo Nsuppq = @ at a cost of additional complications in
Appendix[Gl This is, however, not needed in the following.
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Now we proceed to the second term on the r.h.s. of ([B.6]). From Proposition [GH], we
obtain

X[H (), dT(g)]x = T(j)" x[H™(€), ™ (9)]x™T(j) + O(t ™). (3.12)

Making use of the decomposition (2.26]), we get
L) x™H(€), AP (9Ix™T(j) = T'(j (@ KOO (), arO (@) PG  (3.13)

By Lemma 211 it suffices to consider £ = 0 and ¢ = 1 terms: The ¢ = 0 contribution is the
following:

PO ) X OTHO (), d® (I VT (j) = T(jo)x[H (), AT (a)]xL (o). (3.14)

If jo is supported outside of the support of ¢, this contribution is of order O(¢~2) by Propo-
sition Otherwise it contributes to the first term on the r.h.s. of (34).
Let us now consider the contribution with ¢ = 1:

FOG xWHD(©), drD (g VT (). (3.15)
We recall that dT'M(g) = dI'(¢) ® 1 4+ 1 ® ¢ and obtain

IO Gy XD ED (£), dTO ()X VT (5)

=TW ) xWHW(€),d0(g) ® xPTW (5) + TOG) XV [HD (€),1 @ g WTW ().
(3.16)

The first term on the r.h.s. above is of order O(t~2) by Lemma The second term
contributes to the expression from the statement of the proposition.
Thus, together with (B.11]), we get

D®(t) = I'(jo)D®(t)I'(jo)
+TWE V(1@ g +i[HY (), 10 ¢)xVTW () +017?), (3.17)

and the first term on the r.h.s. contributes to O(t~2) for jo supported outside of the support
of ¢q. This concludes the proof. O

Proposition 3.4. Let £ € R” and x € C§°(R)r be supported in (—00,282) (€)). Let q €
C>®(R) be s.t. ¢ € C§°(R), 0 < ¢ <1, ¢g=1 on a neighbourhood A of zero. Let jo,j be
as specified in Definition (31}, s.t. j3 + j2 =1 and jo is supported in A. Then

XDL(g)x =TW () V() © NDW (1 @ ¢ ) VTW () + 0t ?), (3.18)
where we set x = x(H(€)), x\9 := x(HO(¢)) and ¢* := q(a/t). Consequently,

XDI'(¢")x = F(1)( XVt (@)W ITD () + 01?), (3.19)

where {Cy}er is a family of bounded operators on F @ FO) which satisfies
Cy(N+1)=0(1) and [C,1@p =011, (3.20)
for any p € C®(R)r with p’ € C(R).
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Proof. We set q := ¢', j := j' and compute the Heisenberg derivative:
xDI(g)x = x(dT'(g, dq) +i[H(E), I'(g)])x- (3.21)
Making use of Proposition [H.2l we obtain
XdL (g, 0q)x = L ()" X AT (q, dq)x T (j) + O(t7%), (3.22)
where we set x** = x(H®(§)) and dI'**(-, -) is defined by formula (A.I5]). Inserting
decomposition ([2:26]) of H*(¢), we get

1)) X0 (q, ig) T (j) = T'(j (@x ar®(g, g )1 (j). (3.23)

By Lemma 2], it suffices to consider £ = 0 and ¢ = 1 terms. For £ = 0, we get
T(jo)xdl'(g, rq)XT (o) = O(t~) (3.24)
by Proposition [H.Il The £ = 1 term is given by
T ()X (A (g, 0eq) ® q + T(q) @ 0iq)x VT (). (3.25)
We note that, by Corollary [G.4]
IO () xM (0 (g, 0eq) ® q)xVTD () = O(t72). (3.26)

So we are left with
WG x M (T(g) @ drg)x VT (), (3.27)

which contributes to the r.h.s. of (B.I8]). Next, we choose x € Ci°(R)r s.t. xx = x and
make use of Lemma [G.3] to write

LW Gy X (F(g) @ g) x VW ()
=TGN () @ DXV (10 NPTV () + 01 ?), (3.28)

where ¢ = —(a/t)f(a/t), f € C§(R) is equal to one on the support of ¢’ and vanishes
outside of a slightly larger set. The operator Cy; := (I'(q) ® §)x'") is the first contribution
to Cy appearing in ([3.19). It is obvious that C; satisfies the first property in (3.20]), and
the second property in ([3:20) follows from Lemma [G.3]

Let us now consider the second contribution to the Heisenberg derivative. From Propo-
sition [H.2] we obtain

X[H (€),T(q)]x = T()" x*[H™(€), I (@)]x™T(j) + O(t ™). (3.29)

By inserting the decomposition (2.26]), we get:
() X H(©), P (@)X T(7) = I (GB KOHO©),TO @I O)0G).  (330)

As before, it is enough to consider £ = 0 and ¢ = 1 terms. As for the £ = 0 term,

T (o) x[H (€), T(q)]IxT (o) = O(t™2), (3.31)
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by Proposition [HIl The £ = 1 term is given by
L )* (1)[H( 1(€).T(a) ® g VT (j)
D)y xWHD(©),T(g) @ 1)1 © ¢)x !V F(l)( )
+F(1 )XV (T(g) @ HIHD (), 1@ gy T (). (3.32)

The first term on the r.h.s. above is O(t72) by Proposition [L3] and the second term
contributes to (BI8]). This concludes the proof of (BI8]).
Let us now complete the proof of (8.19]): First, we note that by Proposition

[HD(E),10¢xV =0@™). (3.33)

Making use of this fact and of Lemma [F.6] we can write

OGO () @ DHDE), 1@ T )
=T XM (T (g) @ DXV HM (), 1@ gxWTW () + O ™). (3.34)
Next, we note that by Proposition [l

X(l)i[H(l)(ﬁ), 1® q]X(l) = 2(1)0(1 ® (q/)t)x(l) + O(t—z)

= —WexWa e (¢)Hx™ + o), (3.35)

where C' is a bounded operator on F ® F(), which satisfies [C,1 ® p'] = O(t~') for any
p € C®R)g s.t. p € CP(R) and in the second step in ([3.35) we made use of Lemma [G3]
The second contribution to CY is thus given by

Cot = (D(g) @ HxPoxW. (3.36)

Again, it is obvious that Cy; satisfies the first property in (8.20), and the second property
in (3.20) follows from [C,1 ® p!] = O(t~!) and Lemma O

4 Propagation estimates

In this section we use the expressions for Heisenberg derivatives of propagation observables,
established in Section Bl to prove suitable minimal velocity propagation estimates. We will
use these estimates in Section [0l to verify the existence of the relevant asymptotic observables.

Proposition 4.1. Let x € C§°(R)r be supported in Jy and & € Ny. Fiz 0 < e < ¢g < ¢,
where ¢y, appeared in the Mourre estimate (2.38), and R > ¢.

(a) Let To = [~ R, co). Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all ¥ € F o F1);
< 1
/1 dt (0 XD (1@ 17, (ag, /XD 0}Y) < e w2, (4.1)

where ‘Pgl) = e HHO O @M gng X(l) = X(H(l)(f))-

(b) Let jo, joo be as specified in Definition[31 and s.t. j3+j% = 1. LetT = [~ R, —¢]U[e, co).
Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all ¥ € F:

/ it m, PO x V(1 @ 1z(ag, /)X DTD (7)) < ]| 0|2, (4.2)
1

where U, := ¢ tHE) g
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Proof. We set a := ag, and start with a brief consideration which is relevant for both
parts of the proposition. Let ¢ € C®°(R) be s.t. ¢ € C°(R), ¢ > 0, /¢ € C§°(R) and
suppqg C [-R—1, 66] for some ¢y < 66 < ¢y Let us consider the propagation observable

e (t) = xV(1®qx", (4.3)
where we set ¢ := q(a/t). Its Heisenberg derivative gives
DU (1) =y (~11® (a0 +ixHO(©),1 2 gt (4.4

where we chose some function y € C§°(R)g, supported in Jo, s.t. xx = x. Next, making
use of Proposition [L1l we can write

KWEHD(E),10 q)x" 1 ® V)XW ), 1@a’xM (1@ /) +0(E?)
—m 1® \/?)(x“))%l ® /) +0(t™?)
_ ~<1)(1 2 ¢)xY +0(t2), (4.5)

where in the second step we made use of the Mourre estimate (2Z38)) and in the last step of
Lemma [G3l (The notation [ , ]° is explained in Appendix[C). On the other hand

1 /
— <18 (a/t)d > —%01 ®q. (4.6)
Thus we obtain from (45]) and (£6) that
DWol () > %x(”(l ®q )" +0(t™), (4.7)
where ¢ := ¢y — ¢ > 0.
Now we are ready to prove part @ of the proposition. By choosing ¢ s.t. ¢ = 1 on
Ty = [ R, o], we obtain from (£7]) that
DWoW (1) > §X< (1@ 17, (a/t)) XV + O™, (4.8)

By integrating this expression along the time evolution we obtain (4.1]).
Proceeding to part @ of the proposition we choose ¢’ s.t. suppq C [-R —1,—¢/2] U
[e/2,¢p) for co < ¢y < ¢y and ¢’ =1 on [—R, —¢] U [g, cp]. We also require that

i = [ das (19)
to ensure that ¢ vanishes in a neighbourhood of zero. We consider the propagation observable
®(t) = xdI'(g)x- (4.10)

Proposition B.3] gives that
D&(t) = I'(jo)De ()T (jo) + I ()" DV eN()I V() + Ot ~), (4.11)

where we set j := j!. As for the second term on the r.h.s. above, we obtain

LG XD (L ® 12(a/0)x DTN () + 01 ), (4.12)
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where we made use of ([@7)). Let us now estimate the first term on the r.h.s. of (ZIT]).
We choose j as specified in Definition B.] s.t. jg + 72, = 1 and supp jo does not intersect
with the support of g. Then, making use again of Proposition B.3] and of formula ([@I2]), we
obtain

L(jo)D2 ()L (o) = L(jo)I V(7" DWW I M ()L (jo) + O(t™?) = O(t™),  (4.13)

i.e. this term is bounded from below by an integrable contribution.
Making use of (£I2]) and (£13]), we obtain

LW G (1 ® 12(a/0)xWTW () + 0, (4.14)

where ¢ > 0. By integrating both sides of this inequality along the time evolution and
making use of the fact that ®(¢) is bounded, uniformly in time, we conclude the proof. [

Proposition 4.2. Let x € C§°(R)gr be supported in Jy and & € Ny. Then there exist ¢ > 0
and 0 < €9 < ¢m/2, where ¢y appeared in the Mourre estimate (2.38), s.t. for any R > 0

and ¥ € F:
odt

/IOOHF(l[—R,eo](ago/t))x(H(ﬁ))‘IftH - < c||w|?, (4.15)

where ¥; = e ItHE) g

Proof. We set a := ag, and A := dI'(ag,). Let ¢ € C§°(R) be s.t. 0 < ¢ < 1. Suppose that
q is supported in [-R — 1,2¢0] and ¢ = 1 on [—R, gg] for some gy > 0 to be specified later.
Moreover, suppose that ¢’ = ¢ —q_, where ¢+ > 0, \/gx € Cg°(R), suppgy C [-R—1,—R],
supp q— C [0, 2&0)-

We set ¢' := q(a/t) and introduce the propagation observable

De(t) = X(H(E))T(¢") =T (¢")x(H(£)). (4.16)

Note that by Corollary [F.11] we have T'(¢')x(H (£))F C D(H(&)) N D(A), such that the
computation above — as well as the one to follow — is meaningful. It can easily be shown
that ®¢ is bounded uniformly in time. Let us now study the Heisenberg derivative of ®,:
We set g := ¢!, x := x(H(£)) and write:

A A A
Dog(t) = xT'(q)D(5)T(a)x + xD(T'(q)) 7 T(a)x + xT'(¢) 7D(T'(q))x- (4.17)
As for the first term on the r.h.s. above, we obtain:

A 1

XI(@)D(—)T(9)x = —ZXP(Q)éF(Q)X + %xf(q)i[H(i)a A]°T(g)x. (4.18)

Concerning the first term on the r.h.s. of (4I8]), we note the bound

D@50 = P @A, (o/)a) T (@) +O()
< PP @RAT (01, 0/ @) T (@)x + 0 )
< czo 0 + 02, (1.19)
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where ¢ is independent of €y and R. Here y € C§°(R)r is s.t. xx = x and x is supported
in Jp. We also chose functions ¢i,q2 € C§°(R), 0 < ¢q1,¢2 < 1 st. gq1 = ¢, suppqi C
[—R — 2, 3ep], supp g2 C [—3¢e0, 3e0] and ¢1(s)s < ga(s )s for all s € R. In (£19) we made use
of Lemma [F.6] the fact that T'(¢1)d[(a) = dF(ql, q1a), and

14T (a1, (a/t)g2) (1 + N)7H| < ll(a/t)azl < 3eo. (4.20)

In view of this bound it is clear that the constant ¢ = 3||(1+ N)x||||X]|, appearing in (19,
is independent of R, 9. As for the second term on the r.h.s. of [£I8]), we write

D@ (E), APT(q)x = 3 (@ H(E), AP (@) +O(?)

> e XD@NCT@F + 0 2)

1
= cmgxf(q)%( +O0(t™2). (4.21)
The first step above follows from Lemma [E.6] and from the fact that
I[H(£), A°T(g)x|| < oo and [[H(E), A°x]| < oo. (4.22)
These bounds are simple consequences of Corollary .17l and Lemma [[.2] after rewriting
[H(£), AI°T(q)x = {[H °(N+1)7'T(q)(Ho(§) + 1)°}
X { N +1 (Ho(g) + 1) H{(Ho(¢) + 1)*x} (4.23)

and recalling Corollary [E4l In the second step of (E21]) we used ([2.37) and in the last step
once more Lemma [F.6l Summing up, we got

@D > (n — o) (@) + 067, (4.20)

Let us now consider the remaining two terms on the r.h.s. of (£IT). First, we note that

xD(F(Q))éF(q)x = XD(P(Q))Xér(Q)X +xD(T'(¢))[dl'(g, (a/t)q), X]x

t
= XD ()T T () + O(12). (4.25)

Here in the second step we applied Lemma [[.3] and Proposition [F.5], which ensures that
xD(T'(q)) = O(t~!). As for the first term on the r.h.s. above, we obtain from Proposition 3.4t

D(0(0))X = D)D) = 1V G) 100 0 OXOIVG) + 007, (4.26)

where we set j := j! and ¢/ := (¢/)!. Thus, recalling that ¢ = ¢ — ¢_ and /g € C5°(R),
we can write

D=3 a%f“)( YW1 ® Vi) Ci(1® g ) XM () + 0(™2),  (4.27)

oce{+}

where we exploited the second property in (3.20). Thus we get
A
XxD(T()x—+T(a)x
12y, e s
= D o V@RV e Vi) Cdl (g, (a/t)g)(1 @ Vi) X VT ()x

+0(t™?), (4.28)
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where we made use of the fact that I'M(j)Al(q) = dI'M(q, (a/t)g)I' M (j) and then of
Lemma [3 to exchange dT'M(q, (a/t)q) with Y1), Since C,dT'M)(q, (a/t)q) = O(1), by the
first part of property (3:20]), we obtain for any ¥ € F:
. _A
(W4, xXD(T(9) X T T (a)x ¥r) |

& ~ ~. . —
<y e Vi) XTIV G)x T2 + Ot 2) |, (4.29)
oce{+}

This expression is integrable, uniformly in W from the unit ball in F, by the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and Proposition @Il (To apply this latter proposition we assume that 2g¢ < ¢y, ).
The last term on the r.h.s of (4I7)) is treated analogously.

Altogether, we have obtained that

D(r) > (em — cco) yxla)x + B() + O(t72), (4.30)

where ¢ is independent of g and R, and B(t) is integrable along the time-evolution provided
that 29 < ¢p. By choosing gq sufficiently small, we conclude the proof. O

5 Existence of some asymptotic observables

As usually in the time-dependent approach to the problem of asymptotic completeness, the
central question is the existence of suitable asymptotic observables as strong limits, as time
goes to infinity, of their approximating sequences. In this section we answer this question
with the help of the propagation estimates established in Section [ With this information
at hand, the proof of asymptotic completeness, completed in Sections [0l and [1, is relatively
straightforward.

Theorem 5.1. Let x € C§°(R)r be supported in Jy and & € Ny. Let g € C*(R) be s.t.
0<qg<1,q¢ € C{MR) and suppq C (—00,cm)\[—¢,¢], for some 0 < € < ¢y, where ¢y
appeared in (2.37). Then the following strong limit exists

QF (H(©)x = s— lim O (g)e Oy, (5.1)

and commutes with bounded Borel functions of H(§). (Here we set x := x(H(§))). More-
over, if suppq C (—o0,¢€¢), where g9 appeared in Proposition [{.2, then QT (H(§))x = 0.

Proof. We set ¢ := ¢' and define ®(t) = xI'(q)x. Making use of Proposition [3.4] we obtain
Loy, s (D)5 (1) _
Do(t) = T () XV (1 ® ¢)x VT () + 0(™?), (5.2)

where we set j := j'. Let ¢ € C§°(R) be supported in (—o0, ¢y )\[—¢, €] and equal to one on
the support of ¢’. Then, making use of the second property in ([B.20), we can write

1), es - (a1 _
Do(t) = ;F(l)(J) e ed)xWTW3G) +0o@?). (5:3)
Since Cy = O(1), we obtain

(& o~ o~ ~ . ~ ~. .
(U1, D) W2)| < Z[I(1 & DXOTW ()T (1 @ ¢")FHITW () Tay |
+ Ot )|y ||| o], (5.4)
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where U; € F and ¥;, = e *1© W, i € {1,2}. By integrating both sides of this inequality
over some time interval, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the integral of the
first term on the r.h.s. of (B.4]), taking supremum over ¥y s.t. ||¥]| < 1 and exploiting
Proposition [4.J] we obtain strong convergence in (5.1]) by the Cook method. Now we choose
X € C°(R)g, supported in Jp and s.t. xx = x. Lemma gives

O (q)e Oy = HHEO R (g) v Oy + O(™1). (5.5)

The second term on the r.h.s. above converges strongly by the above consideration. By
a computation analogous to (5.5]) one shows that QT (H(£))x commutes with H(£). This
concludes the proof of (B.1).

Let us now show the last statement of the theorem, i.e. that for ¢ s.t. suppq C (—o0, &¢)
there holds

QY (H(&))x = 0. (5.6)

Let gqr € C°(R), 0 < gr < 1, be s.t. ggr(s) = ¢(s) for s € (—R,00) and gp = 0 for
s < —R — 1, for some R > cy,. Then, coming back to the explicit notation ¢' = g(a/t) and
¢t = qr(a/t), we obtain from Proposition @2l and from (EI)) that

s— lim e™(OD(gh)e MOy = 0. (5.7)

t—00

On the other hand, Lemma [K1] gives that
(T (ak) = T(g")e || = O(R™) (5-8)
uniformly in ¢ for ¥ from some dense domain in F. This concludes the proof of (5.6). O

Theorem 5.2. Let x € C°(R)r be supported in Jy and & € No. Let p € C(R) be s.t.
0<p<1,p € CPR) and suppp’ C (—00,cm), where ¢y appeared in [2:37). Then the
following strong limit exists

Q+(HCX(§))OOXCX — g tgm eitch(f) (1 ® Iw(pt))e—izﬁHC"(S)Xex7 (59)

and commutes with bounded Borel functions of H*(§). (Here we set x** := x(H®*(£))).
If, in addition, p =1 on [cy,00), then

QF(H™(€))ooX™ = X (5.10)

Proof. Concerning the proof of (5.9]), we set p := p, choose x € C§°(R)g, supported in Jy
and s.t. xx = x. We note the relation

X 1T = kW, 10px = 0@, (5.11)

which is a consequence of the decomposition ([2.26]), Lemma 2], (which ensures that only
¢ =0 and ¢ = 1 terms survive in this expansion), and of Lemma [G.3] Thus it suffices to
prove strong convergence of t — ™€) \eX(1 @ T(p))x™e H™E) for any y € C&(R)r
supported in Jy. We apply decomposition (2:26]) and Lemma 2.1] to this expression. The
¢ = 0 component gives x(H (£))? which is time-independent. The ¢ = 1 component has the

form
PN X(1>eitH(1>(£>(1 ® p)e—itH(”(s)X(l)_ (5.12)
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We consider the propagation observable ®.(t) := xM(1 @ p)x(). To prove the strong
convergence of (B.12]) we will show integrability of the Heisenberg derivative

DYoo (1) = xV (—%1 ® (a/t)p’ +i[HM(€), 1@ p])xV. (5.13)
By Proposition [L1]
1 _
xWHWE) 1@ px = xWeepin® + o), (5.14)

where C' is a bounded operator on F ® F), which satisfies

[C1ep] =00 (5.15)
for any p; € C®°(R)g s.t. pj € C§°(R). Let p € C§°(R)r be supported in (—o0, ¢y) and be
equal to one on the support of p’. Then, due to (5.I3]), we obtain

1 _
DY (t) = M1 epCa e + o), (5.16)

where C; = —1® (a/t)p+ C is a family of operators which is uniformly bounded in ¢. Thus
we can write

C - _
(W10, DV Do (8) Vo) < £ @ DX D WLll[(1 @ p )X P o] + O U1l Wal|, (5.17)

where ¥; € F @ FO, U,y = e_itH(l)(f)\Ifi, i € {1,2}. With the help of this bound, the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Proposition [4.1] we obtain strong convergence of (5.12]) by
the Cook method. This completes the proof of (5.9). To show that the limit commutes with
bounded functions of the Hamiltonian, one proceeds analogously as in relation (5.11]) above.

Let us now proceed to the proof of (BI0). We come back to the explicit notation
p' = p(a/t). As we have shown above (cf. formula (5.12]))

ILH(€) (1@ F(pt))e—itHex(f)Xex
= x(H() & XM O 1@ phe T OZINW o). (5.18)
Thus it suffices to show that for ¥ € F @ F() there holds
i (21, (1 pla/OD V) = (2, (V)W) (5.19)
Setting ¢ := 1 — p, this is equivalent to
tim (0, (10 g(a/0)x ) =0 (5.20)

We note that supp g C (—o0, ¢ ). Let us choose a function ¢r € C§°(R), 0 < gr < 1, which
coincides with ¢ on (—R,00), but is equal to zero on (—oo, —R — 1] for some R > 1. We
obtain from (4.I)) that

Jlim (0, XD (1@ gr(a/0)x V) =0, (5.21)

where we exploited the first part of this proposition to obtain convergence.
Now let ¥ be an element of the domain of 1 ® a. Then ¥ belongs to the domain of
(1 ® a)xV, since HM(€) is of class C'(1 ® a). Cf. [38, Lemma 2.2, Proposition 2.8].
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Furthermore, the operator representing the commutator form i[H™M(€),1 ® a] is given by
iHD(E),1®ad° = -VQ¢ - dTM(k)) - (1 ® v) + 1 ® Vw - v, which is HW(¢)-bounded.
Consequently, the group e~ itHW () preserves D(1®a)ND(HM (€)). Now we set 4r := ¢—qg
and compute

(Wi, XV (1 @ Gr(a/t)x V)

(0 A WtHD©) (1 g TR i) itV (©) (1 g V) o-itHD (), ()
(U, xWe (1® @) ) e (1®t>e NG
= (1) gitH M (£) qr(a/t)\ _itro e

(T, xWe (1® @/t )e

1/t i
x ;/0 dt' e TV O HM ()1 @ e P HY Oy D)

(W) it HOE©) (1 o RN iero(e) L 1)
+ <\I/7X (§ (1® (a/t) >e t(l@a)x \II> (522)

Hence, making use of the fact that ||[[HM)(£),1® a]°x(V|| < oo, (cf. Lemma [2)), we obtain
- c c
(@, (1@ r(a/t) W] < 2127+ 191 @ a)xV]. (5.23)

Since this expression can be made arbitrarily small, uniformly in ¢, by choosing R sufficiently
large, we have proven (5.20) for ¥ in the domain of (1 ® a), which is dense. This concludes
the proof. O

Theorem 5.3. Let x € C°(R)r be supported in Jy and & € Ny. Let jo, joo be as specified
in Definition [31], s.t. j& + j% = 1, suppjy C (—00,cm) and hence supp ji, C (—o0,cm),
where ¢y, appeared in (2.37). Let ¢ = (qo, qoo) = (j,5%) (in particular qo + qeo = 1). Then
the following strong limits exist:

W+(qt)(€)xex P tli)m eitH(ﬁ)f(qt)*e—itHCX(f)Xex7 (524)
W+(qt)(§)*x e tli)m eitHcX(g)f(qt)e—itH(f)X7 (525)

where we set x = x(H(&)) and x™* = x(H™*(§)). These operators intertwine (bounded
Borel functions of) H(§) and H*(€).

Proof. We set q := ¢*, j := j* and consider the asymptotic observable ®(t) = x*T'(q)x. Its
non-symmetric Heisenberg derivative is given by

D (t) = x™(dl'(q, dhg) +iH(€)(g) il () H (€)) x. (5.26)
The first term on the r.h.s. above can be rearranged as follows
X*dD(q, 0eq) = 2x*dT™ (4, 9T ()
= 2 (AT (jo, dtjo) ® T(joo) + T (o) ® AT (Gne; Dejoc) ) T (5), (5.27)

where j = diag(jo, joo), 0ij := diag(dyjo, Orjoo) are propagation observables on h @ b and in
the last step we made use of Lemmal[A.3l As for the remaining terms on the r.h.s. of (£.20]),
we obtain from Lemma [I.T] that

XZ(H*(E)L(q) = T(q)H(€)) x = 2x*[H™(€), T*(DIT(G)x + Ot ™). (5.28)
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Thus, altogether, we get

D (t) = 2x™ (A0 (4, ) + I[H™(€), ™ ())) T (G)x + Ot (5.29)
= 22X (AT (4, 8j) + I[H(E), T*()) x*T(G)x + Ot ?), (5.30)

where in the last step we chose x € C§°(R)gr, supported in Jp and s.t. xx = x. To exchange
['(j)x with x**I'(j), we made use of Lemma [[.10] and of the fact that

XH(€), T™(5)] = 0™, (5.31)

which follows from Proposition
Now we apply decomposition ([2.26]) of H**(£). As for the £ = 0 component, we obtain

from (5.29))

D3O (t) = x(2dT (jo, Do) + 21[H(€), T (o)) T (jo)x + Ot 2
= x(dT'(qo, Brqo) +i[H (£),T(q0)]) x + O(t™2). (5.32)

To justify the second step above we make use of the relations

dI'(go, 0rq0) = 2dI'(jo, Otjo)T (Jo), (5.33)
X[H (€), T(qo)]x = 2x[H (&), T (o)L (Jo)x + x[L(Jo), [H(£), T (Go)]]x (5.34)

and of the fact that the last term on the r.h.s. of (5.34)) is O(¢t~2) by Lemma We note
that the first term on the r.h.s. of (.32]) is the Heisenberg derivative of ®¢(t) := xI'(qo)x-
We recall that ¢ = (52) = 2joj}, and, by Definition B, jo is equal to one in some interval
[—e,¢], 0 < & < ¢m. Thus supp g C (—00,cm)\[—¢, ] and the Heisenberg derivative of @
can be shown to be integrable along the time evolution as in the proof of Proposition (.11
Let us proceed to the £ = 1 component: Let x() := x(H™M(¢)). From (5.30) we obtain

Do (t) = 2V (AT (jo, rjo) @ jio + (o) @ Drjico

+i[HM(£),T(jo) ® jso]) XVTD (j)x + O 2). (5.35)

‘We note that
XM (AT (o, Brjo) @ joo) X = O(t72), (5.36)
XWHW(E),T(jo) ® 1](1 ®yoo>>z< J=0@?), (5.37)

where (5.36]) follows from Corollary [G4] and (5.37) is a consequence of Proposition [E.3l
Thus we obtain from (5.35]) that

Do (1) = 2xV(T(jo) @ YDW (1 @ o) XITW (j)x + O 2)
=2 (T (o) © DYDY (1 @ o) XWX +0(72), (5.38)
where in the last step we made use of the fact that [{(, T'(jo) ® 1)] = O(¢t~"), which follows

from Lemma [F.6 and of the estimate D™ (1 ® j)¥Y = O(t~1), which is a consequence of
Proposition Proceeding as in (5.13)—(5.16) above, we obtain that

1 -~
YW1 @ Joo)Cr(1 ® L)XW + O(t72), (5.39)

D@ )3 =
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where joo~€ C§°(R)Rr is supported in (—00,¢m) and is equal to one on the support of j.,
and t — C} is a family of operators, which is uniformly bounded in ¢. Thus we get

(W, OO (1)) (5.40)
C ~ - . ~ ~ . _
-l e )XW WL 11 @ 55N XITD ()xWa]| + O 2) |01 | || W2,

where Uy ; = e_itH(l)(g)\Ill and Uy ; = e tHE W, for some arbitrary vectors ¥; € F ® FO,
Ty € F. Due to the support properties of jo, and the fact that supp j., C (—00, cm)\[—¢, €],
(since jo = 1 on [—¢,¢] and j2 +j% = 1), we can apply Proposition 1] to show integrability
of (5.40]).

Thus we obtained that both t — ®(¢) and t — ®(¢)* converge strongly. Now the result
follows by an application of Lemma [E.10] which also gives the intertwining property. O

6 Localized wave operators

In this section we construct localized wave operators, defined on a small neighbourhood O
of any point (&9, Ag) € EM\(TWUExcUY,,). The adjective ‘localized’, used to describe the
wave operators constructed in this section, requires a brief clarification: On the one hand it
alludes to their construction in an energy-momentum spectral subspace of the small set O.
On the other hand it refers to the Sigal-Soffer type localization onto a spectral subspace,
constructed using the one-body propagation observable ag, (cf. expression (6.II) below) and
describing classically permitted scattering configurations. The fact that these localized wave
operators turn out to coincide with the conventional wave operators is due to the Mourre
estimate preventing scattering states from occupying classically forbidden configurations in
the large time limit.

Definition 6.1. We set Oy = Ny x Jy, where Ny and Jy appeared in Theorem and
choose an open bounded neighbourhood O of (&, \g), whose closure is contained in the
interior of Q.

We recall from Theorem that with the set Oy we can associate the observable a¢, =
+{ve, - iV + iV} - vg, } which enters into the Mourre estimates. We define the following
counterpart of this observable

ey = {18 vg) 242 (1© vg,), (61)

where z :=1®x—y®1 on KRV is the relative distance between the electron and the boson
and we set x := iV}, In the remaining part of the section we will set v := v¢, a := ag, and
@ 1= dg,, unless stated otherwise.

Remark 6.2. We will make use of an extension of the expression I'(¢) to contractions ¢ on
K ® b, which was discussed in [38, Remark 1.1]. We leave it to the reader to check that this
remark applies, whenever we meet second quantization in the extended sense discussed here.
Furthermore we will also need to work with such operators g viewed as acting in X ® F ® b,
but skipping over the middle F-component. This is what is meant g (a/t) in Theorem

Finally, we warn the reader that we will be abusing notation, in particular in Proposi-
tion [6.5], by writing 1®T'(ps(a/t)), for the operator E(I'(ps(a/t))@1)E, where £: H™ — H™
is the exchange operator defined on simple tensors by E(f @n®n')=fe@n @n.

Before we proceed to the construction of asymptotic objects in O, we need one more
definition:
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Definition 6.3. Let 0 < ¢y < gg, where ¢y appeared in Proposition Let ¢ € C*(R)
best. 0 <qg<1,q(s) =1fors <cy/2and q(s) =0 for s > ¢g. Furthermore, ¢ is a
non-increasing function. We write gs(s) = ¢(s/d) and g (s) = gs(s/t) for 0 < 6 < 1.

Proposition 6.4. Let g be as specified in Definition [6.3. Then the following strong limit
exists

QY (H) :=s— tllglo T (gs(a/t))e M E(O U i), (6.2)

and equals E(Siso). In particular, Q*(H) := QF (H) is independent of §.
Proof. Let x € C°(RV™!)g be equal to one on O and be supported in Op. Then E(O) =
X(P, H)E(O) and we can write

QL) E(O) = "D (g5(a/t))e " (P H)E(0)
@
= Iie( [ dee™ O as(a/n)e MO EH(E)) I EO). (63

where we denoted by Q%(H) the approximants on the r.h.s. of ([G2). It follows from
Theorem 5.1l the dominated convergence theorem and the properties of ¢ specified in Defi-
nition [6.3] that this expression converges to zero as t — oo.

Let us consider now Q%(H)E(Zis,). We recall from Section 23] that Zig, is a union of
graphs of at most countably many analytic functions p: N — R, where N C R" are open
sets. Let G be a graph of one of these functions. Then we obtain

Q5(H)E(G)Y = I} p / : d¢ "M O=PEOID (g5(a/t)) Ve, (6.4)
N

where R” > { — U, € F is a square-integrable Borel function representing U. Now by the
dominated convergence theorem lim,_,~, Q5(H)E(G)¥ = E(G)V. O

Proposition 6.5. Let ¢ and 1 — p be as specified in Definition [6.3.  Then the following
strong limits exist

Qy (H™)o = s~ lim ™ (I(gs(a/t)) @ 1))e ™" E(0), (6.5)
QY (H™)oo 1= s— tliglo eltH™ (1@ F(p5(d/t)))e_itHCXECX((’)), (6.6)
QF (H™) := s lim & (D(gs(a/1) @ D(ps(a/n))e ™ E*(©), (6.1
and are independent of 0 (thus we can omit the subscript §). Moreover there holds
QT (H™) = (E(Siso) ® 1) E™(0), (6.8)
QT (H™) = E™(0), :
QT (H™) = (E(Zis) ® 1) E™(0). (6.10)

Proof. Let x € C$°(R¥T1)g be equal to one on O and be supported in Oy. Then E*(0) =
X (P, H*)E*(O) and we can write

QF (H™)o = s— lim "™ (T(g5(a/t)) ® 1)e™ 1" E*(0)
=s— lim ("I (gs(a/t))e™" B(¥is0) @ 1) E(O)
+ s lim (T (gs(a/t))e™" B(0) @ 0)(0]) E(0)
= (B(Sis0) ® 1) E*(0), (6.11)
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where in the first step we made use of Lemma [M.1] and in the second step of Proposition
to obtain the existence of the limit. This proves (6.5]) and (6.8)).
Making use of Theorem [5.2] we obtain that there exists the limit

Qf (H™)s = s— lim ™™ (1 @ D(ps(a/t)))e 7 E(0) (6.12)

t—00

® s ex i ex
= s Jim g [ dee O (10 Dipsta/0)e I O(E BN )R E(O)

which equals E(O). This proves (6.6]) and (6.9]).
Existence of the limit (6.7) and relation (6.I0]) are obvious consequences of the facts
proven above. O

In the following theorem we construct the localized wave operator W, associated with
the region O specified in Definition [6.I1 We also show that its adjoint is a strong limit of
its approximating sequence.

Theorem 6.6. Let jo, joo be as specified in Definition[31, s.t. j2+j2 =1 and, in addition,
let jo and 1 — joo satisfy the conditions from Definition[6.3. Let ¢ = (qo,qs0) := (33,72 (in
particular qo + goo = 1). Then the following strong limits exist:

Wg,é =s— tli)m T (gs(a/t)) e ™ E=(0), (6.13)
W(—Qi_:g = s— tim eitHeXF(qé(a/t))e—itHE(O)’ (614)

and intertwine x(P, H) with x(P™, H™) for any x € C§°(R"*)g. (Consequently, W is
the adjoint of W(Jgré). Moreover, these limits are independent of §, for sufficiently small §,
thus we can omit the subscript §.

Proof. Let x € C’(‘)X’(R”H)R be equal to one on O and be supported in Oy. We write

© i B it He* ex ex ex
W(Jorﬁ:S—tli)H;loIELP/R d¢ O (gs(a/t)) e Oy (¢, H () [T pE™(0),  (6.15)

v

@ 3 ~ 5 ex
W =s— lim Iffp / dg "ML (g5 (a/t))e X (€, H (€)) ILLp E(O). (6.16)

The existence of these limits and the intertwining property follows from Theorem [5.3] by the
dominated convergence theorem.

Let us now show that Wg 5 is independent of ¢ for sufficiently small 0. First, we note
that

Wés=Wos(QF(H)®1) (6.17)

for £/2 > §. However, by Proposition [6.4] QF (H) = F(Xis) is independent of e, hence the
relation holds also for £/2 < §. Let us make ¢ even smaller, so as to ensure that £/2 < §/4.
Then we can write

W s(QF (H) ® 1) = Wy ,Q2 (H™) = WS Qf (H™). (6.18)

But the r.h.s. above is independent of é by Proposition Thus both Wg s and Wg 5 are
independent of 9. O

28



Now we proceed to the proof of an isometry property of Wg *. An important role in the
proof is played by the map I'(1,1) whose adjoint is the scattering identification operator
from [9, 32].

Theorem 6.7. The localized wave operators, defined as in Theorem [6.0, satisfy
WAWSE* = E(O). (6.19)

Proof. Let g5 := (g0.5(@/t), gso,5(a/t)) be as specified in Theorem and abbreviate g; :=
diag(go,5(a/t), gso,s(a/t)), the corresponding family of observables on K ® (h @ h). We set
W = WS and write

W+W+* _ W;—W—i_* —s— lim eitHf(Q5)*e_itchEeX(O)W+*

t—o00

=s5— tlim et (gs) e HHT Py
—00
=s— lim e™T(1, 1)*Fex(g6)e_itchW+*. (6.20)

t—00

Making use of the fact that O is localized below the two-boson threshold, we obtain that
W = PW+**, where P :=1® (Py+ P1) acts on H** = K ® F* and P, : F** — F @ F™
are natural restriction maps. Let ¥ be a vector in the range of E(Q). Then, setting
R:=(i+H) ! and R™ := (i + H*)™! we write
eitHf(l, 1)*ch(g6)e—itl{ex W+*\Il
_ eitHf(l, 1)*F)Fex(g6)(Rex)2e—itHex W+*R_2\I’
— eitHf(l, 1)*pRCX[HCX, FCX(Q(;)] (RCX)3e_itHCXW+*R_3\I’
+ eitHf(l, 1)>|<F)Rexe—itHexeitHeXFex(gé)e—itHex W+*R_1\I’. (6.21)

By Proposition [F.5] and property [A.I8 the term involving the commutator above is of
order O(t™1). As for the second term, we note that by Proposition 6.5, the fact that

Q1 (H) = E(Xis) and property (AIR]),
s— lim e™1(1,1)* PR™ e HH™ (eiltHeXI‘eX(gé)e_itHex —QT(H)® )WTR™'WU =0. (6.22)

t—o0

Since (QT(H) ® 1)WT* = WT*, (cf. formula (6.I7) above), we obtain that the r.h.s. of
(621)) equals (up to terms that tend to zero in the limit ¢ — oo)

SMHT(1,1)* PR™ e HHT W H*R~1Y, (6.23)
This is asymptotic in the limit ¢ — oo to the expression
T (1,1)* PR™T (¢5)e " R™1W
= T (1,1)* PROT™(j,)x*T (js)e " RT'W + O(t™)
= etH](1, 1)*]5Rex[re><(ié)7 H™ R\ T (j5)e R~
+ T (j5)* R*XT (js)e R + Ot~ = U + Ot 7). (6.24)
Here in the first step we used the identity I'(gs) = I'**(j é)f( js) and introduced a function

X € CS°(R¥T )R, supported in Oy and equal to one on O so that x(P, H)¥ = W. Making
use of Lemma [F.10] we got

L(js)x = x™T(js) + O(t™), (6.25)
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where we set x := x(P,H) and x* := x(P*, H*). In the second step we commuted
I'(js) to the left and used the fact that Px (P, H®) = x (P, H*). In the third step we

exploited Proposition [F25]to show that the resulting commutator is O(t~!). In the last step
we made use again of Lemma [F.10 O

Lemma 6.8. Let (A, S) be an analytic shell in Yigo (cf. Section [2.3). Let A be a Borel
subset of the graph Gs of this shell. Then the operator

B:=1aA(P,H)®vg) 1@ Vw-VS(P)®1) (6.26)
satisfies
PBP > ¢, P, (6.27)
where P = 10,(PY, HO)(1a(P, H) ®1). We recall that Oy appeared in Definition [61.

Proof. We set v := vg, and a := ag, as abbreviated already below definition (6.1I) above.
Let x € C§°(R)r be supported in Jy. We recall from Theorem that for £ € Ny (where
Ny appeared in Theorem [2.2))

X(HWE)HM (©),1 @ alx(HO(€)) = enx(HY (€))%, (6.28)

Let us set 1a(€) := [®dk1a(6 — k, H(E — k)), note that
@D
1815, (PD) (14 (P, H) @ 1) IV5 = /N NG (6.29)

and set Ag :=={k € R"[({—k,\) € A, for some A € R}. Then we get

S
La©)( [ dkx(HOEOSD(E k), 1@ alx(HO(ER)) Ta(€)
3

> emx(HW(€))*1a(8), (6.30)

and consequently

@
La@)( [, dix(HO & R)olk) - Vs (€ hx(HD (€ 8) 1a ()
3

A (HO()a(©) jdkvw)-vks%;m2cmx2<H“><s>>iA<£>, (6.31)
3

where we set SU(&; k) = S(€ — k) + w(k). By approximating with functions x the charac-
teristic function of Jy, taking the direct integral of both sides over £ € Ny, and conjugating
with I£1IJ)P, we obtain

(AA(P,H)®v) - (1® Vw — VS(P)® 1)P > ¢, P. (6.32)

where we made use of (6.29]). This concludes the proof. O
Theorem 6.9. The localized wave operators, defined as in Theorem [G.8], satisfy

WHWE = E™(0)(E(Ziso) ®1). (6.33)
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Proof. Let us set W := W and let ¥ € Ran E®(0). By Lemma [MI], ¥ belongs to the
closed span of vectors of two types. The first type are vectors of the form

¥y ®10), (6.34)
where Uy € E(O)H. Such vectors are elements of the kernel of W+ due to the fact that
W1 @10)) = lim " F(as(a/0)" (01 @ [0)
= lim e"'T(qo5(a/t))e™" ¥y = Q* (H)E(O)¥1 =0, (6.35)

where we made use of Proposition This proves relation (6.33) on vectors of type (6.34)).
Vectors of the second type that span Ran E*(Q), provided by Lemma [M.Il have the form

Uy ® a*(h)]0), (6.36)

where h € C§°(R¥) and ¥y € E(A)H are s.t. A C X is a bounded Borel set and
A+ (k,w(k)) C O for all k € supp h. For such vectors we obtain

W (W @ " (0]0)) = Jim e F(qs(a/t))" (11 @ " (k) 0)

itHa*(

= lim e a" (qoo 5(a/t)he)e ™" "D (g0 5(a/1))e ™ Uy
— tllglo eitHa* (qoo,(;(d/t)ht)e_itHQ—i—(H)\I’2
= lim e 4% (qoo 5(a/t)hy)e Wy, (6.37)

where h; = e7“'h and in the last step we made use of Proposition and the fact that
Uy belongs to the range of E(Xis,). In view of the discussion of the isolated spectrum in
Section 2.3 we can assume that Ws belongs to the range of E(A), where A is a subset of
the graph Gg of an analytic shell (A, S). Here we used that level crossings sit above a set
of momenta, a union of spheres, with zero Lebesgue measure. Let Uy ® a*(ﬁ)]0> be another
vector of the form (B30), s.t. ¥y belongs to the range of E(A), where A is a subset of
the graph of some other shell S which may, but does not have to coincide with S. Now we

obtain from (6.37])
(W (g @ a*(h)|0)), W (T3 @ a*(h)[0)))
= lim (Wa, e a(qoo 5(a/t)he)a™ (qoo.5(a/t)he)e ). (6.38)

By commuting the annihilation operator to the right, we get

<¢’27 eitHa(qooﬁ(d/t)ilt)a* (qoo,é(a/t)ht)e_itH\P2>
= <\i’2,t @ hy, qio,(;((l ®(©/2)- 1@z —y®1)/t +hc)(Vo; ® hy))
+ <a(‘Joo,6((~1/t)ht)e_itg(P)@2, a(qoo,g(&/t)l}t)e—its(l’)@2>’ (6.39)

where Vo = e S(P) g, \112715 = e_itS(P)i’g. We recall that v := vg, and x = iV}, is the
position operator of the boson.
Let us first show that the last term on the r.h.s. of (6.39) tends to zero: Due to the fact

that Wy € E(A)H, where A is bounded, it is easy to see that

(1 + Hyn)a(goo s (@/)he)e SN0 || < (6.40)
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for some ¢ independent of t. (See Lemmas [C.4] and [E:2). On the other hand, as shown in
Proposition [6.4], for ¢’ sufficiently small,

Uy = lim T (go 5 (a/t))e 7 s, (6.41)
t—o0
Proceeding similarly as in the proof of [2I, Lemma 14|, we get

(1 + th)_la(QOo,é(d/t)ht)e_itH\Il2
= (1+ Hpn) " algoo,s(@/t)he) T (qo,s (@/t))e W5 + o(1)
= (1+ Hy) ™" T{qo50(@/1)a( (do,5:Ge.0) @/ DR W5 + o(1),  (6.42)
where o(1) denotes a term which tends in norm to zero as t — co. Here we made use of the
fact that (14+ Hpn) ' a(geo s(@/t)he) is bounded, uniformly in t. Noting that for &’ sufficiently
small gg 5/Goo,s = 0, we obtain that the r.h.s. above tends to zero and therefore the last term

on the r.h.s. of (6.39)) tends to zero.
Let us now consider the limit of the first term on the r.h.s. of ([639):

E&@?’t ® he,qZ s(1@ (0/2)) - 1@z —y@ 1)/t +he)(Vay @ hy))
= lim (@2 & il, qgoﬁ((l & (U/2))

t—o0
x{1l®z—y®1)/t+1® Vw— V3(P) @1} + h.c.)e S =5EN (@, @ b))
= lim (U2 @ h,q% (1@ ) - (1 © Vw — VS(P) ® 1)) SP)=SPD (0, @ h)).
—00 ’
(6.43)

Here in the second step we made use of the strong resolvent convergence of the sequence of
operators in the argument of qgoﬁ. Since S is only defined on a subset of R¥, the symbol

VS’(P) is to be understood as VS}(P), where S; is the restriction of S to the spectral
support of the vector Wy, which is then extended by zero to R”. Clearly, the last expression
on the r.h.s. of (6.43]) is equal to zero if S # S, since the argument of qgo s commutes with
the spectral projection E(Gs) ® 1 and E(Gs)E(Gg) = 0 in this case. Thus we have verified
633) for S # S and we can assume that S = S. We can also assume that both ¥y and
Wy belong to the range of E(A) for some bounded Borel subset A C S. (Again, since level
crossings live on a subset of momentum space with Lebesgue measure zero, we can exclude
them from this discussion). Then the last term on the r.h.s. of (6.43]) equals

(W@ h,¢%s(1®v) - (1® Vw - VS(P)® 1)) (V2 ® h))
= (U2 @ h,q% 5((1a(P,H) ®v) - (1® Vw — VS(P) @ 1)) (T2 @ h))
= (Uy ® h,¢% s(PBP)(¥y ® 1)), (6.44)
where B and P were defined in Lemma Next, we note that
s—lim g% ;(PBP) = 1(g o) (PBP) = 1 — 110, (PBP), (6.45)
6—0 ’ ’
where we exploited the fact that PBP > 0. Next, we observe that
(Uy @ h, 1y (PBP) (V3 ® h)) = 0. (6.46)

In fact, if the Lh.s. above was different from zero, then o := 1y (PBP)(Uy®h) # 0. Now
inequality (6.27]) gives that PUy = 0. Since P commutes with B, and Uy @ h belongs to
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the range of P, we obtain that ¥y = PW¥, = 0. This contradiction justifies (640). Thus we
obtain that the r.h.s. of (6.44]) satisfies

lim (U5 @ h, g3, 5(PBP)(¥2 ® b)) = (U2, Wa) (h, ). (6.47)
Summing up, we have shown that
(WH (W @ a*(h)[0), WH (W @ a(h)]0))) = (Wa, Wa)(h, ), (6.48)

which concludes the proof. O

7 Wave operators and asymptotic completeness

Let us now proceed to the construction of the conventional wave operators and to the proof
of their completeness below the two-boson threshold. It will be convenient to work with
wave operators 2%, introduced in (7)) below, which are defined on the entire Hilbert space
1. As we show in the proof of Theorem 23] given below, their restrictions to E“*(R)H
coincide with the wave operators ; defined in (Z46]). We construct them first in the small
regions O of the energy-momentum spectrum, in which we constructed the localized wave
operators.

Proposition 7.1. Let O be as specified in Definition[6.1. Then there exists the limit

Qf == s— lim ™ 1(1,1) e 1™ (E(Si) ® 1)E™(0). (7.1)

—00
Ot — w+
Moreover, Q5 = W5

Proof. We set W := WJ and R™ := (i + H®™)~!. Theorem gives us that (E(XZis) ®
1)E™(0) = WH*W™. Thus we can write
eIT(1,1)* e ™ (B(Sis0) @ 1) E™(0)
= 1(1,1)* PR e HHT W+ (R™)TLE™(0), (7.2)
where we use the notation P=1® (Py + P1) from the proof of Theorem By prop-
erty (AI8), I'(1,1)*P(i+ H™)~! is a bounded operator. Thus, up to an error term which
tends strongly to zero, the last expression equals
eitHf(l, 1)*pRexf(q6)e—itHW+(ReX)—lEex(O)
— eitHf(l, 1)*ﬁ)RCXFCX(25)X0Xf(jé)e_itHW+(RCX)_lECX(O) + O(t_l)
— eitHf(l, 1)*pReX[FeX(Z(s)7 HeX]ReXXeXF(jg)e_itHW+(Rex)_lEeX(O)
+ eitHf(j5)*Rexxexf(j5)e_itHW+(Rex)_lEeX(O) + O(t_l)

=wtr+o@i™). (7.3)

These steps are justified exactly as in the discussion after formula (6.24]) above, in particular

x € Cg°(R” )R is a function supported in Oy and equal to one in O and we set Y™ :=
x (P, H*). Relation (T.3)) proves the existence of QF and the fact that Qf = WT. O

In the following two theorems we state and prove our main results. We recall that
R={(E) eR™|E <)}
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Theorem 7.2. There exists the wave operator SA);E :H® — H given by

Qf == s lim (1, 1) e 7 (B(S,,) @ 1) E(R). (7.4)

00
The wave operator satisfies

Q% = (B(Zpp) @ E™(R). (75)
Moreover, for any x € C§°(R* 1),

QX (P, H™) = x(P, H)Q%. (7.6)

Proof. Let us recall that RNY = & 1) U i and the union is disjoint. Since the lower
boundary of the joint spectrum of (PN, HM) is & — Eél)(f), we note that

E*(R) = E(R) ® EM(gW), (7.7)

where E((-) is the joint spectral resolution of (P, H(1)). As for the first component, we
obtain that for any ¥ € H

AT (1,1)* e T (B(S,, NR)T ®0)) = E(Zp, NR)Y, (7.8)

thus ?2;5 trivially exists and is an isometry on this subspace.

Let us now consider the second component of the direct sum (Z7). Let K < &0
be a compact set. Let us show that 62;5 exists on the range of E(W(K). We set T :=
(TW U Exc U X,,) and pick a vector ¥ € EMW(K)(H @ FV). Now we choose open sets
Gpn DT st

(O, EM(G,\T)W) < (7.9)

S

Such sets exist by the regularity of the spectral measure. We note that K, := K\G,, are
compact sets. By Proposition [7I] for any (£, \g) € K, there exists a neighbourhood O,
specified in Definition [6.], s.t.

Q5 = QL ED(0) (7.10)

exists. Such sets O form a covering of K,, from which we can choose a finite sub-covering
{Oj};-vzol. By taking intersections of the sets in this sub-covering, we can find a family of

disjoint Borel sets {Bi}f\ip whose union coincides with K,, and s.t. each B; is contained in
some set O;,, as specified above. Thus we can write

eitHf(L 1)*e—itch(E(Epp) ® 1)E(1)(K)\I/
= (1, 1) e T (B(S,) @ 1)EW (K, + O(1/n)
N
= "HT(1, 1) e T (E(Sy) ® EW(B;)T + O(1/n). (7.11)
i=1
In the first step above we made use of the relation
EW(K) = EW(K,) + EM(G, NK)
= EO(K,) + EV(G\T)NK) + EV(T N K). (7.12)
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The second term on the r.h.s above, together with the bound (.9)) and property (AIS]),
gives rise to the term O(1/n) on the r.h.s. of (ZI1l), i.e. a term whose norm is bounded by
¢/n for some ¢ independent of t. (Here we exploit compactness of K). The last term on the
r.h.s. of (CI2) is zero due to the relation

EO(T ne®) = 1 ( / T E(T(6) N ED©)) 1Ty, (7.13)

the fact that the set 7(£) N EW(€) is countable for any ¢ (Theorem 22) and therefore
Eél)(T(ﬁ) NEM(&)) = Eél)(EI(le) (€) N EW(€)) which is equal to zero except for £ from some
set of zero Lebesgue measure (Lemma [M.2]). Now relation (ZI1]) and Proposition [I.T] give

the existence of SA);F( = Q%E(l)(K ) by the Cauchy criterion.
Let us now show that 0}, is isometric on the range of E()(K). We obtain from (Z.1))
that

OLw = ZW+ EW(B)Y + O(1/n), (7.14)

where we made use of Proposition [Z.1] to replace the conventional wave operators with the
localized wave operators ng_ . Recalling that the sets B; are disjoint and the localized wave

operators intertwine (P, H) with (P, H®), we can write

125 )* = ZHW+ B;)v|?

- 2Re((Q}Q\IJ —O0(1/n)),0(1/n)) + (O(1/n),0(1/n)). (7.15)

The first term on the r.h.s. above satisfies

N
Zuw* EO B2 = 3 (¥, BV (B)W) = (¥, EV(K,)¥) = |[¥] +O(1/n), (7.16)

=1

where in the first step we made use of Theorem [6.9] Lemma [M.1land the fact that B; C Oj,.
In the second step we used that the union of B,, coincides with K,, and in the last step we
exploited formula (7.12)) and the subsequent discussion. The last two terms on the r.h.s. of
(CI5) and the last term on the r.h.s. of (CI6) can be made arbitrary small by taking n
sufficiently large. Thus we have shown that

QL = v, (7.17)

ie. ﬁ}; is isometric on the range of EM (K).
Now let K" c €M) be an increasing family of compact sets s.t. Unzo K" = &M Then

D:=JEVEHeFDY) (7.18)

n>0

is a dense domain in B(EM)(H @ FM). (Here we exploit the inner regularity of the spectral
measure). It follows from our above considerations that QF is well defined on D and is an

isometry on this domain. Thus ﬁ}; extends to an isometry on E(EM)(H @ FW).

35



We conclude that ?2;5, as defined in (T4]), exists. In view of relation (Z.8]), to complete the
proof of (T.H), it suffices to show that for any ¥y € E(X,,NR)H and ¥ € EW (K)(HoF1)
as specified above, there holds

(W, L) = 0. (7.19)
To this end we make use again of relation (T.I4]) and of the intertwining property of the

localized wave operators to write

N
(T, QL W) = (E(B;) Wy, W, EW(B)¥) + (¥, 0(1/n)). (7.20)
i=1

Now we note that E(B;)¥y = 0, since the sets B; do not intersect with the point spectrum
of (P, H). The last term on the r.h.s. above can be made arbitrarily small by choosing large
n. This concludes the proof of (7.5]).

Finally, let us show the intertwining property (Z.6]). In view of the decomposition (7.7)),
it suffices to check (7.0) first on vectors of the form ¥y ® |0), ¥y € E(X,, NR)H and then
on vectors U € EMW (K)(H @ FU) as specified above. In the first case we get

eI (1,1)"e X (P, H™) (Wo @ [0)) = €T (1,1)"e ™ (x (P, H) o © [0))
= x(P,H)¥y = x(P, H)e™ (1, 1)* e ™ (T @ |0)). (7.21)

As for the vectors of the second type, we make use of relation (7.14)):

N
Qo (P, H™)W = 3" W X (P, H™)ED (B;)¥ + O(1/n)
=1

N
=x(PH) Y _Wg BV (B)¥ +0(1/n)
=1

= x(P, H)Q5 U 4+ O(1/n), (7.22)

where we made use of the intertwining relation for the localized wave operators shown in
Theorem Since O(1/n) can be made arbitrarily small, this concludes the proof. O

Theorem 7.3. The wave operator 62;5, defined in (7.4), satisfies
Ran O} = E(R)H. (7.23)

Proof. We recall that RNE = Tiso UED . We note that for any ¥ € E(Xiso)H = Hiso there
holds

U =0 (0 ®0)), (7.24)

so Ran E(Xis,) C Ran ﬁ;g
Next, let us choose a compact set K C £1). We denote T := (T UExc U X,,) and

choose a vector ¥ € E(K)H. We select open sets G,, DO T s.t.
1
(0 E(G\T)Y) < = (7.25)

Similarly as in the proof of Theorem [.2] such sets exist by the regularity of the spectral
measure. We define sets K, := K\G,,, which are compact. Now we write

E(K) = E(K») + E(Gy N K) = E(K») + E(G\T) N K) + E(T N K). (7.26)
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Due to relation (7.25]), the second term on the r.h.s. above satisfies
1
IE(G\T) N E)Y|| < . (7.27)

As for the last term on the r.h.s. of (7.26]), we note that
®
B(TEW) = Ty ([ de BT 1€0(€)) Tuw = B0 ED), (729

where we made use of the fact that, by Theorem 22, 7(£) N EM(£) is countable for any £.
Thus E(7 N K)¥ belongs to the range of E(X,, N £M) and hence belongs to the range of
the wave operator. In fact, for any ¥ € E(X,, N EM)H we have

QL (v e0) =0, (7.29)

similarly as in formula (7.24]) above.

Let us now consider the first term on the r.h.s. of (Z.26]). For any (£, o) € K, there
exists a neighbourhood O as specified in Definition[6.Il Such neighbourhoods form a covering
of K, from which we can choose a finite sub-covering {O; };V:OI. By taking intersections of
these sets, if necessary, we can find a finite family of disjoint Borel sets {Bi}i]\il, such that
each B; C Oj, for some i € {1,...,Np} and their union coincides with K,. Thus, by
Theorem [6.7], and Proposition [7.I we can write

N N N
E(Ky) =) E(B) =) W3 W§ E(B:)=) QpWg"E(B), (7.30)
i=1 i=1 i=1

where ng_ are the localized wave operators and we made use of the fact that they intertwine

(P, H®) with (P, H). Thus the range of E(K,) is contained in the range of SA);;
Summing up, for any ¥ € E(K)H there exists a sequence of vectors ¥,, € Ran jS s.t.

1
=0y < (7.31)

Note that by construction (AZ;E vanishes on E™*(R)H™ & (E(Xpp) ® 1) E(R)H. Hence,
by relation (7.35]), Ran Q;g is closed and we obtain that ¥ € Ran Q;E This completes the

proof of the fact that Ran SA);E D E(R). The opposite inclusion follows from the intertwining
relation (7.6]). O

We are now in a position to extract our main theorem from Subsection 2.4] as well as
its corollary. In proofs we will make use of the identity

E(RYH = B (R)(E(Spp) & M = (E(Spp) © 1) EX(R)H™, (7.32)
which follows from the definition H4 = (E(Xpp) ® 1)H® of the outgoing Hilbert space.

Proof of Theorem [2.3. By (732) and Theorem we conclude the existence of Q;E =
(%) pex Ry, and the property

QL = E%(R) ., (7.33)
By construction of ﬁ;—av we observe that ﬁ;’allf = 0, for ¥ € EX(R)H™ © E*(R)H.

Hence, Theorem [7.3] gives Ran 05, = E(R)H. Together with (733) this implies unitarity of
Qf: E%(R)H4+ — E(R)H. That is, Q5 QL* = E(R), which concludes the proof. O
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Proof of Corollary[2] To prove part|(a)| we recall that a’ (h)¥ := QF (¥®a*(h)|0)), where
U € E(R)Hpna and h are R-compatible. Now we compute, making use of (7.33))

(@ (h),a} (K)P') = (QR (¥ @ a*(h)]0)), 2% (V' @ a*(R)|0))) = (W, ¥')(h,h").  (7.34)
Similarly, for ¥ € F(R)Hpna,
(0’ ()W, W") = (Qf (¥ © a*(h)|0)), % (¥ ©0))) =0, (7.35)

where we made use of the fact that Qf (¥” ® [0)) = ¥” (cf. relation (Z.8)) and of (T.33).
To prove part of the corollary, we recall that Ran Q;g = E(R)H and therefore, any
vector U1 € E(R)H can be written as U3 = QF Uy, where ¥y € E™(R)H,. By (MI) in
Lemma [M.1], applied with O = R, we find that E*(R)H™ = E(R)H & EMW(R)(Hiso ® b).
Since the second summand is already sitting inside E*(R)H ., cf. ({32]), we find that

E*X(R)Hy = E(R)Hina ® EM(R)(Hiso @ h). (7.36)

The claim [(b)| now follows from (M.2)), applied with O = R. O

A Fock space combinatorics

A.1 Fock space
Let b be the single-particle space and I'(h) be the symmetric Fock space over h given by

T'(h) := @1 (p), (A1)

n>0

where T () = h®. T'O)(h) is spanned by the vacuum vector denoted by |0). (If the
single-particle space § is fixed, we use a shorter notation F := I'(h) and Fn) .= F(")(f))).
For any set D C b we set I'")(D) = D% and define ', (D) as the space of finite linear
combinations of vectors from I'™) (D), n =0,1,2...

Let D C b be a dense domain and a: D — b a linear map. Then dI'(a) is defined on
r™(D), n>1, by

n
dl(a) =) 1® - ®12a®le---®1. (A.2)
et e — —_——
i=1 i—1 n—i
and extended to I'g, (D) by linearity and the relation dI'(a)|0) = 0. In particular, N := dI'(1)
is called the number operator. We recall that if a is closable then so is dI'(a). Moreover, if
a is essentially self-adjoint on D, then dI'(a) is essentially self-adjoint on I'g, (D). Finally, if
b is a quadratic form on Dy X Dy, where D1, Dy are dense domains in b, then one can define
dI'(b) as a quadratic form on I'gy (D7) X Dy (D2).
Let h1, b2 be two single-particle spaces and let D; C h; be a dense domain. For any
linear map q : D; — by we define a map I'(q) on T (D;), n > 1, by

[(g):=q®--®q (A.3)

and extend it to I'gy (D7) by linearity and the relation I'(¢)|0) = |0). If ¢ is a contraction (i.e.
llg|l < 1) then I'(q) extends to a contraction I'(h;) — T'(h2). We recall that for a contraction
q acting on £ ® b one can define I'(q) as a contraction on K ® I'(h). See [38, Remark 1.1].
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Let ¢, aq,...,a, be operators D; — ho defined on some common dense domain Dy C by.
Then we define dT'(¢, a1, ..., amy) on T (Dy), n > m, by

dl'(q,a1,...,am) = E (@® - ®qRRIR - VIR VIR ®q), (Ad)
. L N— ——
21,.tm i1—1 n—i
Vil FU ! "

and extend it to I'g, (D7) by linearity and by setting dI'(q,aq,...,a,) = 0 on D??, where
0<n<m.

We note the following simple relation between the objects introduced above: Let ¢, p
be bounded operators on h which commute and let a be a self-adjoint operator on some
domain D C h. Then

[I'(g),dT'(p, a)] = dI'(gp, [g, a]) (A.5)

in the sense of quadratic forms on I'g, (D) X T'gn(D).

A.2 Extended Fock space

Extended Fock space is defined by I'**(h) := I'(h) ® I'(h) (or, in a shorter notation, F :=
FRF). Lt U: T(h e h) — I'(h) ® I'(h) be the canonical identification, defined by the
relations

Ua*(h) = (a"(h) @1+ 1®a*(h))U and U|0) = |0) ® |0). (A.6)

We will use U to transport objects defined in the previous subsection to the extended Fock
space: Let ¢, ¢ and ag,ass be operators on b defined on a dense domain D C h. Let
q := diag(qo, g0 ) and a := diag(ag, as) be operators on h @ b defined on the domain D @ D.
Then we introduce the following operators on the extended Fock space:

I'(q) := UT(¢)U" = T'(q0) ® T'(¢oo), (A7)
AT (a) := UL (a)U* = dT(ag) © 1 + 1@ dT(aw), (A.
dI'*(¢,a) := UdI'(¢,a)U" = dT'(go, a0) ® I'(¢oo) + I'(q0) ® dT'(¢oos too), (A.9)

which are defined on I'g, (D) ® I'g, (D) and in the last equality we used Lemma [A.3] stated
below. We note that if go and g, are contractions, then I'*(g) is also a contraction. In this
situation we set

) (¢) = Fex(g)\r(b)egr(n)(h)a (A.10)
df(")(g) = drex(a)wﬁ,,(D)@r(n)(D)a (A.11)

In the special case where gy = oo =: ¢, G0 = G0 =: a we will drop the underlining and write

I'*(q) =T'(q) ® T'(qg), (A.13)
dr*(a) = dI'(a) ® 1 + 1 ® d'(a), (A.14)
dI'*(¢,a) = dI'(¢,a) ® I'(q) + I'(q) ® dI'(¢, a), (A.15)

which is the standard notation. Since extended objects are unitarily equivalent to operators
on I'(h®@h), the properties of closedness and essential self-adjointness are naturally inherited
from the single-particle level, as discussed after formula (A.2]) above.
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Now let ¢y, cso be bounded operators on h. We define ¢ : h — §h @ b, which acts on h € b
by ch = (coh, csoh), and is s.t. ||c*c|| = ||cico + ciocool| < 1. Then

I'(c) := UI(c) (A.16)

is a mapping F — F of norm one [9]. We also define '™ (c) := P,I'(c), where P,: F™* —
F ® F™ is the natural restriction map. Next, given a linear map a: D — § & b, where
D C b, we set

dl'(c,a) := UdT'(c, a), (A.17)

which is a mapping g, (D) — F**. We also define dI'" (¢, a) = P,dI'(c, a).

Let us denote by (1,1) the map h — b @ b which acts by (1,1)h = (h,h), where h € b.
We note that ||(1,1)*(1,1)|| = v/2 and define I'(1,1) as an unbounded operator on I'g,(h).
As stated in [9], the following operators

D(L1)* (N +1)72 @11, (N)) (A.18)

are bounded for any n € N.

A.3 Useful lemmas

In this subsection we collect some simple relations between operators on Fock space, which
are used repetitively in the paper. Most of these relations are well known (see e.g. [9]

Section 2] for (A19) and (A20)).

Lemma A.1. Let q,p be bounded operators and h € h. Then the following equalities hold
in the sense of quadratic forms on T'gy(h) X Dy (h):

dl(g,p)a™(h) = a™(ph)I'(¢) + a*(¢gh)dT' (¢, p), (A.19)
a(h)dl(g,p) = T'(g)a(p”h) + dT'(g, p)alq"h). (A.20)
Proof. Note the identity I'(q + sp)a®(h) = a*((q + sp)h)['(g + sp) valid for any s € R.

By computing the matrix elements of this expression between vectors from I'g,(h) and
differentiating them w.r.t. s at s = 0 we conclude the proof. O

Lemma A.2. Let w,ay,...a, be operators defined on a common domain D C b, whose
adjoints are defined on a common domain D* C . Let j be a bounded operator on fy. Then,
in the sense of quadratic forms on T'g,(D*) x T'gy (D)

[dT(w),dl(j, a1, - - ., ap)]

n
=dT'(j, [w,j],a1, ... an) + > _dT(j,a1, ..., [w,ai, ... an). (A.21)
i=1
Now suppose that j: b1 — bo is s.t. ||| <1 and aq,...,an: b1 — b2 are bounded operators.
Then
[l (j, a1, ..., an) (L 4+ N) 7" < Cllaa]] .. . [lan]- (A.22)

Proof. Relation (A.21)) can easily be seen by differentiating the function
(s,81, -, 80) = (U, [[(1 4 sw),I'(j + s101 4+ + span)|¥a), (A.23)

where Uy € T'g,(D*) and Wy € gy (D), w.r.t. each of the parameters separately and then
setting (s, $1,...8,) = 0. The bound (A.22)) follows immediately from definition (A.4)). O

40



Lemma A.3. Let qo, ¢ be bounded operators on by, and let py, poo be defined on a domain
D C b. We define the following operators on h @ b:

_ (2 0 (P00
q:= <0 %o) and p= <0 poo> . (A.24)

There holds the following identity on vectors from Ty (D) @ Tgpn(D):

Udr(gv ]_Q)U* = (dF(QOyPO) ® I'(goo) + T'(q0) ® dF(QOOapoo))' (A.25)

Proof. Note that UT'(g + sp) = (I'(qo + sp0) ® I'(goo + 8P0))U for s € R. By computing
the matrix elements of this expression between vectors from the specified domains and
differentiating them w.r.t. s at s = 0 we conclude the proof. O

Lemma A.4. Let w,cip,Ci0, 1 <@ < n, be operators defined on a common domain D C b,
whose adjoints are defined on a common domain D* C h. We define w := diag(w,w) as an
operator on b @ b with a domain D & D. Now let jg, joo be bounded operators on h. We
define ¢; := (i, Cioo) as maps D = h @b and j := (jo, joo) as a map h — h @& h. Then the
following relation holds in the sense of quadratic forms on Ig,(D* @ D*) x T'gy(D):

dF(g)dF(j,cl,...,cn)—dF(j,cl,..., ) Al (w)

=dI'(j, w, jl,c1,...,c de (Jye1yevy|wycils e ovyen), (A.26)

where w, j] := wj — jw = ([, Jol, [w, Joo)) -

Proof. The relation follows by differentiating the function
(8,815 +-y8n) = (U1, (D1 + sw)'(j + ZSZCZ r'(j+ Zs )T (14 sw))Wsa), (A.27)

where ¥y € Tgy(D* @ D*) and ¥y € I'gy(D), wrt. s and s; separately and setting
(8,81,.+.,8,) =0. O

Lemma A.5. Let a,b be operators defined on some common domain D C b, whose adjoints
are defined on some common domain D* C h. We define a := diag(a,a) and b := diag(b, b)
as operators on b @b with domains D ® D. Let q, jo, joo € B(h) and suppose that [q, jo] = 0
and [q, joo] = 0. We define j := (jo, joo) to be a map b — h @b and we specify q := diag(q, q)

to be an operator on h®h. Then, in the sense of quadratic forms on Tgy(D* @ D*) x T'gn(D)
I'(j)dl(g,a) — dT'(g,a)T'(j) = dT'(jg, [5, al), (A.28)

I'(7)dl (g, a,b) — dI'(q, a,0)T'(j) = dT'(jq, [4, a], [5,b]) + dT'(jq, [4, a], bj)
+dI'(jg, aj, [4,0]), (A.29)

where [j,a] = ja — aj.

Proof. The relations follow by differentiating the matrix elements of the functions

s = T(j)I'(q + sa) — T'(g + sa)['(j), (A.30)
(s,81) = I'(§)I'(q + sa+ s1b) — I'(q + sa + s10)T'(4), (A.31)
in each argument separately, and setting s = 0, respectively (s, s1) = 0. ]
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B Commutator expansions

Commutator expansions for functions of several commuting observables, which we need
in the present work, were established in [41]. To state this result, we need first several
definitions: For p € R, we define the class of functions SP(R”) C C*°(RY), s.t.

0% f ()] < Cafa)r~lol, (B.1)

for any multiindex «.. In the definition below we use the notation §; := (0,...,1,...,0) € N¥,
with 1 on the j-th entry.

Definition B.1. Let A = (Aj,...,A)) be a vector of commuting self-adjoint operators
with domains D(4;) C H, and B a bounded operator on H. We say that B € C1(A), or
B is of class C''(A), if the commutator forms [A;, B], a priori defined as quadratic forms
on D(Aj), extend by continuity to bounded operators [A;, B]° =: ada,(B) = adéAj (B). For
no > 1 we define the class C™(A) and iterated commutators ad%(B) recursively: We say
that B € C™(A) if B € C™~1(A) and for any |a| < ng and j € {1,...,v}, the commutator

forms [A;,ad%(B)] extend by continuity to bounded operators adT—&j (B).

Remark B.2. In the case v = 1 the above definition reduces to a more standard one:
B € B(H) belongs to C™(A) if for any ¥ € H the map

R > s — e*4Be ¥4¥ (B.2)

is ng times continuously differentiable in the norm topology. We also recall that this defini-

tion can be naturally extended to (possibly unbounded) self-adjoint operators: In this case
we say that B € C™(A) if (B—z)~! € B(H) is in C™(A) for some — hence all - z € C\o(H)
[38]. Finally, we remind the reader that if B € C1(A) we have BD(A) C D(A).

Now we are ready to state the main result of [41].

Lemma B.3. Let B € B(H) and A = (Ay1,...,A,) be a family of self-adjoint, pairwise
commuting operators. Assume that B € C™(A) for someng>n+1>1,0<t <n+1
and 0 <ty <1 and that f € SP(R") for some p € R s.t. t1 +ta+p<n—+1. Then

[f(A),B] = > (—1)'a‘+1$8af(14)ad%(3)+Rn+1(f,A,B), (B.3)

a:1<|a|<n

as an identity on D((A)?), where R,11(f, A, B) € B(H) and there exists a constant c,(f),
independent of A, B, s.t.

(A" Rua (£, A, BY (A2 < eanlf) D IladF(B)]. (B4)
o:|o|=n+1

Remark B.4. One can of course read the commutator expansion in Lemma [B.3] as a form
identity on D((A)?). We wish to argue in this remark, that one can also read it is an
operator identity on D((A)”). Suppose B € C"™(A), with ng € N. Assume B € C™(A).
We wish to prove by induction after ng that

ad(B)D((4)™) C D((A)"), (B.5)

for multiindices a with |o| < ng. From (B.A]), using p < nyg, it follows by interpolation that
ad%(B)D((A)?) ¢ D({A)*~lel). Hence the expansion in Lemma [B.3] is meaningful as an
operator identity.
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Let B € C1(A). Recall that BD(A;) C D(4;), for all j. Hence, BD((A)) C D({A)).
This proves the claim for ng = 1.

Assume that (B.J) is true with ng replaced by an integer n < ng. To show that (B.5)
holds true also with ng we proceed as follows. We use descending induction after |a|, with the
case |a| = ng being trivial. For a with || < ng we know that ad%(B) € C*(A), and hence

ad%(B)D((A)) C D((A)) (by the ng = 1 step) and A;ad%(B) = ad™ (B) + ad%(B)A;.
The claim now follows by the two induction hypotheses.

In our investigations we will use two special cases of Lemma [B.3, which we now state
explicitly:

Lemma B.5. Let B € B(H) and A = (Ay,...,A)) be a family of self-adjoint, pairwise
commuting operators. Assume that B € C3(A) and that f € S*(RY). Then
[F(4).B]= ) 9"f(A)adi(B)+ R(f. A, B), (B.6)

a:lal=1

as an identity on D((A)?), where R(f,A,B) € B(H) and there exists a constant c(f),
independent of A and B, s.t.

IR(f, A B <c(f) > ladi(B)]. (B.7)

a:2<]a|<3

Lemma B.6. Let B € B(H) and A be a self-adjoint operator. Assume that B € C™(A)
for some ng >n+1>1, and that f € S°(R”). Then

ZZ 1yi- 11 D) (A)ad’,(B) + Rosa(f, A, B), (B.8)

as an identity on H, where Ry+1(f, A, B) € B(H) and there exists a constant c,(f), inde-
pendent of A, B, s.t.

1Rns1(, A, B)|| < en(f)|adiH (B (B.9)

C Commutator bounds in L*(R")

Let A and H be self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert space H, defined on domains D(A) and
D(H), and s.t. H is of class C1(A) (cf. Definition Bl above). We recall that the natural
domain D(A)ND(H) of the commutator form i[H, A] is dense in D(H) in the topology given
by the norm ||¥| g := ||[HY|| + ||¥|. We will write i[H, A]° for the extension by continuity
of the commutator form from D(A) N D(H) to D(H) (and also for the associated operator
from D(H) to D(H)*). If, furthermore, i[H, A]° extends by continuity to an element of
B(H), as is sometimes the case below, then [H, A]° will denote this extension.
First, we recall the following abstract result from [39]:

Proposition C.1. Let H and A be self-adjoint operators that satisfy
(a) D(A)ND(H) is a core for H.
(b) e D(H) c D(H) and for each ¥ € D(H) we have SUP|¢<1 |He™ W | < oc.
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(c) There is a set S C D(A) N D(H) which is a core for H and is invariant under el*4.
The form i[H, A] on S is bounded below and closable, and the associated self-adjoint
operator i[H, A]% satisfies D(i[H, A]3) D D(H).

Then, for all ®,V € D(A)N D(H)
(D,i[H, AW = (D,i[H, A3 ). (C.1)
Making use of the above proposition, we prove the following technical lemma:

Lemma C.2. Let g € C*°(R")r and let v € C°(RY;RY). Let a := 3(v-iV+iV-v), which
defines a self-adjoint operator in L>(RY). Using the same notation for real-valued functions
and their associated self-adjoint multiplication operators we have: g is of class C'(a) and
the operator i[a, g]° extends by continuity from D(g) to a bounded operator on L?(RY) given

by
ila,g]° = —v - Vg. (C.2)

Moreover, (z—a)~! leaves D(g) invariant for any z € C\R. More precisely, for anyu € D(g)
there holds

lg(z — @) ully < ——(llull2 + llgull2), (C.3)

|I z|
for come ¢ > 0 independent of u and z.

Proof. We set in Proposition [C.I] A = a and H = g and verify the assumptions: As for @
we note that C§°(R”), which is a core for g, is a subset of D(a) N D(g).

To prove @ we follow [39, B38]: We recall that w; := e’® is closely related to the flow v
of the equation 1y = v(1) with the initial condition (k) = k. Let .J; be the determinant
of the Jacobi matrix Dy1;. There holds

(wiu) (k) = / Je(k)u((k)), (C4)
where u € D(g) and J; is uniformly bounded in k as a consequence of the Liouville formula:
J, = ef(f dsTrDv(1s (k)) (05)

Making use of the boundedness of v we obtain the property of finite propagation speed of
(0

t
sup [|¢(k) — k|| < sup / dsllv(es (k)| < |v]]oo- (C.6)
keRY keRv JO

Equation (C.4) gives
(lg(@e(k))[ + 1)(|g|wyw)(k )V Je(k) (u(r (k) + (lglu) (v (k))) (C.7)

and consequently,

lg(k)|
(lg(be (k) +1

We note that the factor |g(k)|(|g(¢¢(k))| + 1)~! is bounded. This follows from the relation

(lglwew) (k) =

] ((wew) (k) + (welglu) (k). (C.8)

g(n(k)) = g(k) + /O ds v (k) - Vg(a(h)) (C.9)
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and the fact that v is compactly supported. Thus we obtain from formula (C.8)) that wsu is
in the domain of g and

I(gwiw)lla < e(1+[t))([[ull2 + lgull2) (C.10)

for some ¢ > 0 independent of v and ¢. This concludes the proof of property @
As for [(c), we set S = C§°(R") and conclude from the finite propagation speed prop-
erty (C.6) that w; leaves S invariant. On S we easily obtain that

ila,g] = —v- Vg (C.11)

and the r.h.s. is bounded due to the compact support of v. Thus ifa, g3 = —v-Vg is defined
on the entire Hilbert space, which concludes our verification of

Now we obtain from Proposition [C] that equality (C.II)) holds in the sense of forms
on D(a) N D(g), and that i[a, g] can be extended to a bounded, self-adjoint operator i[a, g]°
which coincides with —v - Vg.

Now let us show that g € C'(a). We set go(k) = (2 — g(k))~! and note that (CII)
applies to the real and imaginary parts of this function. Thus, by (CII)) go leaves D(a)
invariant and i[a, go] = goila, g]go, defined first as an operator on D(a), extends to a bounded
operator on L?(R¥). Thus Lemma 2.2 of [38] gives that g € C'(a).

Next, we show estimate (C3]). Let us assume that Imz > 0. Then

(z—a)” / dt el el (C.12)

and property (C.3) follows from (C.I0)). For Imz < 0 the argument is analogous. O

Lemma C.3. Let gy,...,9, € C°(R")r, and let f € S°(R)r. Then f(a/t) € C™(g), where
g = (91,---,9n) 18 a family of commuting self-adjoint operators (functions of k). More
precisely: Let g;(k) = x(k)g(k), where x € CP(R)r is equal to one on the support of v
and vanishes outside of a slightly larger set. We define the following bounded operators for
neN

Iy == f(a/t), (C.13)
Iy = i"[Gn, ..., [01, f(a/t)].. ], mn>1. (C.14)

Then, in the sense of quadratic forms on D(gy,),
i[gn, Tn_1] = In. (C.15)

Consequently, I,_1 leaves D(gn) invariant and I, is the unique bounded operator which
coincides with i[gn, In_1] on D(gn) (i-e. i[gn, [n—1]° = I,).

Proof. Proceeding similarly as in [I5], we write h(x) = f(z)(x+14)~" and choose an almost-
analytic extension h € C*°(C) of h, which satisfies

|0:h(2)] < Cn(z) 72Nyl Y, (C.16)
where z = x + iy. We set @ := a/t and write
f(@) = 5 / h(2)(i + ) (= — a)'dx A dz (C.17)
C
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as a strong integral on D(a). Let us show that f(a) € C'(g1): Making use of Lemma [C2]
and formula (C.I7), we can write for uy,us € D(g1) N D(a)

(11, g1, f(@)uz) =~ o / D12 (1,0 Va1 (2 — 6)Lug)dz A d

—Eﬁ/ah (ur, i+ a)(z —a) v Vgi(z — @) tug)dz A dz. (C.18)

Due to property (C.16) and the relations ||(z—a)~!|| = [Im z|7!, |a(z—a) || < 1+4|2|/|Im 2|
we conclude that the integrals are convergent. Moreover, we note that we can replace g; in
this formula by the compactly supported function §; = g;x. Thus we obtain

(u, [g1, f(@)]uz) = (ua, [g1, f(@)]uz). (C.19)

Since g; € C'(a) by LemmalC.2] D(g1)ND(a) is dense in D(g1). Hence the form i[gy, f(a)] is
bounded on D(g;) and therefore f(a) € C*(g1). (Cf. Lemma 2.2 of [38]). As a consequence,
f(a) preserves D(g1) and we can write

ilg1, F(@)]° = i[gn, f(@)]- (C.20)

Thus we have proved the lemma for n = 1.
Let us now consider the case of n > 1. In the sense of quadratic forms on D(gy,) we can
write

i[gn, In-1] = i"[Gn-1.[. - -, [91, [gn. f(a/B)] .. ]]
=[Gt [+ [G1,[Gn, fla/D)]]...]] = Tn_1, (C.21)

where in the second step we made use of (C.19]), which holds on D(g;,) as we justified above.
Now the proof can be completed as in the case n = 1. O

Let us now proceed to the decay properties of commutators constructed in the above
lemma:

Lemma C.4. Let g1,...,9, € C®(R)R, f,71,---,5m € S°(R) and let us set j! = ji(a/t).
Then f(a/t) € C™(g), where g = (g1,--.,9n) is a family of self-adjoint commuting operators
(functions of k) and the following relations hold:

ilgn, 1@/ = v+ Vo '(aft) + O, (C22)

" [ [megl] =00, (C.23)

L U L9 L Lgns Fla/D]° - °T°] Ll = O ™), (C.24)

Moreover, if h € C§°(R) is s.t. supp f Nsupph = 0, then, for any n € N (independent of n)
"[g1, [ [gn, F(@/0)]° . ] h(a/t) = OF™™). (C.25)

Proof. We recall from Lemma that the form ifa, ¢1], defined first on D(a) N D(g1), has
a unique extension to a bounded operator i[a, g1]° which satisfies

ila, g1]° = —v - Vgi. (C.26)
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Thus we can define i"ad”(g;) iteratively: Suppose that i"~*ad”~!(g;) is a bounded operator
which coincides with (—v - V)" 'g;. Then we define i[a,i" 'ad” !(g1)] as a quadratic form
on D(a) and set i"ad™(g;) := i[a, " 'ad” *(g1)]°. It is clear from relation (C.26)) that

i"ad} (g1) = (—v-V)"g;. (C.27)

Now we recall from Lemma that i[5, g1]° = i[!, 1], where g is a compactly sup-
ported function of the momentum operator. Since g; belongs to C™(a) for any n € N, by
relation (C.27), we conclude from (B.8)) that

n'—1

3] = (1 Gl (30) + R/t 01)

= S )T GO o V) + 06, (C.29)

where we used (C.27) and (B.9). This proves (C.22]) and (C.23)) for m = 1. To prove (C.23))

for arbitrary m, we proceed by induction. Suppose that (C.23)) holds for m < n'. Then

formula (C28) gives

[j{’["'v[]fz’vg]]
n'—1
= S G Gl L s G D) B IO, (C29)
(=1

which is O(t~™) by the induction hypothesis.
Now we proceed to the proof of (C.224)). Similarly as in the proof of Lemma [C.3] we set
a = a/t and write

f(a) = % /Cazﬁ(z)(i +a)(z —a)"tdz A dz, (C.30)

as a strong integral on D(a), where dsh satisfies (CC16). We recall from Lemma [(C3) that

Mg, [ lgn, Fla/0)) =1"{g0, [+ [Gns fa/D)], (C.31)

where g; are compactly supported functions of k. With the help of (C.30) we can compute
the commutator on the r.h.s. of (C.31]) as a quadratic form on D(a) (here we make use of the
fact that §; € C'(a) and thus they preserve D(a)). The result is a finite linear combination
of terms of two types

= 11 ~ .. AaN—1 = ~ A\—1 =
I, = o /(C Ozh(2)(i+a)(z —a) Zl_Il {v-Viou)(z—a)"' }dz ndz, (C.32)
n—1
T . -1 -1
Iin = m 27r / d:h(2)v - V(2 — a) Z1:[1 {v-Visu(z —a)™' tdz A dz, (C.33)
where ¢ is some permutation of (1,...,n) and § is some permutation of (1,...,7,...,n).

Making use of properties (C.16]), and of the relations ||(z —a) || = [Im 2|, ||a(z —a) 7Y <
1+ |z|/|Im z| we conclude that

~ c
[(u1, i nug)| < t—nHMHHWH (C.34)
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for uy,us € D(a) and i € {0,...,n}. This gives (C24]) for m = 0 and also verifies that the
r.h.s. of (C3I) coincides with a liner combination of bounded operators I; , on the entire
Hilbert space. Let us now proceed to the case m > 0. We note that

1L Lo Lin] - ) (C.35)

is again a linear combinations of terms of the form (C32]) and (C33)), except that some of
the insertions v - Vg; are replaced with

iy [ kv Vg ] (C.36)

for some iy,... iy, € {1,...,m}. Since (C38) is of order O(t~™') by (C.23)), the proof of
(C24)) can now be completed as in the case m = 0.

To prove (C.25]), we proceed by induction: For n = 1 it follows from (the adjoint of)
formula (C.28). Now we define a sequence g := (g1, g2, . . .) and write for any n € N

91, [+ [gn, fla/t)]. . )] = adg™ (f(a/t)), (C.37)

where o, is a multiindex s.t. a,(j) = 1 for 1 < j < n and a,(j) = 0 for j > n. Now
suppose that (C.25]) holds for for n < n’. We obtain

adg™ (f(a/t)h(a/t) = [Gu,adg™ " (f(a/t)]h(a/t)

= ady"" " (f(a/t))[h(a/t), Gu] + O™, (C.38)

where we made use of the induction hypothesis. The first term on the r.h.s. above is O(t™")
by the induction hypothesis and formula (C.28)).

D Admissible and regular propagation observables

Definition D.1. Let R 3t — b(t) € B(h) be a propagation observable, which is bounded,
uniformly in t. Let j; € S°(R) and g; € C®(R")g, i,! € N and let us set ji = jj(a/t).
Suppose that b(t),b(t)* € C™(g) for any n € N and ¢t € R, where g = (g1,...,9s) is a family
of commuting self-adjoint operators understood as functions of k. (Cf. Definition [B.T]).

(a) We say that b is admissible, if for any m,n
L G Lt [y [gn, @) 000 ] ] = O™ ™). (D.1)

(b) We say that b is regular, if there exists some neighbourhood of zero A, s.t. for any
ha € C§°(R), supported in A, and any n,n € N

(91, 90, D)) - 1] ha(a/t) = O(TT), (D.2)

and the same relation holds for b replaced with b*. We will call A the regularity region
of b.

Lemma D.2. Let G be the function appearing in the interaction term of the Hamilto-
nian (2.9) and let b be a regular propagation observable. Then, for any n € N, with n < 6,
there exists a Cy, s.t.

b()w"Gll2 < Cn/t2. (D.3)
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Proof. By ((MC1)| and |[(MC3)l we have [|w"G|2 < oo for n < 6. We recall that a =

%{v'ivk +iVg-v}, v is compactly supported and vanishes in a neighbourhood of zero, and by
(ST2)} 099G is locally square-integrable away from zero for || < 2. Hence, ||a?w"G||2 < oo.
Now, exploiting regularity of b, we write

16w Gll2 < [[o(t)ha(a/D)] W Gll2 + IIhR\A(a/t)(a/t)_2II%IIG%”GHz <C/t?,  (DA4)

where A appeared in Definition [D.1l and ha, hg\a form a smooth partition of unity s.t. ha
is supported in A and equal to one on a neighbourhood of zero. O

Lemma D.3. Let ¢ € C®°(R)g be s.t. ¢ = 0 on some neighbourhood A of zero and ¢’ €
C3°(R). Then the propagation observables

Rot—=q", R>t—tddq (D.5)

are admissible and regular with the reqularity region A. (Here q' = q(a/t)).

Proof. Follows immediately from Lemma and the assumed support properties of q. [

E Auxiliary Hamiltonian and energy bounds

In this section we prove higher-order bounds for H({) w.r.t. the free Hamiltonian Hy(§)
(and their counterparts for the auxiliary Hamiltonians introduced in Definition [E.3] below).
We cannot rely on standard higher-order bounds for H (&) w.r.t. the free boson Hamiltonian

Hpy (see e.g. [20, Lemma 31] and |21, Lemma 8]), since they do not suffice in the case of

the polaron model.

Lemma E.1. Let F € C®(R*)g, f € C®(RY;R*), u € N, and let G € L*(R"). Then, in
the sense of operators on C = 'y (C5°(RY)),

QA1) = [ dpGIF (~1() + AT (1)’ (o). (B1)
a(GF([AL(f()) = [ dpCEIF(70)+ AT (1))alp) (£2)
Proof. Let U = {\P(”)}neN e C , and observe that only finitely many ¥(")’s are nonzero.

The expression F(dI'(f(k))) is well-defined as a symmetric operator on C, where it is also
essentially self-adjoint. Then

{a* (@) F (AT (f ()Y (R, ... Kn)

== S GUP (k) +- o f(R) 4+ ) WD B )
i=1

- % > / dps(p — kNGIF(F(ka) + -+ F(s) -+ F(kn) — (3))
X OO (ko ey k)
- / dp {G)F(AT(f (k) — F)a" )8} (k1. k). (E.3)
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This proves (E)). As for (E2]), we compute

{a(G)FP (AT (£ (k)WY (ky, ... k)
— VA F 1 [ dpG)F(F®) + ) -+ F ) E D i )

— [ {GEIF () + O E)) a0} . ). (E4)

This concludes the proof. O
We have the following higher-order lemma

Lemma E.2. Let ng € N and suppose (k)mo—Dmax{lsolG ¢ [2(RY). Then D(|H(£)|") =
D(Hy(&)™) for all n < ng. Furthermore,

A>§1212RV(II(H0(£) + ) HE) =i+ X"+ IHE) + N)"(Ho(§) —i+N)7"]]) < oo. (E.5)

Proof. 1t is an easy consequence of the spectral theorem, that it suffices to prove the claimed
uniform bound for A = 0 and uniformly in £. (This follows by an application of the binomial
formula to (Ho(§) + A\)™ and (H(§) + A)™). In fact, in order to take fractional roots we
observe that we can replace i by a point below the bottom of the spectrum of the relevant

operator. For this purpose we recall the notation ¥y = inf o(H). We begin by arguing that
for n < ng we have

(H(§) —Xo+1)""F C D(Ho(£)") (E.6)
and
sup, [ Ho(&)"(H(§) — %o +1)7"|| < o0, (E.7)

for all n < ng. The proof will go by induction in half integer powers n. Clearly, since
D(H(&)) = D(Hp(€)), (E.6) holds true for n = 1 (and hence by interpolation for n = 1/2).
Furthermore, the computation

Ho(§)(H(E) —So+ 1) =T—(1— S0+ ¢(G)(H(E) —So+1)7", (E.8)

together with N'/2-boundedness of ¢(G) and the estimate

1 _ 1 _ _
INZ(H () = o+ 1) 7HI* < —[(H(€) = S + 1)7 (Ho(€) + D(H(E) = Yo+ 1) 7|
1
<O+ Co[N2(H(E) — S0+ 1)7Y (E.9)
implies (E.7) for n = 1. Hence by interpolation also for n = 1/2.
We now assume n > 3/2 (and n < ng) is an element of N/2, and by induction we can

assume that (E.6) and (E.7) hold with n replaced with n — 1/2. To perform the induction
step it suffices to show that

¢(G)(H (&) = Xo+1)""W € D(Hp(&)" ™), (E.10)
for ¥ € H, and
f;lﬂ{i 1Ho(&)" ' ¢(G)(H (E) — Lo+ 1) "] < 0. (E.11)

The statement (E.I0) is implied by showing that we have

¢(G)(H(€) = To +1)™"¥ € D(dr'(w)" 1) N D(Q(E — dT(k)" ) (E.12)
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and statement (E.II]) follows from

sup [[dL(w)" ™ (G)(H () — o + 1) 7" < oo,
£eERY

sup 192(6 — AT (k)" (G (H(E) — o + 1) < 0,

(E.13)

which by induction is known to hold for n replaced with a half-integer n’ < n — 1/2, cf.
what was done for n = 1.

Let us now prove (EI3). Let Fi(r) = v~ 1 f1(k) = w(k), Fa(k) = Q& — k)", and
fa(k) = k, where r € R, k € R”. Write ¢(G) = a*(G) + a(G). Below we only deal with the
a(G) contribution, which is the most complicated. The contribution from a*(G) is similar
but simpler. Compute for ®, ¥, € C

(F5(AD(f(K))®, a(G)W1) = (a*(G)F;(dT(f;(k)))(N +1)77®, N7W;). (E.14)
Anticipating the use of (E.I) we introduce

E5(dL(f5(k)) = f5(
1+ F;(dL'(f;(k))

o) = /dpG(p) ];))a*(p)(N+ 1)_%<I>. (E.15)

The norm of the n-particle (n > 1) contribution is

1 & Fi(f(R) A 4 fi(Ra) — fi(Ra))
7 2 O R S mT T t H)

2

)2 = / dky - i

><n_%tﬁ(”_l)(k‘l,...,ki,...,kn) (E16)

Observe the bound Fj(z — f;(ki)) < C(1 + Fj(x))(k;)"~ 1%, valid for j = 1,2 uniformly in
¢, where s = max{1, sq}. Here we used [(MC3)H(MC5)| This implies

2 n 2
(n))2 ¢ A(n—=1)s . n—1 7.
o2 < F/dkl---dkn<z<k2>( %1G(k; ) )(kl,...,k,,...,kn)\)

i=1
< ORGP e ), (E.17)

Hence, for some ¢-independent constant C” we have
[@4]] < C”[[(R)Voc]|]|@]). (E.18)
Combining (EJJ), (E14), and the above estimate we get
n—1)s L
[(F(dT(f5(k))®, a(G) )| < C"[|(k) "Gl ®[|(1 + F3(dT(f;(k))N2 Ty |
< m=EC"|[ ()G @ (1 + Ho ()" %)W .

From the assumption on G we conclude ||(k)(*~1D$G|| < co. Since C is a core for any power
of Ho(), the estimate extends from C to ¥ € D(Ho(£)"~/?), and hence in particular to
Uy = (H(§) — X+ 1)7"W. This shows that a(G)(H(§) + X0+ A) "W € D(F;(dT(f;(k)))),
for j = 1,2, and hence completes the proof of (E.I2]). The uniform estimates (E.I3]) follow
by the same estimate just derived, since (E.I3]) holds true with n replaced by n — 1/2.
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In order to establish the reverse claim, that (Ho(§) + 1)~ F C D(|H(&)|™) and that
supgegv ||(H (&) —20)™ (Ho(§) +1)7"°|| < 0o, we argue again by induction after half-powers.
The computations

(H(&) = o) (Ho(&) + 1)7" = {(H(§) = Z0)" " (Ho(¢) + 1)~}
x {(Ho(€) + 1)" L (H(€) — So)(Ho(€) +1)™"}

and

(Ho(&)+1)" "1 H(&)(Ho(§)+1)™" = Ho(&)(Ho(§)+1)™" + (Ho(£) +1)" ' $(G)(Ho(€) +1) 7",

together with the observation that we never used above that the n resolvents were interact-
ing, conclude the proof of the lemma. O

Definition E.3. We define the free and interacting auxiliary Hamiltonians on H; = I'(h@b)
by

Hyo(§) :== Q¢ —dl'(k)) +dl(w) and  Hi(§) := Hi(§) + ¢(G,0) (E.19)
on their domain of essential self-adjointness C; := I'p (C§°(RY) @ C§°(RY)). The operators
k; = diag(ki, ki),i € {1,...,v} and w = diag(w,w) are essentially self-adjoint on C§°(R") &
C°(R¥) C hdh and (G, 0) € hdh. We note that Hy o(§) = UHF(E)U*, Hi(§) = UH™(E)U*
and C; = U*C®.

Corollary E.4. Let ng € N and suppose (k)o-Dmax{lsolG ¢ L2(R¥). Then for any n <
no, £ € N and & € R” we have D(IH™()[") = D(Hg(©)"). D(HO(©)|") = D(H" ()"
and D(|H1(£)[") = D(H1,0(£)")-

Proof. Using the direct integral decomposition
@
HE (€ (HO () + S+ 1)7" = / ey -+~ e HSO (€5 )" (H Y (€5 ) + D +1) 7",

and similarly with Hy and H interchanged, we conclude the corollary from Lemma [E.2l O

Remark E.5. The auxiliary Hamiltonian H;(€) is useful when computations and estimates
involve multiple Fock space operations, since only one Fock space is involved. However,
when one makes manifest use of conservation of asymptotic particle number, the H® (&)
representation is advantageous.

Having established estimates and identities for Hi(&) we shall by conjugating with the
unitary U obtain analogous results for the extended Hamiltonian H**(§). Then, by applying
the projection P, on the subspace F @ F¥) C F we obtain analogous results for the
Hamiltonians H®) ().

Corollary E.6. Let ng € N and suppose (k)ro—Dmax{lso}G ¢ L2(RY). Then for any

n < ng, £ € N there exists C' > 0 such that for all z € C, with Imz # 0, we have
[ Ho(€)" (H(£) — 2) " (Ho(§) + 1)~ V|| < Cltmz| Y,
567" (H O ©) —2) 7 (Hy (©) + 1)~V < Cltmz|
[HE* (€)™ (H™(€) — )" (HE* (&) + 1) " V|| < ClTmz|
[H1,0(6)" (H1(€) — )7 (Hio(€) + 1)~ V|| < Oftmz| .

(E.20)



Proof. The corollary follows from Corollary [E.4] Remark and the computation:

H0(&)" (H1(€) = 2) 7 (Hio(§) + 1)~ = {Hio(@" (&) = Zo + )"} (B2D)
x {(HL(&) = B + DH1() = 2) 7 H(H() = S0+ 1" (H1(€) + 1)~}

Alternatively one can repeat the computation above for each pair of free and interacting
Hamiltonian, invoking Corollary [E.4] for each of them separately. O

F Commutators with the Hamiltonian

F.1 Commutators involving dI'(-, -)

In this subsection we will make use of the auxiliary Hamiltonian H; () introduced in Defi-
nition [E.3).

Lemma F.1. Let o, g0 € C®R) be s.t. q,q5 € CPR) and 0 < qo,qo0 < 1. Let
t = diag(qh, q',) be the corresponding propagation observable on h & bh. Let R > t —
bi(t) € B(h), j € {0,00}, be two families of admissible operators and let b = diag(by, bso)
be the corresponding propagation observable on b @ h. Let f € S*(R). Then, setting
Rig:= (1+ H10(£)™!, we obtain

[£(dT(k)),dT(g, b Ri = Vf(dT(K)) - (AT(g, [k, 8]°) + dT(g; [k, gI°, b)) Rip + O(™) (F.1)
and each term on the r.h.s. above is bounded and O(t™1).

Proof. Observe first that by Lemma [C.3] and Definition D1}, b,q € C'(k ;), for each j.
Hence [k;,b] and [k;,q] extend from D(k) (dense in each D(k )_) bo unded operators
[k;,0]° and [k;,q]°. We write [k, -]° for the vector ([k, -]°,.. [ ,-]°). By Lemma [C4]
and Definition [D.I] all these bounded operators are O(t~1).

Making use of Lemma [B.5] with B = dI'(¢,b)(1 + N1) ™%, we get

[f(dT(K)),dT(g, b)) (1 + Np) ™
= Vf(dl'(k)) - (A (g, [£,8)°) + dT(g, [k, q]°, b)) (1 + N1) ™
+ R(f,dl'(k),dl(g, b)(1 + Ni) ™), (F.2)
as a form equality on D(dT'(k)?), where Nj is the number operator on I'(h @ h). Here we
exploited the fact that f € S?(R”) and that dI'(¢,b)(1 + N;)™* is bounded and belongs to

C3(dI'(k)) by the assumed properties of ¢,b and by Lemma[A.2l Moreover, we obtain from
Lemma and Lemma that

< > ||ad§‘r(k (dl'(g, b))(1+ N1)™H)| = O(t™?). (F.3)
a:2<]|a|<3

Since (1 + N1)4(1+ Hy0(£))~¢ is bounded for any £ € N, we have shown that
[f(dF(k)),dT (g, )] Ri o
= V(dL(k)) - (dT (g, [£,b)°) + dT(g, [k, 4)°. ) Ri g + Ot (F.4)

Let us show that the term involving dI'(g, [k, ¢]°, b) above is O(t™1). If sq < 1, then it follows
from Lemma [A.2] directly, since Vf in this case is bounded. If so > 1, we can insert I =
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(dT'(k) -dI'(k) + 1)1 (dT(k) - dT'(k) + 1), noting that dT'(k)-dT'(k) = > -1 dl'(diag(k;, k;))?,
and compute
Vf(dL(k)) - dT(g, [k, g]°, b)Ri o
= Vf(dr(k)) - (AL (k) - AT (k) + 1)~ [d (g, [k, ¢)°,0),dT (k) - T (k)] R g (F.5)
+ Vf(AT(k)) - (dT(k) - AT (k) + 1) 'dT(g, [k, ¢]°, b)(AT(k) - dT(k) + 1) Ry

This expression is O(t~!) by Lemma and the bound |9;f(n)| < ¢(n). Note that to deal
with the first term on the right-hand side one should first expand the commutator and write

[dT(q, [k, ¢1°,b), dT' (k) - dT'(k Z dr'(diag(k;, k;))[dT (g, [k, ¢]°, b), dT'(diag(k;, k;))]
7j=1

+ Y _[dT(q, [k, ¢)°,b), AT (diag(k;, k;))]dT (diag(k;, k;))-
j=1

An analogous argument applies to the term involving dI'(g, [k, b]°) on the r.h.s of (E2). O

Proposition F.2. Let qo, g be as specified in Definition[31) and let ¢* = diag(qh, ¢b,) be the
corresponding propagation observable on h@dh. Let R >t — b;(t) € B(h), j € {0,00}, be two
families of admissible operators s.t. by is reqular. Let b = diag(bg,bso) be the corresponding
propagation observable on b © b. Then, setting q = gt, Rig = (1+ Hy0(¢))™ " and Ry :=
(14 Ho(&))™t, we obtain
[H1(€),dT (g, b)|Rt g = =V — dT (k) - (dT(g, [k, b]°) + dT(g, [k, ¢°, b)) Ri
+ (d0(g, [w, b]°) + dT'(g, [w, q]°,0)) Ri g + O(t™?) (F.6)
and consequently
[H(€),dT (g0, bo)] Ry = —VUE — dT (k) - (AT (qo, [k, bo]°) + dT'(qo, [, q0]°, b)) Rg
+ (dI(qo, [w, bo]®) + dT'(qo, [w, q0]°, bo))Ré +0(t™). (F.7)
Each term on the 1.h.s. of relations (F.6) and ([F.7) is bounded and O(t~1).

Proof. Observe first that by Lemma [C:3 and Definition D1} ¢ € C*(k;) N C!(w), for each
4, and b € C'(w). See also the first paragraph in the proof of Lemma IH] for notation and
the observation that the bounded operators [k, ¢]°, [w, ¢]° and [w, b]° are all O(¢t™1).

Let us first prove (E.6). Making use of Lemma[F. 1], and of the fact that Q € S*2(R), we
obtain the identity

(& — dT(k)), dT'(g, b)) Ry g
— V(€ — dU(k) - (AT [6,b) +AT(g [k, D)Ly + 067 (P

in the sense of forms on D(Hj o(€)). All terms on the r.h.s. above are O(t™1).

As for the second term from the free auxiliary fiber Hamiltonian (E.19), it suffices to
note that Lemma [A.2] gives

[dI'(w), dI'(q,b)] R} o = (dI(g, [w, ¢]°,b) + dT'(q, [w,b]°)) R} o = O(t™") (F.9)
in the sense of forms on D(H;o(§)). The interaction term in the Hamiltonian gives

[6(G,0),dT(g,b)]Ri o = (a*((1 —qo)G 0)dI'(g,b) — a™(boG, 0)I'(g)
+T(q)a(b;G,0) + dI'(g, b)a((qo — 1)G,0)) R, = O(t?), (F.10)
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where we made use of Lemma [AJ] and exploited regularity of by and 1 — gg. This concludes

the proof of (E.6]).
Now let us prove relation (E7). By conjugating (E.6) with the unitary U, we get

[H™ (&), T (g, b)] (RE")"
= —VQ(E — dT™(k)) - (AT (g, [k, 8]°) + AT (g, [k, ¢]°, b)) (RE")*
+ (A™(g, [w, b°) + T (g, [, ¢)°, D)) (RE)" + O(t~2), (F.11)

where R* = (1+H¥(£))~!. By applying the projection Py on the subspace F® F(©)  Fex
to both sides of this equality, we obtain (E.T). O

Lemma F.3. Let ¢' and b be as specified in Proposition [E22. Let x € C§°(R)r. Then
X(H1(€)),dD(¢", b)) = O(t™). (F.12)
Proof. As above we abbreviate Ry = (1 + Hj(£))"!. Proposition gives
[H1(8), dT(g, )] R = O(t™Y). (F.13)

Now we will use the Helffer-Sjostrand calculus. (See e.g. [8, Proposition C.2.1].) We choose
an almost analytic extension x € C3°(C) of x s.t.

0:X(2)] < Cy[Tmz|", (F.14)
for n € N and write
[x(H1(€)),dT (g, b)]R o
- i / dz A dz 0:x(2)(z — Hi(€)) "' [H1(€),dT (g, 0)](= — H1(€)) ' Rip.  (F.15)

Making use of relations (214, (F.13), and of the fact that ||(1+ Hy0(€))*(z — H1(€))"*(1+
Hy0(€))73| < ¢/[Imz|, proven in Corollary [E.6, we show that

[X(H1(€)), dT(g, bR} o = O(t™). (F.16)
Next, we choose a function y € C°(R)Rr s.t. xx = x and write

[X(H1(£)),dT(g,b)] = [x(H1(£)),dT (g, D)X (H1(£))
+ X (H1())[X(H1(£)),dT (¢, b)]. (F.17)

Making use of (E.16]), we conclude the proof. O

F.2 Commutators involving I'(-)

Lemma F.4. Let jo,jooc € C°(R), j),jh € CP(R) and 0 < jo,joo < 1. Let j' :=
diag(j},jt,) be defined as a propagation observable on b & h. Let f € S*2(R¥). Then,
setting R10(€) = (1 + Hy0(€))™t, we obtain

[f(dD(k) = €),T (1) R1,0(€)* = V(L (k) — &) - AT (3", [k, j']°) R10(6)° + O(™2),  (F.18)

and the first term on the r.h.s. above is bounded and O(t~1), with both O-symbols being
uniform in € € R”.
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Proof. Observe first that by Lemma [C3, we have j* € C'(k). The operator [k,j]° is
bounded and O(t~!) by Lemma [C.4l
We set j := j' and write, making use of Lemma

[F(A (k) = ), D))+ N)~* = VF(AD(k) - €) - (3, [k, 51°) (1 + N1) ™
+R(f,dD(k) — & T(j)(1+ Ni) ™), (F.19)
as a form equality on D(H; ¢(§)). Here Ny is the number operator on I'(h @ h) and we used

the fact that f € S?(R¥) and that I'(j)(1 + N1) ™ belongs to C3(dT'(k) — £). To justify this
latter property, we note that for |a] <3

adgp ) (F'(7) (1 + Np)=% = O(tlo), (F.20)
where we made use of Lemma[A.2] We obtain from Lemma [B.5] that

IR(f,dl(k) — &, T(j)(1 4+ N1) %)

< Z lladgpg —e (L)1 + NP =07, (F.21)
a:2<|0|<3

uniformly in &. In fact, the right-hand side does not actually depend on &. Since (1 +
N (1 + Hy (€)= is bounded uniformly in ¢ for any ¢ € N, we have shown that

[f(dT (k) — €),T())]R1,0(€)* = V(AT (k)) - dT'(j, [k, 1) R o(§) + O(t72),  (F.22)

uniformly in £ and in the sense of forms on D(Hj(§)). To check that the first term on
the r.h.s. above is bounded and of order O(¢t~') uniformly in &, we can as in the proof of
Lemma [F.1] assume that s > 1 and argue in the exact same fashion, replacing however
dI'(k) -dI'(k) + 1 by (dI'(k) — &) - (dI'(k) — &) + 1. We skip the details, which are slightly
simpler here since there is only one term. O

Proposition F.5. Let jo,joo be as specified in Definition [31. Let j' := diag(jf, j%,) be

defined as an operator on h @ . Then, setting Ry o(€) := (1 + Hi (€)™Y, Ro(¢) == (1 +
Ho(€))™", we get

[H1(6), T(j")]RT 0(6)
= (=VQ(¢ — Al (k) - dT(j", [k, 51°) + A0 (", [w, 5'1°)) Ri0(€)* + O(t7%),  (F.23)
uniformly in & € RY. Consequently
[H(€). D301 Ro (6)
= (=VQ(& —dT(k)) - AT (jg, [k, jo)°) + T (o, [w, 5]7)) Ro(€) + O™, (F.24)

uniformly in & € R” The explicit terms on the r.h.s. of relations (F23), and (F-2]) are
bounded and O(t™1), uniformly in &.

Proof. Observe first that by Lemmal[C3, we have j* € C'(k)NC*(w). The operators [k, j']°
and [w, j']° are bounded and O(t~!) by Lemma
We set j := j'. Lemma [F24] gives that

[Q(6 — A (k)), T(7)]R1,0(§)° = —=VQUE — dT(k)) - AT (G, [k, ]°) R10(§)° + O(7?),  (F.25)

and all terms on the r.h.s. above are O(¢t~!) uniformly in &.
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As for the second term from the free auxiliary Hamiltonian (E.I9), it suffices to note
that uniformly in £ we have

[dT (w), T(§)]R1,0(€)* = dT(4, [w, 4]°) R1,0(€)* = O ™). (F.26)

The interaction term from the interacting auxiliary Hamiltonian (E.I9]) contributes to
O(t~2). To show this, we recall the relations

I'(j)a™(G,0) = a™(j(G,0)I'(j) and a(G,0)I'(j) =T (4)a(j(G,0)), (F.27)
which hold on T'gy(h @ h) and imply that
[6(G,0),T(j)]R1,0(¢)°*
= (T(f)al(jo — 1)G,0) — a*((jo — DG, 0T (4)) Ri,0(£)* = OF ), (F.28)

uniformly in £&. In the last step we made use of the fact that jo — 1 is regular and of

Lemma [D.2l This concludes the proof of (E.23)).
Now let us prove relation (.24]). By conjugating (E.23) with the unitary U, we get

[H(€), T (1)IRG(€)°
= (=VQ(§ — dI™(k)) - dT(4, [k, 51°) + dT™(], [w, j1°)) RE*(€)° + O(t7%),  (F.29)

where RE(€) = (1 + H§¥(€))~!. By applying the projection Py on the subspace F ® FO
F* to both sides of this equality, we obtain (E.24]). O

Lemma F.6. Let x € C°(R)r and jo,joo be as specified in Definition [3.1l. Let l't =
diag(j}, j%.) be defined as an operator on b & b. Then there holds the estimate

[X(H1(8) + ), T(F)] = 0@t~ (F.30)
uniformly in & € R and A > 0.

Proof. This lemma follows from Proposition by the method of almost analytic exten-
sions. (Cf. the proof of Lemma [F.3]). O

F.3 Commutators involving I'(-)

Lemma F.7. Let jo, joo € C®(R), jb, i’ € CE(R), 0 < jo, joo < 1, and j& + j2 < 1. Let
gt = (Jb, jL.) be defined as an operator from b to h ©b. Let f € S52(R"). Then, setting
Ro(&) = (1+ Ho(&))™! and RE(€) = (1 + HEX(E)) ™!, we obtain

(f(AT(k) = OT(5') = T(7) F(AT (k) — €)) Ro(€)°

= V(Ar*(k) =€) - dT(j", [k, j'1°) Ro(€)* + O(t7?), (F.31)
R§*(€)° (f(dr™(k) — L (') = T(7)f(dT(k) — €))
= R§*(&)°V f(AT™(k) — &) - AT (5", [k, 5']°) + O(t™?), (F.32)

uniformly in & € R”. Furthermore, all explicit terms on the r.h.s. of (E.21) and (E.31)
above are bounded and O(t=1), uniformly in & € RV,

Remark F.8. Here [k,j']° is a v-vector with entries [k;,j']°, which is itself a 2-vector
([ki, 381°, [ki, 5L.]°) with bounded operators as components, obtained through extension by
continuity of the form [k;, j*] = k;j* — j'k; densely defined on D(k) x D(k). Recall that by
Lemma [C3] we have j, i, € C'(k;), for each i. The vector operator [k,j!]° is bounded
and O(t™') by Lemma
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Proof. As in [38], we define
[*(q) =T(q)Py and d[*(q,p) = dl(q,p)Po, (F.33)

where Py: F — F is the natural restriction to the subspace F @ F) = F in F**. (The
notation I'** and dI'** is used only in this proof). After identifying F @ F ©) with F, we

can write
(F(Ar™(k) = OT(5") — D(j*) f(AL (k) — €)) Ro(&)?
= [f(dT(k) — &), T (") RE*(€)°.

Next, we set j := j' and write, making use of Lemma [B.5]

[f(dD (k) =€), T ()] (1 + N*)~°
= V(dI(k) = &) - dD(5, [k, 1]°) (1 + N=) 72 (F.35)
+ R(f,d™ (k) — € T () (1 + N*)72),
as a form identity on D(H§¥(§)). Here N is the number operator on F*. We used

Lemma [A5] the assumption that f € S*2(R¥) and that T°(j)(1 + N®)~3 belongs to
C3(dI'** (k) — £). To justify this latter property, we note that by Lemma [A.4]

(F.34)

adgipex () ([ (7)) (1 + N) > = Ot~ 1°), (F.36)

uniformly in &, for |a| < 3 (the expression is in fact {-independent). Thus we obtain from
Lemma [B.5] that

IR(f,dT (k) — & T™(5) (1 + N) )|

< Y a1+ N = O(t2), (F.37)
a:2<|al<3

uniformly in €. Since (1 + N)*(1 4+ H*(€))~* is bounded uniformly in ¢ for any £ € N, we
have shown that uniformly in £ we have

[F(AT (k) — &), T™(§)]RF*(§)* = V(AT (k) — &) - AT*(4, [k, j]° >R8X<s>3+0<t—2>,( |
F.38
RE(€)P[F (AT (k) — £),T(j)] = R§*(&)*V f(dT™(k) — )T (4, [k, 4]°) + O(t?). (F.39)

To check that all the terms on the r.h.s. of the above relations are O(t~!) uniformly in &,
we can assume that sq > 1 and write

(RG)*V f(dT(k)) - AT (j, [k, 5]°)
= (1 + N*)(RE)’V (AT (k) (1 + N) =1 - dT(j, [k, 7). (F.40)
r (.38) we argue as at the end of the proofs of Lemmata [F.1] and [F.4] inserting I =
(14 (dT'(k) — €)?)71(1 + (d['(k) — £€)?) and commuting the second factor onto the resolvent
on the right to obtain
V(AT (k) = &) - AT, [k, 5) R (€)° (F.41)
= —Vf(Ar™(k) — &)(1+ (AT(k) — &)%)~ - [dT(j, [k, j]°), (AT (k) — €)*] RE*(€)°
+ V(AT (k) = €)(1 + (AT (k) — €)%) 7" - dl™(j, [k, 51°) (1 + (dT(k) — §)*) R (£)°.
Here (dT(K) — £)° = (dT'(k) — &) - (AT'(K) — €). Recalling (F3) and that [0, (n)| < c(n)

and making use of Lemma [A.4] we conclude the proof. O
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Proposition F.9. Let jo,js be as specified in Definition [31] and s.t. jé + j2, < 1. Put
' = (j6 &) b = b®h. Then, setting Ro(€) = (1+ Ho(€))~" and R§*(€) = (1+Hg*(€)) ™",
we obtain uniformly in € € RY the asymptotic expansions

(H™(©D(") — TG H(E)) R(E)
(V& — dT™(k) - (", [k, 51°) + AP [w, 5170 REE) + O (F.42)

and
R (H™(OI(j*) —T(HH())
= R{(&)* (—=VQ(¢ — dT*™(k)) - AT (", [k, §']°) + dT(4", [w. 5]°)) + O™ %),  (F.43)

and all explicit terms on the r.h.s. of relations (F-43) and (F-43) are bounded and O(t™1)
uniformly in € € RY.

Proof. We prove only relation (£42]), as the proof of (£43]) is analogous. Observe again
that by Lemma [C.3] we have j* € C'(k) N C'(w). The operators [k,j']° and [w, j]° are
bounded and O(t~!) by Lemma[C4l See also Remark [F-8] for a more thorough explanation
of the notation.

Lemma gives

(& — AT (k)T (5') — T(5")2(¢ — dT(K))) Ro(€)?
= —VQ§ — AT (k)T (5", [k;, 5']°) Ro(£)® + O(t?), (F.44)

and all terms on the r.h.s. above are O(¢t~1) uniformly in £. As for the second term in the
extended Hamiltonian (2.25]), we obtain

(AP (W)L (5%) = T()dl(w))Ro(€)* = AT (j", [w, j1°) Ro(€)° (F.45)

where we made use of Lemma [A5] It is clear that this expression is O(t~!) uniformly in £.
Finally, we consider the interaction term from Hamiltonian (Z25]). There holds

((@(G) @ D) = T(1)6(G)) Ro(€)° (F.46)
= ((a"((1=j0)G) ® 1+ 1@ a” (j.G)L(5") + T(5)a((j; — 1)G)) Ro(€)°.

Since j§—1 and j%, are regular propagation observables, this expression is O(t=2) (uniformly
in ) by Lemma [D.2l This concludes the proof. O

Lemma F.10. Let jg, joo be as specified in Definition [31 and s.t. jg +j2 < 1. Put
gt =(38,7%): b = h@b. There holds the relation

(X(H™(&) + ML) = TGOX(H(E) + X)) = O™, (F.47)
uniformly in & € R and A > 0.

Proof. This lemma follows from Proposition by the method of almost analytic exten-
sions. (Cf. the proof of Lemma [F.3]). O

The following corollary about domain invariance follows directly from Propositions

and [E.9
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Corollary F.11. Let jo, joo be as specified in Definition[31 and s.t. j¢ + j% < 1. Suppose
q € C*°(R), with 0 < q <1, is bounded with bounded derivatives. Then

I'(¢"): D(H (&)%) — D(H(Y)), (F.48)
L(j'): D(H()*) — D(H™(¢)), (F.49)
I(j')*: D(H™(€)*) — D(H()). (F.50)

We do not believe the third power in the corollary above is optimal. It is however suffi-
cient for our purpose. A similar result was derived in [36] for localizations in configuration
space.

G Auxiliary results for the proof of Proposition [3.3]

Proposition G.1. Let x € C{°(R)g. Let ¢ € C°(R) be s.t. ¢ € CF(R) and 0 < ¢ <1,
and let b be an admissible and regqular propagation observable. Let jy be as specified in
Definition [3.1 and s.t. suppjo C A, where A appeared in Definition[D 1. Then

xdl(q", bXT(j) = O™, (G.1)
X[H(€), dT(0)]XT(j§) = O(t™?), (G.2)
where we set x = x(H(E)).

Proof. To prove (G.I]) we write
xdl(q", 0)xT(j6) = xdT'(¢", b)[x, T(j6)] + O(t~?), (G.3)

where we exploited regularity of b. The first term on the r.h.s. is of order O(t~!) by

Lemma [F.6
To verify (G.2]), we make use of Proposition [F.2], which gives

X[H (€), dT(0)]XT (j5) = —x V(& — dT (k) - dT([k, ]°) [x, T (40)]
+ xdD([w, b)) [x, T(55)] + O(t™2), (G4)

where we exploited regularity of b. The first two terms on the r.h.s. above are O(t=2) by
admissibility of b, cf. Definition [D.1] and Lemma [F.6l O

Proposition G.2. Let g € C*(R) be s.t. ¢ € C§°(R) and 0 < q < 1. Let b be an admissible
propagation observable and jo, joo be as specified in Definition [31), with jg + 42 =1. Then

X(H (&) +X)dT(¢", b)x(H (&) + \)
= D7) X (H™(E) + NI (¢, b)x™ (H™(€) + MI(5*) + O(t™), (G-5)

uniformly in € € RY and A > 0.

Proof. We set j = j', ¢ := ¢', x := x(H(§) + \) and x*™ := x(H®*(£) + ). The reader is
asked to keep in mind that y and x®* depend on both £ and A. Write

xdT'(q,0)x = T(5)* (C(j)x — x™T())dL (q,b)x + T(5)*x*T(j)dT (g, b)x- (G.6)
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The first term on the r.h.s. above is of order O(¢~!) uniformly in £ and A > 0 by Lemma[F.10
The last term on the r.h.s. of (G.6) can be rearranged as follows

L)X T (j)dT (g, 0)x = T(7)"X™dT*(q, b)L (5)x + T ()" XL (jg, [, b])x
= T(j)* Xl (¢, b)L (j)x + Ot ™), (G.7)
uniformly in £ and A > 0. Here we made use of Lemma/[A.5 and admissibility of b, cf. Defini-
tion [D.Il (Note that [7,b] = jb— bj and b = diag(b,b) is a bounded propagation observable

on h @ bh). To exchange I'(j)x with x>*T'(j) in (G.7) we use again Lemma [F.10. This
concludes the proof. O

Lemma G.3. Let g € C®(R)g be s.t. ¢ € CP(R). Let x € CP(R)g. Then
L®d xHVE) =00 (G8)

Proof. We follow the strategy explained in Remark [E5l By setting in Lemma [E.3] ¢ =
diag(1,1), b = (0,q"), conjugating formula (E.I2) with the unitary U and applying the
projection P; on the subspace F @ F() € F we obtain (G.8). d

Corollary G.4. Let ¢,p € C®(R) be s.t. ¢',p' € C°(R) and 0 < ¢ < 1. Let b be an admis-

sible and regular propagation observable. Let x € C§°(R)r be supported in (—oo,E(()z) £)).
Then

X(HD ()T (¢",b) @ p')x(HM(€) = 0¢™). (G.9)

Proof. We set q := ¢', p = p' and choose xo € C§°(R), supported in (—00,282) (£)) and
st. x = xox. Then, abbreviating x(!) := y(H™(¢)) and making use of the fact that
xM(dT(¢,b) ® 1) = O(1), we obtain from Lemma [(L3] that

V(AT (g,5) @ p)x® = xV(dT(g,b) @ Dy (1 @ p)x” + 0™). (G.10)

Thus it suffices to prove (G.9) with p = 1. We rewrite this expression as a direct integral

o
[ dhCE = )+ ) U, ) X(H(E ~ )+ wlk) (G.11)
In order to establish that the above expression is O(t™1), it suffices to argue that
X(H (€ — k) +w(k)) AT (g, b) x(H (§ — k) +w(k)) = O(t™), (G.12)

uniformly in k& € R”.

For k € R, define the function xx(s) := x(s +w(k)). It is easily seen that x; € C3°(R)
is supported in (—oo, Eél)(f —k)). Indeed, If s + w(k) € supp x, then s + w(k) < 282) ) <
260 (€ — k) + w(k).

Now let jg, joo be as specified in Definition Bl s.t. jg + 72, =1 and jo is supported in
the set A specified in Definition [D-Il We set j := j! below. Then,

Xk(H(§ = k))dl(q, b) x(H(§ — F))

L) X (H™ (€ — k) dT™(q, b) xi (H(€ = K))L(j) + O(t™)
= L(jo)xk(H (€ — k)) dT(g,b) xu(H(& — k)T (jo) +O(™1). (G.13)

Here in the first step we made use of Proposition [G.2], which in particular ensures that
the asymptotic expansion above is uniform in k£ € R”. In the second step we applied the
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decomposition ([2Z:26]) of H**({ — k) and observed that, due to the support property of xx,
only the [ = 0 term is non-zero. Next, making use of Lemma [A.5 we get

T'(Go)xk(H (€ — k)AL (g, 0)xx (H(§ — ) = [I'(Jo), x&(H (€ = k))]dT (¢, b)x (H(§ — k)

+ xx(H (£ — k))dT (jogq, job) xx (H (€ — k).
(G.14)

This expression is of order O(t~!), uniformly in &, by Lemma [F.6 and regularity of b. This
concludes the verification of (G.12]), and hence we have established the corollary. O

Proposition G.5. Let b be an admissible and regular propagation observable. Let x €
CS°(R)r and jo, joo be as specified in Definition [31] and s.t. j3 + j% = 1. Then

X[H (), AT (b)]x = D) x*[H™(£), AT ()] XTI (') + O(t™?), (G.15)
where we set x := x(H(§)) and x™ := x(H*(§)).
Proof. We set j := j' and write
X[H(),dT(®)]x = D) X*T(j)[H (&), dT(b)]x + O(t™?), (G.16)

where we made use of the fact that, by Proposition [[:2] [H (¢),dT'(b)]x = O(t™!). Next, we
will show that

X (CG)H (), dT (b)] — [H™(£),dT™ ()T () x = O(t™2). (G.17)
In view of Proposition [F.2], it is enough to check that

XL (7)0:(€ — dT(k))dL ([k:, 0]°)x
= X0 — AT (k))dD ™ ([k;, b]* )T (j)x + O(t™2), (G.18)

and
XTI ()AL ([w, b]°)x = X0 ([w, b]°)T(j) + Ot ). (G.19)

We prove only (G.18)), since the proof of (G.19)) is analogous (and simpler). First, we note
that,

X“T(7)8i2(¢ — AT (k))dT [k, b]°)x
= X™0UE — AT (k)L ()AL ([ki, 0]°)x + O(2), (G-20)
where we exploited Lemma [F.7l Next, making use of Lemma [A.5] we obtain
L (j)dT ([ki, b]°)x = AT ([ki, B)°)T(j)x + T(4, [, [k;, 0°])x
= AU ([k;, b)) (j)x + O(t ), (G.21)

where we used admissibility of b, cf. Definition [D.Jl Thus we have justified (G.IS).
To conclude the proof, it suffices to show that

XTH(E), dT(0)] (T(7)x — x™T (7)) = Ot ™?). (G.22)
This follows from Proposition [F.2] and Lemma [E.10l O
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Lemma G.6. Let x € C°(R)r be supported in (—oo, E(()z) (£)). Let by be an admissible and
regular propagation observable. Then

XHW(O)HD(€),dT (by) @ 1x(HP(€)) = O(t™2). (G.23)

Proof. By conjugating formula (E.6) with the unitary U, setting ¢* = diag(1,1) and b =
diag(bg, 0), we obtain

[H(£), dI*(b)] (G.24)

= (dr=*(w, %) = 37 (¢ — U™ ()™ ([k;,1°) ) + O(2) (HE*() + 1)*,
i=1

as a form identity on D(H§*(¢)*). Now we apply the projection P; on the subspace F ®
FO) ¢ Fex to both sides of this equality and insert both sides between the operators
XM = x(HD(€)). We get

XWHM (), dT (b) @ 1]x M (G.25)
=X~V — AT (k) - (AD([k, bo]°) © 1) + (dT([w, b)) @ 1) )X + O(t72),
where we used the higher order domain result in Corollary [E.4] for H**(£). In view of
Lemma [F.3] it suffices to show that
XA ([g, b)) @ DxV = O(t7%) (G-26)

for any g € C*°(R"), whose derivatives (of non-zero order) are bounded. This follows from
Corollary and the fact that ¢t — t[g, bo(¢)]° is admissible and regular. This latter fact is
clear from Definition [D.1] O

H Auxiliary results for the proof of Proposition [3.4]

Proposition H.1. Let x € C°(R)gr. Let ¢ € C®(R) be s.t. ¢ € CR), 0 < ¢ <1
and ¢ = 1 on a neighbourhood A of zero. Let jg be as specified in Definition [3.1 and s.t.
suppjo C A. Then

XAl (q", 0:g")XT(j5) = Ot %) and  x[H(E),T(¢")]xT(j) = Ot ?), (H.1)
where x := x(H(E)).
Proof. We set q := ¢, jo := j§ and write
XdT' (g, :q)xT (jo) = xdT (g, 8:q)[x, T (jo)] = O(t ), (H.2)

due to the support property of jg, Lemma [F.6 and the fact that ydI'(g,d:q) = O(t™1).
Proceeding to the proof of the second part of (HL.I), we write

X[H (€), T()]xT (o) = x[H (£), T(9)][x, T (jo)] + x[H (&), T'(q)]T (jo)x- (H.3)

Here we used Corollary [F.11] to justify the formal computation. The first term on the r.h.s.
above is O(t~2) by Lemma and Proposition As for the second term, we apply
Proposition [F.5 again:
X[H (€), L(9)]T (Jo)x (H.4)
= (VO — dP(k)) - d(g, . gI°)T (o) + AT, [, )P Cio))x + O ).
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We note that d['(q, [w, ¢]°)T(jo)x = O(t™?) and dI'(q, [k, ¢]°)T'(jo)x = O(t~?), since 1 — g
is regular with the regularity region A. See (D.2) and Lemma [D.3] This concludes the
proof. O

Proposition H.2. Let x € CP(R)g. Let ¢ € CP(R) be s.t. ¢ € CPR), 0 < ¢ <1
and ¢ = 1 on a neighbourhood of zero. Let jo, joo be as specified in Definition [31 and s.t.
je+j% =1. Then

xd(¢t, 0yq ) x = T(54)* x™dT™ (¢!, 9,¢" ) XL (%) + O(t™2), (H.5)
XIH (€),T(g")]x = T(*)* X [H™(€), T (¢")x*T (") + Ot ?), (H.6)
where x := x(H(£)) and x™ = x(H*(£)).

Proof. As for (H.A), it follows from Proposition [G.2] Lemma [D.3] and (D.2)) applied with
b(t) = tdyq'. Proceeding to the proof of formula (L), we set j := j, ¢ := ¢*, and note that

LGXH (), T(@)x = x*T()H (€, T(@)x + Ot (H.7)

by Lemma [F.10 and Proposition Note that Corollary [F.17] ensures the validity of the
computation above, as well as those to follow. Next, we will show that

X (CGHE),T(g)] = [H(€), T™(@)T(j)) x = Ot ?). (H.8)
By Proposition [F.5] it suffices to check that

X*T(7)VQ(E — dT(k)) - dT(q, [k, 4]°)x
= X"VQ(E — dI™(k)) - AT*(q, [k, ¢]*)T (j)x + O(t™?) (H.9)

and
XL ()AL (g, [w, q]°)x = x™dT(q, [w, q]°)T () x + Ot ?). (H.10)

We show only (H.9]), as the proof of (H.I0]) is analogous. Making use of Lemma [F.7] and of
the fact that dI'(q, [k, ¢]°)x = O(t™1), we can write

X*T(5)VQ(E — dT(k)) - dT (g, [k, q]°)x
= X*VQE — dT™(k)) - D(j)dT (g, [k, q]")x +O(7?). (H.11)

Next, by exploiting the fact that x*VQ(§ —dI'**(k)) is bounded, and that Lemmal[A.5] gives
L(j)dT(q, [k, q]°)x = dT(g, [k, ¢]°)T(H)x + O(t?), (H.12)

we conclude the proof of (H.9).
We still have to show that

XZH*(E), T (@)(T(j)x — x™T(j) = Ot ™?). (H.13)
This follows from Lemma and Proposition O

Proposition H.3. Let ¢,§ € C®(R) be s.t. ¢,§ € CPR), 0 < ¢ <1,¢g=1o0na

neighbourhood of zero. Let x € C°(R)r be supported in (—oo, E(()z) (&)). Then
XPHW©),T(¢") @ 1](1 2 ¢)x™ = 0(t™?), (H.14)
where x(V = x(HO(€)).
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Proof. Let us set in Proposition Jo = q, joo = 1 and conjugate equation (E.23]) with the
unitary U. We obtain, as a form identity on D(H*(£)3),

[H(E), T ()] (H.15)
= —VQ(E — dT™(k)) - AT (G, [k, 4]°) + dT(4, [w, 41°) + O ) (HG*(€) +1)°,

where we set j := jt. Let us now apply the projection P; on F @ F() to both sides of this
equality. We get, as a form identity on D(Ho(l)(f %),

[HV(€),D(q) © 1] = =VQ(E — (k) - (dT(g, [k, q]°) ® 1)
+ (d0(g.[w.q]) © 1) + O (Hy" () + 1)°, (H.16)
where we abbreviated ¢ := ¢* and made use of relation (A9). Thus we can write

XWIHD(©),T(g) @ 1)(1 @ §x'V = —xVvQ(E —drP(k)) - (dT(q, [k, q°) ® §)x
+xM (Al (g, [w,q)°) ® xP + Ot ™2), (H.17)

where we set ¢ := ¢*. Here we used Corollary [E.4], with n = 3. Let us consider the first

term on the r.h.s. above. We choose a function ¥ € C§°(R)g, supported in (—oo, 282) €))
and s.t. xx = x. Then we get

tegx" =)o +or™) (H.18)
by Lemma [G.3] Next, we note that
(T (g, [k, q)) @ D(XM)? = XV (Al (g, [k, g]°) © DXV + O(72). (H.19)

Here we made use of Lemma [F.3] (after conjugating expression (E.12]) with U and applying

Py as above) and of the fact that ¢ — t[k, ¢]° is an admissible and regular propagation ob-

servable. This is a consequence of the fact that 1—gq is admissible and regular by Lemma[D.3]
Thus making use of the fact that x(MVQ(¢ — dT'M(k)) is bounded and

XWvQ(E —drW(k)) - (dI'(q, [k, q]°) @ 1) = O(t™"), (H.20)
we obtain

XIvQ(e —dr® (k) - (dl(q, [k, q°) @ )xV
= xWVQE —darW k) - XV (Al (g, [k, g*) @ DXV A @ x W +0(72).  (H.21)

Exploiting again the fact that ¢ — t[k, ¢|° is admissible and regular, we obtain from Corol-
lary [G.4] that the first term on the r.h.s. above is O(t~2). The term involving dI'(g, [w, q]°)
on the r.h.s. of (HL.I7) is treated analogously. O

I Auxiliary results for the proof of Propositions 4.1l and
Proposition I.1. Let x € C°(R)r and let ¢ € C®°(R)r be s.t. ¢ € C§°(R). Then
. 1 _
XWIHD(E©), 1@ ¢ = xWe e (@)W + o), (L1)

where (1 := x(HW(£)) and C is a bounded operator on FRFM) | which satisfies [C, 1@p'] =
O(t™1) for any p € C®°R)g s.t. p' € CF(R).
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If, in addition, ¢ is positive and \/q" € C§°(R), then
x(l)'[H(”(é) 1 ®qt] o

1@ V(g HHD(E),1 2 dxV (1 @ V(¢)) +0@t™2). (1.2)

Proof. We write ¢ := ¢' and set in Proposition [F.21 by = 0 and by = ¢'. Clearly, by is
admissible. By conjugating formula (E.G]) with the unitary U, we obtain

[H™(€),dT'(b)]
= —VQ(§ — AU (k)) - AT ([k, b]°) + dT™([w, b]°) + O(t ) (H (&) + 1)*,  (L3)

as a form identity on D(H§(£)?).
Now we apply to both sides of this equality the projection P; on the subspace F&@ F1) ¢
Fe* and multiply by the operators x(!). We get

XMIHD (€),1@ ¢y
=X =V —drV (k) - (1 ®ilk,q°) + 1@iw, g )XV + 0072, (14)
Here we used Corollary [E.4] with n = 4. Now we obtain from Lemma [C.4] that

1 1
ik, q)° = ;i[k,a]"q’ +0@t™?) and iw,q°= ;i[w,a]"q’ +0(t?), (I.5)

where i[k, a]® = v and ijw,a]® = Vw - v. Thus we get from relation (L.4]) that
XWIHM (), 1@ g]x
= 1X<1> (~vQe —dT (k) - (1®@v) + 1@ Vw-v) (1 ¢)xP +01t?).  (16)
We choose x € C3°(R)g s.t. xx = x and set
C:=xW (v —dID(k) - 1®v) +1® Vw-v). (1.7)

It is clear that C is bounded. The property [C,1 ® p'] = O(t~!) follows from Lemmas [C.4]
[[.1] and [G.3l This concludes the proof of the first part of the proposition.
Proceeding to the proof of ([2]), we note that by Lemma [C.4]

[v,v/¢] =01 and [Vw-v,1/¢] = O0@1t™Y). (I.8)

There also holds by Lemma [F.] (after conjugating it with U and applying the projection
P)

WvQE —drM(k)), 1@ /¢] = o). (1.9)

On the other hand, Lemma [(Z3] gives [1 ® v/¢/, x(V] = O(t~!). Observing that
[HOE),10d° = -V —dTD (k) - 19v)+1® Vw - v, (1.10)
we conclude ([2]) by symmetrizing (L6]), with the aid of (L8) and (L9). O

Lemma L.2. Let a; := 3(v;(k) - iV + iV - v;(k)) for some v; € CF°(R"\{0};R"), for
i € {1,2}. Let a = diag(ay,az) be an operator on (a domain in) b @ h. Then Hi(&) is of
class C1(dl'(a)) and

[H(¢),d0(a)]* € B(D(NHy0(6)): H) € B(D(H1,0(6)*): H) (L11)
In particular x(H1(€)) € CH(dT(a)), for any x € C°(R)g.
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Proof. From [38, Prop. 2.8], and a conjugation by the unitary U, we learn that Hy(§) is of
class C'(dI'(a)). We furthermore find that

i[H1(€), dD(@))° = dT(v - Yw) — dT(v) - V(€ - dD(k)) - b(ia1G, 0), (112)

where v := diag(vy,v2) is a v-tuple of operators on h @ b and the expression on the r.h.s.
above is manifestly N H; o(£)-bounded. The remaining part of the lemma follows analogously
as in the proof of Lemma [F.3] O

Lemma 1.3. Let x € CP(R)r, ¢ € CP(R), ¢ € C®(R) be s.t. ¢ € CPR), 0<qg<1

<
and ¢ =1 in some neighbourhood of zero. Let t — b(t) = (a/t)q(a/t). Let ¢* = (¢',q") and
b(t) = (b(t),b(t)) be propagation observables on b & h. Then

[AT(¢", ), x(H1(€))) = Ot ™). (L13)

Proof. We set ¢ := ¢' and Rig = (14 Ho1(€))"". We note that b is admissible by
Lemma [C4l Let us first estimate the commutator of dI'(¢*,b) with Hy(£). As for the
first term from the free auxiliary Hamiltonian, cf. (E.19), Lemma [F.] gives

[ — dT(k)), AT (g, b)) Ri g = O(t™). (I.14)
Concerning the second term from the Hamiltonian, we obtain from Lemma
A0 (w), dT(g, b)) Rt o = (dT'(g, [w, ¢ b) + (g, [w, b]°)) R = O(t™). (L15)
The interaction term from the Hamiltonian gives

[@(G, 0)’ dr(gv Q)]Réll,o = (a*((l - Q)G’ O)dr(g, Q) - a*(va O)F(g)
+T(q)a(b*G,0) +dI'(g,b)a((q — 1)G,0)) Ri y = O(t ™), (1.16)

where we made use of Lemmal[Al In the last step we exploited the fact that ||(1—¢)Gll2 <
C/t?, since 1 — ¢ is regular, and the bound [|bG||2 = 1[|gaG||2 < ¢/t, which follows from the
fact that G is in the domain of a. Thus we have shown that

[H1(8),dT (g, )Ry = O(t™). (L17)
Now one concludes the proof using the method of almost analytic extensions as in the proof

of Lemma [F.3] O

J Auxiliary results for the proof of Theorem

In the present appendix we ask the reader to keep Corollary [F.11] in mind. It ensures that
the statements of results and manipulations in proofs are meaningful.

Lemma J.1. Let x € C§°(R)Rr, jo,joo be as specified in Definition[3 1] and s.t. j& +j% =1,
and let g = (qo, goo) == (j&,Jj2). Then

X (H™ED(q") — T(g") H (€))x = 2x[H™(€), T (T (7 )x + Ot ™?), (J.1)

where j' := diag(j, ji,) is a propagation observable on b &b and we set x := x(H(£)) and
X = x(H™(E))-
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Proof. We set q := ¢*, j := j'. We note that, by Proposition [F.9]
X (H™(E)T(q) — T(9)H(€))x
= X™(=VQ(¢ — dT™(k)) - dT(q, [k, ¢]°) + T (g, [w, ¢]°)) x + O(t?), (J.2)

where [w, q]° is the extension by continuity of the form wq — qw, a priori defined on (D(w) ®
D(w)) x D(w). The same remark goes for [k, q]°. On the other hand, Proposition [E.H gives

XTH™(€), T ()T (F)x
= x™( = VQE — dT™(k)) - AT(4, [k, ]°) + AT™(j, [w, 51°)) T(G)x + Ot ™?), (J.3)

where we made use of Lemma [F.10] to observe I'(j)x = x*T'(j) + O(t™1).
In view of (I.2) and (I.3]), to complete the proof of the lemma, it suffices to show that

XVQ(E — AT (k)) - dT(q, [k, q]°)x
= 2x*VQ(E — AT (k)) - AT (g, [k, 5])T(j)x + Ot ) (J.4)
and
XD (g, [w, q]°)x = 2x™dT™ (4, [w, 41°)T()x + Ot ?). (J.5)

Both relations are a consequence of the following fact: Let g € C°°(R) be s.t. all its
derivatives of non-zero order are bounded. Let g := diag(g, g) be the corresponding operator
on h & h. Then

2dT(3, g, J1°)T (3)x = AT (35, 2[g, 11°7)x = dT(a; [g, a]*)x — dT(a, [[g, 41°, D
= dl(g, [g,9]°)x +O(t™?), (J.6)
where in the last step we made use of Lemma This concludes the proof. O
Lemma J.2. Let x € C§°(R)r and let jo be as specified in Definition[3 1. Then there holds
X[T(36), [H (€),T(36)]Ix = Ot ™), (J.7)
where we set x = x(H(E)).

Proof. We set jo := j§ and recall that, by Proposition [F.5]

[H(£), T (jo)] (J.8)
= (=VQ(¢ — dT'(k)) - AT (o, [k, jo]°) + AL (jo, [w, jo]°)) + Ot ?)(H1,0(¢) + 1)°,

in the sense of forms on D(Hj o(£)3). In view of this relation and the fact that I'(jo)x =
xT(jo) + O(t™!) (Lemma [E1G), it is enough to check that

X[T (o), V(€ — dT () - AT (o, [k, jo)*)]x = O(¢ %) (J.9)
and
X[T (o), AT (o, [w, jo]*)]x = O(t~2). (J.10)
Relation (I.10) follows immediately from formula (A5) which gives
X[T (o), dT (o, [, 5o]*)]x = XdAT(53 s [o, [ws Jo]")x = O(t ), (J.11)
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where in the last step we applied Lemma [C4l Formula ([(I.9]) follows from

[T(jo), AT (o, [k, Jo]*)]x = O(t™?), (J.12)

which is justified as (I.11), from the fact that dT'(jo, [k, j0]°)x = O(t~1) and from Lemmal[F.4]
which gives

X[F(jo), VQUE — dT'(k)] = O(™1). (J.13)

This concludes the proof. O

K Negative spectrum of the conjugate operator

Lemma K.1. Let x € C°(R)r and ¥ € D(dI'(a)). There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such
that the following holds true: For any pair of functions q,qr € C*°(R), with 0 < q,qr < 1,
suppq C (—o0,¢) for some € > 0, q(s) = qr(s) for s > —R and qr(s) =0 for s < —R —1;
we have

sup | (") — T (gg))e ™" Ox(H(©)¥] <

(K.1)

=l o

Proof. Let us denote by 1¢4<_gy the spectral projection of a self-adjoint operator A on the
interval (—oo, —R]. We set ¢ := ¢' and qr := ¢}, and recall that ¥ € D(dI'(a)). As a con-
sequence Y(H (£))¥ € D(dI'(a)) for any x € C§°(R)g, since H(£) is of class C1(dI'(a)) [38,
Proposition 2.5].

Making use of the subsequent Lemma [K.2] and abbreviating x = x(H(&)), we obtain

[(T(a(a/t)) — T(qr(a/t))e O xw||
= | 1ar(a/y<—rreny (T(@) — T(gr))e @y ]|
= |[1gare/ty<—rreny Lvery (D(@) — T(qr))e O X 0||
+ || L ar(a/n<—rieny Linsry (T(@) — T(gr))e HExw||. (K.2)

The first term on the r.h.s. above can be estimated by
11 (ara/y<—r(1-o)y (T(@) — T(gr))e Oy w||
= ||1{ar(a/o<—r@1-epdT(a/t) " (T(q) — T(qr))dT(a/t)e Oy 0||

2
< m” HOdr (a)e Oy ||. (K.3)

To estimate the expression on the r.h.s. of (K3]), we proceed similarly as in the proof of
[21, Lemma 44]:
¢
[ dr (a)e tH O T|| < H/ dt' e HO[H (€),dT (a))?e T HEO W + [|dT(a)x P ||
< td || @] 4 [[dT(a)x¥||, (K.4)

where we made use of the fact that ¢ := ||[H(£),d'(a)]°x|| < oo, by Lemma [[.2l Thus we
obtain that

/!

i c// c
11 1ar(a/n<—ra—o) (T(@) = T(gr))e A0 < 19l + 2 AT (@) ] (K.5)
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where the constant ¢’ does not depend on the choice of t, ¢ and ggr. As for the second term
on the r.h.s. of (K.2), it is bounded by

/1!

20 vz XU < 201 gwzmy (L + M)A+ N < 2] (K.6)
where ¢ :=2|[(N 4+ 1)x(H(£))]| < co. Altogether, we get that

|(D(a(a/t)) = Dlgr(a/t)e Oy < ]| + 2 [ldr (@)x ], (K.7)
where ¢ is independent of ¢, ¢ and gg. This concludes the proof. O

Lemma K.2. Let ¢,qr € C°(R) be s.t. 0 < q,qr < 1, suppq C (—o0,¢) for some € > 0,
q(s) = qr(s) for s> —R and qr(s) =0 for s < —R — 1. Then, for ¥ € H,

(C(a(a/t)) = T(qr(a/t)) ¥ = Liar(a/n<—r+=ny (D(a(a/t)) — T(qr(a/t))) L. (K.8)

Proof. As all the operators involved commute with the number operator, it is enough to
consider the problem in some n-particle subspace. We embed F(™ into the non-symmetrized
tensor product of single-particle spaces h®™. We note that a ® 1 ®---®1,1®a®1®--- ®
1,...,1® - ®1®a is a family of n commuting operators on h®". We denote their joint
spectral projection-valued measure by F. Thus the n-particle component of the vector on
the Lh.s. of (K.8) is a sum of terms of the form

/q(al/t) oqai—1/t) (q(ai/t) — qr(ai/t))qr(aiv1/t) - . . qr(an/t)dF (a) Ty, (K.9)

where W,, is the n-particle component of ¥. Now, by the assumed properties of ¢ and gg,
we obtain that the above expression is equal to

/1((a1/t+ o4 ap/t) < —R+en)
x q(ar/t) ... q(ai—1/t)(q(ai/t) — qr(ai/t))qr(ais1/t) . .. qr(an/t)dF (a)¥,.  (K.10)

This proves (K8) on h®". Since both sides of (K8) leave F(™ invariant, this completes the
proof. O

L Structure of the isolated spectrum

We begin by recalling some analytic perturbation theory for isolated eigenvalues following
Kato. Suppose that D C C is an open set which intersects with the real line and D >
k — T'(k) is a holomorphic family of Type A in the sense of Kato. We assume that T'(k)
is a self-adjoint operator when x € D NR. Suppose Ag € R is an isolated eigenvalue of the
self-adjoint operator T'(kg), with kg € RN D. Denote by ng its multiplicity, which we assume
to be finite. Let e > 0 be such that o(T (ko)) N Joe = {No}, where J. := [N\g — e, \g + €].

Abbreviate o.(k) := 0(T(k)) N Be(Ao). There exists r > 0 such that B, (kg) C D and for
all k € B, (ko) we have 09.(k) = 0.(k). Such an r exists because the set {(k, \)|A € o(T(k))}
is a closed subset of D x C.

Denote by C the circle in C encircling A\¢g with radius 3e/2. Then o.(k) is enclosed by
the circle for all k € B,(kp), and accounts for all the spectrum of T'(x) inside (or on) the
circle. We can thus compute the Riesz projection:

| 1
Pk)= — ¢ do— .
%) =5 $. =T
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For real x the bounded operator P(k) is the spectral projection onto the spectral subspace
pertaining to the spectrum of T'(k) inside the cluster o.(x). In particular P(kg) = Py, (ko),
the orthogonal projection onto the ng-dimensional eigenspace of T'(kg), pertaining to the
eigenvalue \g. Due to norm-continuity of K — P(k) we conclude that the set o.(k) has
cardinality at most ng, corresponding to eigenvalues with (algebraic) multiplicities summing
up to ng.

Denote by 9, ... ,fugo an ONB for the range of Py,(ko). Then, possibly choosing r
smaller, we may assume that vj(k) = P(/i)’[)? forms a linearly independent analytic set of
vectors spanning Ran(P(x)). Using the Gram-Schmidt procedure we can pass to an analytic
ONB uq(K),...,un, (k) for Ran(P(k)). Such a basis defines an analytic family of unitary
maps II,.: Ran(P(x)) — C"0, defining II;(u;(x)) = e;, the j’th standard basis vector. We
can now construct an analytic family of ng X ng matrices A(k) = I, T'(k)IT%. By construction
A(r) is self-adjoint for k € B,.(kg) NR and o(A(k)) = 0c(kK).

By a result of Kato [33, Theorem 6.1], we can identify a number mgy < ng of real analytic
functions p;: By(kg) "R — R, such that o.(k) = {p1(K),.. ., tme(k)}. They all coincide
with Ao if kK = k¢ and are otherwise distinct.

The above discussion implies the following result on analytic continuation of shells
through crossings.

Proposition L.1. Let X} be a level crossing, which is a sphere of radius R > 0. Let
(A~ S—), me J and (Af,ST), n € JT be shells approaching this crossing from the inside
and outside, respectively. Then, (after suitable identification of the index sets Jo =: J) one
can find analytic functions

ATUXIUA, 3 € — S,(6), (L.1)
such that S, (&) = SE(€), ¢ € AL,

Proof. Put T'(k) = H(k,0,...,0), where we exploit the rotation invariance of the spectrum
to conclude the proposition from the preceding discussion. O

Let A(r;R) := {¢€ € R”|r < |[£| < R} for some 0 < r < R < co. Keeping in mind the
possibility that the inner or outer boundary of a shell is a subset of the essential spectrum,
we obtain from the above proposition that Yis,\ ({0} X R) is a union of graphs of an at most
countable family of rotation invariant analytic functions

A(Tm Rn) > f — Sn(f)y (L2)

where n € J. (The zero total momentum fiber has been cut out since one may in principle
have shells like graphs of the two functions & — (¢ & &)? crossing analytically at & = 0
but not naturally occurring as a single-valued rotation invariant function.) These consider-
ations enable a splitting of the isolated bound states Hiso = E(Xiso)H into dressed electron
subspaces:

Hiso = @Hiso,na where Hiso,n = ﬁiso,na (L3)
n

_ ®
Fioon = {Tize [ dewe| 0 € COAG: R F). HOVe = S,©T}, (1)

where by U € CJ(A(ry; Ry); F) it is understood that £ — W¢ € F is a continuous function,
compactly supported in A(ry,; Ry,).
After this preparation we state and prove the following corollary of Proposition [[.1k
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Corollary L.2. Let w be the boson dispersion relation. Then

S (€ k) = Sn(€ — k) + w(k), (L.5)
defined for k € € — A(rn; Ry), is a constant function at most for & from some countable set.
Proof. Let us first assume that w is not a constant function. Suppose that

€ — Alrn; Rn) 2 k — S (& k) (L.6)

is constant for £ = &y and & = &y + K’ for some k' # 0. (For v > 1 it is enough to assume
that there is one such k' to arrive at a contradiction. For v = 1 we assume that there are
uncountably many). Then

ke 50 - A(Tm Rn) : Sn(ﬁo - k) + w(k) = C¢p)
ke +k —A(rp;Ry) 0 Sn(éo—k+ k) +w(k) = cegrnr-

But the latter condition means that k — k" € § — A(ry,; Ry,), so we can substitute it into the
first equality, obtaining the equations

(L.7)

Sn(f() —k+ k/) + w(k — k/) = C¢o,

kecé+ K —Alrn; Ry) -
&] (7‘ ) Sn(f() —k+ k/) + w(k:) = C¢o+k!-

(L.8)

Consequently,
W(k’) — W(k’ — k‘/) = Cgo+k! — C¢p- (LQ)
Since this equality holds on an open set, it extends to all k € R” by analyticity. Now let

us assume that v > 1. Then, making use of rotation invariance of w, we obtain for any
O € O(v)

w(k) — w(k — OK') = cggnr — cep- (L.10)

By differentiating this relation w.r.t. one-parameter families of rotations, we obtain Vw(k) -
LK = 0, for any element L of the Lie algebra of the group of rotations. Recalling that
such L are antisymmetric matrices and choosing coordinates so that ¥’ = (¢,0,...,0), we
obtain that d;w(k) = 0 for all 2 <7 < v. By rotation invariance, this is only possible if w is
constant, which is a contradiction.

Let us now go back to formula ([L9) and assume that v = 1. By differentiating this
relation w.r.t. k, we obtain that

Vw(k) = Vw(k — k) (L.11)

i.e. Vw is a continuous function which has uncountably many periods k’. But this is only
possible if Vw is a constant function [5]. This implies that w(k) = c1k + c2. We note
that ¢; = 0 by reflection invariance. Thus we obtain again that w is a constant function
contradicting our assumption.
Finally, let us suppose that w is a constant function. Then st (& k) = Sp(€—k)+w(k)
can only be constant if 5, is constant. But this is excluded by the following property
lim (2"(€) - Zo(€)) = 0, (L.12)

|€]—00
proven in [37, Theorem 2.4], and the fact that for a constant dispersion relation

Z(()l)(f) = (X0 — k) +w(k)) = kienlé’y Yo(k) + m = const. (L.13)

inf
keRv
In the above reasoning we made use of Proposition [[.1] to show that any shell (A, S) s.t. S
is constant extends to a constant shell S,, on A4(0, o). O
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M Structure of the spectrum of the extended Hamiltonian

For a Borel set O C R x R” we recall the notion of O-compatibility from Subsection 2.4
A state W € Hypnq and a boson wave packet h € h are called O-compatible if there exists a
Borel subset S C R¥*! such that: ¥ € E(S)H and for any k in the essential support of h
and (&, u) € S, we have (§+k,u+w(k)) € O. As shown in Lemma [M.T] below, this property
ensures that the simple tensor ¥ ® a*(h)|0) is an element of EM (O)(Hpnq @ h).

Recall that E®) denotes the joint spectral resolution for the pair PO gD f. 222), as
well as the notation His, = E(Xiso)H for the subspace of Hyng, consisting of isolated bound
states (2.48). Finally, we remind the reader of the notation R C R¥*! for the set of points

(&,A), with A < Zgl)(f), i.e. the energy-momentum set below the two-boson threshold.
For the purpose of this appendix we write C(O) C Hpng ® b for the set of O-compatible
pairs (¥, h). The following lemma characterizes the incoming and outgoing states below the
two-boson threshold. It is similar to [20, Lemma 30].

Lemma M.1. Let O C R be an open set. Then

E™(OYH™ = E(O)H & EM(0)(Hiso ® b), (M.1)
EW(0)(Hiso ® b) = Span{¥ © a*(h)|0) | (¥, h) € C(0)}, (M.2)
EW(O)(H ®b) C Higo ® b (M.3)

Proof. Let 1o be the characteristic function of O. Making use of the decomposition (2:26)),
we compute

10(P™, H*) = 10(P, H) (@ 10(PO, HO) ) (M.4)

Since O is located below the 2-boson threshold E(() ), the contributions from asymptotic
particle sectors, with ¢ > 2, are zero. The range of the 0’th summand is E(O)H and the
range of the 1’st summand is EM(O)(H @ b). We are thus reduced to establishing the

identity (M.2)) and the inclusion (M.3)).
Abbreviate

V := Span{¥ @ a*(h)|0) | (¥, h) € C(O)}. (M.5)

Clearly, V C Hiso ® b. In order to prove (M.2) we need to verify EM(O)(H @ h) =
In the following we will make repeated use of the direct integral representation

e eamion= [ [ aenmee, (M.6)

for simple tensors, with ¥ € H and h € h. This decomposition is the same as the one in

Subsection 22 of. (Z24), @27) and @28). If U € Hison, cf. (LA), we can in particular

compute:
D D
I EVO)¥ 0 @ ()i0) = [ de [ dk(tytofe, HO (€ 1) Ve

&) &)
= [ ¢ [ aenmio( 5.6 - b+ wl) s L)

If ¥ and h are O-compatible we see that for k& € supph and £ such that We_, # 0, we
must have (§,5,(§ — k) +w(k)) € O and hence, by ([.3) and a density argument, we have
established that V' C EM(0)(H & b).
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We proceed to show that E(M(O)(H ®b) C Hiso ®b. For this it suffices to argue that for

any Borel set U C {(&, )| A > SV ()} and state ¢ = ED(0)(T @ a*(h)[0)), with U € H
and h € b, we must have (E(U) ® 1)¢ = 0. For this we compute

1 (&) (&)
(EW) @ g = (BU) ® 1)1 / e / i h(k)Lo(€, HO (€ k) Uy
(1)* (&) (&)
= ILLP/ df/ dk h(k)1y(§ — k, H(§ — k))1o(§, H(E — k) + w(k))Pey.  (M.8)

For a point (§ — k,p) to be in U we must have p > Eél)(g — k). Hence, p+ w(k) >

(()1)(5 — k) +w(k) > X@(€). Conversely, for a point (£, +w(k)) to be in O, we must have
1+ w(k) < LA(€). Since these two situations cannot occur simultaneously we conclude
that 17(§ — k, H(§ — k))10(&, H(§ — k) + w(k)) = 0. This concludes the proof of (M.3)).

Consider a state of the form x(P™", HM)(¥ ® a*(h)|0)), x € C(O)r, ¥ € ﬁiso,n, and
h € b with compact essential support. To conclude the proof it suffices to show that such
states can be approximated by elements from V. Note that by ([.3]), the spectral theorem,
and the inclusion EW(0)(H @ h) C Hiso @ b just proved: any state in EM(O)(H @ b) can
be approximated using states of the considered form.

Put 7 := d(supp x, R“*1\O) > 0. Let € > 0 be given. We may assume 2¢ < r. Using that
X is uniformly continuous we get a &', such that |x (&', ') — x(&", 1u")| <€, for (&', '), (£", ")
with |p/ — p’| < & and |¢ — "] < §. We may take &' < e. Let R > 0 be so large that
supph C {k € R”||k| < R}. Using that w is also uniformly continuous on the ball of radius
R, we get a 0 < § < ¢ such that |w(k') —w(k")| <& if K —K'| < 6.

Cover Bgr(0) with finitely many pairwise disjoint Borel sets By such that By C Bj(ky),
{=1,...,L, for some collection of momenta ki, ...,kr. Write

10X (PO, HO)(W & a* (1)[0)) / ¢ / AR B (€, Sul€ — b) + (k) Ve
L o @
=3 [ e [ arn(o1n, (R Sle — R+ k) Ve (M.9)
/=1

For k € Bs(ky) we have |x(§; Sn(§ —k)+w(k)) —x(§ —k+ke; Sp(§—k)+w(ke))| < €. Define
Y= (xe(P, H)¥) ® a*(1p,h)[0), (M.10)

with x¢(&, ) := x(§ + ke, A + w(ky)). Then K, := supp x¢ = supp x — (k¢,w(ky)). Note that
K;NY C Y0, and hence; ¢y € Hiso @ b.
Estimate

@ ©®
|t = [ de [ dbneyLa,Goxt6. Sue k) + k) wes
= [ de [k (IRIP el — b Sale — 1) = xSl — 1) + (k)] Tl
<l [ i, (0l (M.11)

Due to the fact that B, N By = (), summing up over ¢ yields

L
[x(PY, HO) (W @ a*(1)]0) =D el < ellll[ 2] (M.12)
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It remains to verify that x,(P, H)¥ and 1p,h are O-compatible, such that we in fact
have ¢, € V. Let k € By C Bs(ky) and (&, ) € Ky. Then

(€ +kp+w(k) = (§+ ke, p+ w(ke)) + (k= kg, w(k) — w(kye))
€ supp x + (k — kg, w(k) — w(ky)). (M.13)

By the choice of 6 we conclude that |(k — kg,w(k) — w(k¢))| < € < r and hence we have
(€ + k,p+w(k)) € O. This means that x,(P, H)¥ and 1p,h are O-compatible, which
concludes the proof. O

Lemma M.2. Let

El(alp) ={(& ) e R A € app(HW(€))}- (M.14)
Then E(l)(EI()lg NEW) =0, hence the set {¢€ € RY |opp,(HD(€) NEW (&) # O} has zero
Lebesgue measure.

Proof. Let us consider a vector ¥ € EM(0)(HaFW), where O C £ is some Borel subset.
Let 1o be the characteristic function of O. Then, making use of the expansion (2.26]), we
can write

D 5
v =1 / d¢ / dk1o(¢, HV (& k)W _y. (M.15)

Now suppose that ¥ € E(l)(Zg)(’H ® F). We note that 2&.? (&) NEW(€) can be at most

countable due to the separability of F @ F(1). Then, by [42] Théoreme 21], EI()Q NEW is a
countable union of graphs of Borel functions from Borel subsets of R” to R. Thus, without

loss of generality, we can assume that there exists a Borel function p: N — R, defined on a
Borel set N, s.t. ¥ € 1x(PM)(H @ FO) and

HYY = p(PM)w. (M.16)

Suppose, by contradiction, that ¥ # 0 and satisfies (M.I6)). Since 1o is supported below
the two-boson threshold, it is easy to see that

Ve € Be((—00, 25" (6))F, (M.17)

where E¢ is the spectral measure of H(&). Consequently, ¥ € His, ® h. Hence, there exists
a shell (A, 5) in ¥, s.t.

U = (1g,(P, H) ® 1)T # 0, (M.18)

where Gg is the graph of S. Since 1g4(P, H) ® 1 commutes with H®, PO we obtain that
U’ also satisfies (M.16). Thus we obtain

/N ¢ / dk (S(€ — k) + w(k) — p(©))*| W2 = 0. (M.19)
Hence the set of £ for which
[ (S = 1) + ()~ ) 1¥ 4l £ 0 (M.20)

has zero Lebesgue measure. Conversely, the set of £ for which the real analytic function
k — S(§ — k) + w(k) is constant also has zero Lebesgue measure by Corollary Since
k — \I”g_ i has essential support of positive Lebesgue measure, we conclude that the above
integral can only vanish for a set of £’s having zero Lebesgue measure. This is a contradiction,
which concludes the proof. O
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