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Abstract

We propose an abstract framework describing energy-renormalized Hamiltonians in terms
of local algebras. Within the framework, we examine the positivity improvingness of the
semigroup generated by the renormalized Hamiltonian. As examples, we discuss the renor-
malized Nelson Hamiltonian and the renormalized Nelson Hamiltonian at fixed total mo-
mentum. The characteristic features of our approach are as follows: (i) in contrast with the
probabilistic approach in the Schrédinger representation, our method works well in the Fock
representation; and (ii) the method covers the massless case.
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1 Introduction

Let us consider the Nelson model which describes a system of a single quantum mechanical
particle coupled with a scalar bose field:

1 1 k . :
Hyelsonn = —=Ap —V — g dkL”(ezk-fa(k) + e *Tq(k)) + Hy — E,, (1.1)

2 R3S +/e(k)

where A, is the Laplacian on L?(R3, dx), V is a confining potential and x is the position operator
of the particle. In the remainder of this section, we assume that V € L?(R3, dz) + L (R3, dx).
The operator Hyelsons acts on L?(R3,dz) ® F(L(R?)), where F(b) is the Fock space over b:
F(h) = @2, h®". Here, h®" is the n -fold symmetric tensor product with h®¥ = C. a(k)
and a(k)* are annihilation- and creation operators which satisfy the standard commutation
relations:

[a(k),a(K") ] =6k —K), [a(k),a(k")]=0. (1.2)

The field momentum operator Py = (P 1, Pt 2, P 3) is defined by
Pri— / dkksa(k) a(k), i=1,2,3. (1.3)
RS
The field energy Hy is

H = /R dke(R)a(k)*alk), (k) = V> +m?. (1.4)
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The energy renormalization F is defined by

L 1p, (k)
Ba= =g [ ey (15)

where By, is the ball of radius « centered at the origin and 1p, is the indicator function of the
set B,. Notice that £, — —oo as Kk — oo. g¢ is the coupling strength between the particle
and the field. Without loss of generality, we may assume that g > 0. The mass of bosons is
denoted by m > 0. By applying the Kato-Rellich theorem [37, Theorem X.12|, we can prove
that Helson,s is self-adjoint and bounded from below. We emphasize here that our results in
the present paper can cover the massless case: m = 0.

Let Piot be the total momentum operator: Pt = —iV, + FP;. Here, the symbol V, is
the standard nabla: V, = (8%1, 8%2, 6%3).1 Assume that V' = 0. Then the total momentum
is conserved, i.e., HI‘\%S%H,R, the Nelson Hamiltonian (1.1) with V' = 0, commutes with P,y.

Therefore, one has the decomposition

S

wH Nelson n% t= R3 HH(P)dP’ (16)

where the unitary operator % is given by Z = .7 exp(ix - Piot). Here, # denotes the Fourier
transformation. For each P € R3, H,(P) is defined by

Ho(P) = %(P _ PRy dle“(k) (k) + a(k)*) + H; — Ey. (1.7)

NEOL

The operator H(P) is called the Hamiltonian at a fixed total momentum P. Remark that
H,(P) is a self-adjoint operator acting on §F(L?(R?)), bounded from below.

We wish to remove the ultraviolet cutoff, namely, we are interested in the model with k = co.
At a first glance, such a limiting Hamiltonian cannot be defined mathematically because the
form factor 1/+/e(k) is not square-integrable.? Surprisingly, Nelson proves the following result:

Theorem 1.1. (i) There exists a self-adjoint operator Hxelson, bounded from below, such that
Hyelson,x converges to Hyelson 1 the strong resolvent sense as Kk — oo.

(ii) There exists a self-adjoint operator Hyen(P), bounded from below, such that H,(P) con-
verges to Hyen(P) in the strong resolvent sense as k — co. Furthermore, it holds that

%HNelson% ! \/R3 Hren P)dp (18)

Proof. See [33] for (i) and see [30, Proposition 4.7] for (ii). Note that, in these papers, the
condition m > 0 is assumed, however, we can straightforwardly extend the proofs to the case
where m = 0. O

An important point of Theorem 1.1 is that the renormalized Hamiltonians can be defined
without changing the representation space; in compensation for this, we need the infinite energy
renormalization: F, ~ —oo. Because the Nelson model possesses such a unique property, the

'To be precise, Piot,; is essentially self-adjoint for each j = 1,2,3. In what follows, we denote its closure by
the same symbol.
2Recall that the following operators

/}R3 dkf (k) a(k), /}R3 dkf(k)a(k)*

are mathematically meaningful only if f is square-integrable.



model has been actively studied, see, e.g., [1, 2, 3, 8, 10, 15, 18, 19, 21, 22, 34, 35, 39, 45];
mathematical analysis of the model has been known to be hard since the model is indirectly
defined through the infinite energy renormalization.

In order to explain our purpose of the present paper, let us focus on the Hamiltonian at
fixed total momentum. Let B3 be the Borel sets of R3. For each A € B?, bounded, we define
the Hamiltonian with an ultraviolet cutoff A by

1 1A (K «
w0 = 5P =P =g [ a2 +aoy) + Hea - EO), (19
2 R3 e(k)
where
Py = / dkka(k)*a(k), (1.10)
A
Hpp = / dke(k)a(k)*a(k), (1.11)
A
dk
E(A) = — 2/ : 1.12
W= ) w2 12
Because A is bounded, we can choose k so that A C B,. With this choice, we introduce
1 1 k
mra) = 22 g [ ak 0 G ) + s - BBOAN), (L13)
R3

T2

Ve(k)

where A¢ stands for the complement of A. Then we have the following algebraic relation:
H.(P)=H'(A)+W(A) + HJ(A°), (1.14)
where
W(A) = —(P — P;p) - Py pe. (1.15)
Taking the limit K — oo, we formally obtain
Hyen(P) = H'(A) + W(A) + HY(A®). (1.16)

Note that the mathematical justification of (1.16) is examined in Section 4. Relations of this kind
often appear in quantum statistical mechanics, see, e.g., [7, 40]; from those algebraic relations,
many useful results can be derived; for instance, it is possible to characterize the KMS states in
terms of operator algebras. Therefore, it is natural to explore the renormalized Nelson model by
using the ideas in quantum statistical mechanics. A main purpose in this study is to construct
an abstract framework describing energy-renormalized models and to study its properties from
a viewpoint of quantum statistical mechanics; especially, we examine the semigroups generated
by the renormalized Hamiltonians in terms of operator algebras.

We will mainly study whether the semigroups e #ren(P) and e=BHNelson improve the positiv-
ity. The positivity improvingness of e ##xn(P) in the Fock representation was first conjectured
by Frohlich [12, 13]. In [25], Matte-Mgller has succeeded to prove the positivity improvingness of
e BHNeson ot e PHP) in the Schrodinger representation. Then the author solved the Frohlich
conjecture in [30].

There are two approaches to the problem. One is Matte-Mgller’s method [25] based on the
path integral formula; their method is applicable in the Schrédinger representation. The other
approach is established by the author in [28, 29, 30]; his method originates from Froéhlich’s
pioneering works [12, 13] and is effective in the Fock representation. As discussed in Section 5,



these two methods complement each other and have specific advantages. Our algebraic approach
in this paper provides a general framework of the author’s works. As we will perform, the
present method naturally covers the massless case. Moreover, we will prove that the positivity
improvingness of the semigroup e~ #HNeison ot e PHren(P) in the Fock representation. As far as
we know, this result is new and provide information on the renormalized Nelson Hamiltonian
which is different from the one obtained in the Schrédinger representation.

The organization of the present paper is as follows: In Section 2, we introduce the concept of
renormalized Hamiltonian nets which is a generalization of (1.16). Then we illustrate an abstract
theory of the positivity improving semigroups associated with the renormalized Hamiltonian
net. In Section 3, we prove the results in Section 2. Section 4 is devoted to give an example
of the renormalized Hamiltonian net associated with the Nelson Hamiltonian at fixed total
momentum: Hpe,(P). In Section 5, we examine the renormalized Hamiltonian net associated
with the Nelson Hamiltonian with confining potential: Hyelson- In Appendices A and B, we
give a list of fundamental facts that are used in the main sections. In Appendices C and D, we
prove the positivity improvingness of the semigroup generated by the Hamiltonian Hyelson,, in
the Fock representation. This fact is a basic input in Section 5.
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2 An abstract theory

In this section, we will construct an abstract theory of positivity improving semigroups asso-
ciated with renormalized Hamiltonian. In Sections 4 and 5, we will examine the renormalized
Nelson Hamiltonians as important examples.

2.1 Local structures

Let BY be the Borel sets of R? and let B{ = {B € B¢| B is bounded and |B| # 0}, where |B| is
the Lebesgue measure of B.

Definition 2.1. Let $ be a complex separable Hilbert space and let Z()) be the set of all
bounded operators on £. Let 9 C #A(H) be a von Neumann algebra on $. We say that 9t
admits a local structure if there exists a net {9 },cpe of von Neumann subalgebras satisfying
the following:

(i) My # @ if and only if |A| # 0.

(i) If A C A" and |A"\ A| # 0, then My C My/.
(iii) If [ANA/| =0, then [y, Mp/] = {0}.
)

(iv) m=U AeBd SIRAS, where S° is the closure of S in the strong operator topology.



Definition 2.2. Let 91 be a von Neumann algebra on $) admitting a local structure {9t } 5 cpa-
We say that a net {$)5}cpa of closed subspaces of §) and a net {Q},cpa of unit vectors are
adapted to {9 }acpa if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) My C B(HA). Here, we understand that Hpa = H and Mpa = M.
(il) Qa € $H, is cyclic and separating for My .
In this study, we further impose the following tensor product structures:
Definition 2.3. Let 91 be a von Neumann algebra on $) admitting a local structure {9t }cpa-
Suppose that {$a}ycps and {Qx }rcpa are adapted to {9 }pcpe. We say that M is factorizable
if the following are satisfied:

(i) If AC A |A[ # 0 and [A"\ A| # 0, then Hrr = HA @ Hna- In particular, H = Hr ® Hac
for each A € B? with |A| # 0 and |A¢| # 0, where A® is the complement of A.

(ii) Corresponding to the condition (i), 24 can be factorized as Q5 = Qp ® Qpn\a, provided
that A C A’,|A| # 0 and |A’\ A| # 0. In particular, Q = Qy ® Qc for all A € B¢ with
|A| # 0 and |A€| # 0, where we set Q@ = Qpa.

(iii) IfA C A’,|A] # 0 and [A"\ A| # 0, then DMpr = Mp @M 5, Wwhere My @My 4 indicates
the von Neumann tensor product of MMy and Mpn . In particular, M = Ny @ M. for
all A € B? with |A] # 0 and |A¢| # 0.

Definition 2.4. Let 9t“ be a von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert space $* admitting a local
structure {9 }acpe and let MY be a von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert space $)* admitting a
local structure {9t} },cpe. Suppose that there are a net {$)% }rcpe (resp. {H} Facpa) of closed
subspaces of $* (resp. $") and a net {Q) }rcpa (resp. {Qf }aepe) of unit vectors which are
adapted to {9 }rcpe (resp. {IM} }acpe). We say that the pair (9, IMY) is a generalized local
system if the following are satisfied:

(i) 9MY is factorizable.

(i) fACA, A€ IBBg and [A"\ A| # 0, then H%, = H, @ Y)X/\A. In particular, $* = H) ® H}.
for each A € IB%%.

(iii) Q4 can be factorized as 4, = Q) ® €23\ o> provided that A C A, A € B and [A"\ A| # 0.
In particular, Q* = Q) ® Q}. holds, where we set Q' = Qp,.
(iv) If A C A’, A € B and |A’\ A| # 0, then MY, = My ® Mina- In particular, M =
MYy @ MY, for all A € BE.
Remark 2.5. Let A, A’ € BY. Suppose that A C A/, A € B and [A’\ A| # 0.

1. We occasionally identify I} with 9y @ Iyn 4, where 11 indicates the identity operator
on Y)X,\A. In particular, 9 = MY ® Upe. Similarly, we identify EDTX,\A with Ty ® EDTX,\A.

2. Let A and B be linear operators on £ and .67\,\ A respectively. We often leave out tensor
factors and write A= A® Iynp and B = 1) ® B.

The following proposition is readily confirmed:

Proposition 2.6. Let M be a von Neumann algebra admitting a local structure {9Mp}pepa. If
M is factorizable, then (M, M) is a generalized local system.

Proposition 2.6 will be useful in Section 4; in Section 4, the Nelson Hamiltonian at fixed
total momentum is examined from a view point of a generalized local system; in this case, the
local structure is determined by the abelian von Neumann algebras of the second quantization
of the multiplication operators in the momentum space.



2.2 Renormalized Hamiltonian net

Let A and B be self-adjoint operators, bounded from below. The form domain of the operator
A is denoted by Q(A). If Q(A) NQ(B) is dense, then we can define the form sum of A and B,
which is denoted by A+ B, see, e.g., [36, Section VIIL.6, Example 4].

Definition 2.7. Let (9, 9) be a generalized local system. Let H be a self-adjoint operator
acting in $*, bounded from below. The renormalized Hamiltonian net associated with H is a net
of triplets of self-adjoint operators {(H*(A), HV(A®),W(A))|A € B} such that the following
properties are valid:

(i) H#(A) acts on ﬁf (# = 1,v), and H*(A) and H"(A®) are bounded from below for all
A e B
(ii) For each A € B¢, Q(H) = Q(H'(A)) N Q(HY(A9)).

(iii) For each A € B, there exists a self-adjoint operator W (A) such that Q(H) C Q(W(A))
and

H = H"(A)+W(A)+H? (A). (2.1)

The operator H is called the renormalized Hamiltonian. For each A € IB%g, H*'(A) is called the
Hamiltonian with an ultraviolet cutoff A.

2.3 Theorems
2.3.1 Preliminaries

Let 9t be a von Neumann algebra on a complex separable Hilbert space £, and {2 be a cyclic
and separating vector for 9. We use A and J to denote the modular operator and the mod-
ular conjugation associated with the pair {91,Q} [6, Definition 2.5.10]. The Tomita-Takesaki
theorem [6, Theorem 2.5.14] tells us that JOJ = M’ and AYIMA~® = M for all ¢ € R, where
9 is the commutant of 9.

Definition 2.8. Let Py(I) = {AJAJ | A € M}. The natural cone, P, associated with the pair

{9, Q} is defined by P = Py(IM)2, where the bar denotes the closure in the norm in §).

It is well-known that P is a self-dual cone in ), that is, ¢ = B, where P is the dual cone
of P : P' = {p € H|(plY) > 0Vy € P}. If Jp = ¢, then ¢ has a unique decomposition
© =@+ — p_, where oy € P and oy L p_. See, e.g., [6, Theorem 2.5.28] for detail.

The following order structures are important in this study.

Definition 2.9. (i) A vector ¢ is said to be positive w.r.t. P if ¢ € P. We write this as
© >0 w.r.t. PB.

(ii) A vector ¢ € B is called strictly positive w.r.t. B3, whenever (p|i)) > 0 for all ¢ € B\ {0}.
We write this as ¢ > 0 w.r.t. B.

(i) Let Hreal = {p € H|Jp = ¢}. Let o, 0 € Hrear- If ¢ —1p € P, then we write this as ¢ > 1)
w.r.t. PB.

In subsequent sections, we use the following order preserving operator inequalities.
Definition 2.10. Let A, B € #(9).

(i) If AP C PB,3 we then write this as A >0 w.r.t. 8.* In this case, we say that A preserves
the positivity w.r.t. B.

3For each subset € C §, A€ is defined by A€ = {Ap | € ¢}.
4This symbol was introduced by Miura [24].



(ii) Suppose that A9peal C Hreal and BHreal € Nyear- If (A — B)P C P, then we write this as
Al B wrt. P.

(iii) We write A>0 w.r.t. B, if Ap > 0 w.r.t. B for all ¢ € P\ {0}. In this case, we say that
A improves the positivity w.r.t. .

Definition 2.11. Let A be a positive self-adjoint operator such that e#4 >0 w.r.t. B for
all B > 0. We say that the semigroup e ?4 is ergodic w.r.t. 3, if the following condition is
satisfied: For each ¢,¢ € P\ {0}, there exists a 8 > 0 such that (p|e™#44) > 0. Note that 3
could depend on ¢ and .

As we will prove in Appendix A, the ergodicity is equivalent to the positivity improvingness,
when ‘B is a lattice.

2.4 Main results

Let (9%, 91") be a generalized local system. Let {(H*(A), H"(A°), W(A))}Ae]Bg be a renormal-
ized Hamiltonian net associated with H.

Given A € B? with A # R? we denote by P (resp. PBY) the natural cone associated
with the pair {9t ,Q4} (resp. {9}, Q{}). The natural cone associated with {91, Q"} (resp.
{9V, Qv}) is denoted by B* (resp. Bv), where we set Q= Qp,; and Q¥ = Q.

As we will see in Proposition 3.2, these self-dual cones are related as follows: Let A, A’ € B
If AC A, A eB? and [A'\ Al # 0, then, corresponding to (ii) of Definition 2.4, we have

T =B @ B (2.2)
where the right hand side is defined in Appendix B. In particular,
P =P @ Pie (2.3)

holds. These properties will play crucial roles in the present paper. Remark that we can define
positivities, positivity preservingness, positivity improvingness and ergodicity with respect to
P4, ete. for each A € B,

In what follows, we assume the following conditions:

(A. 1) (W(A)+4)~1 € 3(9), where 3(91) is the center of M : (M) = M N (M)’

(A. 2) (AYEW(A) € W(A)(AY)® for all t € R, where A* indicates the modular operator
associated with the pair {901, Q'}.

(A. 3) For each A € Bg, e PH M) > wor.t. B and e PHY(AY) > () wor.t. PR for all B> 0.

The following theorem characterizes the ergodicity of the semigroup generated by the renor-
malized Hamiltonian H.

Theorem 2.12. Assume (A. 1), (A. 2) and (A. 3). Given A € BY, let L(A) = H'(A) +
HY(A®). The following conditions are equivalent:

(i) The semigroup e PH s ergodic w.r.t. .
(ii) For each ¢, € P*\ {0}, there exist >0 and A € BY such that (ple PLMy) > 0.

We remark that there are some interesting similarities between Theorem 2.12 and the char-
acterization of the KMS state by the Gibbs condition in the quantum statistical mechanics, see,
e.g., [4], [7, Theorem 6.2.18].

For concrete applications to the nonrelativistic quantum field theory, there is a more conve-
nient theorem. To state it, we have to introduce the following condition.



(A. 4) There exists a net {w} } yepe of normalized vectors satisfying the following:

(i) For every A € B?, wy > 0 w.r.t. P{ and there is a constant v > 0 independent of A
such that (w}|Q}) > 7.
(ii) If A € A/,|A] # 0 and |[A"\ A| # 0, then W}, = W} ® WY,
of 2.3, here.
iii) For each A € B¢, it holds that 1} ® |wYc)(w¥.| < 1* w.r.t. B¢, where 14 (resp. 1°) is
A Ac/\WA A
the identity operator on £’ (resp. 9*).

\a- Recall (ii) of Definition

In general, wy is different from QY.

Remark 2.13. The main role of Qf is to generate the self-dual cone B . In contrast, the main
role of w} is to translate (ii) of Theorem 2.12 to (ii) of Theorem 2.14 which is more convenient
for applications.

Theorem 2.14. Assume (A. 1), (A. 2), (A. 3) and (A. 4). The following conditions are
equivalent:

(i) e PH is ergodic w.r.t. B*.
(ii) e PH' M) 4s ergodic w.r.t. Y for all A € BY.
To translate the ergodicity to the positivity improvingness, we need the following condition.

(A. 5) For each A € B? and ¢,% € P4, it holds that ¢ A > 0 w.r.t. Py, where ¢ A =
¥ — (p —1)_. Similar condition holds true for .

By applying Theorem A.4, we immediately obtain the following corollary.
Corollary 2.15. Assume (A. 1) — (A. 5). The following conditions are equivalent:
(i) e PH >0 w.r.t. P for all 3 > 0.
(i) e PN >0 w.rt. Py for all A € B and 8 > 0.

Corollary 2.15 tells us that the positivity improvingness of e is characterized by that of
the semigroups generated by the local Hamiltonians, H*(A).

The following theorem immediately follows from Corollary 2.15 and the Perron-Frobenius-
Faris theorem [11].

Theorem 2.16. Assume (A. 1) — (A. 5). Suppose that E = infspec(H) is an eigenvalue.
The following conditions are equivalent:

(i) E is a simple eigenvalue. The corresponding eigenvector can be chosen to be strictly
positive with respect to PB*.

(ii) e PH N >0 w.rt. Py for all A € B and 8> 0.

3 Proofs of theorems in Section 2

3.1 Properties of the natural cones

For each A € BY, we introduce an orthogonal projection Qx by Qn = 14 ® Ppe, where
Ppre = |Q%.)(Q2%c]. The operator Qx will play an important role. Here, we examine some
basic properties of Q4.

Suppose that A C A’,[A] # 0 and [A"\ A| # 0. We consider a map 75 s : H) — 9, defined
by TA A () = ¢ ® QX/\  for all ¢ € 9. Trivially, 7o o/ is an isometry. By using this map, one
can regard £ as a closed subspace of §),, that is, H} = H) ® QU,\A C % . From this point of
view, @5 is the orthogonal projection from $* onto £ .



Proposition 3.1. One obtains the following:

(i) If A € NJ|A| # 0 and [N\ A| # 0, then Qa < Qps, where the inequality indicates the
standard operator inequality’. In particular, Qx < 1°.

ii) For each A € B¢, Qp >0 w.r.t. PB*.
b

(i) s - lm  Qp = 1°, where s-lim indicates the strong limit.

AMRY; AeBd
Proof. (i) Because MM is factorizable, we have Q}. = Qina @ Qe by (ii) of Definition 2.3.
Hence, Qp and Qx+ can be expressed as

Qr = ]1[}\®PA/\A®PA/C, Qn :]15\®]1U/\A®PA/C. (3.1)
Thus, we have
Qp —Qr =13 ® (HX’\A — PA/\A) & Ppre > 0. (32)

By taking A’ = R?, we have Qp < Qpa = 1°.

(ii) First, recall (iv) of Definition 2.4: 9" = M) @ M{.. Let A = Zfil B; ® C; with
B; € MY and C; € MY.. Trivially, it holds that AJ*AJ* Q" > 0 w.r.t. B*, where Q* is the
cyclic and separating unit vector for 91" and J* stands for the modular conjugation associated
with {901, Q"}. Because A’s of this form are dense in 9t under the strong operator topology [6,
Theorem 2.4.11], it suffices to prove that QxAJ*AJ*Q* > 0 w.r.t. PB*. We have, by using (iii)
of Definition 2.4: Q' = Q) ® Qf.,

N
QAATATQ =3 (R |CiT}CiIR-Q%e) BiJ§ B i Q% ® QX (3.3)
ij=1

where J} is the modular conjugation associated with {9}, Q% }. Let us define a matrix M =
{M;;} by M;; = (Q3:|CiJ5.C;J{Q%c). We claim that M is positive semidifinite. Indeed, we
have

N N N
Z ZZ'Z}fMl'j = <QXC| |:Z ZZCZ:| ch [Z ZZCZ:| JXC Xc> > 0, Z1,...,2N € C. (3.4)

ij=1 i=1 i=1

Hence, there exists a unitary matrix U such that M = Udiag(\y,...,An)U*, where \; are the
eigenvalues of M. Of course, each ); is nonnegative. Inserting this into (3.3), we have

N N N
the RHS of (3.3) = ) A [Z UikBl-] J [Z UikBl} JEO4 @ QY. (3.5)
k=1 i=1 i=1
N
= \eDyJ Dy J Y, (3.6)
k=1

where Dy, = Z@]L U;p B; ® 13c. Therefore, we conclude that QyAJ*AJ'Q > 0 w.r.t. P
(ili) We set M} . = UAeBg MY and let Hi . = M} Q" Then, due to (iv) of Definition 2.1,
iy is dense in H*. For each ¢ € o, there exits a A € IB%% such that ¢ € $%. Thus, if
we take A’ large as A C A/, then we have ¢ = p ® QA ® Qfe, which implies that Q¢ =
PR\, @O =@ Q% = p. Accordingly, we obtain s-  lim  Qap = . O
ANA AMRY; AeBd

"Let A and B be bounded self-adjoint operators on X. Then A > B if and only if (z|Az) > (x|Bx) for all
zeX




Proposition 3.2. We have the following:

(i) IfAC N, Ae IBBg and |A"\ A| # 0, then PB4, = P4 ® ‘BX,\A, where the tensor product of
self-dual cones is defined in Appendiz B. In particular, P* = P4\ @ PR for all A € IB%g.

(i) If A C A'J|A| # 0 and |A'\A| # 0, then By, € P',. (More precisely, we have PLOQ\ ) €
B -)
iii) If A C AN|A| # 0 and [N\ A| # 0, then QB4 = B4 @ Q¥ 1. (More precisely, we have
A A \A
QA%?\/ & QX/C - mﬁ\ & Qv/\A & QXA:-)

(iv) P = U B, where the bar denotes the closure in the norm of $*.
AcBg

Proof. (i) Because M, = MY @MY by (iv) of Definition 2.4, we have Py (I,) = Po (M} ®
zmx,\ A)- By the definition of the tensor product of self-dual cones in Appendix B, we conclude
the assertion.

(ii) For each ¢ € B, we readily confirm that @@Q”,\ , belongs to B},. Hence, ‘,Bj\@)QX,\ A C
P

(iii) Let A = Zf\il B;®C; with B; € MY and C; € DJIX,\A. Using arguments similar to those
in the proof of Proposition 3.1 (ii) (or using (3.5)), we obtain QaAJ}, AJL, Q4 € P) @ Q%A
This means that QaPo(My, ) C Pa ® 35~ Because Po(Mty)$Yy, is dense in P, we
conclude that Q%) C Py ® QX,\ A+ To prove the converse is easy.

(iv) By applying (ii), we see that UAe]Bg PBi € PB'. We will prove the converse. Let ¢ € P*.
Because of (iii) of this proposition, Q¢ belongs to Py = P4 @ Q). for all A € Bg. By using

(iii) of Proposition 3.1, we conclude that ¢ =s- lim  Qap € [Jpcpe Bl O
ATRY; AcBd b

3.2 Some auxiliary lemmas

In this subsection, we always assume that (A. 1), (A. 2) and (A. 3). Given A € B¢, let E,(+)
be the spectral measure of W (A). We set

W, (A) = Ex((—o0,n])W(A), W, (A) = Ex([—n,00))W(A). (3.7)

Hence, W, (A) is bounded from above, and W, (A) is bounded from below.

Lemma 3.3. Let A € IB%g. We have the following.
(i) For each s >0, e=*Wn (M) € 3(00) and e=*"» N >0 w.r.t. L.
(ii) For each s >0, esWa (A) ¢ 3(0M) and esWa (N >0 w.r.t. P

Proof. (i) By using (A. 1) and functional calculus, we know that e—*Wn (M) ¢ 3(9m¢).
Let f(z) = 1[—p 00)(®)e™*, where, given A C R, 14 stands for the indicator function of A.

We have e=*Wn (A) = f(W(A)). By applying Theorem A.1, we have e *"Wn (1) > 0 w.r.t. P* for
all s > 0.
Similarly, we can show (ii). O

Lemma 3.4. Let A € BY. Let p,p € P. If (p|v)) = 0, then we have {ple™*"Wn Ny)) = 0 and
<QD|BSW;(A)¢> =0 for all s > 0.

Proof. Applying Lemma 3.3 and Corollary A.2, we obtain 0 < {p|e™*"Wn (A)T/J> < e (ply) = 0.
Similarly, we can show <<p\eSW"+ (A)¢> =0. =
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Lemma 3.5. Let A € Bg. One obtains the following.
(i) L(A)+W, (A) converges to H in the strong resolvent sense as n — oo.
(ii) H—W,F(A) converges to L(A) in the strong resolvent sense as n — .

Proof. (i) Without loss of generality, we may assume that H*(A) and H are positive for all A.
Let t,, be the closed, positive form associated with L(A)+W, (A). Then the sequence {t,}>>,

satisfies t1 >t > -+- > t, > tp41 > ---. By using (ii) and (iii) of Definition 2.7, we see that
Q(tn) = Q(L(A)) for all n € N. Let Q(t) = Uy Q(tn) = Q(L(A)) and
too(ps ) = lim 1a(p,0), ¢ € Qo). (3.8)

Then H is the self-adjoint operator corresponding to fs, the closure of t,. Applying [36,
Theorem S. 16], we conclude (i).
Similarly, we obtain (ii) by applying [36, Theorem S. 14]. O

Lemma 3.6. We have the following.

(i) e PLN >0 wort. P for all B> 0 and A € BY.

(ii) e PH >0 w.r.t. B for all > 0.
Proof. (i) By (A. 3), we have e ##'(M) >0 wrt. Py and e PH"A) >0 wrt. P, for all
B > 0. By using the property P* = P4 @ PY. in (i) of Proposition 3.2 and the definition of
P4 @PY. in Appendix B, we readily confirm that e #HA) = ¢=AH (A) @ ¢ =FH"(A) > 0 w.r.t. P

for all 8 > 0.
(ii) By using (i) of Lemma 3.5, we have

e PH = s lim s- lim <e_5L(A)/me_BW;(A)/m)m- (3.9)

n—oo  Mm—0oo

By applying (i), Lemmas 3.3 and A.5, we conclude that the right hand side of (3.9) preserves
the positivity w.r.t. B* for all g > 0. U

3.3 Proof of Theorem 2.12
(i) = (ii): We will apply Faris’ idea in [11]. Given ¢ € P*\ {0}, we set
K@) = {p € ¥ (ol D) =05 > 0vA € Bi}. (3.10)

Our goal is to prove that K (1)) = {0}. We remark that the closedness of K (1) will be repeatedly
used in the proof. Let ¢ € K(¢). Thus, the vector ¢ satisfies (p|e #XMyp) = 0 for all § > 0
and A € IB%%. Note that e LMy > 0 wrt. B¢ for all B > 0 by (i) of Lemma 3.6. By
Lemma 3.4, we have (e=5Wn (Mple=BLNy) = 0 for all n € N, s > 0, 3 > 0 and A € B,
which implies that e=*"r (MK (1) € K(¢). Because e "MK () C K(y) for all t > 0, we
have (e AL/ Le=BWn (M/OE (1)) C K (¢) for all £ € N. Taking the limit £ — oo, we obtain
e ALMFWR (M) [ (1) C K (1) for all n € N and 8 > 0 by [36, Theorem S. 21]. Taking the limit
n — 0o, we arrive at e P K (¢)) C K(¢) for all 3> 0 by (i) of Lemma 3.5. Therefore, for each
@ € K(¢), it holds that (p|e™#H)) = 0 for all B > 0. By the assumption (i), ¢ must be 0.

(ii) = (i): For each ¢ € P\ {0}, we set
J(1) = {o € B[ {ple™ " y) = 0v5 > 0}. (3.11)

Using arguments similar to those in the previous part, we have e #L(1) J(y) C J(¥) for all
B> 0and A € B{. Hence, for every ¢ € J(¢), we obtain {p|le #LMy) = 0 for all B > 0 and
A € B{. By the assumption (ii), ¢ must be 0. Hence, for every ¢, € P \ {0}, there exists a
B > 0 such that (p|e#74)) > 0. O
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3.4 Proof of Theorem 2.14
(i) = (ii): Let A € B{. Fix ¢ € B4 \ {0}, arbitrarily and let

1) = {p @ We | € Bh, (0@ WelePHMyp @ Q%) =08 > 0}. (3.12)

Let ¢ ® Q3. € I(¢). Using arguments similar to those in the proof of Theorem 2.12, we can
prove that (p ® Q% e PHy ® QY.) = 0 for all 3 > 0. By the assumption (i), ¢ must be 0.
Hence, I(1) = {0}. Thus, for each ¢ € P \ {0}, there exists a § > 0 such that

0 < (p @ Qele™ My © Qfe) = (ple™ M D) (Qfe[e P HIOL,). (3.13)

Because e 91" (A9) is a positive operator, it holds that (Q4.|e #1*(A)Qx.) > 0. Combining this
with (3.13), we get (p|e ™7 M) > 0. To summarize, for each ¢, € P4 \ {0}, there exists a
B > 0 such that (@le PH My > 0.

(ii) = (i): Given A € BY, let go = 1) ® |w¥.)(wye|, where w} is given in (A. 4). By using
arguments similar to those in the proof of Proposition 3.1, we can show that gy > 0 w.r.t. B
In addition, we have g3 >0 w.r.t. B¢ by (iii) of (A. 4), where g3 = 1" — ga.

Let ¢ € $* be a nonzero vector. We will show that there exits a A, € Bg such that, if A € IB%g
and A, C A, then gap # 0. By using (iii) of Proposition 3.1, Qap — ¢ as A T R%. Hence, for
any € > 0, there is a A, € B{ such that if A € B¢ and A, C A, then [|¢ — Qa¢|| < ¢ holds. By
using the triangle inequality, we find

laaell > llaaQaell — llga (1 — Qa)pll > llgaQaw|| — €. (3.14)

By applying (i) of (A. 4) and the fact [|Qa¢| > ||¢|| — &, we get

lgaQapll = (wae|Qa)Qall = VQa¢ll = Y(ll¢ll — ), (3.15)

which implies that, due to (3.14), |[gae] > v|l¢ll — (1 + v)e holds. By choosing ¢ such that
el = (1 4+ )e > 0 and A sufficiently large, we conclude that gy # 0.

Choose ¢, € B¢\ {0}, arbitrarily. By using the above claim, there exists a A € B{ such
that gap # 0 and gay # 0. For such a A, we have

o~ BL(A) _

e PHA) g g=BH(AF) (3.16)
Because gy > 0 and q/{ >0 w.r.t. PB*, we have, by (i) of Lemma 3.6,

eBLO) > g o —BLN)

T (ReleT T i) PO @ i) (el (3.17)

Because e~ #1"(A%) is a positive operator and ker(e =A%) = {0}, it holds that (w¥.|e #H (A ) >
0 for all 8 > 0. Hence, we obtain that

(ple PEM Yy > (wRe[e P AW Y (gaple P M gaap). (3.18)

By the assumption (i) in Theorem 2.14, there exists a # > 0 such that the RHS of (3.18) is
strictly positive. By applying Theorem 2.12, we conclude (i). U
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4 The Nelson net

4.1 Definition of the Nelson model

In this section, we will provide the first example of the renormalized Hamiltonian net. The
Nelson Hamiltonian at a fized total momentum P € R? is defined by

H(P) = %(P —h2—g [ a2 ) +ath)) + He - B (4.1)

rR3  +/e(k)

The operator H,(P) acts on = F(L?*(R3)), where F(h) is the Fock space over h: F(h) =
@2, b®". P, Hy and E,, are defined by (1.3), (1.4) and (1.5), respectively. By the Kato-
Rellich theorem [37, Theorem X.12], H,(P) is self-adjoint on dom(P?) N dom(Hs), bounded
from below, for each ¢ >0, x> 0,m >0 and P € R3.6

Let Hyen(P) be the renormalized Hamiltonian defined in Theorem 1.1. Recall that Hy(P)
converges to Hyen (P) in the strong resolvent sense as £ — 0o. In what follows, we will construct
a renormalized Hamiltonian net associated with Hyen(P).

4.2 Properties of the Fock spaces

Let h be a complex separable Hilbert space. Given self-adjoint operator A on b, its second
quantization, dI'(A), is defined by

dl'(A) =0 éiﬂ@--@\f{;@---@ﬂ. (4.2)

n=1 j=1 jth

dI'(A) acts on F(h) and is essentially self-adjoint. In what follows, we denote its closure by the
same symbol.

We denote by a(f) the annihilation operator on F(h) with test vector f € b [37, Section
X. 7]. By definition, a(f) is densely defined, closed, and antilinear in f. The adjoint, a(f)*,
is called the creation operator. The creation- and annihilation operators satisfy the following
commutation relations:

[a(f),al9)*] = (flg9), la(f),a(g)] =0 (4.3)

on suitable domains.
If h = L?(A) with A € B3, then a(f) and a(f)* are formally expressed as

ol f) = /A dkf(K) a(k), a(f)* = /A dkf (k)a(k)", (4.4)

where the kernel operators a(k) and a(k)* satisfy (1.2). In addition, if F' is the multiplication
operator by a real-valued continuous function F on R3, then dI'(F) is formally expressed as

dT(F) = /A dkF (k)a(k)*a(k). (4.5)

SFirst, recall the following well-known bound:
I(a(f) +alf))ell < 2”2 FII(Hr + 1) ¢, f € dom(z"/?), ¢ € dom(H;"?).
Let h = 1g, /+/. Because e '/?h € L*(R?) for all m > 0 and & > 0, we find, by using the above bound,
I(a(h) + a(h))ell < 2lle™hlll|(He + 1))l < nlle™2R)1* + |(H: + 1) ?0] /1

for any n > 0 and ¢ € dom(H;). Here, we have used the elementary inequality 2ab < na? + b /n for a,b > 0 and
n > 0. This bound indicates that the interaction term in (4.1) is infinitesimally small with respect to the free
Hamiltonian (P — P;)?/2 4 Hy for all g > 0, > 0,m > 0 and P. Hence, we can apply the Kato-Rellich theorem.
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In this study, we will occasionally use these convenient expressions.
Recall the following factorization properties of the Fock space:

F(h1 @ b2) = F(h1) ® F(h2). (4.6)

Corresponding to (4.6), we have the following:

a(fdg)=a(f) @1+ 1®alg), (4.7)

where X indicates the closure of the operator X, and the identity (4.7) holds on suitable dense
subspaces.” Let w be the Fock vacuum in F(h1 @ b2), and let w; be the Fock vacuum in
§(b;), i =1,2. Under the identification (4.6), we have

w=w; ® wa. (4.9)

For each A € B? with |A| # 0 and |A¢| # 0, we have the decomposition: L?(R3) = L%(A) @
L?(A°). Using this and (4.6), we have

=9 @ Hae, (4.10)
where 5 = F(L2(A)). Similarly, we can check that
AA = HA D HANA (4.11)

provided that A C A’, |A] # 0 and |A’\ A| # 0. Remark that $5 can be expressed as

o =P LA™, (4.12)
n=0

where
LN = {F € L*(N") | F(ky, ... kn) = Fky1), - - kgn)) ae. Yo € &}, (4.13)

Here, G,, is the permutation group on the set {1,...,n}.
By applying (4.7) and (4.8), we obtain the following:

1. For each f € L%(R3),
a(f) = a(fa) @ Tpe + 1p ® a(fae), (4.14)
holds on suitable dense subspaces, where fn = f1a.

2. Given a function F(k) on R3, let F' be the multiplication operator by the function F (k).
Suppose that F' is real-valued and continuous. Then we have

dT(F) = dT(Fp) @ Ipe + 15 ® dT(Fpe), (4.15)

where Fp = F'1,.

"E.g., the incomplete tensor product of the finite particle subspaces, the domain of number operator dl'(1e 1),
and so on.
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4.3 Construction of a generalized local system

For each A € B3 with |A| # 0, we set
Sym(Axn {F € L®(N™) | F(ky,... k) :F(ka(l),...,ka(n)) a.e. Yo € 6n}. (4.16)

L3S, (A*™) can be regarded as a von Neumann algebra of multiplication operators acting on

sym
sym(Axn) Given A € B3, define

My = @Lsym AX™) (4.17)

with L (A*%) = C. (For each A € B3 with |[A| =0, we set M, = @.) In what follows, we set

sym
M = Mps. (4.18)

M is a von Neumann algebra on ), and 9y is a von Neumann algebra on $. We readily
confirm that 9 admits a local structure {9t }acrs. Using the identification (4.6), we have

m/\/ = mA & ?J)?A/\A, (419)

provided that A C A’, |A] # 0 and |[A"\ A] # 0.
Let £ € L2(R3). Suppose that £(k) > 0 a.e. k. We define a normalized vector € in §) by

= c@ §®" (4.20)

where ¢ is the normalization constant: ¢ = e~ l1€I1°/2, Similarly, for each A € B3, we set Q) =
cea D, fg , where ¢y = e I1€AI°/2 with &r = 1p&. By using the identification (4.10), we
have

Qp :QA®QA'\A, Q=05 0, (4.21)

provided that A C A’ with |[A| # 0 and |A’\ A| # 0. Because ¢ > 0 w.r.t. L2(R3),, we find
that Q > 0 w.r.t. . Similarly, because £y > 0 w.r.t. L2(A)., we have Q4 > 0 w.r.t. Pa.
Hence, Q (resp. Q) is cyclic and separating for 9t (resp. 9My). These indicate that the basic
assumptions of Definition 2.3 are actually satisfied.

Proposition 4.1. (9,9M) is a generalized local system.

Proof. Taking (4.10), (4.19) and (4.21) into account, we readily confirm that 91 is factorizable.
Hence, by applying Proposition 2.6, we conclude the desired assertion in the proposition. [

Let A and J be the modular operator and modular conjugation associated with the pair
{9, Q}. Trivially, A = 1 and J is the complex conjugation on ) : Jy = @~ ). Similarly,
given A € B? let Ay and Ja be the modular operator and modular conjugation associated
with {9y, Qx}. Then Ap = 1) and Jy is the complex conjugation on $,. In this case, the
corresponding natural cones are respectively given by

@Lsym (R3™),, Pp = @Lsym (AX™) 4 (4.22)

where
Sym(AX”) ={F ¢ Lsym(AX") | F(ki,...,k,) >0 ae.} (4.23)
with Lgym(AX0)+ =R; = {r € R|r > 0}. The self-dual cone P is referred to as the Fréhlich

cone [28], see also [12, 13].
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Lemma 4.2. Given A € B? with |A| # 0, let wy be the Fock vacuum in $Hp : wp = 1S0BOD- - - .
We set w = wgs, the Fock vacuum in $). Then the net {wa}rcps satisfies (A. 4).

Proof. Using (4.9), we have wyr = wp ® wany, provided that A C A" with |A| # 0 and
|A”\ A| # 0. Thus, (ii) of (A. 4) is satisfied. By the definitions of wp and Bx, we have wp > 0
w.r.t. Pa for each A € B3. In addition, we readily confirm that (wx|Qx) = cp > ¢ > 0. Hence,
(i) of (A. 4) is satisfied.

In [29, 30], we already confirmed that (iii) of (A. 4) holds. For readers’ convenience, we
provide the idea of the proof. Using the identification (4.12), we know that Iy ® |wpe)(wae| =
b, 1%” holds, where 1, indicates the multiplication operator by the function 1. Thus, we
obtain that

o0

1— 1) @ [wae) {wae| = @[T, — 157, (4.24)
n=0

where 1, is the identity operator on (L*(R?))®". Because 1, — 1" > 0 a.e. as a function on
R3", we can conclude that the RHS of (4.24) preserves the positivity. U

Remark 4.3. As we proved in Lemma 4.2, w and wy satisfy (A. 4). However, these vectors
are neither cyclic nor separating for 97 or 9)x. On the other hand, 2 and Q2 do not satisfy
(A. 4). These facts illustrate why we need two kinds of vectors © and w in Section 2.4.

Lemma 4.4. (A. 5) is satisfied.

Proof. Given ¢,1 € P, we have p Ay = @,2 ) ¥n A ¥pn, where

(on An)(k1, ... ky) = min{en (K1, ..., kn), Un(ki,... . kn)}. (4.25)
Because @y, by, € L2, (A*") 4, we see that (pn A thn)(k1, ..., ky) > 0 a.e., which implies that
e AY >0 wrt. Pa. O

4.4 Construction of the Nelson net

For notational simplicity, we set H = Hyen(P). For each A € B}, we define the Hamiltonian
with an ultraviolet cutoff A by

B = 2P-Pay g [ axaD

r:  /e(k)

where Pt n, Hfp and E(A) are defined by (1.10), (1.11) and (1.12), respectively. Because A is
bounded, we can choose k > 0 so that A C B,. For such a x, we set

(a(k) + a(k)) + Hep — E(A),  (4.26)

a0 =22y g [ a2 G o)y e BBAL). (20)

T2 R /2(k)

H'(A) acts on £, and is self-adjoint on dom(Pf%A) Ndom(Hs p ), bounded from below. Similarly,
HY(A) acts on $He and is self-adjoint on dom(Pf%Ac) Ndom(Ht ), bounded from below. Using
(4.14) and (4.15), we have, as an operator identity,

H.(P) = H'(A) + W(A) + HY(AY), (4.28)
where
W(A) = —(P — Pra) - Prpe. (4.29)

Lemma 4.5. Given A € B3, there exists a self-adjoint operator HY(AC), bounded from below,
such that HY(A®) converges to HY(A) in the strong resolvent sense as k — 0.
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Proof. We will apply Nelson’s idea in [33]. Let G, be the Gross transformation [16] : G, = e5*,
where

1p, — 1p,
TearEe 1 r22)

Here, Bi stands for the closed ball with radius K centered at the origin. For any linear
operator X, we set X = G.X G!. Choose K sufficiently large such that A C By, Following
Nelson’s arguments (or see [30, Proof of Proposition 4.7 (i)])®, we can show that there exists a
semibounded self-adjoint operator HV(A°) such that HY(A¢) converges to HV(A®) in the norm
resolvent sense as k — 00. Let G, be the unitary operator G, with k = co. Note that G,

strongly converges to G, as kK — oo. By defining HY(A¢) = G_lﬁU(A)G, we conclude the
desired assertion in the lemma. O

Sy =a(F)—a(F)*, F,= K > 0. (4.30)

Combining Lemma 4.5 with (4.28), we arrive at the following:
Proposition 4.6. For each A € B}, we obtain Q(H*(A)) N Q(HY(A®)) C Q(W(A)) and
H = H'(A)4+W (A)+HY(A°). (4.31)
Thus, the net {(H*(A), HV(A°), W(A))}AelBg is a renormalized Hamiltonian net associated with
H = Hien(P).

Proof. We provide a sketch. We employ the notations in the proof of Lemma 4.5. Recall
that Nelson proves that there exists a self-adjoint operator H, bounded from below, such that
H,(P) converges to H in the norm resolvent sense as x — oo, provided that K is large enough,
see, e.g., [30, Proof of Proposition 4.7 (i)]. By using (4.10), (4.14) and (4.15), we can see that
Q(H'(A) NQH"(A%)) = Q(H) = [} dom(Fr ;)] N dom(H;'?) and Q(H'(A) NQ(H"(A)) €
Q(W(A)). Given self-adjoint operator A, let g4 be the quadratic form associated with A. Then
one can show that ¢ (®,¥) = ng(Ac)((I), \I’)+qV~V(A)(<I>, \I')+qﬁL(A)((I)’ W) for each ®, ¥ € Q(H).
Because K is sufficiently large, we see that q; and ¢z, (Ac) A€ closed and bounded from below.

Hence, H = H*(A)+W (A)-FH?(A°) holds true. O

Definition 4.7. The net {(H"(A), H"(A), W(A))}A6B§ defined in Proposition 4.6 is called the
Nelson net .

Remark 4.8. Let A, A’ € B}. If A C A’ and |A’\ A| # 0, then

H'(A") = H*(A) + W(AN;A) + HY(A'\ A), (4.32)
where W(A'; A) = —(P — P; ) - Prana and
1A’\A(k)

b= la

This relation is very similar to the one appearing in the theory of quantum spin systems, see,
e.g., [7, Section 6.2].

Lemma 4.9. The Nelson net satisfies (A. 1), (A. 2) and (A. 3).

v 1 *
HY(N\A) = 5P ana—9 +a(k)’) + Heana — E(A'\A),  (4.33)

Proof. (A. 2) is trivial because A = 1. Because the restriction of (W (A)+i)~! to the n-particle
space L2, (R?") is a multiplication operator, we obtain that (W (A)+i)~! € 3(9) = M, Hence,
(A. 1) holds. Finally, we will prove (A. 3). By applying arguments similar to those of [30,
Lemma 4.3](or applying Proposition C.3), we can prove e 24 M) >0 w.r.t. P, for all 3 > 0 and
e PHIA) > () wor.t. Pac for all 8> 0 and x > 0. Because e PH"(A%) is defined via the strong
limit of e #H<(A%)  we conclude that e #7"(A) >0 w.r.t. P for all > 0 by using Lemma A.5.
This completes the proof of (A. 3). O

8The proofs in [30, 33] can be extended to the massless case: m = 0.
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The main theorem in this section is the following.

Theorem 4.10. The semigroup e PHen(P) improves the positivity w.r.t. B for all B> 0,9 >
0,m >0 and P € R3.

Proof. In Lemmas 4.2, 4.4 and 4.9, we already confirmed that the assumptions (A. 1)—(A. 5)
are satisfied. Hence, all assumptions in Corollary 2.15 are satisfied.

By using arguments similar to those of the proof of [30, Proposition 4.4], one can show that
e PH (M) > 0 wort. Pa forall B> 0and A € B%.g Thus, by applying Corollary 2.15, we obtain
the desired result. O

Remark 4.11. 1. Theorem 4.10 was conjectured by Frohlich [12, 13]. The first proof was
given in [30]. In this paper, we provide a proof from a viewpoint of renormalized Hamilto-
nian nets. In contrast with this, uniqueness of ground states for models for which energy
renormalization is unnecessary has been already well known [12, 13, 14, 26, 27, 28, 29, 32,
42, 43, 44]. We also remark that, recently [20], Lampart provided an alternative proof of
Theorem 4.10 based on the method established in [21].

2. The existence of ground states for related models are well-established [12, 13, 14, 26, 32,
45]. In particular, applying the method in [23], we can prove that Hye,(P) has a ground
state, provided that |P| < 1 and m > 0. In this case, the ground state is unique and
chosen to be strictly positive w.r.t. 8 by Theorems 2.16 and 4.10.

3. It had been conjectured that the renormalized massless Nelson model(i.e., m = 0) has no
ground states. Recently, this conjecture is solved in [9]. (As for the model with ultraviolet
cutoff, see [8].) Note that, for the proof of the absence of ground states in [9], the positivity
improvingness of e #Hrn(P) ig a basic input.

5 The Nelson net 11

5.1 Definition of the model

In this section, we will examine the Nelson model with a confining potential V:

1 1 k . :
Hyeisonn = —=As —V — g dkLU(elk'$a(k) + e ®q(k)*) + Hy — B, (5.1)

2 " Vem)

where A, is the Laplacian on L?(R?, dx). The operator Hxelson s acts on L2(R3, dz)@F(L?(R?)).
Below, we will explain how Hyelson,s relates with the model given in Section 4. For simplicity,
we assume that

(V. 1) Ve L*R3,dx), or V € L®(R3,dx).

Due to (V. 1) and [37, Theorem X. 15], —1A, — V is self-adjoint on dom(—A,), bounded from
below. Note that, as discussed in Section 5.4, this assumption can be relaxed. By the Kato-
Rellich theorem, Hyelson, is self-adjoint on dom(—A;) Ndom(H;) and bounded from below for
all g > 0,m >0 and k > 0. To apply the theory established in Section 2, we set

U = F exp (zx . Ptot), (5.2)

where Py is the total momentum operator given in Section 1 and .# is the Fourier transfor-
mation on L?(R3):

(Zf)p) = (2#)_3/2/ e P f(z)dx, f e L*(R3, dx). (5.3)

R3

9We readily extend the proofs in [30] to the massless case.

18



We define
H/@ = %HNelson,n%il- (54)

Let x = (1, x2,x3) be the position operator for the particle: (z;f)(z) = z;f(z), f € L*(R3,dx)

and let V, = (8?:1’ 8?:27 32;) be the nabla on L?(R3,dx). Then

FaF 1 =—iv,, F(—iV,)F =y, (5.5)
where p and V,, are the triplet of multiplication operators and the nabla on the momentum

L?-space: L*(R3,dp), respectively. Applying (5.5), we readily confirm that

1 , 15, (k
Hﬁzi(p_Pf)Q—V(—zvp)—g i 18=k)

NG

where V(—iV)) is defined through the functional calculus. By Theorem 1.1, we have the
following.

(a(k) + a(k)*) + Hf — E,, (5.6)

Proposition 5.1. For each g > 0 and m > 0, there exists a unique self-adjoint operator H,
bounded from below, such that H,, converges to H in the strong resolvent sense as K — 0.

Again we emphasize that the infinite energy renormalization, i.e., F,; ~ —oo, is necessary
to define the Hamiltonian H.
Note that if V' =0, then H, and H(P) are related as

D
H, = H,(P)dP. (5.7)
R3
Similarly, we readily confirm that, if V' = 0, then

e [ Hyen(P)dP. (5.8)
R3
5.2 Basic algebras and self-dual cones
Define
MYy = L°(R3,dp) @ Mp, A e B3, (5.9)
where My is given in Section 4. In what follows, we set

M = M. (5.10)

Trivially, 2" is a von Neumann algebra on $* = L?(R3,dp) ® §, and MY is a von Neumann
algebra on $4 = L?(R3,dp) ® Ha, where § and $H, are defined in Section 4 as well. Using (4.10)
and (4.11), we have

5{)5\/ :fj?\@‘fj/\/\/\; ij :fj?\@‘fjAca (511)
provided that A C A’ with |A| # 0 and |A \ A’| # 0. Similarly, using (4.19), we have
3\/ :,’lﬂj\@S)ﬁA/\A, ,’IW :,’Jﬂﬁ\@)f)ﬁ/\c, (512)

provided that A C A’ with |A] # 0 and |A \ A’| # 0.
Let ¢ be a strictly positive function in L?(R3,dp). Suppose that ¢ is normalized. Then ¢
is cyclic and separating for L>(R3, dp). Now we set

Q=psQ O =pe, (5.13)
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where €2 and €, are given in Section 4.3. Note that Q* (resp. Q) is cyclic and separating for
M (resp. MY ). By using (4.21), we see that

O = Q4 @ Qunp, 2= Q4 © Qe (5.14)

provided that A C A’ with |A| # 0 and |A \ A/| # 0.
Due to (4.12), the Hilbert spaces $* and £, can be expressed as

o o
‘s’JL = @LQ(R?)? dp) ® Lzym(Rgn)7 '65\ - @LQ(R37 dp) ® Lzym(Axn)' (515)

n=0 n=0

Note that the following identification will be often useful:
L2(R?, dp) @ L2, (A*") = L2(R% [4,,(A"")), A € B?, (5.16)

where L?(R3; X) denotes the space of square integrable X-valued functions, and we used the
following convention: L?(R3) = L2(R3; Lgym(AXO)).

Proposition 5.2. (M, IM) is a generalized local system.

Proof. As we already confirmed in Section 4.3, 9 is factorizable. By (5.11), (5.12) and (5.14),
we know that (ii)-(iv) of Definition 2.4 are satisfied. O

The modular operator and modular conjugation associated with the pair {90*,Q*} are re-
spectively given by

Jo=EPe; A'=1 (5.17)
n=0

Similarly, the modular operator and modular conjugation associated with {9}, Q4 } are given
as J; = the complex conjugation on ), and A} = 1. The corresponding natural cones are
respectively given by

g’BL = @ LQ(Rga dp)+ & Lzym(Rgn)Jr? g’pﬁ\ = @ LQ(Rg? dp)+ ® Lgym(Axn)ﬂL' (518)
n=0 n=0

Lemma 5.3. Let {wa}pcps be the net of Fock vacuums given in Lemma 4.2. Then {wa}a
satisfies (A. 4) with the following correspondence:

o P and P* are defined by (5.18).
o PL =P and P =P, where P and P are defined by (4.22).
Proof. (i) and (ii) of (A. 4) were already confirmed in the proof of Lemma 4.2.
By applying (4.24), we have
1 — ]13\ & ]wAc>(wAc] = HLQ(R?’,dp) & |:]15:J — ]15/\ & ‘wAc><wAc] , (5.19)

where 1y stands for the identity operator on X. As we showed in the proof of Lemma 4.2,
Iy — 1, ® |wae)(wae| >0 w.r.t. PB. Hence, the right hand side of (5.19) preserves the positivity
w.r.t. P O

Lemma 5.4. (A. 5) is satisfied under the correspondence given in Lemma 5.3.

Proof. For each ¢,v € P, we have p Ay = @D,2 ;¢ A ¥n, where

(on ANn) (D, k1, .o k) = min{@,(p, k1, .. kn)y Un(p, k1, ... kn)} (5.20)
Because ¢y, 1, € L*(R3,dp) ®L§ym(AX")+, we see that (on AY,)(p, k1, ..., kn) > 0 a.e., which
implies that o A > 0 w.r.t. . O
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5.3 The Nelson net 11
Given A € IB%%, we define the local Hamiltonian by

1
5P = Pra)’ = V(=iV,) -

(k)
\/_

where Pt A, Hr o and E(A) are defined by (1.10), (1.11) and (1.12), respectively. The Hamilto-
nian H*(A) acts on 4. By the Kato-Rellich theorem again, H*(A) is self-adjoint on dom(p?) N
dom(P?,) N dom(H¢ o) and bounded from below for all g > 0 and m > 0.

Choose # > 0 so that B, D A. Then we set

H'(A) =

(a(k) + a(k)*) + Hip — E(A),  (5.21)

1A (k)
NED)

The operator HJ(A°) acts on $}.. By the Kato-Rellich theorem, H}(A°) is self-adjoint on
Ndom(P?,.) N dom(Hf zc) and bounded from below for all g > 0, m > 0 and & > 0.
As before, we have, as an operator identity,

HY(AY) = %Pf%Ac — g [ I (o) + alk)) + Hiae = BB, A). (5.22)

H, =H'(A)+W(A)+ HJ (A, (5.23)
where
W(A)=—(p— Pia) - Prae (5.24)

Using arguments similar to those in the proof of Proposition 5.1, we can prove that there is a
self-adjoint operator HV(A®), bounded from below, such that H}(A¢) converges to HY(A€) in
the strong resolvent sense as k — 0o. In addition, we obtain the following:

Proposition 5.5. For each A € B}, we obtain Q(H'(A)) N Q(HY(A®)) C Q(W (A)) and
H = H'(A)+W(A)+H"(A°). (5.25)
Hence, {(H*(A), H"(A°), W(A))}AE]B? is a renormalized Hamiltonian net associated with H .

Proof. The equality (5.25) is another expression of Nelson’s theorem [33]. Note that the
Nelson’s idea can be extended to the massless case. O

Definition 5.6. The net {(H"(A), HV(A°), W(A))}AeBﬁ in Proposition 5.5 is called the Nelson
net II, as a matter of convenience.

The following lemma is needed in Section 5.4.

Lemma 5.7. The Nelson net II satisfies (A. 1), (A. 2) and (A. 3).

Proof. Because (W (A) +i)~! is a direct sum of multiplication operators, we readily confirm

that (A. 1) is satisfied. Because of (5.17), (A. 2) is trivial. In Lemma C.12, we show (A.

3). O

5.4 Positivity improvingness of e #H

Our first result in this section is the following:

Theorem 5.8. Assume (V. 1). In addition, assume the following:

(V. 2) V(p) >0 a.e. p, where V is the Fourier transformation of V.

(V. 3) There exists an € > 0 such that B. C suppV, where B, is the ball with radius € centered
at the origin and suppV stands for the support of V.
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The following (i) and (ii) are equivalent to each other:
(i) e PH improves the positivity w.r.t. SB* for all > 0;
(i) e PH'DN) dmproves the positivity w.r.t. B for all B> 0 and A € B}.

Proof. From Lemmas 5.3, 5.4 and 5.7, every assumptions in Corollary 2.15 are satisfied. Hence,
by applying Corollary 2.15, we obtain the desired result in Theorem 5.8. U

In Appendix C, we show the following proposition:

Proposition 5.9. Assume (V. 1), (V. 2) and (V. 3). For all § > 0,9 > 0,m > 0 and
A€ B%, the semigroup e PH' M) improves the positivity w.r.t. P -

Combining Theorem 5.8 and Proposition 5.9, we arrive at the following;:

Corollary 5.10. Assume (V. 1), (V. 2) and (V. 3). The semigroup e "7 improves the
positivity w.r.t. P for all B >0, g >0 and m > 0.

As we mentioned before, the assumptions (V. 1)-(V. 3) are rather strong. We can relax
these as follows.

(V. 1) Ve L2(R3,dz) + L=(R3, dx).
(V. 4) There exists an approximating sequence {V,,} for V' such that the following (i)-(iii) hold:

(i) Vi, —V € L2(R3,dx) and ||V — V,||z2 — o0 as n — 0o.

(ii) For all n € N and a.e. p, the Fourier transformation V,(p) exists, and satisfies
U € LY(R3,dp) and 0 < Vi(p) < -+ < Va(p) < Vis1(p) < -+

(iii) There exist an ¢ > 0 and n, € N such that B. C suppVj,,.

Note that the condition (V. 1’) guarantees the self-adjointness of Hpelsonx, see, €.g., [37,
Theorem X. 15]. Moreover, Proposition 5.5 still holds under this assumption. It often happens
that V does not exist, or V exists but V ¢ L'(R3,dp). Even in these cases, we can apply our
theory on the basis of the assumptions (V. 4). This is the principal reason for introducing the
sequence {V,,}. The following example illustrates the situation described just before.

e_ﬂ/lxl
Example 1. Let us consider the Yukawa potential V(z) = T

x
91/2

P)= <55
0= 7

with p > 0. Then we have

which does not belong to L'(R?,dp). In this case, we set

Vale) = (202 [ eV, (5.26)

where

if n < V(p) (5.27)

otherwise.

V(p) if0<V(p)<nandp|<n
Va(p) = qn
0

Then the sequence {V,,} satisfies (V. 4).
Now we are ready to state our main result in this section.

Theorem 5.11. Assume (V. 1°) and (V. 4). The semigroup e ?H improves the positivity
w.r.t. P* for all B >0, g >0 and m > 0.
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We will provide a proof of Theorem 5.11 in Appendix D.

Remark 5.12. Here, we explain a crucial difference between Theorem 5.11 and the result
in [25]. It is well-known that the Fock space F(L?(R3)) can be identified with L%(Q,du),
where (@, ) is some probability space. Under this identification, the field operator ¢(f) =
a(f) + a(f)* with f € L?(R3), real-valued, can be regarded as a Gaussian random variable such
that fQ dud(f)o(g) = (flg)r2. This representation is called the Schrddinger representation
[41]. Recall the definition of Hyeson in Proposition 1.1. In [25], Matte and Mgller proved
that e #HNeison improves the positivity w.r.t. L?(R? x Q,dxdp) for all 8 > 0. Their proof is
based on the probability theory. In contrast with [25], Theorem 5.11 holds true in the Fock
representation. Moreover, as we already know, our proof is purely operator theoretic. Therefore,
Theorem 5.11 provides information completely different from [25].

Remark 5.13. The conditions on V, especially (V. 2) and (V. 4), would be rather restrictive.
Indeed, the result in [25] can be obtained under more general conditions. In contrast with our
results concerning the Hamiltonian at fixed total momentum, Hyen(P), the method of [25] can
cover P = 0 only. In this way, these two methods complement each other and have specific
advantages.

A  Some useful results

Let m be a von Neumann algebra on a complex separable Hilbert space h. Assume that m has
a cyclic and separating vector ¢. Thus, h = mé = m’¢.

We use A and J to denote the modular operator and the modular conjugation associated
with the pair {m,£}. The natural cone associated with the pair {m, £} is denoted by p.

Theorem A.1. Let f € L®(R)NL'(R). Suppose that f is nonnegative. Let A be a self-adjoint
operator satisfying the following (i) and (ii):

(i) (A+1i)~t € 3(m).
(i) A®A C AA™ for all t € R.
Then we have f(A)>0 w.r.t. p.

Proof. Remark that f(A) € 3(m) by (i) and the functional calculus. In addition, we have
f(AAYEC A=/4F(A) by (ii). By using [6, Proposition 2.5.26], we have

o A il g, (A1)

where m’, is the set of positive elements of m’. For each B’ € w’,, we see that f(A)A~V4B'¢ =
ATVAF(A)2B f(A)Y/2¢. Because f(A)Y2B'f(A)/? € w!,, we conclude that f(A)p C p from
(A.1). O

Recall that hpeq stands for the J-real subspace: hreal = {@ € h|Jp = p}. Let ¢ € hreal- By
[6, Theorem 2.5.28], there are ¢_, ¢ € p such that ¢ = oy — ¢_ and (p4|p—) = 0. With this
in mind, we set

ol = ¢4 + . (A.2)
Corollary A.2. Under the assumptions in Theorem A.1, we have
(el F (A < 11 Flloo el |[01) (A.3)
for all o, € brear, where |p| and || are defined by (A.2). In particular, we have
0 < (elf(A)Y) < [[flloc{pl®) (A.4)

for all v,y € p.
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Proof. Let ¢ = || f|lco- Let g(z) = ¢ — f(z). Clearly g is nonnegative. For each n € N, we set
gn = 1{_nng- Then g, € L>(R)N L' (R) and g, is nonnegative for all n € N. Hence, g,(A) >0
w.r.t. p due to Theorem A.1. Because g,(A) strongly converges to g(A) as n — 0o, we obtain
g(A) >0 w.r.t. p by applying Lemma A.5. Equivalently, it holds that f(A) <c¢ w.r.t. p.

Let ¢,1 € Brea. Because 0 < f(A) <c¢ w.r.t. p, we have

(el f ()] < (el f (] < elleel|l])- (A.5)
This completes the proof. O

For ¢,1 € breal, we set
AP =t — (=), oVY=p+(p—19);. (A.6)

The following lemma will be needed.
Lemma A.3. Let ,¢ € Breal. We have the following:
(i) e AP =v A
(ii)) p A <@ and o Ny < w.r.t. p.
(i) Suppose p, 9 € p and ¢ ANy >0 w.r.t. p. Then (pl) =0 if and only if ¢ ANp = 0.
Proof. (i) We observe

PANY =V AhNp=0—(p—V)-—p+ W —p)- = —p— (P —p) =0. (A7)

(ii) immediately follows from (i).
(iii) Note that

eAY+ovY=p+1, e AP+ lle Vel = el + v (A.8)

Hence, we have (p[)) = (@ Aplp V).
Suppose that (p|tp) = 0. Because 0 < p A < ¢ V¢p wr.t. p, we have 0 = (p[¢p) =

(o Nl Vb)) > |l¢ Ap]|?, which implies that ¢ At = 0. To prove the converse is easy. O

Theorem A.4. Let A be a positive self-adjoint operator acting on . Suppose that e 4 >0
w.r.t. p for all t > 0. Suppose that ¢ ANy > 0 w.r.t. p for each v, € p. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:

(i) e >0 w.r.t. p for all t > 0.

tA

(ii) The semigroup e~* is ergodic w.r.t. p.

Proof. This theorem is proved in [27]. For readers’ convenience, we provide a proof.

(i) = (ii): Trivial.

(ii) = (i): Our proof is based on [38, Theorem XIII.44].

Step 1. Let ,¢ € p\ {0} and let By, = {t > 0] (ple"*'4) > 0}. By the assumption,
B,y is nonempty. Fix s € B, arbitrarily. Then (ple™44) > 0. Let u = @ A e~ 4. Because
e4 >0 w.r.t. p by the assumption, it holds that x > 0 w.r.t. p. Note that because of (iii)
of Lemma A.3, 1 # 0 holds. In addition, by using (ii) of Lemma A.3, we have p < e~*4¢ and
uw < ¢ w.r.t. p. Hence, for every ¢t > 0,

(ple " (e)) = (ple™Ap) = (ule™Ap) = [le™ 42> > 0. (A.9)

Thus, s € B,y and t > 0 imply s+t € B .

Step 2. As a function of ¢, (p|le~*44)) is analytic in a neighborhood of the interval (0, c0).
Hence, (0,00) \ By, can have only 0 as a limit point, otherwise (p|e~*44)) is identically 0.
In particular, B, contains arbitrarily small numbers. Thus, by Step 1, we conclude that
By = (0,00). O
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Lastly, we prepare for an abstract lemma:

Lemma A.5. Let {A,}nen be a sequence of bounded operators on hy. Let A be a bounded
operator on h. Suppose that A, weakly converges to A as n — oco. If A, >0 w.r.t. p for all
n €N, then A>0 w.r.t. p.

Proof. See [30, Proposition 2.8]. O

B Tensor products of self-dual cones

Let m; and my be von Neumann algebras on complex separable Hilbert spaces h; and b,
respectively. Suppose that & € h; and & € by are cyclic and separating vectors for my; and mo,
respectively. For 7 = 1,2, the modular operator and the modular conjugation associated with
the pair {m;,&;} are denoted by A; and J;.

A vector & ® & is cyclic and separating for m; ® mo as well. We denote by A and J the
modular operator and the modular conjugation associated with the pair {m; ® mg,&; ® &},
respectively. We readily check that

A=A1®Ay, J=J1®J. (Bl)

Here, the conjugation J; ® Jo is defined as follows: Let ® € b1 ® ho, where ©® indicates the
algebraic tensor product. Hence, ® can be expressed as ® = Zﬁ\fj:l cijpi @ i, where ¢;; €

C, ¢; € by and v; € ho. Using this expression, we define J; ® Jo by J1 ® Jo® = nyjzl c’{jJupi®
J21p;. We can show that J; ® Jz is well-defined and can be extended to a conjugation on by & bs.
Let p; and po be natural cones associated with the pairs {my, &} and {mg, &2}, respectively.

We define a tensor product of p; and py by the natural cone associated with {m; ® mo, & ® &2}

P1 @ po = Po(m ® my)é; ® &, (B.2)

where Py(- -+ ) is defined in Definition 2.8.

C Proof of Proposition 5.9

Again we emphasize that Proposition 5.9 holds in the Fock representation, and the standard
probabilistic approaches in the Schrodinger representation are inapplicable. The method in this
section is novel and peculiar to the Fock representation.

C.1 Key operator inequalities

For our purpose, we extend the operator inequalities defined in Section 2 to unbounded opera-
tors.

In this subsection, & denotes $7 or ﬁf (# = ,v), and Q denotes L# or ‘Bf (# = ,v).
Let U be a dense subspace of & such that N Q # {0}.19 Set

Z () = {A: linear operator s.t. U C dom(A) Ndom(A*), AU C Y, A*Y C V}. (C.1)

As before, we denote by Rpea the J-real subspace: Rieal = {¢ € K| Jp = ¢}, where J denotes
the conjugation associated with Q. The following lemma is easy to check:

Lemma C.1. We have the following:
(i) Z() is a *-algebra.

1%Tn concrete applications in Sections 4 and 5, 2 satisfies a much stronger condition: TN Q = .
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(i) If A e Z(V), then dom(A) NQ D VNY +# {0}.
(iii) If A € Z(9), then dom(A) N Rreal 2 VN Kreal # {0}.1

Definition C.2. o Let A € (). If A(dom(A)NQ) C A, then we write this as A>0
w.r.t. 9. Remark that, due to (ii) of Lemma C.1, this definition is meaningful. In this
case, we say that A preserves the positivity w.r.t. Q.

o Let A, B € Z(U). Suppose that A(dom(A)NRreal) € Rreal and B(dom(B)NRyeal) € Rreal-
If (A- B) <dom(A) Ndom(B) N Q) C 9, then we write this as A> B w.r.t. Q.
The following proposition is a basic tool.

Proposition C.3 ([30]). Let A be a positive self-adjoint operator and let B be a symmetric
operator. Assume the following:

(i) B is A-bounded with relative bound a < 1, i.e., dom(A) C dom(B) and ||Bz| < al|Az| +
bl|lz|| for all x € dom(A).

(i) 0 Qe w.rt. Q for allt > 0.
(iii) 09 —B w.r.t. Q.
Then 0 < e tA+B) yrt. Q for all t > 0.
Proof. See [30, Theorem A. 18]. O

Theorem C.4 below will play an important role in our proof of Proposition 5.9.

Theorem C.4 (Monotonicity [31]). Let A, B be self-adjoint positive operators on K. Assume
that B=A — C with C € B(R). Suppose that

(i) e BA>0 w.r.t. Q for all f>0;
(ii) C>0 wrt Q.
Then we have e PB > e A wrt. O for all B > 0.
Proof. See [30, Theorem A. 4]. O

C.2 Basic properties of the Nelson net II

Assume that V satisfies (V. 1) and (V. 2). In what follows, we will focus on the case where V' €
L?(R3,dx). Note that we readily apply the arguments below to the case where V € L>®(R3, dx).
For each n € N, we set

Up(k) = if n < V(k) and |k| <n (C.2)

V(k) if V(k)<nand |kl <n
n
0 if n < |k|.

Trivially, U, is bounded and

U = V2 =0 asn— oco. (C.3)
Now, we define a sequence of potentials {U,,} by
Up () = (2m) /2 / dke™® 2T, (k). (C.4)
R3

Note that we employ the notation U, (instead of more natural notation V},) in order to avoid
confusion with the approximating sequence in (V. 4). Remark that ||Uy, |l < oo for all n € N.

" Because Rreal = Q — 9, (iii) immediately follows from (ii).
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Lemma C.5. We have the following:
(i) Un(=iVy,) >0 w.r.t. L*(R®,dp); for each n € N.
(ii) V(=iVp) >0 w.r.t. L2(R3,dp)..

Proof. Because e’ (=iVr) is a translation, we have e*(=Ve) >0 w.r.t. L?(R3,dp),.'? Hence,
we obtain

Un(—iV,) = (2 3/2/ dk U, (k) ™ VP >0 wort. L2(R?, dp).. C.5
(-i9) = 02 [ O, CTE0 et PE ) ()
>0 20
Similarly, we have V(—iV,) >0 w.r.t. L2(R?, dp);. O

Before we proceed, we prove a basic lemma:

Lemma C.6. Let A € B}. Let A € B(9Y). Suppose that A> 0 w.r.t. Py. Then we have the
following:

(i) A® Lpe >0 w.r.t. P, where Npc is the identity operator on $Hpe.

i) If A € A with [N\ Al # 0, then A® Tynp >0 w.r.t. P, where Tpanp is the identity
\ A \
operator on a4 -

Proof. (i) First note that, by (4.22),
T = Ph@Pac = EB&BA ® Ly ((A)") (C.6)
The self-dual cone B4 ® Lsym((Ac)X”)Jr can be expressed as

PL© L (A))., = { ¥ € 9 © L (A ")

U(ky, ... k) >0 wort. Py a.e.}, (C.7)

where we regard ¥ as an $)-valued function on (A¢)*"™. Corresponding to the direct sum
decomposition (C.6), A®Ixe can be written as AQ Ixe = P, - A® 1, where 1,, is the identity
on L2 ((A®)*™). Therefore, it suffices to prove that A® 1,, > 0 w.r.t. Py ® Lsym((Ac)X")Jr for

sym

each n. But this is easy to check. Indeed, we have, for each ¥ € P} ® Lsym((Ac)X”) o
(A 1,9) (k1,... ky) = (AU) (K1, ..., ky) >0 wor.t. PB,. (C.8)

Similarly, we can prove (ii). O

Lemma C.7. Let A € B}. One obtains the following:

(i) Up(=iVyp) >0 w.rt. Py for alln € N and V(—iV,) > 0 w.r.t. Py, where we regard
Un(—iV,) and V(—iV,) as operators on $'.

(ii) Un(—=iVp) >0 w.rt. PB* for all n € N and V(—iV,) >0 w.r.t. P, where we regard
Un(—iVyp) and V(—iV,) as operators on $*.

Let ¢ € L?(R?,dp)+. Then
Vo) p) = p(p+k) 2 0 ae.
Hence, (Vo) > 0 wort. L2(R® dp)y for all k € R,
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Proof. (i) Corresponding to (5.18), U,(—iV,) can be expressed as

w(—iVp) @ Un(—iV,) @ 1, (C.9)

where 1, is the identity operator on Lsym(AM). Let ¥ € L} (R3), ® L?
U(p,ki,...,k¢) > 0 a.e., which implies, by Lemma C.5, that

Sym (A x6), . Trivially,

<Un(—ivp) ® mf) (krs o ki) = (Un(=iV,) %) (p, kit - ) > 0 ae, (C.10)

Hence, we conclude that U, (—iV,) > 0 w.r.t. . Similarly, we have V(—iV,) >0 w.r.t. .
(ii) Combining Lemma C.6 and (i), we immediately get the desired assertion. O

In [31, Proposition 4.4], we proved the following useful lemma:

Lemma C.8. There exists an ng € N such that, for all n > ng, Up(—iV)) is ergodic w.r.t.
L*(R3,dp)+. That is, for each ¢,v € L*(R3,dp) \ {0}, there exists an N € Ng = {0} UN such
that (p|Uy(—iV,)N1) > 0.

Proof. Due to (V. 3), there exists an € > 0 such that B, C suppV Hence, taking ng € N
sufficiently large we find that B, C suppUnO Because suppU - suppUn+1, we see that
B C suppUn, provided that n > ng. By applying arguments similar to those in the proof of
[31, Proposition 4.4], we obtain the assertion in Lemma C.8. O

For each n € N and A € IB%%, we set

K(A) = %(p_Pf,A)2+HfA—E(A), (C.11)

I,(A) = U, (—iVy) +g ) ( (k) + a(k)") (C.12)

and H (A) = K(A) — L,(A).
Lemma C.9. Let A € B3. H(A) converges to H'(A) in the strong resolvent sense asn — oc.

Proof. By (C.3), we have H(A)y — H*(A)y for all 9 € C§(R3) N dom(Pf%A) Ndom(Hs p) as
n — oco. Thus, by applying [36, Theorem VIII. 25 (a)], we conclude the desired assertion. [

To introduce operator inequalities discussed in Section C.1, we define the finite boson sub-
space of )" by

N, = {\If = {U,} € H* | There exists an n € N such that for all £ > n, ¥, = 0}, (C.13)

where the direct sum representation (5.15) is considered. Similarly, we can define N4 fin for
each A € B3. In what follows, we employ the following notation: Y)ﬁ\:Rg’ﬁn = 9%, Note that
9 an 1s dense in H}. Trivially, we have a(f) € £(9} g,), provided that f € L?(A). Hence,
I,(A) € Z(9} g,) for all A € B? and n € N.

Lemma C.10. If f € L?>(A), then a(f) >0 and a(f)* >0 w.r.t. B4. Thus, I,(A) >0 w.r.t.
PB4y for all n € N.

Proof. By [30, Proposition 3.8], we have a(f) > 0 and a(f)* >0 w.r.t. Y. Combining this
and Lemma C.7, we have I,,(A) > 0 w.r.t. P for all n € N. O

Lemma C.11. For all 8 > 0,n € N and A € B3, it holds that e PEN) > w.r.¢. PU
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Proof. Corresponding to the direct sum representation (5.15), we have

N = DK, 1
=0
where
1
Kg(A) = §(p L kg)2 + €(k1) + -+ €(kg) — E(A) (C.15)
with K,—o(A) = $p?—E(A). Here, k; and £(k;) denote the multiplication operators on L2, (R3)

associated with the functions k; and €(k; ), respectively. Because e —BK(A) ig a multiplication op-
erator associated with a positive function, we have e #KeM >0 w.r.t. L2(R3, dp), (X)LSym(AM)Jr
for all B > 0. Hence, we obtain the desired result. O

Lemma C.12. Let A € B%. One obtains the following:
(i) e PHLAN) >0 w.r.t. PB4 for all B >0 and n € N.
(i) e PH' M) >0 w.r.t. P4 for all B > 0.

Proof. (i) By applying Lemmas C.10, C.11 and Proposition C.3, we conclude that e PHL(M >
w.r.t. B4 for all 3 > 0.

1) Taking Lemma C.9 and (1) of this lemma into account, we can apply Lemma A.5 wit
ii) Taking L C.9 and (i) of this 1 i ly L A.5 with
A, = e PHLA) and A = e PH' (M) and obtain the desired assertion. O

Lemma C.13. Let ng be the natural number given in Lemma C.8. For each n € N with n > ng
and A € B}, I,(A) is ergodic w.r.t. 'By. That is, for any ¢,¢ € (B mf)ﬁ\,ﬁn) \ {0}, there exists
an N € Ny such that (¢|I,(A)N) > 0.

Proof. Set A = U, (—iV,) and B = a(F) + a(F)* with F' = gl /\/e. We already know that
AP>0and B> 0 w.r.t. L.

Take ¢ = P72, v), ¥ = Do ¥ € (P4 N H% gn) \ {0}, arbitrarily. Tt suffices to prove that
there exists an N € Ny such that (¢|(A+ B)4) > 0. Because ¢ and 1 are nonzero, there exist
¢,m € Ny such that ¢, # 0 and 1, # 0. Hence, we have ¢ > ¢y and ¥ > 1, w.r.t. P, where
we regard ¢y and 1), as vectors in $)’, in the following manner:

0o =(0,...,0, ¢ ,0,...), tm=1(0,...,0, ¥m,0,...). (C.16)
—~— ~—
¢th mth

Because (A + B)F+m > (k+i+m)AkBé+m w.r.t. P for each k € Ny and B > a(F) w.r.t. P,
we find that

R TR (A [PV G
:<k+€+m> e AFBT )
S A IR
= v (* m)( 714%g), (C.17)
where
fp) = /szdkl o dkppe(pi k.. ko) F (k) -+ F k), (C.18)
g(p) = /Axm dky -+ dkptm (D K1y .o k) F (k1) -+ - F(km)- (C.19)



Trivially, f and g are nonzero and f(p) > 0 and g(p) > 0 a.e. p. Thus, by applying Lemma C.8,
we can choose a k € Ny such that (f|A¥g) > 0. This completes the proof of Lemma C.13 O

Proposition C.14. Let ng be the natural number given in Lemma C.8. For oll 5 > 0,n € Ny
with n > ng and A € B, we have e PHN) > 0 w.r.¢. U

Proof. The proof of Proposition C.14 is a modification of that of [30, Proposition 4.4]. For
readers’ convenience, we will provide a proof here. Choose p,? € P \ {0}, arbitrarily. By

(5.18), we can express ¢ and ¢ as ¢ = @5, ¢n and 1 = @5 1y With ¢y, ¥, € L2(R3,dp);+ ®
Lgym(AX”)Jr. Because ¢ and 1 are non-zero, there exist nj,ne € Ny such that ¢,, # 0 and

Yn, # 0. Since e BK(A) is an injection and preserves the positivity, we have e #K (A)z/}m #£0
and e PEWMN g, >0 war.t. BY. Here, we have used identifications similar to (C.16). Hence, by
Lemma C.13, there exists an £ € Ny such that

(P [Ta(A) e PE My, ) > 0. (C.20)
Since ¢ > ¢y, and ¥ > 1, w.r.t. Py, we get
{p|ePHNy) >, |e PHR Mg, ) (C.21)

for all 3> 0 by Lemma C.12. By applying the Duhamel formula'? | we have

l
e PN =" D+ Ry on H g4, (C.22)
=0
where Dy = e PE®) and
D, = L(A)(s1) - T, (M) (s))e PEBN s, - dsy, (C.23)

0<s1<+<s;<p

Rg = / In(A)(sl) s In(A)(Sngl)efﬁH’Ll(A)dSl cee ngJrl (C.24)
0<51< <0418

with I,,(A)(s) = e KM T (A)esKW) | Because I,,(A) >0, e PEM) >0 and e AHR(Y) > 0 wor.t.
P, we obtain D; >0 and R, > 0 w.r.t. B by Lemma A.5. Hence,

<90n1 ‘eiﬁH;(A)wnJ > <30n1 {D€¢n2>- (C.25)
Set G(s1, ..., 50) = (n, [ Tn(A)(s1) - - I, (A)(s0)e K Mg, ). By using (C.20), we have G(0, ...,0) >
0. Because G(s1,...,sp) is positive and continuous in si, ..., sy, we find that
{ony | Detony ) :/ G(s1,...,80)dsy -+ dsg > 0. (C.26)
0<s1<<8p<p

Combining (C.21), (C.25) and (C.26), we arrive at <go‘e_BHle(A)1/)> > 0 for all > 0. O

"¥For notational simplicity, we set A = K(A) and B = I,(A). On the finite boson subspace £} g4,, we have
the following under the strong operator topology:

die_SAe_(’B_s)(A_B) = e (=B)e PTIUB) g <5< 8.
B

By carrying out the integration, we get

B
e BA-B) _ —BA +/ e~ 5A Be—(B—9)(A=B) ¢
0

on 9} a,- By applying this identity repeatedly, we obtain (C.22).
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C.3 Proof of Proposition 5.9

Let ng be the natural number given in Lemma C.8. For each m,n € N with n > m > ng, we
have

Up(—iVp) — Up(=iV,) = (2m) =%/ /R dk (Un(k) — Um(k))leik'(;oivp) >0, (C.27)
20 =

which implies that HY, (A)> H:(A) w.r.t. ‘¢4. By applying Theorem C.4, we obtain e~ #Hn(A) >

e PHL(A) it By for all 5> 0. Taking the limit n — oo, we arrive at e —BH'(A) > g=FH (M)
w.r.t. B4 by Lemma A.5. By using Proposition C.14, we conclude that e —BH'(A) > o=BHL (M) 1 )
w.r.t. B4 for all g > 0. O

D Proof of Theorem 5.11

Let {V,,} be the approximating sequence of V given in (V. 4). Let H™ be the Hamiltonian
H with V replaced by V,,. Using arguments similar to those in the proof of Lemma C.9, we
obtain the following lemma.

Lemma D.1. H™ converges to H in the norm resolvent sense as n — 0o.

Proof. Let Gy be the Gross transformation defined by (4.30) with £ = co. Set H = Goo HGZ!
and H™ = G H™GZ!. In addition, set J = p? — V(—iV,) + P? + H; — ¢, where c is a
constant such that 7 is positive. Then we readily confirm that Q(H™) = Q(H) = Q(J) for
all n € N. As a form, we have, by using (i) of (V. 4),

(Pl HG) — (lH® )| < (0l (V(=i¥y) = Va(=i7,)) )]
<V = Vallgz ez = 0 (n = o) (D.1)

for all ¢ € Q(J). By applying [36, Theorem VIIL 25 (c)], we conclude that H™ converges to
H in the norm resolvent sense. U

Due to (ii) of (V. 4), V,, € L=(R3,dxz) holds. Therefore, we can apply Corollary 5.10 and
conclude that

e PH™Y 50 wrt. B¢ for all B> 0 and n > n,, (D.2)

where n, is the natural number given in (iii) of (V. 4).
Let H é"’ be the Hamiltonian (5.6) with V replaced by V,,. By using arguments similar to

those in [33], we can show that H ,2") converges to H™ in the strong resolvent sense as k£ — 0c.
For m,n € N with n > m > n,, by using (ii) of (V. 4) and arguments similar to those in the
proof of (C.27), we have V,,(—=iVp) — Vp, (—iV,) > 0 w.r.t. PB*, which implies that

H™ — H™ =V, (~iV,) = Vi(=iV,) >0 w.r.t. P (D.3)

. . (n) (m)
By using Theorem C.4, we obtain that e #H~x" > e BH: wrt. B¢ for all B > 0. Because
H, ,S”) converges to H(™ in the strong resolvent sense as x — oo by Proposition 5.1, one obtains

e BH" > o=BH™ 1 . P for all 5 > 0 by Lemma A.5. Then taking the limit n — oo, we get
e PH 1> ¢ BH( " wrt. P for all 8 > 0 by Lemmas A.5 and D.1. Combining this with (D.2),
we finally obtain that e ™ >0 w.r.t. 9* for all 5 > 0. O
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