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Distinguished self-adjoint extension
of the two-body Dirac operator
with Coulomb interaction®

Dirk-André Deckert | Martin Oelker ¥
May 25, 2018

Abstract We study the two-body Dirac operator in a bounded external field
and for a class of unbounded pair-interaction potentials, both repulsive and
attractive, including the Coulomb type. Provided the coupling constant of the
pair-interaction fulfills a certain bound, we prove existence of a self-adjoint
extension of this operator which is uniquely distinguished by means of finite
potential energy. In the case of Coulomb interaction, we require as a technical
assumption the coupling constant to be bounded by 2/.
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1. Introduction

Self-adjoint extensions of one-particle Dirac operators in an external field have received
much attention in the past and are still subject of very active research (see, e.g., [34],
[19], [14], [6], [1], [10], and [9] for a great survey). As these operators are not bounded
below, no canonical extension in the sense of the Friedrichs extension for bounded below
operators is available. Therefore, one main objective in the literature is the determination
of distinguished self-adjoint extensions and their classification.

For more than one particle, one usually considers the so-called Brown-Ravenhall oper-
ators, i.e., many-body Dirac operators projected to the (carefully chosen) positive energy
subspace. These operators are bounded below, and thus, the Friedrichs extension can be

*This work was partially funded by the Elite Network of Bavaria through the Junior Research Group
“Interaction between Light and Matter”. M.O. gratefully acknowledges financial support from the
German Academic Scholarship Foundation.

fMath. Inst. Universitit Miinchen, 80333 Miinchen, Germany, deckert@math.Imu.de

fMath. Inst. Universitiit Miinchen, 80333 Miinchen, Germany, loelker@math.Imu.de


http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.09634v1
mailto:deckert@math.lmu.de
mailto:oelker@math.lmu.de

exploited (see, e.g., [30], [8], [I8]). In these settings, mainly spectral questions are under
investigation (see [17] and references therein).

In this article, we study a self-adjoint extension of the unprojected two-body Dirac
operator for unbounded potentials such as the Coulomb type. Such operators are gener-
ically unbounded below and therefore often dismissed as unphysical. Nonetheless, they
are frequently employed in numerical studies in relativistic quantum chemistry—see [16]
for an overview and concerning spectral properties, e.g., [12], [16], [21], [22], [32], [33]. It
is therefore desirable to understand these unprojected two-body Dirac operators better
also from a mathematical point of view. This was recently emphasized by Derezinski in
[5]. Furthermore, the presented technique may be a stepping stone to give insight into
the domain properties of the generator of the time evolution of the Dirac sea [3, 4].

To our best knowledge, there is only one publication so far that touches upon this
topic [20]. In their work, the two-body Dirac operator for Coulomb interaction potential
and Coulomb external potential is studied. Unfortunately, the given proof of essential
self-adjointness comprises a gap, which is briefly discussed in Appendix [Al below.

Here, we prove existence of a self-adjoint extension for a class of two-body Dirac
operators. Besides existence, it is also desirable to provide a criterion that distinguishes
the extension uniquely and is physically meaningful at the same time. We adopt the
criterion of finite potential energy. This criterion is well-known from the one-particle
case (see [34]).

The main difficulty we face is of technical nature. The free two-body operator exhibits
a non-trivial nullspace in the coordinate of the interaction. This nullspace is hidden in the
standard representation of the Dirac matrices. Thus, an unbounded interaction potential
cannot be relatively bounded by the free operator and a lot of standard perturbation
techniques based on such a bound are not applicable. Instead we use a Frobenius-
Schur factorization based on this nullspace and its orthogonal complement and infer
self-adjointness of the full two-body Dirac operator from self-adjointness of the Schur
complement. The quadratic form techniques involved in this require the use of the theory
of Calderén-Zygmund singular integrals. We want to remark that a similar method,
although in a different context, has also been used in [7].

2. Main results and strategy of proof

The central object of study of this article is Hpc, the two-body Dirac operator with
interaction potential Vi in the presence of an external potential V. The relevant
Hilbert space is the twofold tensor product of the Hilbert space of C*-valued, square
integrable functions, i.e.,

Ho = LA(R3, d3z) ® C* @ L*(R3, d3y) @ CL. (1)
On H,, the symbolic expression of Hpc takes the form

HDC = HO + ‘/ext + V}nm (2)



where the free two-body Dirac operator Hy is given by
Hy = (—io- Vg + fmy) ®id +1id ® (—ia - Vy + Sma) (3)

in the units in which both the speed of light ¢ and Planck’s constant A equal one. More-
over, mj,mz > 0 denote the masses of the two particles and V, 0/0x;, etc., denote the
gradient with respect to = (21, 22,73)" € R3 and partial derivative with respect to
xz;, © = 1,2,3, respectively. We denote by idx the identity on the space X—however,
wherever unambiguous, we usually drop the subscript X. As it is helpful to distinguish
the identity on L? from the identity matrix on C", we denote the latter by 1,,.

We assume Veyt to be bounded and symmetric, i.e., for all f, g € Hy we have

(g, Vext f)| = [(Vextg, f)| < o0 (4)

The precise form of Vey plays no role concerning self-adjointness, we have, however, a
finite nucleus model of Coulomb type with regularized singularity in mind.

As regards the interaction potential, we define Viy for almost all «,y € R3 as multi-
plication operator, i.e.,

(Vintf) (,y) = 116 ﬁ f(@,y), (5)

where v € R is the coupling constant, 0 < kK < 1 controls the strength of the singularity,
and where f € Hs fulfills Viy f € Ha. Usually, we drop the identity matrix 116. We note
that Coulomb interaction potentials, i.e., kK = 1, are included in class (B).

The canonical domain of Hy as well as of Hpc is

Dy := HY(R3, d®z) @ C* @ HY(R3, d®y) ® C*, (6)

where H”* denotes the k-th Sobolev space over L2.
Furthermore, the Hermitian matrices o = (a1, a9, a3) and 3 are the so-called Dirac
matrices in standard representation

o(27) o3 5)

where o = (01,092, 03) are the Pauli matrices

(1) () e (3 0),

The Dirac matrices obey the following anticommutation relations
argay + oy, = 201y, k1=1,2,3,
aiﬂ—i-ﬁoci:O, Z‘:172737 (9)
/82 = 147



where d; = 1 if kK = [, and zero else.

Our results about self-adjointness are collected in the following Theorem [Il As this
paper is structured roughly according to its claims m)-@), we give the proof of each of
these claims in the corresponding section. See the article outline below.

Theorem 1. Let 0 < k <1 and MMS/Q < 1, where M, > 0 is given by

._ —HF(%_%)
M, =2 7F(%—|—g) (10)

a) Hy is self-adjoint on its natural domain D(Hy) = {f € Ha| Hof € Ha}.

b) There exists a self-adjoint extension of Hpc, denoted by Hpc, with domain D(Hpg),

given in Eq. (II0).

c) Hpc is the unique self-adjoint extension that fulfills for all f € D(ﬁDc) the condition

[ Epot[f1] := [(f, (Vext + Vint) )| < o0 (11)

and that can be split into a relative and a center-of-mass part, as it is made precise
in Theorem [8, in particular, Eq. (I48).

Remark 1. We want to remark:

a) Although part a) of Theorem [I] comes as no surprise, it turns out that, contrary to
what one might have expected, the domain of self-adjointness D(Hy) is not contained
in the tensor product of the form domains of two one-particle Dirac Hamiltonians.
Heuristically, the reason for this phenomenon is that two particles described by Hy
can both have infinite kinetic energy as long as these energies cancel. This will be
made clear in Remark

b) For k = 1, i.e., the case of Coulomb interaction, the condition on the coupling constant
is |y| < 2/m. The smaller & is chosen, the larger values of || are allowed.

¢) We have no reason to believe that the restriction on the coupling constant v is opti-
mal in the sense that larger values of || would not allow for self-adjoint extensions
anymore. We believe it is mainly due to our method of proof. Techniques from the
theory of self-adjoint extensions of the one-particle Dirac operator with external po-
tential may be applied in order to obtain larger values of |y|. This is however not our
focus here.

Article outline and strategy of proof After a change of coordinates to relative
and center-of-mass coordinates, introduced in (I4]) of Section BT} the two-body Dirac-
Coulomb Hamiltonian Hpg splits into a relative and a center-of-mass Hamiltonian; cf.
B2), B4), B9) in Section B.I.3l The coefficient matrices of the total momentum operator



and the relative momentum operator, the matrices M and M~ defined in (I8]) of Sec-
tion B.I.2] no longer obey the anticommutation relations ([@)). They exhibit a non-trivial
nullspace structure which carries over to the free relative and center-of-mass Hamilto-
nians and does not permit a straightforward application of Kato-Rellich perturbation
theory to probe self-adjointness (see Lemma [2)). For their study, we are led to introduce
the projection P_ which projects on the nullspace of the free relative Hamiltonian, as
well as the projection on the orthogonal complement, Py. In Section Bl we introduce
all these basic objects and collect their fundamental properties relevant to our study.

Section provides all the needed properties of the free two-body Dirac Hamiltonian,
in particular, the proof of claim @) of our main result Theorem [

In order to study Hpc, the orthogonal projections Py and P_ are employed to split
the Hilbert space of the relative coordinate into two orthogonal subspaces, i.e., H™ =
HTI@HTI. This splitting is not left invariant by the Coulomb interaction. Therefore, one
is naturally led to consider the parts of the relative Hamiltonian H™ in the various sub-
spaces, i.e., we obtain a 2 x 2-matrix representation of H™ whose entries are unbounded
operators and given by PLH™ Py on the diagonal and Py H releF on the off-diagonal,
respectively; see (0) in Section B3]

In order to construct a self-adjoint extension of Hpc, which is the content of Section B3]
we will use that—under some conditions—self-adjointness of matrix operators is encoded
in the so-called Schur complement, denoted by S: First, we will construct a self-adjoint
extension of S, namely Sp, cf. Lemma [§ of Section [3.3] This will then allow us to define
a self-adjoint extension H;?l of H™! see Theorem @ of Section .3}, which finally paves the
way to the self-adjoint extension of Hpg, denoted by Hpc, in Theorem [ of Section 331
This proves claim [bl) of Theorem [[I We want to remark that a similar strategy, although
in a different setting, has been employed in [7].

Furthermore, we prove that the interaction potential is not relatively bounded by the
free relative Hamiltonian (Lemma [2)).

As Sf is given as a form sum, it will turn out to be very convenient to compute the
closure of the form associated with S explicitly. At the heart of this computation lies
Theorem [ whose proof is quite lengthy and therefore given in the separate Section 3.4l
It uses the Calderéon-Zygmund theory of singular integrals.

That Hpc is a distinguished self-adjoint extension of Hpc, which is shown in the last
Section 35 holds in the following sense: Let H be any self-adjoint extension of Hpc
that can be split into a relative and a center-of-mass part. Then, f € D(fl ) has finite
potential energy if and only if H = Hpc. This is satisfying in two respects. First, it is
a physically sensible criterion, and second, the criterion singles out Hpc uniquely. This
proves claim @) of Theorem [II

The Appendix [A] contains a comment on [20], the only publication of which we are
aware that also treats self-adjointness of Hpc.

In Appendix [B] all needed tools to study matrix operators with unbounded entries
are collected. Most notably, we introduce the Frobenius-Schur factorization of a matrix
operator, see (I75) and Theorem



3. Proofs

3.1. Definitions and preliminary results
3.1.1. Coordinate transformation, Hilbert spaces, Fourier transform

It will be convenient to introduce a change of the coordinates x,y € R? by means of
1
ri=x-—y, R:zi(m+y). (12)

Here, » € R3 is the relative coordinate (abbreviated by rel) and R € R? the center-of-
mass coordinate (com). Furthermore, we define with X := (z,y) and Y := (r, R) the
transformation matrix U: R? x R3 — R3 x R3 as

(135 (2) 7

Since det U = 1, it induces a unitary transformation on the two-particle Hilbert space
U: Hy — L*(R3, d*R) @ C'® @ L*(R3, d®r) (14)
given by (Uf)(Y) := f(X) = f(U~'Y). We define the Hilbert spaces
W= C @ LX (R, d%r), HO™:=L*R? d*R)® C'S. (15)

Norm and scalar product on all of the used Hilbert spaces are denoted by || - || and (-, -),
respectively. In some cases, possible confusion is avoided by suitable subscripts. The
scalar product on H'™ of f,g € H™ is defined as

16
()= [ fieyamyatr = [P o) (16)

R =1

and in analogy to that in the other Hilbert spaces. f* is the k-th component of the
C'%-spinor f. Z denotes complex conjugation of z € C. Instead of f(r)'f(r), we will
often just write |f(r)[>. When finite, || - || also denotes the norm of a linear operator.
The context will always distinguish it from the LP-norm. The operator closure of an
arbitrary, but closable linear operator A is denoted by A. No confusion with complex
conjugation will arise.

We define, as it is usually done for square-integrable, C-valued functions, the following

Fourier transform on L?(R3) for almost all p € R? by

f(p) == (Ff)(p) = lim e 2P f(r) dPr (17)

M—o0 |r|<M

where the limit is taken in the L?-sense. In some cases, the notation Fg and F, clarifies,
whether the Fourier transform is taken with respect to the center-of-mass coordinate
or the relative coordinate. This definition carries over to L*(R3®) ® C" by applying the



transformation component-wise. We introduce the notation for the relative momentum
operator p = —iV, and the total momentum operator P = —iVg and remark with
respect to this notation that it denotes both, the differential operators —iV g and —iV,,
respectively, when acting on f as well as multlphcatlon with P € R? and p € R3?,
respectlvely, when acting on f in Fourier space. With p we mean |p| for any p € R3.
With p2, however, we denote the operator product p?. Moreover, operators that are
composed of P or p are defined with help of the Fourier transform. E.g., the operator
(p? + 1)*/2 that will appear in Section 3] is defined in Fourier space as multiplication
by (p* 4 1)*/2? with p € R3.

3.1.2. The projections P, and P_

In this section, the projections P, and P_ are introduced. They are central to the study
of Hpc insofar as they reveal the technical obstacle that does not allow to use standard
techniques to study Hpc. This is seen explicitly in Lemma 2] which opens Section B3l

The reader should be warned that P, and P_ are not the spectral projections of Hy,
i.e., the operators that project on the positive and negative part of the spectrum of Hy.

What P, and P_ project onto, is the content of Proposition 2

We define the 16 x 16-matrices M* = (Mli, M;E, Mi) by
1
M*::§(a®14+14®a), M =a®l;-1,Qa. (18)
They become relevant later on as coefficient matrices of P and P, when transforming

Hpc to relative and center-of-mass coordinates. Consequently, we define M~ - p in the
underlying Hilbert space H* with domain

D5~ {7 e

pf e} (19)
and P - M in the underlying Hilbert space H™ with domain
D(P-Mt) ={fe me‘ P-MTfenem ], (20)

Without hat, M~ - p means the 16 x 16-matrix, whereas with hat, M~ - p denotes an
(unbounded) operator.
Proposition 1.
a) For all p € R3, we have dimKer(M™ - p) = 8.
b) Ker(M~ - p) is isomorphic to C® @ L2(R3, d3r).

¢) Ker(P - M) is isomorphic to L*(R3, d3R) @ C8.



Proof. a) This follows as for all p € R? one finds that M~ - p has the eigenvalue 0 with
multiplicity 8.

b) As M~ -p is a Hermitian matrix, there exists a unitary matrix u(p) which diagonalizes
M~ - p. We find for almost all p € R3

—14|p|
u(p) M~ - pu(p)’ =2 14/p| : (21)
0Og

where u(p)! denotes the adjoint of u(p). In L2, we have Ker(|p|) = {0}, and therefore,
Ker(M™ - p) is determined solely by Og in the lower right corner, i.e., the eigenvalue
0 of M~ - p with multiplicity 8. These eigenvalues in turn correspond to 8 linearly
independent eigenvectors of the matrix M~ -p. Thus, u(p) establishes an isomorphism
between Ker(M™ - p) and C® ® L?(R3, d3r), which proves the statement.

¢) Analogously to b). O

In order to give the definition of Py, we define for almost all p € R3 the Hermitian
16 x 16-matrix

a-pRa-p

2 (22)

7(p) ==

With help of the anticommutation relations (@) for the Dirac matrices, we obtain 7(p)? =

116. This implies that multiplication with 7(p) defines a bounded operator on all of H*,
Definition 1. We define the operator T: H™ — H™ by its action on all f € H™ and

for almost all » € R3

(1)r)i= Jm | *" P 1(p) f(p) d’p (23)

where the limit is taken in the L?-sense. We define the operators Py: H™ — HIE by

Py:=—(id£7) (24)

1
2

where ’Hf = PyH™. We also define for almost all p € R® the 16 x 16-matriz

Pi(p) :== 5 (116 £ 7(p)) - (25)

DN | =

For the moment, it suffices to define Py as Fourier multiplier. In Section 3.4l however,
integral kernels are derived.

Proposition 2. The following statements hold:

a) P_ is the orthogonal projection onto Ker(M™ - p), i.e., H™ = Ker(M™ - p).



b) Py is the orthogonal projection onto Ker(M™ - p)t, i.e., H'' = Ker(M™~ - p)*.

c) PPLM™ -pP.f=M"-pf and P-M~ -pf =0 for all f € DIM™ - D).

Furthermore, H™ = Hfl © H™ and HE' are themselves Hilbert spaces.

Proof. a) First, we prove that P_ is an orthogonal projection, i.e., P2 = P_, P_ is

)

bounded, and P* = P_. Since (a-p)? = 14p?, we obtain P_(p)? = P_(p) for almost
all p € R3. Thus, P? = P_ follows.

P_ is bounded with ||P_|| = 1 since P_(p) is a Hermitian matrix with the only
eigenvalues being 0 and 1. This also implies self-adjointness P* = P_.

In order to show that P_ projects onto Ker(M™ - p), we prove H™ = Ker(M™-p). A
computation shows for almost all p € R M~ - pP_(p) = 0 and therefore, we obtain
P_f e Ker(M~ -p) for all f e H™, ie., H*® C Ker(M™ - p).

For the reverse inclusion Ker(M™ - p) C H™!, we pick an f € Ker(M™ - p) and show
that P_f = f. We use u(p) from the proof of Proposition [} line (21]), and compute
for almost all p € R3

u(p)P-(p)u(p)’ = ( 0s 1s > : (26)

Recalling that in L? one has Ker(|p|) = {0}, we see that M~ - pf = 0 implies that
the only non-zero components of u(p)f are those components on which u(p)P-_u(p)*
acts as identity. Therefore, we can conclude that P_f = f.

P, is an orthogonal projection by the same argument as for P_. In order to show
that P, projects on Ker(M™ - p)*, we compute for almost all p € R? P_(p)P, (p) =
P, (p)P_(p) = 0 and therefore, for all f, g € H*

(Pyf,P-g) = (f,PrP_g) = 0. (27)
The statement follows since the relations

P (p)M™ -pP,(p)=M" -p (28)
P_(p)M™-p=0 (29)

hold for almost all p € R3.

Since the projections Py are closed, Hriel are closed subspaces of 1. With the inherited
inner product from H™!, it follows that they are themselves Hilbert spaces. This implies
H = A @ H m



3.1.3. Operators and domains

In line (@), we already defined the free two-particle Dirac operator with masses my,ms >
0 as

Hy = (—ia- Vg + pm) ®id +id @ (—ia - Vy + fma) (30)
with domain
Do = HY(R3, d3z) ® C* @ H'(R3, d®y) ® C*. (31)

When external as well as interaction potential are included, it yields the Dirac-Coulomb
Hamiltonian from line (2)) which reads

Hpc = Ho + Vext + Vint (32)

whose domain is also Dy.

Now, we apply the coordinate transformation U to relative and center-of-mass coordi-
nates () to Hy as well as to Hpc. It is here where the matrices M* = (Mli, Mzi, M:;—L)
from line (I8)) enter our considerations. From lines (I8)—(20), we already know the free
relative Hamiltonian M~ - p with domain

DM~ - p) = {fe%rel

M~ pf € ’Hrel} (33)
in the underlying Hilbert space H*®! as well as the free center-of-mass Hamiltonian P-M*
with domain

D(P-MJF):{fe’Hcom‘P-M+f67-[com} (34)

in the underlying Hilbert space H™. Since the mass terms Sm; and Smso do not play
a role concerning self-adjointness, we set m; = 0 = my for now. We obtain

T:= U((—ia : Vm) & idLQ(de)®C4 + idLQ(dSy)®(C4 & (—z’a : Vy)) Ut
=P -M' ®idpa(gs,) +idp2(a2r) @ M - p. (35)

Note the different L?-identities: In the upper line, the identities have a spin part, whereas
in the lower line, they do not.

For our convenience, we do not introduce a new symbol for the transformed domain
and obtain therefore

Dy = U(H'(R?, d*) @ C* & H' (R, dy) & C*)
= H'(R3, &®R) @ C*% @ H'(R3, d3r). (36)

Since also Vext plays no role concerning self-adjointness as it is bounded and symmetric
(see (), we set it to zero. It can be restored later on by means of a bounded perturbation.
Hence, conjugating Hpc with U with masses m; = 0 = mo and Ve = 0 yields

(]I’IDCUTi1 = T+ idLQ(d?’R) & '}’V
P M'@id+id® (M~ -p+9V). (37)

10



where, in the underlying Hilbert space ™, V is the operator of component-wise multi-
plication with |r|~* for almost all » € R3 and all 0 < x < 1 with domain

D) = {fen

e met ) (38)

It is well-known that V' is positive and self-adjoint on D(V).
We saw in Section 1.2l Prop. @ that P, and P_ split ™ into two orthogonal
subspaces, i.e., H' = P, H™ @ P_H™ = Hj_el @ H'!. This means that we can recast

H =M™ -p+~V (39)

in matrix form as

Hrel — P+ Hrel PJr + PJr Hrel P +P Hrel P+ + P Hrel P
P_AVP, P_AVP.

where we already applied PLM™ -pP, = M~ - p, proven in Proposition ). The domain
of H™! is

D(H™) = Dy @ (D(V) 1) (41)
where

Dy = (CY¥® HY(R?, &%) nH. (42)
For sake of completeness, we show that D(H"™) is dense in H™.

Proposition 3. D(H™) is dense in H™.

Proof. The statement of the proposition follows if D, is dense in ’Hffl and D(V) N H*
is dense in ™! since the splitting of H™! is orthogonal. The former statement follows
from density of H' in L?, the latter holds then by Hardy’s inequality. O
3.2. The free two-body Dirac operator

Before we include the interaction, it will be essential to study the free two-body Dirac
operator given in (3). In this section, we will provide the proof of claim a) of Theorem [I]
and furthermore, Lemma [I] that will be helpful in the next section when the interaction
is included.

Theorem 2 (Claim @) of Theorem [l). The following statements hold:
a) Hy with domain D(Hy) = {f € Ha| Hof € Ha} is self-adjoint.
b) M~ - p with domain D(M™ -p) = {f € H™|M~ - pf € H™} is self-adjoint.

¢) P-M with domain D(P - M) = {f € HM| P -M*f € HO™) is self-adjoint.

11



d) Hy with domain Dy is essentially self-adjoint.
e) M~ - p with domain C'6 @ H?(R3, d3p) is essentially self-adjoint.

Proof. Since self-adjointness of Hy, M~ - p, and P Mt is proven along the same lines,
we only show it for Hy. Parts b) and ¢) then follow.

a) As the mass term fm; ® 14 + 14 ® Smg is bounded and symmetric, it suffices
to show self-adjointness of Hy for m; = 0 = mg. In this case and recalling (14
and (B5), we obtain T = UHoU~!. As U is unitary, self-adjointness of 7" implies
self-adjointness of Hy.

We define the C1¢ x C®-matrix T(P, p) for all P,p € R? by
T(P,p):=P -M" +M" -p. (43)

Since T(P,p) is Hermitian for all P,p € R3, T is symmetric on D(T) = UD(Hy).
Hence, it suffices to show D(T*) C D(T).

Let f € D(T*). Then, we obtain for all g € D(T)
Tf9) = (179 = [ FPp) T(Pp)Pp) P
X

= /RS o [T(P,p)f(P,p)]' g(P,p) d*pd*P (44)

Since (C°(R? x R3))®16 is contained in D(T), this holds in particular for all g €
(C°(R3 x R3))®16. This yields for almost all P,p € R3

T(P,p)f(P,p) = (T"f) (P,p), (45)

and thus, since f € D(T*), we get Tf € UHy. Therefore, we can conclude f €
D(T).

d) This is well-known, see e.g. |25, Corollary of Thm. VIII.33, pp. 300].

e) For any f € H™, we define the sequence (fn)nen as fn = pQLJrnf Then, f, €
C' @ H?(R3, d3r) for every fixed n € N since
? 2
1+ p? f dBp<(1 : 46
[0+ @< e n) I < (16)

n—oo ~

Furthermore, || f,, — f|| —— 0 by dominated convergence. For f € D(M™ -p), we
obtain similarly

2

- . 2 n — 7 3 n—oo
M~ — Ml = 1-— M™. d’p —— 0 47
T I () L IR (4n)
by dominated convergence. Hence, C'0 @ H?(R3, d3r) is a core for M~ - p. O

12



The next relation in Lemma [Ih) lays open the structure of D(M™ - p). Part [l of
Lemma, [Tl below then shows that the restriction of M~ - p to Hﬂ_el behaves as one would
expect: It is self-adjoint on (Clﬁ ® H'(R3, dgr)) N %fl.

Lemma 1.
a) For all f € D(M™ - p), we have || — iV, Py f|| = [|[3M~ - p f]|.

b) The restriction of M™ -p to Hfl, denoted by M~ -p | D4, with domain PyD(M™ -p)
is self-adjoint and, recalling ([@2), it holds

Dy = (C%@ HY(R?, &*r)) N HY' = PLD(M™ - p). (48)

Proof. a) A computation shows that for almost all p € R3 we have (%M_ -p)? =p*P.(p),
and hence, (%M* -P)? = p?P, holds on the intersection of their domains. Thus, for
all g € C1% @ H?(R3, d®r) we have

. . . (*) R
|=iV,Pygl|* = (=iVyPyg,—iV,Pig) = (Prg,p"Pig)
. A\ \ ) 1. \?
= <P+g, <§M -p> g> = <g, (51\/1 -p> g
1 2
— [5m 0] (49)

where we used in () that the boundary terms vanish since P, g € C'% @ H?(R3, d3r)
and in (xx) that PyM™ -pg=M"-pg.

Hence, claim a) already holds on C'® @ H?(R3, d3r), which however is a core for
M~ - p by Theorem ). This means that for all f € D(M™ - p) there exists a
sequence (fy)nen C C'% @ H?(R3, d3r) that converges to f in the graph norm of
M~ - p. By Eq. @J), (fn)nen is then also a Cauchy sequence in the graph norm
of —iV,Py. Now, —iV,P;: D(—iV,P;) — H' with domain D(—iV,P,) = {f €
He| P, f € C1® @ HY(R3, d®r)} is closed, as Py is bounded and both P, and —iV,.
are closed. Thus, (f,)nen converges then also to f with respect to the graph norm of
—iV,P;. In conclusion, for all f € D(M™ - p) we have

-

= lim [ ~iVo Py full = [V, P f]. (50)

b) As the projections Py are tailor-made for M~ - p, we obtain in the same manner as
for H™! in line (@Q) the matrix representation

M__ﬁ:<M—.ﬁOrD+ g) (51)

Now, by [31, Prop. 2.6.3, p. 144], M~ - p is self-adjoint if and only if M~ - p | D4
and O (that is, the operators in the upper left and lower right corner) are self-adjoint.
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Hence, self-adjointness of M~ - p, guaranteed by Theorem Ph), proves self-adjointness
of M™-p [ Dy.

It remains to prove Eq. ([@8]). Suppose f € P, D(M™ - p). Then, f = P;g for some
g € D(M™ -p). Since g € D(IM™ - p) and M~ - p and P} commute,

IM™ - pf]| = [[M™ - pPyg| < M - pgl| < o0 (52)
and so f € D(M™ - p) N H'E'. By part a),
. . 1o
I =Vefll = | =iV P fll = M- pfl| < o0 (53)
and so f € C1% ® H'(R3, dr). Therefore, we have f € (C'6 @ H'(R3, d*r)) N HL

Suppose conversely that [ € ((ClG ® HY(R3, d37“)) N ’Hfl. Then, f = P, f and f €
Cl% @ HY(R3, d3r) C D(M™ - p), which implies f € P,D(M™ - p). O

Remark 2. We want to remark the following.

2)

A

The matrix representation in the preceding proof gives an explicit form of D(M™ - p),
namely

DM~ -p) =D, & H™. (54)

The remarkable structure of D(M™ - p) is the following. Since D(M™ - p) = Dy @
H™l and Dy = (C® ® HY(R3, d3r)) N H! holds, an f € D(M™ - p) must have
H'-regularity only in Hffl. In ™! however, no regularity —besides being square-
integrable, of course—is required.

This amounts to the following phenomenon. Let (1,2) denote a two-particle state
which lies in H'(R3, d3R) ® D(M~ - p). Then, it is possible to construct 1(1,2) in
such a way that the kinetic energy of each single particle is infinite, i.e., formally
Eyinlt] = oo for i = 1,2. These infinities, however, cancel and their sum, i.e., the total
kinetic energy, is finite: FEyn[1] + Eyin[2] < oco. We refer the interested reader to a
forthcoming publication.

3.3. Self-adjoint extension of Hpc

At first, we show that many standard techniques from the perturbation theory of self-
adjoint operators are not applicable, already in the case of H™ = M~ - p + V.

Lemma 2. Let v # 0 and let 0 < k < 1 be fized. Then, vV is not relatively bounded by
M~ - p.

Proof. We chose a 6 € RT such that 0 < § < k. Next, we define f € D(M™ - p) by

f(’l") = (0? _1, Oa _15 1’ Oa 1’ 0’ 0’ 15 Oa 15 _1, 0’ _1’ O)T TREYS (55)
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Then, it holds that M~ - pf = 0 and so f € Ker(M™ - p). But f &€ D(7V) as

2 ’72 2072 13
WV fIIF = /R3 Wef Irl™ a3y (56)

does not converge except for v = 0. This proves the lemma. U

Next, we want to define a self-adjoint extension of Hpc. Before we can give its domain
and action, we need to line out the various steps (or layers of self-adjointness) involved
in the construction, and hence, the corresponding proof of this self-adjoint extension.

As first step, we note that the L?-parts of P .M+ and of H™ = M~ - D+ vV do not
overlap, and therefore, we look only for a self-adjoint extension of H™!. This extension
plus P .M is then also a self-adjoint extension of Hpc. Since H™ is a matrix operator,
we have as second step the Frobenius-Schur factorization at our disposal. Therefore, we
can use that important properties such as closedness and self-adjointness are encoded in
the Schur complement. After a slight but important modification of H™! we see that
the Schur complement possesses a self-adjoint extension, denoted by Sg. This, in turn,
paves the way to H }el, the self-adjoint extension of H™!, and finally, to Hp which denotes
the self-adjoint extension of Hpc in relative and center-of-mass coordinates.

We start with the just mentioned slight but important modification of H™'. We define
the symmetric and bounded matrix

B:=28® 8, (57)

recall Eq. (7)), and consider H™ + P, BP,. Recalling the matrix representation of H"®!
from line (@0]), we find

M~--p+P.BP.+P. VP P, ~AVP_
rel _ p +D L4 +YV Iy +7
H™ + PyBP = < P_AVP, PAVP. > (58)
which is well-defined on
D(H™) = Dy @ (D(V) NH), (59)

where D, = (C'® @ H'(R3, d®r)) N H:e!, introduced in (&)
In the following lemma, we examine the properties of the combination of the matrices
Py (p)BP; (p) and M - p.

Lemma 3. The following statements hold for almost all p € R3:
a) BP,(p) = P+ (p)B,

b) (M~ p+BPy(p)" = 4(p” +1) Py (p), and

¢) M~ -p+ BP.(p)| =2 (p* +1)”* Po(p).

Proof. a) We get by direct computation BPy (p) = Py (p)B for almost all p € R? since
(a-p)B=—p(a-p) by Eq. @).
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b) Using Py (p)M~ -p = M~ - pP,(p) = M~ - p, we compute for almost all p € R?
(M~ -p+BP,(p))? = 4(p*>+1) Py (p) where again we made use of the anticommutation
relations in Eq. (@).

c¢) By partm), we have P, (p)BP;(p) = BP.(p), and thus, M~ -p+BP, (p) is Hermitian.
We compute for almost all p € R?

|M7 -p+ BP+(p)| = <(M7 -p+ BP-q-(p))Jr (Mi 'P+BP+(p)))1/2
— (4 (P +1) Pr(p) "

where we used part [)) in the last step. Now, P,(p) is a Hermitian matrix, and
therefore, there exists a unitary matrix u(p)—the same matrix u(p) as in lines (2I])
and (26)—such that we have for almost all p € R3

(60)

upP @) = (). (1)

Then,

(40 +1) Pe(@) " = u(p) 2 (0 +1) " < o, >u(p)

1/2
=2(p* + 1) Py (p) (62)
for almost all p € R? which concludes the proof. O

In the following, we will make frequent use of the operator M~ - p + BPy in the
underlying Hilbert space Hffl. Thus, we introduce the abbreviation

First, we want to relate the different interaction potentials, distinguished by the exponent
0 < k <1, to Ag. Recall Dy = (C1% @ HY(R?, d®r)) N H! from line ([@2).

Lemma 4. Let 0 < k <1 and let M, > 0 be given by

LL(E-5)
M, =2""—4 2/ 64
T(3+35) oy

a) For all f € Dy, it holds that
. M,
I 1751 < == 1ol (65)

b) For all f € (C'6 @ HY?(R3, d3r)) N K™, it holds that

2

—K Mn/2
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Proof. a) By [11, Theorem 2.5], for all h € C'¢ ® S(R?) we have the bound
11752 + 17728 | < Mgl (67)

This inequality extends to all h € Hfl. Now, for all f € D, there exists a g € Hfl
such that f = (p% 4+ 1)~*/2g. Thus, for all f € D, we can compute

[ = 1 17+ 172 | < Mgl = M

@+ 12| (68)

With part @) of Lemma [l for all f € Dy we obtain

My, A K M, R
117l < 55 |+ 02| < 55 o + 2P|
M. M.
:TH‘M 'p+BP+|fH:7”AofH, (69)

which proves the claim.

b) Due to (68)), for all f € D4 we find

Gy = < 02, |6+ v
= M2, ([, +1)"2P,f ) = Mf/ 2 (£.2° + )Py f)
M2
= (£, 40| 1) (70)

This computation extends to all f € (C'6 @ HY2(R3, d3)) N H since C!® @
HY(R3, d3r) is a core of (-, (p*> 4+ 1)'/2.) (see [I5, Theorem 7.14]). O

Part @) of Lemma [3 says that B leaves ’Hf,‘fl invariant. Consequently, we can define the
operator

A = AO + P+’}/VP+ (71)
in the underlying Hilbert space Hfl with domain
D(A) =D, = (C'¥® H'(R?, d*)) nH. (72)

The next lemma provides important properties of A in order to obtain a self-adjoint
extension of H' + P, BP, later on in Theorem [El

Lemma 5. Let 0 < k < 1 and let M, be given as in Lemmal[j. Moreover, let |y|M, < 2.
Then,

a) A is self-adjoint on Dy, and
b) 0€p(A).
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Proof. a) Since BP,y is symmetric and bounded, Ay is self-adjoint on D by Lemma [IH).
We have for all f € Dy

|| M,
9

|PAVP ] < WV = H‘ L s

< DU g (73)
where we used Lemma M) in the last estimate. For |y|M, < 2, the Kato-Rellich
theorem now implies self-adjointness of A on D, .

b) First, we prove that Ay has a bounded inverse A L. Hfl — D,. For all f € H'®, we
find (p? + 1)1 f € C1® @ H?(R3, d®r) and Ag(p* + 1)~ f € Dy with

M~ - p+ BP(p)

HAO(ﬁZ + 1)_1H = sup 211

pER3

=2 (74)

By Lemma [3h), on (C'6 ® H3(R3, d3r)) N 1! we have A% = 4(p® + 1) P;. Hence, for
all f e H!

Ao (G0 + 1711 ) = f (75)

which together with Eq. (74)) implies that Ay = Ag(p® +1)7!/4.

Moreover, for |y|M, < 2 a theorem by Kato [I3] Theorem IV.1.16, p. 196] in combi-
nation with Eq. ((73)) gives the existence of a bounded inverse of A. The same theorem
by Kato also implies that AD(A) = H*! (see [26, Lemma 1]), which in return implies
0 € p(A). O

Next, we aim at the Frobenius-Schur factorization of H*™ + P, BP,. Recalling the
matrix representation of H™ + P, BP, from line (58], we find

H'® + P, BP, = ( P_yfxl/a szjx‘;zjz_ ) (76)

with domains
A:Dy =M PAVP_DV)NHS — HE -

P AVP o D(V)NHE = H™ P AVP_: D(V)NH™ — H
and define the Schur complement S: D(S) — H™ of A by

S:=P AVP_— P AVP AP AVP_ (78)
with domain

D(S) = D(V) N M. (79)

That S is well-defined, and thus the Frobenius-Schur factorization of H™ + P, BP,
exists, is the content of the next lemma.
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Lemma 6. Let 0 < x < 1 and let |y|M,, < 2. Then, the matriz representation of
H™ + P_BP, is symmetric and its Frobenius-Schur factorization is given by

rel B id 0 A0 id AP AVP
H +P+BP+_<P_WP+A1 id)(O S)(O id :

(80)

Proof. We use the theory of unbounded matrix operators in Hilbert space, which we
discuss in Appendix [Bl There we work with the assumptions (All)-(AE]), which we need
to check now:

(A1) A, P.AVP_, P4V P,, and P_yV P_ have dense domains by Proposition Bl As
they are both symmetric, A and P_~yV P_ are closable. P,V P_ is closable as

(P_~V Py)* is a closed extension of it and vice versa which can be seen as follows:
Suppose that f € D(V)NH™ and g € D(V) N HE. Then,

(f,P-VPig)=(fVg)=(Vf g)=(PLVP_f,g), (81)
and thus, f € D((P_yV Py)%).
D(PyyV P_) = D(P_~V P_) by definition in (7).
The resolvent set of A is not empty as 0 € p(A) by Lemma
D(A*) = D4+ C D((PyyV P_)*) by definition in ({7) and Hardy’s inequality.
D(A) C D(P_~V Py) by line (77) and Hardy’s inequality.
A6) D(H™ + P, BP,) =D, @ (D(V) NH*") which is dense in H*! by Lemma [

Symmetry follows from Lemma [I0] (Appendix [B]) with the help of Lemmal[fl Existence
of the Frobenius-Schur factorization follows from Theorem [0 (Appendix [B). O

As outlined in the beginning of this section, the crucial ingredient in finding a self-
adjoint extension of Hpc is to find a self-adjoint extension of the Schur complement S.
However, before we can state this extension in Lemma [§] below, we need to provide the
technical results of Theorem Bl and Lemma [[l The proof of Theorem Bl is postponed to
the next Section 3.4]

Theorem 3. Let 0 < £ < 1. For every f € D(Vl/z) N ’Hfl, there exists a sequence
(frn)nen C D(V) such that

I = Pfull+ |[VY/2P- (£ = )

n—o0

— 0. (82)

Lemma 7. Let 0 < k <1 and let \'y]le/2 < 1. Then, the operator
(WIV)Y2PL A7LP, (7 V)22 D(VY2) = 3 (s3)
is bounded on the dense set D(V/?) with
C = (V)PP AT Py (V)2 < 1. (84)
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Proof. As preparation, we prove that the operator (|v|V)Y/2P;|Ag|~1/2: H! — H™l is
bounded with norm less or equal to /|7|/2 M, . As |Ap|~1/2 maps into H'¢, this is
equivalent to || (]v[V)Y2[Ao|~¥/2| < 171/2 M, /2,. By Lemma HE), for all f € (C'°®
HY2(R3, d®r)) N H! we get

(L VE) =W 7R < Bl “/2 (f: 4ol ) (85)
or equivalently
lmivrzs] < /20 ag, o Lo g (56)

As |Ag|7Y? maps He! into (C'9 @ HY2(R3, d3r)) NH'E, this implies for all g € H'¢!

(V) 72 40712 < \/@ Mo gl (87)

This also implies
1401772 Petiiv) 2| = || (140172 Pr-(av)2) |
= ([ (tvy2)" pr (140172) |

— Y
= vy 1o 2| < /2 (58)

We use the polar decomposition Ay = Uy,|Ao|. Note that Ker(Ap) = {0}, and hence,
Uja, is unitary. We obtain

|V 2Py ag Pegyiv) 2|

= [[anvy 2Py gl Aol Py (l1v) |

= [[avy 2 Pr iAo U R P (V) 2|

= |[(HIV)Y2Pe Aol 20 Ao 2P (V) 2|

2
< |’Y|MH/2
- 2

IN

(89)

(V) 2Pl ol ™2 U

where we used unitarity of Ugol and the fact that Ugol and |Ag|~"/? commute as both
are functions of the self-adjoint operator Ag.
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With the help of the resolvent identity we find
| (v 2P A7 P ()2

< [[(v) 2Py (471 = A1) PL(yIV) 2| + [ (hIV) 2Py A P (1)

2
1/2 —1 o —1 1/2 ‘f)/’M,i/Q
< || (WV)EP AT (Ao — A A Pr(n|V)E| + —=
|| M
= (V)2 P AP IV P AT P (V)2 + =22

- _ |y M2
= || (V) 2P AT P 1)2) (I 2P AT PV )2 | 4 =52

< '”'fg/z |tV 2P, A=tV 2| + ”'# (90)

which implies
2

C = ||ty 2P AT Py (V) 2 < % (91)
If MMS/Q < 1, then C < 1. This concludes the proof. O
Lemma 8. Let 0 < k <1 and let |7|M,f/2 < 1. Then, the form sum

Sp =~(VY2P_ V2P 4+ P AVP, A"'P,AyVP_ (92)
with domain

D(Sk) = D(V'?) N D(5%) (93)

defines a self-adjoint extension of S.

Proof. In what follows, it is very useful to distinguish the different scalar products of
the underlying Hilbert spaces H™' and 1™, respectively. We define two forms that map
from H*® x H into C. First, we define the form of P_V P_ by

o[f, 9] = (f, P-VP_g)ypa , D(v) =D(V)NH". (94)
Second, we define the form t by

{[f, q] := <v1/2p_f, V1/2P_g> ., D(t) = D(VY2) A el (95)

Hrel

Furthermore, we define the restriction of V1/2 to ™. In order to clearly distinguish it
from V12 we write it as VY/2P_, ie.,

V2P . DV N — el (96)

As it is a map from H™ to H*®, its adjoint (V/2P_)* maps from H"® back to #"!. We
list a number of properties.
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(i) v, t are symmetric as V' and V1/2 are self-adjoint in the underlying Hilbert space
erel.

(ii) v, t are positive as V and V'/2 are positive.
(iii) V/2P_ is closed as V/2 and P_ are closed and P_ is bounded. Thus, t is closed.

We claim that © = t. For all f,g € D(V)NH™, we compute

olf.9) = (F, P-VP_g)y = (P_fVP_ghy = (P_f,V'?VI2PLg)

— <v1/2 P_f, v1/2P_g>Hrel =t[f, ] ©7)

where we used self-adjointness of P_ and V'/2. Hence, v coincides with t on D(V) NH™e.
Since D(V) NH™ is a form core for t by Theorem B we can conclude that © = t.

Now, by [25, Theorem VIII.15], tis the form of a unique self-adjoint operator, denoted
by Vr with domain D(VF). In particular, Vg is self-adjoint in the underlying Hilbert
space H™!. Since P_VP_ is positive and symmetric on D(V) N H™ as V is positive
and self-adjoint on D(V), also v is the form of a unique self-adjoint operator by [23]
Theorem X.23|]. By v = t from above, we know that the operator associated with v is
Vr. VE is the Friedrichs extension of P_V P_ and it is the unique self-adjoint extension
whose domain is contained in D(v). Moreover, by |27, Theorem 10.17], we have

D(Vr) = D(®) ND((P_VP_)") = D) N D((P_V P_)*)
=DV N D(P_VP_)"). (98)

We compute Vp. For all f € D(t) and g € D(VF) we obtain

<v1/2p, f, v1/2p,g> —t[f,g] = (f, Vig) s (99)

Hrel

Therefore, V/2P_g lies in D((V/2P_)*). Furthermore, density of D(t) implies that

(V2P y*V1/2P_g = Vpg holds for all g € D(Vr). We obtain Vi C (VY/2P_)*V1/2P_.

Self-adjointness of Vp and symmetry of (VY/2P_)*V1/2P_imply Vp = (VY/2P_)*V1/2p_.
In order to connect the above to S, we estimate for all f € D(V) N H™

‘( f,P_VPyA" P VP_f)

el
(V¥Ep_g (VAP - P ) VP )

Hrel
<[er ] frepac e e

:C<faP7VP*f>’HTfl :C<f,VFf>HYf1 (100)

where C' < 1 holds by Lemma [l Again by Theorem B, we know that D(V) N H™ is a
form core for t, and thus, the inequality (I00) also holds for all f € D(Vr).
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The KLMN-theorem guarantees that the form sum Vy + P.VP yA™'P,VP_ is a
self-adjoint operator with domain D(VE). Moreover, as v is real, we know that the form
sum Sg := yVp + P_.yVP A" P, AV P_ with domain D(Sr) = D(V) is a self-adjoint
extension of S.

It remains to show that D(Sp) = D(VY/2) N D(S*). To that end, we introduce the
abbreviation K =V —V P,yA~' P,V such that S = P_yK P_. Next, we define the form
¢ by

E[f, 9] == (f,P_KP_g)ypa, D(t) =D(V)NH". (101)

From the inequality in line (I00) and positivity of P_V P_, we conclude that ¢[f, f] > 0
for all f € D(¢). Thus, by [27, Proposition 10.4], K > 0 also holds. Self-adjointness of
V on D(V) and the fact that P, A~! P, maps into D(V) imply symmetry of P_ K P_ on
D(V)NH™. Therefore, we know that P_K P_ has a self-adjoint extension, its Friedrichs

extension, denoted by Kp with domain D(Kp) = D(¢) N D((P-KP_)*). Since P_KP_
and S differ only by the real multiple v, we get D(Kg) = D(€) N D(S*).

Now, both Vi + P_.VP,yA™'P,VP_ and Kr extend P_KP_. As they are uniquely
distinguished by their respective form domains, we can conclude that they are equal if

D(v) = D(¥). In order to prove precisely that, we compute for all f € D(V) N H*™

olf, fI < {f, P-VP_f)
L (C(f,P-VP_f) = {f,P-.VP.yAT'P.VP_f))

1-C
= % ((f, P_VP_f)y — (f,P_-VP yA 'P,VP_f))

1 2 9
=g < =5 (FPVPf) = —5vlf ] (102)

where we used (I00) in the first and second to last step. This shows that D(b) = D(¥)
and thus Kr = Vp + P_.VP, vA~'P,VP_. We can now conclude

D(Sr) = D(Kr) = D(v) N D(S*) = D(VY?) N D(S*), (103)
which finishes the proof. O

Theorem 4. Let 0 < k <1 and |7|M,f/2 < 1. Then,

rel .__ id 0 A 0 id A71P+’}/VP, o
Hr "(P_WP+A1 id><0 SF><0 id EeBby

(104)
with domain
A-1P AVP_geD
D H—rel _ f ) G%rd@%r_el f+ +7 g + } 105
) = { (1) ems S (109

defines a self-adjoint extension of H™'.
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Proof. As Py BP, is bounded and symmetric, it suffices to show self-adjointness of H }el+
P, BP,, for which we introduce the short-hand notation

_ id 0 A 0 id  AlP VP
RSPT = < P AVP LA™Y id > < 0 Sp ) < 0 id > (106)

where the three operators R, Sp, and 7T correspond to the three matrix operators on
the right, respectively. We have already shown in the proof of Lemma [f] that the as-
sumptions (Al)-(AB) from Appendix [Blare met. Hence, by Lemma [Tl from Appendix (Bl
R and T are bounded and boundedly invertible as well as R* = 7 and 7* = R hold.
Moreover, self-adjointness of A (Lemma [Bl) and of S (Lemma ) implies self-adjointness
of Sp. It is well-known that operator products with these properties are self-adjoint (see,
e.g., [27, Lemma 10.18]), and so, self-adjointness of H;?l follows. That H;?l extends H"
follows from D(H™) C D(H¢!) and S C Sp (Lemma [§). O

Theorem 5 (Claim ) of Theorem [l). Let 0 < x < 1 and ]’y\Mg/z < 1. Using that P

also denotes the operator of multiplication with P € R3, we define
Hp =P -M" @idp2(gs,) +1dp2(gsp) @ HE (107)
with domain

D(Hp) = { fe LAR3, a®P;yH™)| f(P) e D(HE) for almost all P € R?

and /
]R3

Then, upon defining the unitary operator W := FRU, where U is the coordinate transform
() and Fg is the Fourier transform with respect to the center-of-mass coordinate, it
holds that

P.-M*t 4+ Hi

2
3P < oo} . (108)

Hpc := W HpW 4 Vi + fmy @ 14 + 14 ® fmg (109)
with domain

D(Hpc) = W ID(Hp) (110)
defines a self-adjoint extension of Hpc.

Proof. First, we note that fm; ® 14 + 14 ® fmeo as well as Vo are symmetric and
bounded. Therefore, they can be added by means of a bounded perturbation. Moreover,
the coordinate transformation U as well as the Fourier transform of the center-of-mass
coordinate are unitary. Hence, self-adjointness of Hp implies self-adjointness of Hpc.
In order to prove self-adjointness of Hp = P M'®id+id® H}el, we employ the
method of direct fiber integrals. We define Hp(P) := P -M™* + H¢! for a fixed P € R?
and so {Hp(P)}peps is a family of self-adjoint operators with common domain D(H!)
in the underlying Hilbert space H™' by Theorem Bl The map P + Hp(P) from R3
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into the self-adjoint operators on H™ is measurable as for all f,g € H* the map P
(f,(Hp(P)+1i)"'g) is continuous in P:

(5, P+ ) g) = (f, (HR(P) +i) ' g)

D1, (Hp(P)+ i)™ (Hp(P) = H(P)) (Hp(P) +1) " g)|

= (. (Hp(P) +0)1 (P = P)- M (HR(P') +1) " g)|

3
< 1 e Py + o) S It 1P = Bl gl 2= 0 (1)
k=1

since ||(Hp(P) +i)7Y < 1. In (), we used the second resolvent identity.
Hence, due to |24, Theorem XIII.85], the direct fiber integral
o
H = | Hp(P)d*P (112)
R3

with domain

D(H') = {f e LA(R?, &3P;H™™)| f(P) € D(H) for almost all P € R?

and /]RS HHF(P)f(P)H?_[reI 3P < oo} (113)

defines a self-adjoint operator in the Hilbert space L?(R3, d3P;H*™!) which acts as
(H'f)(P) = Hp(P)f(P) for almost all P € R3. This is precisely the action of Hp.
Since Dy = H'(R?, d*P) ® C'6 @ H'(R3, d®r) is contained in D(Hr) and Hi¢! extends
H™ we obtain Hp | Dy = WHpcW™!. This proves the theorem. ]

3.4. Proof of Theorem [3

In order to prove Theorem B, we will need to control the integral kernel of the operator
7 from Definition [l There, 7 was defined as Fourier multiplier, i.e., for all f € 1! and
for almost all r € R3, we had

(Hr) = Jim | () i) A (114)
p|<

All entries of the matrix 7(p) are fractions. By expanding the product in (22), one finds
that the denominator of all of them is p?, whereas each numerator is given by one of the
following expressions:

p3, (p1Eipa)ps, (p1ip2)?®, (p1 —ip2)(p1 + ipa2). (115)
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In order to control 7, it therefore suffices to control the corresponding position space
integral kernels K;;(y) of the following operator Tj;, i, j = 1,2, 3, which is defined for all
f € L?(R3, d3r) and for almost all » € R? by

. rirp PiPj ¢ 3
T;if)(r) := lim e?mire 220 f(p) d3p, 116
Ty = g [P ) (116)

similar to the definition of 7, where the limit exists in the L2-sense. The factor 1/p?
suggests that we will need the following theorem, which we cite from [I5] in the case of
RR3.

Theorem 6. Let a € R, and define ¢ := 7~ %/?T'(a/2).
a) Let f be a function in C°(R3) and let 0 < o < 3. Then,

Co /R3 62”"'7’]%]?(1)) dp = c3_4 / ;f(y) d3y. (117)

s |1 — Y3~

b) If 0 < a < 3/2 and if f € LP(R3,d3r) with p = 6/(3 + 2a), then f exists in the
sense of the Hausdorff-Young inequality (see [15, Theorem 5.7]). Moreover, defining
the function g for almost all r € R3 by

o) = crma [ o f ) O (118)
we have g € L?(R3,d3r). Furthermore, for almost all p € R?, we obtain
calpl™*f(p) = 4(p). (119)
Proof. a) See [15, Theorem 5.9].

b) See [15, Corollary 5.10]. O

In order to compute the integral kernels K;;(y), we will also need a result from the
theory of Calderén-Zygmund singular integrals. For later reference, we state it in the
following in the case of R3.

Theorem 7. If K(y) is a homogeneous function of degree —3, i.e., K(\y) = A 3K (y)
for almost all y € R3 and for all X\ > 0, and if K(y) has in addition the following
properties

a) / K(y)do(y) = 0, where S? denotes the surface of the unit ball and do the corre-
S2

sponding surface measure, and

b) / |K(y) + K(—y)|log™ |K(y) + K(—vy)| do(y) < oo, where logt denotes
S2

the positive part of the logarithm,
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then, if f € LP(R3, d3r), 1 < p < oo, the limit

lim K(y)f(r—y)d’y (120)
e—0 ly|>e

exists in LP-sense and pointwise for almost all ¥ € R>. Furthermore, there exists a
constant A > 0, depending on p and K only, such that

sup K@) f(-—y)d’y||| < Allf]l. (121)
e>0 |y|>5
Proof. See |2, Theorem 1]. O

Lemma 9. For all f € L2(R3, d®r), all i,j = 1,2,3, and almost all » € R3, the action
of T;j, defined in ([I18)), can be given by the formula

0. 1

(Tiif) (r) = %f(r) i ;l_f)% e Kij(y)f(r—y) d3y, (122)

where the Kronecker delta 6;; is 1 if i = j and O else. The integral kernels K;;(y) of Ti;
are then for alli,j =1,2,3 and all |y| > 0 given by

3YiY;
Kij(y) := LA Iwl® ’ (123)
Y S0 Tyl 3y; 1 iz
wl> lylP’
Proof. First, we let f € C°(R3). Using (18], we calculate for all » € R3
(1)) = ~an [ PR fp)
R3 p
1 O orirp) 1 s\ 3
—_ mr: _ d
i /Rs <({9Ti87”je ) pr(p) P
1 02 / omirp L 7\ 43 () O / 1 3
M1 mire __ iy dp Y L [ L —y)d
7 Or;Or; Rae p2f(p) P Or;or; Jrs ]y\f(r y) &y
(iii)/ 1 2f(r—vy) / 1 2 2f(r—1vy)
= | T dy= [ ()= dy 124
2 Tyl ondr, e Tl ooy, (124)

where we used dominated convergence to commute the derivatives with the integral in (i),
Theorem [G) for the Fourier integral in (ii), and the calculus of distributional convolutions
and derivatives in (iii) (see [15, Lemma 6.8]). It applies as |- |~! € LL (R3) as well as
f € C*(R?). In order to continue with integration by parts, we change the domain of

integration to the set B = {¢ < |y| < R}, where ¢ > 0 is fixed and R > 0 is chosen
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sufficiently large such that suppf(r —-) C Bg(0). As f € C°(R?), this is possible for
all fixed » € R3. We obtain

/ i82f(r - y) d3y
Blyl  Oyidy;

_ /B (%ﬁ) Fr—y)dPy — /|y|e (%%) fr—y)vido(y)  (125a)

1 9f(r—y) Jido
+/y6 m dy,; do(y), (125b)

where ¥ denotes the k-th component of v, the unit outward normal to B. Due to our
choice of R, the boundary terms at |y| = R vanish.

In order to have equality of lines (I24]) and ([I27]), we need to take the pointwise limits
e — 0 and R — oo in line (I25]). Existence of the latter follows from the compact support
of f. For the former, we note that the derivative of f € C°(R?) is uniformly bounded
by a constant C' > 0 independent of e. We thus get for line (I25hl)

[ e g < [ L

yl=¢ ’y‘ 8yj
< Ca/ dn =% o. (126)
52

(“)f(T B y) ‘ €2dQ
dy;

In the last summand of line (I25al)), we use the parametrization ® of the boundary at
|y| = € with spherical coordinates and note that ®(V|y|~!) = v/e. Thus,

0 1 .
lim —— | f(r —y)do(y
€20 J)y|=¢ <8yz ‘y‘> ( ) w)

1)

= lim V—f(r —y(e,0,0)) 7 £2dQ

e—0

:/ vl lim (r—y(e,9,¢))dQ:f(r)/ v dQ (127)
52 52

follows from dominated convergence and continuity of f. Now, we need to distinguish
the cases i # j and i = j. We obtain by direct computation

L 07 i 7é ja
v = .
flr) /52 dQ 43 ). e (128)

It remains to investigate the limit ¢ — 0 for the first summand of (I25a)). This can be
achieved with the help of Theorem [7] which, however, requires an analysis of the singular

28



integral kernel 6 /dy;0y;|y|~!. By explicit computation, we obtain for |y| > 0

3viy; ., .
Kij(y) = o1 Ci . (129)
N Ai0y; |y 3yp 1 j
lyl> |y’

We check the conditions of Theorem [1 and observe first that K;;(y) is homogeneous of
degree —3, i.e., K;j(A\y) = A73K;;(y) for almost all y € R3 and for all A > 0. Moreover,
K;j(y) exhibits the following crucial property for all 4,5 = 1,2,3:

., Kuly)doly) =0. (130)
Furthermore, since K;;(—y) = K;;(y), it suffices to estimate for all 7,5 =1,2,3

/ 1Ky (3) | log™ | Ky ()| dor(y / K35 () do(y) < oo (131)

where log™ denotes the positive part of the logarithm. That the last integral is indeed
finite can be seen by explicit calculation.
Hence, all conditions of Theorem [7 are met and we can conclude that the limit

lim Kij(y)f(r —y) &y (132)

e—0 ly|>e

exists pointwise for almost all » € R3 as well as in L?(R3, d3r). We have thus established
for all » € R3 and f € C°(R?)

(T3 () = 225 (r) — - lim [ Ky@)f(r—y) &, (133)

ly|>e

where d;; denotes the Kronecker delta.
In order to extend the formula for the action of T;; to all of L?(R3, d3r), we note
that Theorem [7] also guarantees the existence of a constant A > 0 such that for all

f e L3(R3, d3r)

/ Kij()f(- —y) dy
ly|>e

Choose now any f € L?(R3 d3r) and fix a sequence (f,)nen C C°(R3) such that
|f = fall === 0. Then,

sup
e>0

< A|fI- (134)

| T (f = fa)ll
YN = full+ g [sup | [ K@) (=) = ) &
e>0|J|y|>e
< (2 4= — . 1
_<3 21 -l 220 (135)
This proves the statement of the lemma. U
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Theorem 3. Let 0 < x < 1. For every f € D(V'/?) N H™, there exists a sequence
(frn)nen C D(V) such that

n—o0

1 = P-full + |[V¥/2P(f = f)]| == 0. (136)

Proof. Let f € D(V'/2)NH™. First, we define the Gaussian x,, for all n € N by
Xn(T) = e*2n”|r|2, (137)
and with it the Gaussian cut-off 1 — x,, for f by f, := (1 — x»)f. By construction,

(fn)nen C D(V) for all n € N since we have (1 — x,(r))|r|™" — 0 as |r| — 0 for all
n € N. Dominated convergence implies

1f = Fal? = 11F = (1 = xa) fII* = /R3 () 1 ()P dr #2220 (138)
since |xn ()2 < 1 and |y, (r)[>2 2= 0 for almost all € R3, and therefore,
If = Pfall = NP-f = P_full < IP-JIIf = full == 0. (139)

n—oo

In order to show HVI/QP_(f — fn)H —— 0, we estimate

[v2p-s = £)

< v+ [
< NP |V | + | [V 7] xaf

where we used P_ = 1/2 (id—7). Hence, using f € D(V1/2), we get for the first summand
of (I40) by dominated convergence as above

, (140)

n—oo

HVl/Qan 0. (141)

In order to treat the second summand of (I40), we note the following. In the paragraph
leading to the definition of Tj; in line (II6), we saw that in order to control 7, it suffices
to control T;;. Thus, denoting the spinor components of f by fF ok =1,2,...,16, it
remains to show

72,2 s

n—o0

0 (142)

foralli,j =1,2,3 and k =1,2,...,16.

In the following, we will collect all numerical factors, which are independent of ¢, r,
and y, by the same symbol C. The exact value of C' might therefore change from one
line to the next.

Using that V'/2 is multiplication with |-|~*/2 and thus commutes with that summand
of T;; which contains the Kronecker delta d;;, we estimate for almost all » € R and for
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all i, j, k

(D7 sy )

ol 3 1 1 Fip — a) d?
~Clim [ 80 (7~ g ) o~ 9 -
1 1 1
< Cli — _ . ( kp — ‘ &3
- eg% ly|>e |y|3 |7"|H/2 |’l" —y|li/2 X ( y) f (’l" y) Y
1 ||r —y|"2 — |r|"/? k 3
_Cil—{% ly|>e |y| ’T—y’H/Q""‘N/Z Xn(’f‘—y)‘f (T_y)‘ d y
) 1 ly|~/? k(
< C'lim Xn (T ‘f r—y ‘dgy
€20 Jiy|>e [y[3 |rr — y|=/2|r[</2
:CLhm/ L xnlr—y)|f*r —y |d3
’T’H/Q €20 J|y|>e ’y‘g—,@/z ‘7’ - y‘n/Z
1 1 Xalr— ‘fk r— { 5
T S g € (143)

where we used Theorem [AD]) together with dominated convergence in the last step and
Lemma [2 (Appendix [0) in (x). We define h,, for almost all » € R? by

L Y| -yl
inlr) = /]RS |y|3*"‘/2 | —yl~/? T (144
By Theorem BH), h, € L?*(R3, d%r) for all n € N since we have | - |~%/2x,|f*| €

LP(R3, d3r) for all p € [1,2] and n € N as x,, is a Gaussian and |-|~%/2| f¥| € L*(R?, d3r).
Thus, h,, has a Fourier transform, which, also by Theorem [Ah)), is for almost all p € R3
given by

k
hn(p) = o 7 (j‘ “j;J) ®) (145)

A further consequence, known as Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev theorem of fractional inte-
gration (see [29, Chapter V, Theorem 1]), is the inequality

n—o0

Xn | ]

0, (146)

_6
+

where the convergence to zero follows from dominated convergence since x,, < x1 and
X1 is a Gaussian and thus lies in LP(R3, d3r) for all p > 1. Putting everything together
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then yields

12 m st € el € e (o« 1) n,

< O (||ipr? ha + 0l

@l o]l
= T |72

n—oo

0, (147)

+C
2 e
where we used (I43), (I44) in (i), ([€8) from the proof of Lemma @ in (ii), (I43]), (I46)) in

(iii), and dominated convergence and again line (I40]) for the convergence n — oco. This
proves the statement. O

3.5. Criterion for distinguished extension

From a physical point of view, it is very desirable that a self-adjoint extension of a many-
body Dirac operator is distinguished by a physical criterion. This criterion should satisfy
two requirements which we adopt from [19]. First, it must have a clear physical meaning.
This ensures that the extension is not only an abstract operator but corresponds to the
physics the operator is supposed to describe. Secondly, it has to guarantee uniqueness
in such a way that there exists only one extension that satisfies this criterion and hence
provides a unique unitary time evolution.

We say that a state ¢ € D(Hp) has finite potential energy if |Epot[¢]| = |(f, (Vext +
Vint) f)| < oo. As physical criterion for a distinguished self-adjoint extension, we choose
the one of finite potential energy. This renders it physically meaningful immediately.
And as the following theorem shows, it meets also the second requirement as it singles
out Hp uniquely. Recall that Dy = (C'6 @ H'(R?, d3)) nHe' ¢ D(V/2).

Theorem 8 (Claim @) of Theorem [l). Let 0 < x <1, |7|M3/2 <1, and H with domain
D(H) be any self-adjoint extension of UHpcU™" of the form

H=P M'"®id+id® H™ + fm; @ 14 + 14 ® fmay + Vext (148)

where H™ is an arbitrary self-adjoint extension of H™ with domain D(ﬁ[rel). Then,

|(fs (Vext + Vine) f)| < 00 for all f GD(I:[) if and only ifI:I:HF.

Proof. As Vey is bounded (see (), it suffices to consider Viy,. We first prove |(f, Vips f)| <
oo if f € D(Hp). Since Vi acts as identity on H™, it suffices to show |(f, Vint f)| <
(f,Vf) <ooif feDHE.

Let f = (fr,f-)T € D(HIY). Then, f- € D(Sr) = D(VY/2) N D(S*) and fy +
A-1P, AV P_f_ € D, by the definition of D(H!') in line (I05) and Lemma 8 Hence,
(f—,V f_) < oo follows.

In order to show (f,V f) < oo, it remains to show (f;,V f) < co. We note that

(f, V)2 =

‘V1/2f+H < HV1/2(f+ +mf—)u

+ |V E . (149)
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Since f. + A1P.AVP_f_ € D, C D(VY?), we see that (f4,Vf.) < oo holds if
|VY2A-1P, AV P_f_| < co. In order to show that, we expoit (f_,Vf_) < co

From Theorem [ we know that there exists a sequence (f,)neny C D(V) N H™ with
1f— = full == 0 such that HV1/2(fm )| —— TR, 0. With its help, we get

| VVEATPAVE (£ - £2)

= [v2a PV P (fu = £2)

= [v*2PiraTt PV VR 1)

< |\V12P yA7IPV VY2(f = fn 0 150
< [t v - s 1

H m,n—00
where we used that V2P, yA=1P,V'/? is bounded by Lemma [l Lemma [III (Ap-
pendix [B]) provides boundedness of A~!P,VP_, and we thus obtain the convergence
[A=TP AV P_(fo — f)ll —"22% 0. Together with line (I50), this now ensures that the
sequence (A~1P_V P_f;)nen is a Cauchy sequence in the graph norm of V12 As V1/2
is closed, this implies A=1P 4V P_f_ € D(V/?) ie., [|[VI/2A-1P YV P_f_|| < oo

For the reverse implication, we assume (f, V f) < oo for all f € D(H). Then, it suffices
to show D(H™) = D(Hrel) in order to infer H = Hp, i.e., P-M*t 4+ H™ = P.M*+ Hi.

We first show D(H™) C D(H), ie., let f € D(Hrel). In order to understand
better what f might look like, we first note that D(H™) C D((H™ 4 P_BP,)*) as
P, BP, is bounded. We compute D((H™ + P, BP,)*) with help of its Frobenius-Schur
factorization. Recall the operators R and T from the proof of Theorem [4] line (I06):

B id 0 _(id AP AVP_
R= < P AVP,ATY id >  T= ( 0 id > - (151)

We note that one can rewrite this as 7 = id + A~1P,7VP_. We then have 7! =
id — A=1P, 4V P_. In addition, we define

S = < g‘ ; ) . D(S)=D, &D(S). (152)

This yields (H™ 4+ PyBP,)* = (RST)*=RS*T as T = R* and R = T* are bounded
and boundedly invertible by Lemma [T (Appendix [Bl). Theorem [0l (Appendix [B]) provides
the domain:

D(RST)*) = { < £ ) e 1 o (153)

f + A_1P+’}/VP79 S D+,
g € D(5) '

Therefore, it makes sense to again split D(ﬁ[ rel) by the projections Pi. We thus write

f=f)7
Now, as 7 is bounded and boundedly invertible, it is a one-to-one map between
D((H™ + Py BPy)*) and Dy & D(S*). Therefore, there exists a unique ¢ = (1, p2)! €
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D, @ D(S*) such that f =T 1ty ie.,

1 ([ id —A-1pP AV P ©»1
T e= ( 0 id V2

(e =), 150

Since ¢1 € D4 and o € D(S*), this form of f shows that f lies in

f+A 1P AVP gDy, }
g € ’D(Sp) ’

if f_ = @9 € D(SF). Using D(Sp) = D(VY/?)ND(S*) by LemmaB and f_ € D(S*), we
conclude that it suffices to show that f_ € D(V1/2) N Hrel

We remark that it is not immediately clear at this point that (f,V f) < oo implies
(f-,V f—) < oo as, in principle, there could occur cancellations between the parts in Hfl
and H™!. This, however, is not the case.

In the following, it will turn out to be useful to define the Gaussian x, for all n € N
by xn(r) := e=2"7I"1* and with it the Gaussian cut-off 1 — Xn for f by fn:=(1—xn)f.
Now, by the same reasoning as in the proof of Thegrem B, we know that i" € D(V)

n—oo n—oo

for all n € N, and moreover, we obtain ||f — f,|| —— 0, ||f+ — Py fn]] —— 0, and
IVY2(f = f)ll ==2% 0 by dominated convergence. This implies

<(fm - fn)a V(fm - fn)>

We express f in f, = (1 — x,)f with f = T 1. In order to shorten the expressions, we
introduce the abbreviations X.n = Xn — Xm and frn = frn — fa:

D(HY) = { ( J; > e 1 @ H™e (155)

m,n—00

0. (156)

S = Xman T '
= Xmun <so1 — A TP AVP_f_ + ff)
= Xmin <<P1 + (id - m)f—>
= X (21 + T2 (157)

As we have fp,,, € D(V) for all m,n € N, we are allowed to expand the expression

<fm,n7 me7n> as fOHOWS:

(Fmns V) = O (01 + T 2) . Vxmn (01 + T7HF2))
= (Xmn@1: VXmn®1) + (Xmn®1, VXn T f=)
+ (X T = ViXmmspr)
+ X T VX T 1) (158)
All summands containing a ¢ € Dy C D(V) are grouped together:
G (1) == Xmn®1, VXmn®1) + Xonn®1, VX T f-)
+ <Xm7n7'71f_, me7n<p1> ) (159)
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We first compute
| X @1, Vimn T = (VX1 Xomn T 2]
< IV xma@L [ Xma T || 25250, (160)

where both factors tend to zero as m,n — oo by dominated convergence. Note that here

it is necessary that ¢; € Dy C D(V). In an analogous way, the convergence to zero of
m,n—00

the remaining summands of Gy, (1) is proven. Hence, we get |G, n(p1)] 0.
This, together with (fm n, V frmn) oo, 0, implies
HVl/QXm,nT_lff‘r _ KXm,nT_lff, VXm,nT_lffﬂ
< (fmns V) + [Gmn(01)] == 0. (161)
As we also have
11 = x) T = (= x)T || = [T || =250 (162)

by dominated convergence, we can conclude that ((1 — x,)7 ' f_)nen is a Cauchy se-
quence in the graph norm of V'/2. Thus, 7' f_ € D(V'/?) since V1/? is closed.
Since line (I50) implies A~1P,~V P_ D(V/2) C D(V'/?), we also get

(id+ A=1P,4VP_) D(V/?) C D(V'/?), (163)
ie., T as well as 7~ map D(V'/?) into D(V1/2).
Now, we assume for the moment that f_ ¢ D(V'/?) and aim at a contradiction. We

already showed that 7-'f_ € D(VY/?), and from line [I63) we know that 7 maps
D(V2) into D(V'/?). Thus,

Tl eDWVY? = 7T e DVY?) = f_ e DVY?). (164)

This is a contradiction to our assumption f_ & D(V'/2) and thus, f_ € D(V/?). There-
fore, f_ € D(VY?)ND(S*) = D(SF) which implies f € D(H).
For the reverse inclusion D(H!) C D(H™!), it suffices to note that

D(H}') = D((HF")*) € D((H™)*) = D(H™) C D(HF). (165)
Therefore, D(H™") = D(H"), which concludes the proof. O

A. Comment on the existing proof by Okaji et al.

We briefly comment on the article [20] by Okaji et al. which was written in response
to [5]. As already mentioned in the introduction, the proof of their claim, i.e., essential
self-adjointness of Hpc (even including external Coulomb potentials) as operator in the
underlying Hilbert space

Hq = (L*(R?) @ C*) A (LA(R?) ® CY) (166)
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comprises a gap. In the following, we want to lay out the missing step.
The authors employ an auxiliary operator which is denoted by H' and given by@

H+:14®a-(—z‘Vm—iVy)+m(B®14+14®ﬁ)+V (167)

where external potentials as well as the interaction potential are combined in V. Its
domain is taken to be

D, = (CX (R CYH ® C°(R*CH) NHa. (168)

Now, Hpc and H™ coincide as quadratic form on H, but not as operator, i.e., for all
0, € D, one has

(¢, Hpot)) = (. H ) (169)

but

Hpctp # H . (170)

The former is proven in [20] in Theorem 5.4, the latter is seen as follows. Define 1 by

0 f(y) f(z) 0
f(z) 0 0 f(y)

where the function f: R® — C is chosen to be smooth and compactly supported. We
see that v is antisymmetric, and therefore, ¢ € D,. That line (I70) holds, is now a
straightforward calculation.

Hence, from the essential self-adjointness of H™ on D, that was proven in [20], it does
not follow that Hpc is essentially self-adjoint on D,. On the contrary, as the article at
hand shows, Hy exhibits a non-trivial nullspace structure in the relative coordinate, i.e.,
the coordinate of the interaction, whereas one always has Ker(H 1) = {0}.

We want to use this opportunity to add another remark on Eq. (I69) and draw attention
to an interesting implication. We denote by

Pa: 7‘[2 — Ha (172)

the orthogonal projection on H,. An interesting fact is that P, can also have a regular-
izing effect which we will outline briefly in the following without making the argument
rigorous.

For the sake of our argument, it suffices to consider the free and massless case, i.e.,
all potentials and masses are set to zero. We will nevertheless keep the notation Hpc
and H' in order to maintain the distinction between the auxiliary operator H™ and the
actual operator Hpc. Then, Hpc is the operator T from Section B.1.3]

Hpc=T=P M'®id+ideoM™ -p (173)

We give H™ in the same C'®-basis as Hpc in Eq. @). In [20], a different basis is used.
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and HT is in center-of-mass and relative coordinates of the form
H =1,0a-P. (174)

We see now that in order to have ||[H* f|| < oo for some f, this f must have at least
H1(R3, d3R)-regularity. For Hpc however, this is not the case because of the nullspace
structure of P - M. E.g., using the ¢ from line (ITI), it is possible to construct a less
regular f with |[Hpcf|| < oo since ¢ € Ker(P - M™).

What the form equality Eq. (I69) (¢, Hpcw) = (p, HT1)) actually implies, is the
operator equality P,HT P, = Hpc. However, Hpc allows for less regular functions than
H™. Thus, we can conclude that the projection P, has a regularizing effect on H P, f.

B. Matrix operators with unbounded entries

In the following, we glimpse at the theory of matrix operators with unbounded entries.
The goal of this appendix is to provide various relations between the unbounded entries
and give the Frobenius-Schur factorization in Theorem @l A general reference for matrix
operators is [3I]. We consider the matrix operator

A:(é g) (175)

that acts in the Hilbert space H = H1 @ Hs, H1 and Hso being closed subspaces of H,
and where

A: D(A) - Hi, B:DB)—Hi, C:DC)—He, D:D(D)— Ha. (176)
Throughout this appendix, we work with the following assumptions:
(A1) A, B,C, and D are closable, possibly unbounded operators with dense domains

D(A),D(C) C Hy, D(B),D(D)C Ha. (177)

A2) D(B) =D(D).

A3) The resolvent set of A is not empty, i.e. p(A4) # 0.

A5) D(A) C D(C).

(A2)
(A3)
(Ad) D(A7) C D(BY).
(A5)
(A6) D(A) = D(A) & D(D) which is dense in H.

A6

Lemma 10. The matrix operator A is symmetric if and only if
ACA*, DCD* C|DACB*, BCC" (178)

Proof. See [31], Proposition 2.6.1]. O
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Lemma 11. The following statements hold for all pn € p(A):
a) The operator (A — ) "1 B is bounded on D(B).

b) The operator C(A — pu)~! is bounded on all of H;.
¢) The matriz operators R(pu): H — H and T (u): H — H, given by

RD= (a0 ) Tw= (5 W) am

are bounded and boundedly invertible.
d) If A is symmetric with A = A*, then R(u)* = T (i) and T (n)* = R(@) hold.
Proof. a) See |31, Remark 2.2.15].
b) This follows from the closed graph theorem.
c¢) See [31 Theorem 2.2.18|.
d) With Lemma [[0]and A = A*, we obtain
(A=) 'B) = B (A" )L = B{(A-7) ! = C(4—pr) ! (150)
and
CA-p™) 2@ -p) ' C"=A-n)'C"2(A-n)"'B. (181)

Since the bounded linear transformation theorem gives a unique closed extension of

(A—p)™1B, and (C(A—p)~1)* is closed, it follows that (C(A—pu)~1)* = (A —@)~1B.

Hence, equations (I80) and (I8I]) imply R(u)* = 7 (@) and T (u)* = R(@). O
The Schur complement of A is defined by
S(p)=D-—pn—C(A—p)"'B (182)

with domain D(S(u)) = D(D) for all u € p(A).

Theorem 9. A is closable if and only if, for all p € p(A), S(u) is closable in Ha. The
closure A is given by the Frobenius-Schur factorization

(et (9 (8 TP

(183)
independently of p € p(A), that is,
w_J(/f f+(A—pn)"1Bg € D(A),
D(A)-{( p > 67—[1@7{2‘ 4 & D(S) } (184)
a( FY_( A-wU+A@=pw By +nf
A<g>‘<cu+m—m43m+wmwwm>' (189)
Proof. See |28, Theorem 1]. O
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C. Auxiliary lemma

Lemma 12. Let 0 < xk < 1. Then, for any a,b € R3 it holds that
@ —b]*/? — |a]"2| < [b]*/?. (186)

Proof. First, we assume |a—b|*/? > |a|*/2. Then, with |a—b| < |a|+|b| and monotonicity
of exponentiation, we obtain

la — " < (la| + [b)*/ < |a]*/* + [b]*/?, (187)

where we used the equivalence of the 2/x-norm with the 1-norm in R?:

1
1 2/k 2/k\ 2/r
(lal + b))% = (rar% " \brm)

1
2/l<, 2/k _1 1
’b’Q//i /H ‘b’Q/K 1
Inequality (I87)) then implies
@ —b|"/* — |a|*/? < []"/>. (189)

Next, we assume |a|*/? > |a — b|*/2. Then, with |a| < |a — b| + |b| and monotonicity
of exponentiation, we get

|al*/? < (la = b] + b)) < |a — b|*/* + [p|*/> (190)
which implies

jal*/? — |a — b]*/? < |b|"/? (191)
where we made again use of the inequality from line (I88]). This concludes the proof. O
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