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Abstract

We consider the system of 3 nonrelativistic spinless fermions in two dimensions, which interact
through spherically-symmetric pair interactions. Recently a claim has been made for the existence
of the so-called super Efimov effect [Y. Nishida et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 235301 (2013)].
Namely, if the interactions in the system are fine-tuned to a p-wave resonance, an infinite number
of bound states appears, whose negative energies are scaled according to the double exponential
law. We present the mathematical proof that such system indeed has an infinite number of bound
levels. We also prove that limg_,o|In|ln E||"'N(E) = 8/(37), where N(E) is the number of
bound states with the energy less than —FE < 0. The value of this limit is equal exactly to the
value derived in [Y. Nishida et al.] using renormalization group approach. Our proof resolves a

recent controversy about the validity of results in [Y. Nishida et al.].
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I. INTRODUCTION

Efimov effect first discovered by V. Efimov in [1] is one of the most intriguing phenomena
in physics. This effect appears in 3-body systems in 3-dimensional space, which interact
through short-range pair-potentials. It is always possible to tune the couplings of the in-
teractions in such a way that none of the particle pairs has a negative energy bound state,
but at least two pairs have a resonance at zero energy. In this case the 3-body system
exhibits an infinite sequence of bound levels, where the energy of the n-th level decreases
exponentially with n. The rigorous proof of this effect in [2,13] is a highlight of mathematical
physics. Suppose that three particles are identical, the pair interaction is tuned to the zero
energy resonance, and let Ng be the total number of 3-body bound states with the energy
less than —E < 0. Then limg o |In E|"'Ng = sq/(27), where sq is the root of the known
transcendental equation expressed in elementary functions |3].

Relatively recently the authors in [4] considered the system of 3 spinless fermions in flat-
land using field-theoretical methods. The spherically symmetric pair interaction of fermions
was tuned in such a way that pairs of fermions had no negative spectrum but were at the
coupling constant threshold [6, 7], so that a negligible increase of the coupling constant
would result in the formation of an antisymmetric 2-body bound state with negative energy.
In this case one says that the interactions are tuned to the zero energy p-wave resonance.
In 4] the authors came to the conclusion that such system has two infinite series of bound
states each corresponding to the orbital angular momentum L = +1. The energies of these
bound states FE, for large n were predicted to approach the form FE, ~ — exp(—QeSTTn“’),
where 6 is a constant defined modulo 37w /4. The authors termed this phenomenon ”super
Efimov effect”. If Ng is the total number of 3-body bound states with the energy less than

—FE < 0 (for all values of the angular momentum) then the results in [4] predict that
lim |In|In E|"*Ng = 8/(37). (1)
E—0

There are two interesting features about the super Efimov effect. First, it turns out that
the system of 3 spinless fermions in two dimensions may have an infinite number of bound
states, though the same system in 3 dimensions has at most a finite number of levels with
negative energy [8]. Secondly, the energy of the n-th level goes extremely fast to zero with

increasing n. This is reflected in the double logarithm in (Il) and differs from the Efimov
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effect of 3 bosons in 3-dimensional space, where a single logarithm enters the similar formula
[3].

Recently in the physics literature there were raised doubts about whether the super
Efimov effect is real [9-11]. In [10] it was claimed that the sequence of levels with double
exponential scaling does not exist and instead there emerges another infinite sequence of
levels, which approaches the scaling law E, ~ —exp(nn?/2Y) with Y > 0 being a non-
universal constant. The findings in [10] are in contradiction with Eq. (). In [11] the
authors observed the super Efimov effect in the lowest order of the hyperspherical expansion.
However, the value of the limit in (I) was found to be 2(16/9 — 1/4)~/2; the inclusion of
higher order effects could not provide definitive conclusions on whether the infinite sequence
of levels exists. In the present paper we shall provide a rigorous mathematical proof of ().
Hence, we demonstrate that the super Efimov effect is indeed real and the constant on the
rhs of ([I]) coincides exactly with the one predicted in [4].

The basic idea behind the proof of () stems from [2], namely, one uses symmetrized
Faddeev equations and the Birman-Schwinger principle [5-7, [12] for counting eigenvalues.
Like in [2] we reduce the problem to counting the eigenvalues in the interval (0,00) of
an integral operator, which depends on the energy. Let us explain, however, the major
difference. In [2] when the energy approached zero this integral operator approached (in
the strong sense) a bounded integral operator, which had a nonempty essential spectrum in
the interval (1,00). In the 2-dimensional case a similar integral operator maintains discrete
spectrum but its norm goes to infinity when the energy goes to zero. The control of appearing
error terms becomes challenging because their norm diverges as well.

We shall use the following notations. An abstract Hilbert space H is assumed to be
separable, C(H) denotes the ideal of all compact operators on ‘H. For a self-adjoint operator
A € C(H) we denote by A1(A), A2(A), ... its non-negative eigenvalues (counting multiplici-
ties) in descending order; if this sequence terminates at ng we set A, 11(A) = \yy12(A) =
.-+ = 0. For a self-adjoint operator A on H we shall denote by D(A), 0(A) and o.ss(A) the
domain, the spectrum, and the essential spectrum of A respectively [15]. A > 0 means that
(f,Af) > 0 for all f € D(A), while A % 0 means that there exists fo € D(A) such that
(fo, Afo) < 0. n(A,a) is the number of eigenvalues of A (counting multiplicities) that are
larger than a > 0. By p,(A) we denote singular values of A € C(H) listed in descending
order [13]. Similarly, n,(A,a) = n(|A|,a) is the number of singular values of A € C(H)
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that are larger than a > 0. ||Al|gs is the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of an operator A. For an
interval 2 C R the function xq : R — R is such that yo(z) = 1 if x € Q and yq(z) =0
otherwise. diag{aj,as,az} denotes a 3 x 3 matrix with the diagonal entries ay, as, a3z and

zero off-diagonal elements.

II. MAIN RESULT

We shall consider 3 spinless fermions in R? that interact through v(|r; — r|) < 0, where
r; are particle position vectors. For pair interactions we assume that v is a Borel function,
lv(7)] < are™2l*l with a; 5 > 0 being constants. Regarding the fermion’s mass m we shall

use the units, where A?/m = 1. The Hamiltonian of this system reads
H = Hy+ Z (|ri — i), (2)

1<i<k<3

where Hj is the kinetic energy operator with the removed center of mass motion. Due to the
Pauli principle H should be considered on an antisymmetrized space, which is constructed

below. For k = 1,2,3 let x1, yx € R? be three sets of Jacobi coordinates, which are shown

in Fig. [l

l’k:’f’i—’f’j (3)

2 ’f’i—l—’f’j:|
=—|Tr — , 4
Yk \/g{k 5 (4)

where (k,7,j) is an odd permutation of (1,2,3). The scalings are chosen so that in all

coordinate sets Hy = —A,, —A,,. The coordinate sets are connected through the orthogonal
linear transformation
() (e 6
w) \=2 1) \u)

where (i, k, j) is an odd permutation of (1,2, 3). Let us write Jacobi coordinates as functions
of particle position vectors, that is xy = x1(r1,72,73) and yr, = y1(r1,72,73). And let p =
(p(1),p(2),p(3)) be a permutation of (1,2,3). Then by definition p(z1) = 1 (rpa), Tp2): Tp(3))
and p(y1) = 21(rpa), p2): Tpz))- We define the action of the permutation operator p on
LA*(R*) as pf(z1,y1) = f(p(z1),p(y1)). Now we define the subspace of antisymmetric square-
integrable functions as L4 (R*) = {¢[¢ € L*(R*) and py = (—1)"®)¢}, whereby m(p) is the
parity of the permutation p. By standard results |15, [16] the Hamiltonian H is self-adjoint
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FIG. 1. Three sets of Jacobi coordinates. The picture shows only directions of the vectors, the

scales are chosen in order to ensure that Hy = —A,, — A,, for k =1,2,3.

on L%4(R*) with the domain D(H) = L% (R*) N H?(R*), where H?(R?) is the corresponding
Sobolev space [16, [17].
The subsystem of 2 fermions is described by the Hamiltonian h(1), where

h(A) = —=A, + \v(|z]) (6)

and A > 0 is a coupling constant. The Hamiltonian (@) acts on the subspace L?(R?), where
L4(R?) = {¢|¢ € L*(R?) and ¢(z) = —¢(—x)}. h()) is self-adjoint on L?(R?) with the
domain D(h) = L% (R?*) N H*(R?). We shall say that the interaction v(x) is tuned to the
p-wave zero energy resonance if h(1) > 0 and h(1+¢) # 0 for all € > 0.

Let N,(H) denote the number of bound states of H, whose energy is less than —z%. Our

aim in this paper is to prove the following

Theorem 1. Suppose that the interactions in (2) are tuned to the zero energy p-wave reso-

nance. Then lim, o |In|In 2%||7'N,(H) = 8/(3n).

Remark. Theorem 1 provides a firm mathematical footing for the super Efimov effect. We
do not prove it here, but one can show that lim, .o |In|In2?||"*NE(H) = 4/(37), where
NZE(H) is the number of bound states of H, which have the energy less than —z? and

angular momentum =+1 respectively. This agrees with the results in [4].

From now on we shall always assume that the interaction of 2 spinless fermions is tuned

to the zero energy p-wave resonance. Consider the integral operator on L% (R?)
K(z) = [0 (=0 + ) o], (7)
which is called the Birman-Schwinger (BS) operator. Its integral kernel has the form (eq.
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(7.2) in [d])

k(z,y) = 2m) o(@)|2 Ko(2lx — y])|u(y)|2, 8)
where
Ko(t) = =IO + 3 sisrt(m+ 1), 9

Iy(t) = i (T +1)] 27242, (10)

=1

@) =15t 1-C (1)

J

N | —

with C' being Euler’s constant. Note that contrary to [6] the summation in (I0) starts
from [ = 1 because the term produced in k(z) by [ = 0 is identically zero on L?(R?) (this
term, which is responsible for the projection operator term in (7.3) in 6], is absent in our
case). Thus we have [6] k(z) = [>_poy Arz®]22 Inz+[> 1o, Br2?*], where the series in square
brackets sum up to entire analytic operator functions and the coefficients Ay, B, are Hilbert-
Schmidt operators. The operator k(0) is compact and in the vicinity of z = 0 the operator
k(z) is compact as well. Because the interaction is tuned to the p-wave zero energy resonance
from the BS principle (see Theorem 9 in [12]) we infer that ||k(0)|| = 1. By standard results
in quantum mechanics the ground state of A(\) for A > 1 is doubly degenerate with the
angular momentum [ = +1. By the BS principle [12] it follows immediately that ||£(0)| = 1
is an eigenvalue of k(0) with multiplicity 2. Due to spherical symmetry the largest eigenvalue
of k(z) for z > 0 is also doubly degenerate. By the analysis in [6] in the vicinity of z = 0

one has
k(2)px(2) = p(2)p(2), (12)

where z > 0, u(z) = supo(k(z)), ||p+(2)|| = 1, u(0) = 1. The orthogonal eigenvectors . (2)
are defined for all z > 0 and are eigenfunctions of the angular momentum operator with the

eigenvalues | = £1 respectively. By standard results in perturbation theory we have
pi(2) = ns + O(%In2), (13)

where 72 = p1(0). Due to the spherical symmetry of the potential n.(z) = no(|z|)e*=,
where |z|, ¢, are polar coordinates. By perturbation theory [6] u(z) has a convergent ex-

pansion in the vicinity of 2 = 0 given by the series pu(z) = 37° - Cam (2% In 2)"2*™, where
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cnm € R. The leading terms of perturbation series are given by the expression
w(iz) =1+ gchZ Inz + O(2?), (14)
where
9 1 1 1 2 x 2, 72
=" (D2 fo(ly)I? [z = y[*n} (@)ne (y)d ed”y
[%S) 2
~| [ #mon] (15)
0

(see also the text below eq. (7.13) in [6]). Note that due to k(z) > k(z) for 2/ > z > 0 the
function p(z) is monotone decreasing on [0, c0) and
9 [[[1 = 91 ()(@4(2), ) = 9-(2) (- (2), k(]| < 1 (16)

Now we consider the 3-body problem. We denote v, = v(|rg — r,|), where («,3,7)
is any permutation of the numbers (1,2,3). Let us introduce the linear subspace H4 C
L*(R*) @ L*(R*) @ L*(R*), where each vector (¢, ¢2, ¢3) € H 4 satisfies the antisymmetry
requirements listed in Table [l Each operator p;, in Table [l permutes spatial coordinates
of particles i, k. Let us consider the operator M(z) on H4, whose matrix entries are the
following operators

Mas(2) = |val2 (Ho + 2%) " |ug|2. (17)

For each set of Jacobi coordinates in Fig. [[] we introduce the Fourier transform Fj, which

acts on f(xy,yx) € L*(R?) as follows

~

1 .
f(or, @) = W /dzxkdzyke_l(mk'p”yk'qk)f(xk,yk)- (18)

For any interval {2 C R let us define the cutoff operator on H 4

Xq = diag {F; "xal|a|)Fi, Fs xallg)Fa. Fs ' xalla])Fs - (19)

We separate the diagonal part of M(z) by writing M (z) = M'(z) + My(2), where My(2) :=
diag{ M11(2), Mas(z), M33(z)} and M'(z) = M(z) — My(z). The operator M'(z) is compact

for all z > 0. Indeed, we can write

M/(Z) = %{QR}M/(Z)}:[Q,R] + }:(RQO)M/(Z)%[QR}
+%[0,R]M/(z):f(37oo) + :{(R,oo)M/(Z)%(R,oo)- (20)



Since the interactions are bounded it is easy to see that the norm of each of the last three
terms is o(R) for R — oo. Hence, the compactness of the lhs of (20)) follows from the
compactness of the first term on the rhs for all R > 0. We prove its compactness by proving
the same for each of its matrix entries considered as operators on L*(R*). The operator

flx[O,R}M12(Z)%[07R}J—"2_1 has the kernel

/\l 2 1 /\l 1 7 2 !
PR NN Ll Gkl i ) L ) NP
12\P1, 415 P71, 4 ﬂ_QX[O,R} q1 (2q1+Q1>2+3q%+322 X[0,RI\1411);
(21)

—_

where |v]2 : R2 — C is the Fourier transform of |v(|z|)|2. It is elementary to check that the

Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the operator in (21)) is finite. First, we prove
Lemma 1. The following equation holds N,(H) = n(M(z),1).

Similar lemma has been proved in [3], however, we need to give a new proof in view of

antisymmetry restrictions.

Proof of Lemmall. Consider the operator

[NIES

m(z) = Z(Ho + 22)_%‘Ua| (Ho+2%)"

«

(22)

on the space L4(R*). By the BS principle [12] N,(H) = n(m(z),1). Let Ly and H,
denote the eigenspaces of the operators m(z) and M (z) respectively, which correspond to
the eigenvalue A > 1. Let us first show that the dimension of both eigenspaces is finite. Note

that by Theorem 9 in [12] o.ss(m(2)) C (—o0, 1], hence, dimL, is finite. Due to compactness
of M'(z) we have

Oess(M(2)) = 0ess(Ma(2)) © [U,Sgp J < [0,1] (23)

[oal (Ho + 22) a2

and thus dim?H, is also finite. The operator By : Ly, — H, is defined as (By\¢), =
[Va| Y2 (Hy + 22)7Y/21). Tt is easy to check that this operator is defined correctly, and by
applying this operator we infer that from dimZL, # 0 it follows that dim#, # 0. Similarly,
we define the operator B} : Hy — Ly given by Bi¢ = (Ho + 2%)7/2 3 5 |vg|'/¢3, which
is also well-defined. Applying this operator we find that dimH, # 0 <= dimL, # 0.
Since A™'B{By = 1 we get that dimL, = dim#,. Therefore, N,(H) = n(m(z),1) =
n(M(z),1). O



By Lemma [Tl and the BS principle [12]
N.(H) =n(A(2),1), (24)

where

D=

A(2) = (1= My(2)) 2 M'(2) (1 = Ma(2)) 2. (25)

For k = 1,2, 3 let us introduce the projection operators Pj(tk) on H 4, which act on f(pg, qx)

as follows
(P (0,0 = o) [ ) 0 0) (26)
and
P, = diag {]—"fle)}"l, FPO fglpf’)fg} . (27)

In (26) 7+ are Fourier transformed functions 7. defined in (I3]). Let us fix the cut off
parameter 7. € (0,1/4) and define

Ao(z) = [Py + P_|G(2) M'(2)G(2) [P+ + P_], (28)
where
G(2) = diag {F ' g:(la ) Fr, Fo g (1a) Fo, F5 ' gx(las)) F ) (29)

and ¢, : R, — R, is defined through

(1 - M(\/m)>_l/2 it s <,

0 if s > r..

g:(s) ==

By (I4) there exist 0, > 0 such that

6/
(s2 + 22)| In(s? + 22

=90 S A ) oy

for z,s € (0,r.]. Besides for r. — 0 we have § = 4/(wc3) + o(r.) and &' = 4/(wc2) + o(r.).
We shall always implicitly assume that z € (0, ] if not stated otherwise. We decompose

the operator A(z) into a sum of the main term Ay(z) and the remainder
A(z) = Ao(2) + R(2). (32)

The operators on the rhs of ([B2) are self-adjoint and compact. The proof of Theorem [ is

based on the following two theorems



Theorem 2. For allr. € (0,1/4) and a > 0

1. 1 1 211—1 = — 33
fim [ In | In 2%~ n( Ay (2), @) = o— (33)

Theorem 3. For each € > 0 one can choose r. € (0,1/4) so that
@ |In|In 22| ', (R(2),€) < e. (34)
z—

Sec. [Tl is devoted to the proof of Theorem Pl The proof of Theorem B, which is rather
involved and uses the machinery of trace ideals |13], is given in Sec. [Vl Using Theorems 2]

we can prove the main theorem

Proof of Theorem[1. For any given € € (0,1) let us fix . > 0 according to Theorem [8 The

eigenvalue distribution function satisfies the inequality [3, [14]
H(Al + Ag, ai + CLQ) < H(Al, CL1) + ﬂ(Ag, CLQ), (35)
where A; 5 € C(H) and a; 5 > 0. Using this inequality we obtain from (32)

n(A(2),1) < n(Ao(2), 1 — &) + n(R(2),2) < n(Ag(2),1 — ) + nu(R(2),e)  (36)
n(Ao(2),1+¢) <n(A(2),1) + n(=R(2),e) < n(A(2),1) + nu(R(2),¢). (37)

(Because R(z) is self-adjoint we have n(£R(z),e) < n,(R(z),¢)). Hence, using Theorems 2]
we get

— & < lim |In|In 22| 'n(A(2),1)

371'(1 + 5) z—0
— 8
- 2(-1
Sllir(l]\ln\lnz I n(A(z),1)§37T(1_6)+5. (38)
Letting ¢ — 0 and using (24]) we complete the proof. O

III. SPECTRAL ASYMPTOTIC OF THE LEADING TERM

Definition 1. For an operator function B : R, /{0} — C(H) we shall write B(z) = Oc(z) if
and only if for all € > 0 there exists zy > 0 and a decomposition B(z) = B.(z)+ P.(z), where
Be, P : R, /{0} — C(H) are such that Sup,¢ (g .y [ Be(2)]| < € and sup,¢(q ,,) dim Ran P (z) <

0,20

Q.
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TABLE I. Antisymmetry relations for (¢1, ¢2, ¢3) € Ha.

P21 = —P2|p1202 = —¢1|P1203 = —P3

P13¢1 = —@3|P13P2 = —@2|p13P3 = — @1

P13P1 = —@1|P13P2 = —@3|P23P3 = — P2

Remark. If B(z) = O¢(z) in Def. [l is such that B(z) = B*(z) then in the decomposition
one can choose B, P. so that B.(z) = B!(z) and P.(z) = P/(z). (This can be verified by
writing B(z) = (1/2)[B(z) + B! (2)] + (1/2)[P.(2) + P*(2)]).

The following proposition is obvious

Proposition 1. Suppose that B : Ry /{0} — C(H) is such that sup,¢
for some zg > 0. Then B(z) = O¢(2).

) 1B(2)|lus < o0

0,20

Proof. Let us write the singular value decomposition |13]
B(z) = Y 1 (B(2) (6n(2), - ) (=), (39)
k=1

where {¢x(2)}, {tx(2)} are orthonormal sets. For z € (0, zg) the following inequality holds

iy (2) < pi(2) + -+ i (2) < 1B(2) s < o, (40)
where a := sup,c(.,) [|B(2)||#s. For any given ¢ > 0 we can set n equal to the inte-
ger, which is larger than e . Then B.(z) := ;7 . mi(2) (dn(2), ") ¥n(2) and Po(2) :=
> net tk(2) (6%(2), -) i (2) fulfill the requirement in Def. [l O

Definition 2. Consider two operator functions A : R /{0} — C(#H1), B : R /{0} — C(H2)
such that A*(z) = A(z), B*(z) = B(z). We shall say that A(z) and B(z) are equivalent and
write A(z) ~ B(z) if either \,(A(2)) = M(B(2)) forn =1,2,... or A(z) — B(z) = Oc(z)
(the last case implies Hy = Ha).

Let us explain the point of Definition 2l Below we shall prove that Ay(z) is equivalent
to some operator function 7'(z), whose spectrum is known explicitly. Then we shall prove
that lim, .o |In|Inz||""n(Ao(2),a) = lim, o |In|Inz||"'n(T(2),a) for a > 0 thus proving

Theorem [I1

11



Let us analyze the spectrum of Ag(z). If Ag(2)¥ = AV, where ¥ € H4 and A # 0 then

due to antisymmetry requirements listed in Table [l we have

-7:1_1[f+(Q1)77+(P1) f—(%)ﬁ—(ﬁ)]
U= | F ' [f+(q2)h+(p2) + f-(a2)-(p2)] | - (41)
F3 '+ (a3)7+ (ps) + f-(a3)n—(ps)]

Substituting the last ansatz into the equation Agy(2)¥ = AV and using (B)) we find that fi

satisfy integral equation

(a) (a)
L(a)(z) I+ _ Lz)(z) Li)(z) I+ 1 I+ ' (42)
J- Loy (2) Loy (2) J- J-

The matrix entries L' (z) are integral operators on L?(R?) with the kernels

201 (Fa+ J5p) b (G + J50) 9-(lpDo-(la)

L(a) ’ _ ’ 43
1 (P q) PP pat ) (43)
L0 gy = 2 (Gt 50) - (Fop + 50) ol ) "
12\P,q) = Pt +p g+ 7
20t (Za+ Lp) - (& + L) o-(lpl)o-(la)
a V3 V3 V3 V3 z z
ng) (pa Q) = , (45)

P+ +p q+2?)
and LY (p, q) = (ng)(q,p))*. In (@3)-(@R) ¢+ (p) are Fourier transforms of the functions

1
P () == o([z]) (). (46)

The operator function L(®(z) acts on L?(R?) @ L?(R?) and clearly L (z) ~ Ay(z). The

relevant properties of the functions ¢ (p) are summarized in the following

Lemma 2. In polar coordinates 1y (p) = vo(|p|)e¥ ™, where 1y € L2((0,00); zdxz). There
are o, B,y > 0 such that

0(p)] < alpl. (47)
G (p+9) = =(p) = V(a)| < Blpllal (48)
s~ 2y <%s) o <%s) = %2) + w(s), (49)

where |w(s)| < vs? and ¢ is defined in (17).
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Proof. The representation in polar coordinates follows immediately from symmetry argu-

ments. The Fourier transformed function is

m@:i/%WMMﬁzi (777 — 1)a(r)dPr-

- 2T 2T

Using that |e™" — 1] < 2 we obtain

@) < ol | rlfo(rDlEne )|, < ol |[IrllorIZ]|

(48)) is obtained similarly using the inequality

e @I — (T 1) = ] = (e - 1) (e~ 1)] < gl

Expanding the exponent in the Fourier transform we obtain the expression

G(p) = Sl [ )l +O(pP)
0

from which (49) follows.

(50)

(52)

Using Lemmas 2] @ we conclude that L@ (z) ~ L®)(z), where the matrix entries of L ()

are integral operators with the kernels

w

—2[d1 (—1 p)
V3
Lgbl)(pv Q) = i}

(Zp) + 3 (&) b+ (Ha)] 9-UpDg-a)

P+ +p-q+2°)
W

N—
>

S

_9 [ Ly
, 1 (%
LY (p,q) = —+

1)] 9-(1p))g-(la)

(
(Gor) + 9% () - (
P +¢+p q+2?)

i
0 = 10 Gar) o () ot (G59) ¢

w

S

1)] 9-(p))g-(la)

LY (p,q) =
2 (1 4) PP+ ¢ +p-q+2°)

Y

Y

Y

and LY (p,q) = (ng)(q,p))*. The operator L®)(2) acts on L*(R?) @ L?(R?). By ([@7) we

have

1 1

b1 (a/v3m) b (2/V3p))|

22°  |pl|q] 20 2
3PP+ +p-q 3 pP+E+pog+?

2

13

PA@+p-qt2 P+

(57)



Hence, by Lemma M we have L®)(2) ~ L()(z), where L(®(z) has the matrix entries

2 [ (& by (54) ] 9-(pg=(la)

LY (p,q) =

Y

, - (59)

LY (p,q) =

)0 (G) )
2 (42 () oo (&) + 02 (&) b (Za)] o-(pDo-(la)
)0 () )

b (Z50) | g=(IpDg(lal)

Y

2|07 (4w

LY (p,q) =

and Lg? (p,q) = (ng)(q, p))* We are interested in the nontrivial spectrum of the compact
operator L' (z) on L?(R?) @ L?*(R?), that is we look for solutions of the equation

F LY(z) LY )\ (F F
LO [ | = zj)( ) 262)( ) A N i I (61)
F Ly (z) Lys(2) F FL

where A # 0. Now we employ the symmetry of integral equations and expand F,, F_ as

follows
Fi(p) =Y &2 f0(|p)), (62)
l=—00
F_(p)=Y e fO(p)), (63)
l=—00

where fil)(x) € L*([0,r.]; xdz). Substituting (62)), (63) into (GI) we find that fJ(rl)(|p|) =0
for all I except [ = £1. Thus we conclude that L) (z) ~ TH(z) ® T~ (z), where T*(2) act
on L*([0,r.]; xdz) & L*([0,r.]; zdx) and have the structure

vy [TiR) Ti)
e T3 (2) To(2) ) oy

The matrix entries are integral operators on L?([0,r.]; zdx) with the following kernels

(05 () vo (Fs) + i () vo (F5t) ] 9:(9)9:0

TYi(s,t) = Tpy(s,t) = (—4m) G2+ 12) , (69)
do (75t ) ¥ (5t ) 9:(5)g:(t)

Tih(s,t) = Ty (s, t) = (—4m) <\f ) (sz<ftz>) ) (66)
U5 (55) Yo (Fs) 9:(5)g=(t)

T3 (s, t) = Tip(s, t) = (—4m) <f ) (82<_|\_[tz? ) (67)

Toh(s,t) =T (s,t) = 0. (68)
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Below we shall consider only the spectrum of 77 (z). The spectrum of 7~ (z) is considered
analogously. Let us introduce two integral operator functions B »(z) on L*([0, r.]; zdz) with

the following integral kernels

05 (355) o (&) 9:(9)9-Oxocn
(s2+t2) ’

Bats.t) = 5 (25 ) o (o) ahcnvion | -5 ()

Our aim is to prove that B;s(2) = Oc(z). The function x(s< is such that x(scy = 1 if

Bl(s>t) = (69)

s <t and x{s<yp = 0if s > ¢ (the notation for this function using other relation symbols is

self-explanatory). Using Lemma 2l and (31) for z € (0, r.] we get

Yt fscrrdsdt
B 2<524// ® X{a<t)
” 1(Z)||HS — o 82—|—2’2 |ln($2—I—Z2)|(t2—|—22)|1n(t2—|—22)|(82—|—t2)2
s?dsdt
| In s?|| Int?|(s? 4 t2)2’ (71)

where we have used that for small s,z € (0,7.] one has (s? + 2?)|In(s? + 2?)| > s%|Ins?|.

In the last integral we pass to polar coordinates s = psin¢, ¢ = pcos¢ and obtain the

2sin®pdpdp  S*atm [T dp
B = . 72
151(2) s < / / p|Inpl? 16 /0 plInpl? (72)

The last integral converges [19] and from Proposition [ it follows that Bi(z) = Oc(2).
Similarly one shows that By(z) = O¢(z). Using this fact we obtain T (z) ~ T (z), where

inequality

T@(z) acts on the same space as TF(z) and its matrix entries have the following integral

kernels

150 = (-m) 57205 (=) o (S5 e
+ 2 (%t) o (%t) x{sgt}} 9:(8)g:(t), (73)
78(5.6) = (amt 0 (o) v () eens:(19.00) (74)
1005, = (a5~ (s ) v () w5100 (75)
T (s,t) = 0. Now let us consider the expression in square brackets in (Z3). Due to ([@3J) we

15



have a. e.

i) (e () (e

D+ wls) + wlt) — [w()xpeety + oz (®)] . (76)

2 2
& &)
6

=% + w(8) x>t T Xqs<tpw(t) =

Using (B1)) and (49]) one can easily check that Bs(z) = O¢(z), where the integral operator
Bjs(z) acts on L*([0,r.]; zdx) and has the kernel

B3(Svt) = W(S>X{s§t}gz(8)gz(t>’ (77>

Making similar decompositions for other kernels in (73))-(75) and using that B3(z) = O¢(2)

we conclude that
2mck

3

where S(2), T (z) act on the same space as 7@ (z) and their matrix entries have the following

T@(2) ~ 5(2) T(2), (78)

integral kernels

S11(5,0) = (=47) | 2 4 (o) + (0] 01000 (79)
512(37 t) = (_4W>w(t>gz(s>gz(t)v (80>
Sa1(s,t) = (—4m)w(s)g:(s)g:(1), (81)
and
Ti2(s,t) = X{s<1}9-(5)g(1), (82)
751 (57 t) = X{szt}gz(s)gz(t)a (83)
7‘11(8, t) = 752(S,t) = 522(8, t) = O (84)

Finally, from (8) we conclude that

T*(2) ~ - 20T () (85)

because S(z) for all z > 0 is a rank 3 operator. The nonzero spectrum of the operator 7 (z)

can be calculated explicitly. Note that o(7(2))/{0} = o(T'(2))/{0}, where

T 12(s,t) = X{sgt}gg(t)’ (86)
T'2(s,t) = X{s2192(1), (87)
7'/11(8, t) = T/QQ(S, t) = 0 (88)
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(This is the consequence of the fact that o(AB)/{0} = c(BA)/{0} for any bounded A, B,
see [20]). The equation T'(z)f = Af for A # 0 takes the form

Mils) = [ ptt)g2eyea (59)
M) = [ At (50
Let us make the change of variables in (89)-(Q0) setting = = (), where
o) = [ aRtonar o)
is monotone increasing. Then Eqgs. (89)-(@0) take the form
. E(re)
Mi(z) = / fa(x')da' (92)
Mote) = [ R, (95)
0

where f; € C1([0,&(r.)]). Similar integral equations were obtained in [4, [21]. Differentiating
@2)-([@3) over z gives A(dfi/dx) = —fo(x); Mdfs/dx) = fi(z). These differential equations
are solved by fi(z) = cos(A\™'z + ¢y), and fo(x) = sin(A\"'z + ¢,). Substituting these
expressions back into (02)-(@3)) we find that 7(z) has an infinite number of positive and

negative eigenvalues, namely,

£(re)
A = Mg (— = here £k =1,2,.... 94
(T = M(T () = gy where k= 1.2, (94
Note that
ol 122 ) = 2
ll_I)I(l) IIn|Inz|| " &(re) = - (95)
where ¢Z is defined in (IH). Indeed, for any p € (0,r.)
: -1
i [1n 71|~ €(r=) — ()] =0 (9)
Due to (31)) and (@1) we obtain
5/ . 2 —1 5
% <lim | In )| () < (o7)
where we have used that
[P tdt 1
lim [In | In 22| / = 98
liny |In [ 1n 2% o (24 2)[In(2 + 22)] 2 (%8)

Recall that for p — 0 we have § = 4/(wc2) +o(p) and &' = 4/(7c3) +0(p) (see the text below
Eq. (1)), which results in ([@F). Now let us prove
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Lemma 3. Suppoze K : R /{0} — C(H) is such that K(z) ~ =T (z). Then for any a > 0

. 211—1 . 2
lim In|In2%| " n(K(2),a) = e (99)
Proof. From ([@5) it follows that &(r.) — 400 when z — 0. Hence, from (@4) we get
1
. —1./ _
lim ()] n(~T (). ) = (100

We only have to consider the case when H = L*([0,r.]; zdz) & L*([0, r.]; zdx), otherwise
the statement is obvious. For any fixed € € (0,a/2) there exist zy,k > 0, and self-adjoint
B, P. : Ry — C(H) such that K(z) = —T (2) + Be(z) + Pc(z), whereby sup,. [|B(2)| <,
and sup,¢ (g »,) dim RanP;(z) < k. By (B3]

(=T (2),a+2€) <n(K(z),a) + n(—B(2),€) + n(—PF.(z),¢) (101)
nK(z2),a) <n(=T(z2),a — 2¢) + n(B(2),€) + n(P.(2),¢€). (102)

Since n(£B.(z),¢) = 0 and n(P.(z),¢) < k we obtain from (I01)), (I02) and (I00)

1 — 1
< ) (K < Ti I (K < 1
g < Il (). 0) < el (K () €~ (109
Letting ¢ — 0 we prove that
. _1 1
lim[&(ro)] (K (z),a) = —. (104)
z—0 e’
Now the result follows from (OF)). O

Proof of Theorem[2. From Lemma B and (85) it follows that

lim ‘ln|1n22|‘_1 n(T*(2),a) = lim ‘1n|ln22|‘_1n< 5 T*(2) 3a ) 4 (105)
z—0 2—0

2mct 2mcd 3ra

(we have proved (I03]) for T (z), but the analysis of the operator T~ (z) leads to the same
result). By the above analysis Ag(z) ~ T (z) @ T~ (z). Repeating the arguments in the

proof of Lemma [B] we obtain

lim |10 |10 22| ™" n(Ao(2), @) = lim [In| 1n 22| (n(T+(z),a) + n(T—(z),a)) =2 (106)

z—0

The proof of the following lemma uses the idea in [2].
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Lemma 4. Suppose that the integral operator functions Cyo(2) : Ry /{0} — C(L*(R?)) have

the integral kernels

2 /
Crlp.p)) = —= 9:(Ipg- (1)
p2_|_p/2_|_p,pl+22
Colpo ) = [pl1Pl9:(1PDg=(IP'])
’ p2+p/2+p,p/+z2

(107)

(108)
Then 0172(2’) = Oc(z)

Proof. By a direct check one finds that sup,. |[|C1(2)||ms < oo, hence C;(z) = O¢(z) by
Proposition [l Consider the integral operator C' on L*(R?) with the kernel

é( /) . X[0,11(|P\)X[o,1](\p'|)
p,p)= 72

. (109)

Let us show that this operator is bounded. Using the expansion like in ([62))-(63]) we reduce
the problem to proving that the integral operator D on L?((0,1); zdx) with the kernel

1

D(z,2') = P

(110)

is bounded. Consider the operator W : L?((0,1);zdz) — L*(0,00), which acts on f €
L2((0,1); zdz) according to the rule [W f](t) = e~ f(e™"). The operator W has a bounded
inverse and |[W f|| = ||f||, which means that W is unitary. The operator WDW ! :
L*(0,00) — L*(0,00) acts on f(t) in the following way

_ L[~ ftHat
WDW™(t) = = —_— . 111
[ ) 2/0 cosh(t — ) (111)
Applying the Young inequality [15] we get
1 (> dx s
Dl = DWY < = = —. 112
iD= wow <5 [ =T (12)

Now let us write Cs(2) in the form

C2(2) = X(r,00) ([PDC2(2) X (r,00) ([2]) + { X101 (IP]) C2(2) X 1,009 (1]
FX(r00) ([P C2(2) X101 ([P]) + X107 ([P C(2) X107 ([P]) }- (113)
On one hand, () (|P|)C2(2)X(r00)(|P]) = Oc(2) by Proposition Il On the other hand, the
norm of the terms in curly brackets can be made as small as pleased by choosing r small

enough (this easily follows from (3I) and the fact that C' is bounded). Hence, Cy(z) =
Oc(z) O
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IV. SPECTRAL BOUNDS FOR THE REMAINDER

Suppose that A; 5 € C(H) and ay2 > 0. Then the distribution function of singular values

satisfies the inequality
n“(Al +A2,a1 —|—CL2> S n“(Al,al) +n“(A2,a2>. (114)

The proof of (II4) can be found in [14] (see page 245). Using inequalities (1.4a), (1.4b) in

[13] one can easily show that

n.(AB, a) < nu(A,al| BT,
n,(BA,a) < n,(A,a||B||™) (115)

for any bounded B and A € C(H). Following [13] we shall denote by J, normed trace ideals
of compact operators, recall that the norm of A € J, is [|A]l, = (3, ,qu(A))l/p. The trace

ideal J5 is the family of Hilbert-Schmidt operators and || - || = || - ||zs. For A € J,, where
p € [1,00)
hu(A,0) = ny (A", @) < AL, (116)
Indeed,
(A, @) = (a7 A1) < 3 p(a A) = a P AJL (117)

Let us introduce the projection operator on H 4

Pu(2) = diag { 7 'PY (o) 73, P (), B 'PY () B (118)

where Pf)(z) act on f(pk, qx) as follows

P () f1(pes ar) = (1) 2% + i pi) / GL(\ 2 + &P F 0k a)dph,  (119)

and ¢4 (z;p) is the Fourier transform of ¢4 (z) in (I2). Let us denote P(z) = P, (z) + P_(2)
and Q(z) = 1 —P(2), and similarly P = P, + P_, where Py were defined in (27)). Using the

cutoff operator in (I9) we can write the decomposition

A(z) = A(2) + Ri(2) + Ri(2) + Ra(2) + Rs(2) + R5(2) + Ra(2), (120)
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where

A(z) = X, P(2) A(2)P(2) X o,r.]
Ri(2) = Xjo,r)Q(2)A(2)P(2) X 0,1
Ra(2) = X0,r.1Q(2)A(2)Q(2) X[0,r.)

Rs(2) = X0 A(2) X, 00)
Ra(2) = X, 00)A(2) X 1. 00)

The decomposition ([B2) holds true if we set

R(z) =Y Ro(2) + > [Rae1(2) + Ry (2)],

where by definition

The proof of Theorem [ is based on the following two lemmas

Lemma 5. For all € > 0 one can always fix r- € (0,1/4) so that
@) |In|In 2% ', (Ri(2),e) <e  (i=0,1,2).
Lemma 6. For any fired r. € (0,1/4) and € > 0
E\ln\lnz2\\_1nu(72i(z),a) =0 (i =3,4).

Proof of Theorem[3. By (I21I) and (I14)

2
) <> mu(Ra(2),6/7) + Z o, (Rak-1(2),€/7).
k=0
Let us fix 7. as in Lemma Bl Then by Lemmas [5]

@) |In|In 22| ', (R(2),€) < 4¢/T.

We shall need the following estimates of the Hilbert-Schmidt operator norms
Lemma 7. For z € (0,r.] and R > 1 there is ¢ > 0 such that

[ X(0.0 M (2)G( < er?|In|In2?,

2)[is <
%0, P(2)A(2) X () || g < ¢RI | In 22|,
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Before proving Lemma [1] let us prove the following trivial bound
Lemma 8. Suppose that vy : R? — R, is Borel and |vy(z)| < aje=21®l where ap9 are

constants. Then its Fourier transform ty(p) for any a € R? satisfies the inequality
[60(p + a) — do(p — a)| < [min(1L, |a])] |fa(p)], (129)

where f,(p) is the Fourier-transform of f, € L*(R?) and sup, || f.|| < co.
Proof. By definition of the Fourier transform

fulp -+ a) = p = @) =+ [ €0 o710 Ay a) = min, o] lp). (130)

where
o) := —2[min(1, |a])] " sin(a - z)e~ F=! [e%w\uo(x)] . (131)
Note that
81;10) H[min(l, la])] " sin(a - z)e” 7 7! N < H(l + |a])e= T <00 (132)
The Lemma is proved because the norm of the function in square brackets in (I31]) is
finite. O

Proof of Lemma[7 Let us start with (I27). Without loss of generality and in view of anti-

symmetry relations (Table[l]) it is enough to prove that
(133)

(1= pos) F ey (|1 ) F Mo (2) (1 = pia) Fy g ([aa]) Py < er?In [ In 22,

for some ¢ > 0, where the operator in (I33) is considered on L?(R?*). After applying the

appropriate Fourier transform the operator in (I33]) has the following integral kernel (c.f.

eq. (1)

1 9-(1¢'])
K(p,a:p',d) = = Xpor
(puqupaq) 7T2X[07 s}(‘q|)(2q/+q)2+3q2+322
XFF<+2/+1)|/F< 2, 1)}
v|2 — —q) —v2\p——F—=q — —F=
Pt Rt t Al VARV

V3
|2 ! 2 q)} . (134)

x {ﬁlg(p’—iq’—i@ — ol (o + —=d + =
V3T V3 V3T V3
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Thus by Lemma 8]

/ \K(p,q; 1, q) | dpd*qd*p' d*q
2¢' + q|q' + 2q/°
2q' + q)? + 3¢% + 322]

< C’/X[o,rg}(\QI)g,f(\Q'D[( ~d*qd’q < C’(a’)zrffg,fﬂp\)dzp, (135)

where ¢/, o/ are constants and

: 24’ + qlld’ + 2q|
= < 0. 136
e+ g+ 3¢ +322 (136)

On account of (31 for z < r.

e tdt
2d2<25/ =76 [|In|In 2%|| — |In|In(2* 4 r2
[ ohin < )i | i = [ 1 21| = 1 | 1n(* 13
(137)
Substituting (I37) into (I35) we prove (I27). Now let us consider (I28]).
2 —1/2||?
%0, P(2)AG) X e [75 = [[PIGEM ()X o) (1= Ma2) ™
2
<G M' ()X (R oo || 11 » (138)
where
, ~1/2 2
¢ = sup ‘(1 — My(2)) %(Rm)H < o0 (139)
z€(0,r¢]
Hence, (I28) would follow if we could prove that
1% R0y M (2)G(2)|| 3 < cR7?|In| In 22| (140)

for some ¢ > 0 (in the last equation we have used that ||A| gs = ||A*||us for A € C(H)).

Again without loss of generality the problem reduces to proving that

(1 = pas) Fi " Xroo) (|01 ) F1 Mz (2) (1 —p13)]:2_19z(|€I2|)]:2H25 < cR7*|In|nz?||, (141)

for some ¢ > 0. Let us denote by K (p,q; P, q') the integral kernel of the operator on the lhs
of (I41]). By Lemma 8 we obtain

/ \K(p,q;p, ¢)|d*pd*qd?p' d*q/
~ dzq 201 TN g2 1 -2 2
SC | | R[q2+22]2 gz(|q|>dq SCR |].Il|].nZ ||7 (142>
ql>

where ¢, ¢ > 0 are constants. ]
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Proof of Lemmald. Let us first consider R(z), which according to (I22]) can be rewritten
as

Ro(z) = P(2)G(2)M'(2)G(2)P(z) — PG(2)M'(2)G(2)P. (143)

By (I14) without loosing generality it suffices to prove that for any € > 0 one can choose r.
so that
T |In | In 22\\—1%([1@(2) — P]G(2)M'(2)G(2)P(2), 5) < /3. (144)

Using the upper bound (II6]) we get

n, ( [P(2) — P]G(z)M'(2)G(2)P(2), 5)
< e2||[B(2) — P]G(2)M'(2)G(2)B(2)| %

<?|P) ~ PG| [20dl (GG (145)

Note that from (I3)) it follows that ||o+(2) — 71| < c2?|In 2| for some ¢ > 0. Together with

29)-(B1) this gives
lim ||[P(z) — P]G(2)|| < cre, (146)

z—0

where ¢ > 0 is a constant. Now (I23)) for i = 0 follows from (I4H), (I40) and Lemma [7 if
we choose r. small enough. Now let us prove (I23) for i = 1. By (I16) and Lemma [7]

lRi(2),6) < =7 00 (1 - M)

Q2)(1 — My(2))®

2.2

2
< coe” |In |In 2%|]. (147)

From (I6) it follows that
< 00 (148)

T || Q(2) (1 — Ma(2)) 2

and thus (I23) holds true for i = 1 if r. is chosen small enough. The proof of (I23)) for i = 2

is done analogously. O

The proof of the next lemma is based on the following fact, which is proved on page 40
in [13]. Consider the operator f(z)g(—iV) acting on L?(R*), where f, g € L2 (for notations
see [13]). Then

o

2

IF@g(—iV) < C { Ja+ |9:|2)3|f(x)l2d4x}2 { Ja+ |x|2>3|g<a:>|2d4x} o (149)
where the constant C' does not depend on f, g.

24



Proof of Lemmal@. Let us first consider (I24]) for the case when ¢ = 4. On one hand, by

(13)

n,(Ra(2),e) <my, (%(r67oo)M'(z),c_15), (150)
where
~1/2 2
c= sup )(1 — My(2)) X o) < o0 (151)
z€(0,r¢]
On the other hand there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that
H.’f(rsm)(M'(z) — M'(z')H <22 =27 (152)

Eq. (I52)) follows from (I7)) after the applying the resolvent identity. From (I52)) it follows
that the operators X, .)M'(2) form a Cauchy sequence for z — 0 and converge in norm

to a compact operator. Hence, the lhs of (I50) is bounded by a constant for z € (0, 7.] and
(I24) for i = 4 is proved. Now let us consider (I24) for i = 3. By (14

n,(Ra(2),2) < (R (2),6/3) + n,u(R3(2),/3) + n,(RY (), ¢/3), (153)
where

R (2) = Xjor P(2) A(2) X v my
RY (2) = X10,0Q(2)A(2) X1 00)
R (2) = X0 P(2) A(2) X (5.00),

and R € (re,00) is a parameter. Using the continuity arguments in the beginning of the

proof one easily shows that
lim | In | 1n 27, (RY(2),¢/3) =0 (154)
for all values of R. From Lemma [7 it follows that
lim |In| In 2", (RY(2),e/3) = o(1/R). (155)
Thus instead of (I24)) for ¢ = 3 it suffices to prove that
i |In| In 2", (RY(2),2/3) =0 (156)
for all fixed r.,e, R > 0. Like in the proof of Lemma [1 it suffices to show that

@ |In|In 22| ""n, (K(2),&0) =0 (157)
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for all fixed 7., e9, R > 0, where
K(z) = v Fi  a.(la)FiFs (05 + &5 + 2°) " X r) (| 2] ) Fove (158)

acts on the space L*(R*). Let us split K(z) into two parts K(z) = K1(2) + Ka(z), where
Ki(2) = K(2)X[0,r(|71]) and Ko(2) = K(2)x(r,)(|z1]) and R' > 0 is a parameter. By (I14)

and (16
(K (2), e0) < 2e0 1K1(2) 1 + 4eg |1 K2(2) s (159)

)

< c¢(R)|In|lnz%|, (160
Fprda<n (PP + @+ 22)? (R[]I 27|, (160)

2

Using formula (I49) we obtain the bound

1 V3

s < ellols [ o [ 1+ fof + P xe(ahe? ( So- %

y / d?p » (1+p*+¢%)3
pl<r. (P2 4+ 22| In(p? + 22)] J, <

where ¢(R') € (0,00) is a constant, which depends on R’. (The first integral in (I60)
converges because v can be bounded by the exponent).
Let us write the Fourier transform F; as a product F; = F,F,, where F,, are partial

Fourier transforms in variables x; and y; respectively. The operator F,KCs(z)F, ~1 can be

Yy
written as a product F,Ks(2)F, " = KSY(2)K$? (2), where

_ —1
KM (2) = Xorg (@ )0z ) F (02 + ¢ + 22)

V3 1
X X[re,R] (’7191 + 5(]1‘ FaX (R o0)(|71]) (161)
1 V3 5
K5 (2) = g(|aa) Fyo (—5361 + Tyl)fy ! (162)

The integral operator ICgl)(z) has the kernel ICgl)(zl, rh;q1,2) and acts on f(xq,q;) € L*(R?)

as follows
K5 (2) (1, 1) = / IS (w1, 245 g, 2) f (o, o) P (163)
Similarly, K;z)(z) has the kernel
K, dfi2) = g exp(“x(a —a) - 2)o (@) —a), (164)
T V3

where © is the Fourier transform of v. Now using (I64]) we can estimate the Hilbert-Schmidt

norm

1Ka(2) 125 = 17 (K (2) |45 < Bd(R')| In]In 27, (165)
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where [ > 0 is a fixed constant and

d(R') = sup / S (21, 24 a4, 2) [P Py da). (166)
|Q1|§7’s
z€[0,r¢]

Let us show that d(R') — 0 for R* — oco. Consider the compact integral operator G(q, 2),
which depends on the parameters gy, z, acts on L?(R?) and has the structure G(qi,2) =
v(|z])g(—iV), where

g(s) = (s* + ¢ + 2 (}—s + q1‘> . (167)
Then it is easy to see that

d(R) = sup ||G(q1, 2)x( .00 ([2])]| 55 (168)

lq1|<re
z€[0,r¢]

For fixed ¢,z the operator G(q, z) is Hilbert-Schmidt, this can be checked by using Eq.
(4.7) in |13]. Thus for each fixed ¢,z the expression under supremum in (IG8]) goes to
zero for R' — oo. Using the same Hilbert-Schmidt norm estimate it is easy to show that
for all € > 0 there is n > 0 such that ||G(q1,2) — G(q1, 2)||lus < €/2 if |1 — ¢}| < n and
|z — 2'| <n. We can cover the set {q1| |¢1] < r.} U{z|z € (0,r.]} with the finite number of

points (¢\”, 2®) in such a way that for any (q1,2) € {qi||q| < -} U{z|z € (0,r.]} there

(@0)

would exist (¢\, 20)) such that |¢ — ¢\"| < 5 and |z — 2(9)| < 5. Let us set R’ so that

max; ||g(q1 ,z(l))x( y(Jz]) HHS < €. Then we would have d(R') < €2. Since ¢ is arbitrary
we conclude that d(R') — 0 for R’ — oo.

Summarizing, due to (I59), (I60) and (I65]) we have the upper bound
n,(K(2), 20) < 265 [e(R)]2|In | In 2%||2 + 4e52Bd(R)| In | In 2. (169)
Thus it follows that the lhs in (I57) is bounded by a fixed constant times d(R'). Letting

R’ — oo we complete the proof of (124]) for i = 3. O
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