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A study is made, of families of Hamiltonians parameterized over open subsets of Banach spaces in a way which
renders many interesting properties of eigenstates and thermal states analytic functions of the parameter.
Examples of such properties are charge/current densities. The apparatus can be considered a generalization
of Kato’s theory of analytic families of type B insofar as the parameterizing spaces are infinite dimensional.
It is based on the general theory of holomorphy in Banach spaces and an identification of suitable classes of
sesquilinear forms with operator spaces associated with Hilbert riggings. The conditions of lower-boundedness
and reality appropriate to proper Hamiltonians is thus relaxed to sectoriality, so that holomorphy can be used.
Convenient criteria are given to show that a parameterization = +— h, of sesquilinear forms is of the required
sort (reqular sectorial families). The key maps R(¢,z) = (( — H,)™! and &(B,z) = e P+, where H, is
the closed sectorial operator associated to h,, are shown to be analytic. These mediate analyticity of the
variety of state properties mentioned above. A detailed study is made of nonrelativistic quantum mechanical

Hamiltonians parameterized by scalar- and vector-potential fields and two-body interactions.
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1. INTRODUCTION
A. Motivation

The mathematical concept of analyticity is ubiquitous
in physics. Here is a short list of examples. It is in the
background whenever we approximate a function by a few
terms of its Taylor series. The question of whether per-
turbation series converge or not is of interest in many con-
texts. Kramers-Kronig relations are a manifestation of
analyticity in complex half-planes. In thermodynamics,
phase transitions are identified with the locus of points in
a phase diagram at which free energy fails to be analytic.
In quantum mechanics, analyticity of a resolvent oper-
ator in the spectral parameter is important. Those ex-
amples, and most other applications, consider regularity
with respect to a few variables, often just one. This pa-
per is concerned with analyticity when both domain and
codomain are infinite-dimensional. Functional Taylor ex-
pansions, so-called, are used in the physics literature, but
in a purely formal way so that one is hard-pressed to
say anything about their existence or what convergence
would even amount to.

The original motivation for this investigation emerged
from density functional theoryX™ (DFT), which is the
foundation for very practical and successful computation
in solid-state physics, chemistry and materials science.
The connection to the present work is briefly described
to illustrate “real-world” relevance. One considers the
ground-state energy F(v) of an N-electron system as a
function of an “arbitrary” external one-body potential v.
Alternatively (and preferentially in DFT) one focuses on
the intrinsic energy F'(p) which is the minimum kinetic-
plus-Coulomb-interaction energy consistent with charge
density p. E(v) and F(p) stand in a relation of Legendre
duality to each other, and their arguments range over cer-
tain infinite-dimensional spaces. F(p) is everywhere dis-
continuous, and one may not expect much better of E(v)
due to the duality relation. Surprisingly, that is very far
from true. For instance (see Section[6 E1]), for an energet-
ically isolated nondegenerate eigenstate (not only ground
states), charge density is analytic in L3(R3) N L*(R?)
as function of scalar potential v in L3/2(R3) N L>(R3).
Thus, as a function of v, p is so smooth that it has a
convergent Taylor series. This fact has significant im-
plications for computational practice, which, however,
are outside the scope of this paper and will be taken
up elsewhere. Other results have implications for less-
common flavors of DFT such as current-density func-
tional theory®” and non-zero-temperature DF T8,

More generally, suppose we have a family of quantum
Hamiltonians parameterized in a natural way by param-
eter x ranging over an open subset of a Banach space.
Under what conditions are physically interesting quanti-
ties analytic functions of 7 Such quantities pertaining to
an eigenstate include: the state itself, the corresponding
energy eigenvalue, expectations of observables and gener-
alized observables such as charge/current density. And,

for nonzero temperature: statistical operator (i.e., the
thermal state), free energy, thermal expectations, sus-
ceptibilities, and so on. The framework developed here
can be used to address such analyticity questins with rel-
ative ease, as is demonstrated explicitly. The framework
is flexible, powerful, and general due to treating Hamil-
tonians initially as sesquilinear forms, with a relaxation
of the physically-grounded requirements of reality and
lower-boundedness to sectoriality so that holomorphy (C-
differentiability) can be invoked, and complex analysis
methods brought to bear.

Kato’s analytic perturbation theory for type B
families!? is concerned with similar questions, but only
for families with parameterization domains in the com-
plex numbers C. The move to infinite-dimensional pa-
rameterization domains (Banach spaces, specifically) not
only increases flexibility, but triggers a conceptual rear-
rangement, leading to a rephrasing of everything in terms
of compositions of holomorphic maps between Banach
spaces. It therefore becomes imperative to repackage
appropriate classes of unbounded sesquilinear forms as
Banach spaces. Section [] develops that key part of the
apparatus.

B. An operator prototype

It is a familiar and useful fact that the resolvent
R(¢,H) = (H — ¢)~! of operator H is a holomorphic
function of the spectral parameter (. The extension to a
holomorphic dependence on H is worth looking at as a
prototype for the theory to be developed.

Definition 1.1. Given: a closed, densely-defined, oper-
ator T' on Banach space 2" [denoted T' € Lq(27)]. An
operator A is T-bounded if dom A O dom T and there are
a, b such that

Vo € domT, ||Az|| < a||z|| + b||Tx]|. (1)

By increasing a, it may be possible to decrease b. The
infimum of all b’s that work is the T-bound of A.

If T is closed and invertible, dom 7" can be turned into a
Banach space with the norm ||z||r = ||Tz|| 2-; we under-
stand it as such in the following. The following Lemma
brings the notion of analyticity to the surface. (A proof
is provided at the end of the subsection, which should
probably be skipped until it is called upon.)

Lemma 1.2. Suppose T is closed with range 2", and A
is T-bounded. If mg(T + A) = 2", then

(T+A =70 +AT H e (). (2

This holds in particular when ||AT || < 1, which implies
convergence of the Neumann series

(T+A) =11 i(—AT‘l)”. (3)
n=0



One would like to hold up series as the demonstra-
tion that (T'+ A)~! is analytic at A = 0. That the terms
are not simply multiples of powers of A, however, shows
the need for at least the rudiments of a more general
theory of analyticity, a theory which will be reviewed in
Section 2] Similarly, a claim that the series converges
uniformly on some ball about the origin raises the ques-
tion of domain and codomain of the map. The codomain
is clearly £(#¢). The domain could be taken the same,
but that would be far too timid. Instead, consider dom T’
as a Banach space with norm ||z||7 = ||Tz||, making T" an
isomorphism. Then, A — (T + A)~! can be considered a
map from L£(domT; Z") to L(Z"). Indeed, the norm of
A as an element of £(dom T'; 27) is precisely || AT 1], so
the series is uniformly convergent on any center-zero
ball of radius less than 1.

It might seem very difficult to extend this to fami-
lies of operators having differing domains, but we shall
find it possible by working with Hamiltonians in the
guise not of operators, but of sesquilinear forms. Re-
call that a sesquilinear form (s-form) in Hilbert space
A is a complex-valued function h[, ¢, linear in ¢ and
conjugate-linear in ¢ which range over some subspace of
. Motivations for working with sesquilinear forms are,
first, the increased strength. That is needed for DFT ap-
plications, for example, where potentials in L3/2(R?) are
considered. Secondly, there is a corresponding gain in
flexibility in applications, as it becomes easier to verify
that a family of s-forms is appropriate for feeding into
the automatic abstract machinery. This is illustrated in
Section And finally, there is the argument that s-
forms are more physically natural and meaningful than
operators. For, an s-form can be recovered from its di-
agonal elements, and as expectation values these have a
far clearer operational meaning than multiplication by a
Hamiltonian operator.

Proof of Lemma[I.4 T + A is closed on dom (T + A) =
domT by Lemma below, and AT~! € £L(2") since

jAT 2] < (all 71|+ ) ]

Now, (T+A)=(T+ AT 'T=(1+AT"HT gives
mg(T + A) C rng(1 + AT!). The reverse inclusion fol-
lows from (T'+ A)T~! = (1+ AT~'). Thus, if either
T+ Aor 1+ AT~! has a (necessarily bounded) inverse,
so does the other, and holds. O

Lemma 1.3. If A has T-bound strictly less than one,
Then T + A is closed on domT.

Proof. For any ¢ € dom T,

TPl = (T + Al < [[AP] < allpll + Tl (4)

which yields (1 — b)||T%| < a||¢| + ||(T + A)v||, after
rearrangement. Suppose that sequence (¢,,) in domT
converges to zero and ((T + A),) is Cauchy. (T,)
is also Cauchy by the preceding inequality, with (be-
cause T is closed) limit zero. But, then shows that
(T + A)yr, = 0, as well. O

C. Sketch of the theory

The main ideas are sketched in this subsection, made
more concrete with the aid of the example of a nonrela-
tivistic “spinless electron” subjected to a variable exter-
nal vector potential field A(x) (z € R3). This application
will be treated in depth in Section [5f here we are mostly
using it simply as something concrete to fix attention on.
The energy of the state with wavefunction v is

nalt] = [ 1V~ id)uf do )

well-defined as a real-valued and lower-bounded
quadratic form defined on a dense subspace of L2(R?).
Under a technical condition, h4 is naturally associated
to a corresponding self-adjoint operator H4. This well-
known theory is recovered as part of the development
in Section The resolvent R(¢,Ha) = (Ha — ()1
is C-analytic in (. Is it also analytic in A? Merely
posing the question shows that we should take A in
some complez space, and therefore allow the field A(x)
to be complex-valued. Thus, we generalize to the
sesquilinear form (s-form)

hald, ] = / (V+iA)d- (V —iA)pdz,  (6)

the diagonal part ha[)] := ha[t), 9] being the associated
quadratic form. We were careful to not have the complex
conjugate of A appear in the form @ Now, we might
ask whether (¢, A)— R(¢,A) is a C-differentiable, or

holomorphic, map from some open subset of C x E3(R3)

into £(#) (The arrow on L merely indicates a vector,
rather than scalar, field). Just as in elementary complex
analysis, this is enough to guarantee C-analyticity, and
then R-analyticity for real A by restriction. This the-
ory of holomorphy in Banach spaces is reviewed in Sec-
tion 2] A resolvent operator holomorphic in this sense is
not an end in itself. With its aid, however, one can show
that isolated eigenvalues and properties of the associated
eigenvectors are analytic functions of the Hamiltonian
paramater, i.e., A in this case. This kind of application
is considered in detail in Section [Gl

There are certainly limits to how A can be allowed to
vary and have all this work. One might imagine that A
should represent a “not too big” perturbation of hg. A
good idea, which we shall follow, is that all the s-forms
ha should be mutually relatively bounded. This sug-
gests an abstract study of complete equivalence classes
of mutually relatively bounded s-forms on a dense sub-
space £ of s, independently of any concrete parama-
terization (such as provided here by A), an idea which
turns out to be quite fruitful. As described below, the
fundamental R-map (¢, h,) — (H, — ¢)~! and &-map
(B,hy) = e PHz= wwhich are the basis of applications, are
shown holomorphic at this abstract level. We therefore
know that a concrete parameterization enjoys these holo-
morphy properties as soon as it is shown to parameterize



part of such an equivalence class C in the right way, and
that turns out to be surprisingly easy.

The relation < of relative boundedness induces equiv-
alence classes of s-forms on J#. Suppose C is one such
(technically: containing some closable sectorial form).
When A is allowed to be complex, h4[y] is no longer
real, but appropriate restrictions ensure that it takes
values in a right-facing wedge in C as @ varies among
unit vectors in its domain. This property is sectorial-
ity, and the useful generalization of lower-bounded self-
adjointness which allows complex analytic methods to be
brought into play. The class Cx of all s-forms bounded
relative to C has a natural Banach space structure, up
to norm equivalence. In fact, it can be identified with
L(A; ), where S, C A C S is a Hilbert rigging
of the ambient Hilbert space 5. Such Hilbert riggings
play a very important role in our methodology, and are
reviewed in Section BBl

The sectorial forms in C, denoted CY, comprise an open
subset of C, and are the ones of real interest. They in-
duce closed sectorial operators, H corresponding to h. A
central result is that h — H~! is holomorphic from an
open subset of C? into £(s¢). Note that the same can-
not be said of h — H, since the operators have differing
domains, hence it is not even clear in what Banach space
we can locate them all. This result can be unfolded to
display the resolvent explicitly since C is invariant under
translation by multiples of the identity: ({,h) — R(¢, H)
is holomorphic on its natural domain in CxC<. The other
central abstract result is holomorphy of h — e, as a
map into L£(.). Again, we can unfold this to the map
(B,h) + e PH from a natural domain in C,; x C<, where
C,4 is the open right half-plane.

Returning to the vector potential A, what needs to be
done once these abstract results are in place is very sim-
ple, as the theory summarized in Section[2]shows. Indeed,
once an appropriate equivalence class of s-forms is iden-
tified — for instance, those equivalent to hg on C2°(R?)
— one only needs to check local boundedness and holo-
morphy on one-complex-dimensional affine slices, and the
latter really does reduce simply to noting that the expres-
sion contains two A’s. The conditions seem easy to check
in general. We can even anticipate that for a reasonable
family of closable sectorial s-forms parameterized over an
open subset U of a Banach space, if they are all mutually
relatively bounded, hence lie in some CY, then this map
U — CY will be holomorphic, and therefore so will be
the R-map and £-map. Some uses of these are treated
in Sections [6] and [7} respectively. The former can be
used to show analyticity of isolated eigenvalues, as well
as various properties of the associated eigenstates, such
as charge and current density. The negative exponential
e PH shows up in quantum physics in two major con-
texts. One is analytic continuation of time, a topic which
will not be addressed here. The other is quantum statisti-
cal mechanics, where it represents the thermal statistical
operator, if it is trace-class. This is dealt with in Section
m where we show that, if the free energy is (well-defined

and) locally bounded, it is analytic, and give conditions
for that to be the case.

D. Organization of the paper

Section [2| provides needed background on analyticity
and holomorphy in Banach spaces. Section [3] provides
background on Hilbert rigging. Prop. is a nonstan-
dard result there which plays an important role in the
later development. Section [4] is the technical core of
the paper. It develops the Banach space structure as-
sociated with equivalence classes of closable s-forms and
the general idea of regular sectorial familys, and proves
holomorphy of the R-map in Thm. Section [5] is
concerned with identifying specific holomorphic families
of nonrelativistic Hamiltonians — magnetic Schrédinger
forms parameterized by both scalar and vector poten-
tials. Sections [6] and [7] on the other hand, are concerned
with what can be done if one has such a family, that is,
what other quatities inherit the holomorphy. Section [6]
studies low-energy Hamiltonians and eigenstate pertur-
bation. Holomorphy of the energy and charge/current
densities for isolated nondegenerate eigenstates is derived
here, among other things. Section [7]is concerned with
holomorphy of the £-map and its consequences. Un-
der appropriate conditions, this yields holomorphy of the
nonzero-temperature statistical operator in trace-norm,
as well of free energy and thermal expectations. Special
attention is again given to charge/current density. Sec-
tion [§] gives a selective summary.

E. Conventions and notations

For convenient reference, some conventions will be
listed here. 27, # and 2 denote generic Banach spaces,
U an open subset of a Banach space, 5 denotes a
Hilbert space. L(Z;%) is the space of bounded lin-
ear operators from 2 to %, with the usual opera-
tor norm, £(2') = L(Z;Z), LX) and L2(H) de-
note the spaces of trace-class and Hilbert-Schmidt oper-
ators, respectively, and Lc1(2") the set of densely-defined
closed operators in 27, and Liso(Z; %) that of invert-
ible bounded operators (Banach isomorphisms). Product
spaces, e.g., 2 X % are usually denoted that way rather
than as 2 @ % because the product notion matches the
informal interpretation better. R(z, A) = (A — 2)~! is
the resolvent operator (the notation R will be overloaded
later), res A the resolvent set, and spec A the spectrum
of A. Topological closure is generally denoted by cl, in-
stead of an overbar. Barred arrows specify functions,
while plain arrows display the domain and codomain,
eg., A — e L(H#) — L(H) is exponentiation on
bounded operators. (Zp)nen Or (Zy)n, Or even just (x,)
if it is unambiguous, denotes a sequence. Additional no-
tations will be defined as need arises. Definitions and all
theorem-like environments share a common counter; the



numbering is merely a navigational aid.

2. ANALYTICITY IN THE BANACH SPACE SETTING

This section reviews the necessary theory of differen-
tial calculus and holomorphy in Banach spaces. The ma-
terial on differential calculus reviewed in Section Al is
quite standard and can be found in many placest ™.
The theory of holomorphy in Banach spaces discussed in
Section [2B] much less so. In depth treatments are in
monographs of Mujicat? and Chae!%. Thm. is the
reason this section is here at all, and the other results
are mostly concerned with making the demonstration of
holomorphy as easy as possible.

A. Differential calculus

In this subsection, the base space of Banach spaces
(Z°, %, ...) may be either R or C. U is an open subset
of a Banach space (usually Z).

1. Derivatives

If f: U — % admits a linear approximation near a € U
as

fla+z) = f(a) + Df(a)z + of[|), (7)

for some continuous linear map Df(a): 2" — %, ie.
Df(a) € L(Z;%), then Df(a) is said to be the Fréchet
differential (or derivative) of f at a.

We are not interested in differentiability at isolated
points only, but throughout U. f is C' on U if Df is
everywhere defined on U and continuous. In that case,
Df:U — L(Z;¥) is itself a continuous map into a
Banach space (with the usual operator norm) and we
may ask about differentiability of D f.

If the differential of Df at a, denoted D?f(a), ex-
ists it belongs to L(Z,L(Z; %)), by definition. Thus,
for x,2' € 27, D*f(a)(x) € L(Z ;%) (dropping some
parentheses and writing simply ‘D? f(a) 2’ is a good idea)
and D?f(a)xa’ € %. Elements of L(2;L(2 ;%))
are actually bilinear, that is, linear in each argument
with the other held fixed. Moreover, D?f(a) is sym-
metric, that is, D?2f(a) z 2’ = D?f(a) 2’ . This symme-
try continues to higher orders, as long as differentiability
holds, and provides good motivation to think primarily
in terms of multilinear mappings rather than nested lin-
ear mappings. Eliding the distinction between a nested
operator in L(Z ;- L(Z;%)--), the n-th differential
D"f(a) € L(Z ..., Z;%) is a continuous, symmetric,
n-linear map from 2" x -+ x Z into ¥

2. Taylor series and analyticity

If f is continuously differentiable, then when-
ever the line segment from a to a 4+ x is in U,
fla+z)= f(a)+ (fol Df(a+ tx)dt)z. Suspending the
question of convergence, one deduces that the Taylor se-
ries expansion should be >>° LD"f(a)z---x. If, for
every point a € U, the Taylor series expansion of f con-
verges to f uniformly and absolutely on a ball of some
nonzero (a-dependent) radius, f is said to be analytic on
U. This is the favorable situation in which we are in-
terested. The notion of analyticity, and the actual use
of a convergent series expansion, is independent of the
base field, but it follows from a prima facie much weaker
condition when the base field is C, as discussed next.

B. Holomorphy

This subsection is concerned with the equivalence be-
tween holomorphy and C-analyticity (Thm. and
ways to make the demonstration of holomorphy easy
(nearly everything else).

1. Complex linearity and conjugate linearity

A function of type R — R can be differentiable to all
orders without being analytic, whereas the situation is
remarkably otherwise for those of type C — C. What
is much less well-appreciated is that this contrast per-
sists even in infinite-dimensional Banach spaces. Now
we assume that the base field for 2" and ¢ is C. They
can still be regarded as real vector spaces Zr, %k by
restriction of scalars; in that case ix is considered not a
scalar multiple of x, but a vector in an entirely different
“direction”. Suppose f: Zr — % is R-differentiable
at a, temporarily denote the differential as Dgf(a),
and define Df(a)() = [Duf(a)(@) — iDxf(a)(ix)],
Df(a)(z) = 3[Drf(a)(z) + iDrf(a)(iz)]. The condi-
tion for C-differentiability is then D f(a) = 0. This is the
analog of the Cauchy-Riemann equation. The function
f is said to be holomorphic on U if it is C-differentiable
there. Sometimes (e.g., Chae'*) holomorphic is instead
taken synonymous with C-analyticity by definition, but
it does not really matter as the following remarkable the-
orem shows.

Theorem 2.1. For complex Banach spaces & and %,
U open in I, the following properties of f: U — % are
equivalent:

(a) holomorphy (C-differentiability)

(b) infinte C-differentiability

(¢) C-analyticity

Proof. See §§8 and 14 of Mujica’®; or Chadl¥,
Thm. 14.13. O



Thus, even if we are ultimately interested only in R-
analyticity in some real subspace 2~ of a complex space
Z, it can be advantageous to work in 2, establish
holomorphy (a comparatively simple property) to get C-
analyticity in 2~ and thence R-analyticity in A by re-
striction. This is in the spirit of Jacques Hadamard’s
famous dictum, “Le plus court chemin entre deux vérités
dans le domaine réel passe par le domaine complexe”.

The following mostly simple permanence properties of
holomorphy are important:

e Composition: Whenever f: DU > ¥
and ¢g: % DV — 2 are holomorphic, so is
gof:UNf1V)— 2.

e Inversion: Lix(Z2;%) iny Liso(#; Z7) is holomor-
phic, where Li50(27;%) denotes the open set of
invertible operators in L(Z"; %).

e Products: If the domain of f is in a product space
Z1 x Z3, then f is holomorphic iff it is jointly
continuous and separately holomorphic.

e Equivalent norms: Holomorphy is stable under
equivalent renorming of the domain or codomain
space.

e Differentiation: If f is holomorphic, so is Df.

e Sequential limits: Sequential convergence uni-
formly on compact sets preserves holomorphy. (See

Prop. E-11)

2. Reduction to 1D domain or range

The preceding shows that convergence of series ex-
pansions can be deduced from the mere existence of a
differential. However, the latter is still complicated by
the infinite-dimensional setting. Fortunately, a remark-
able reduction is possible here as well — to consideration
of one-C-dimensional subspaces both in the domain and
codomain (together with local boundedness).

Definition 2.2. f: U — % is G-holomorphic if for all
zeld,ye Z,(— f(x+ (y)is an ordinary holomorphic
function of ¢ on some neighborhood of zero in C.

The following fundamental theorem is named after
Graves, Taylor, Hille and Zorn4.

Theorem 2.3 (GTHZ). For a map f: U — ¥, the fol-
lowing property equivalence holds:
holomorphy < G-holomorphy and locally boundedness.

Proof. See Mujica, Prop. 8.6 and Thm. 8.7; Chael4,
Thm. 14.9. L]

Remark 2.4. By defintion, locally bounded means
bounded on some neighborhood of each point of the do-
main. In a Banach space (or even a metric space), this
is equivalent to boundedness on compact subsets of the
domain.

Maps into spaces of linear operators will be very im-
portant in the following and are considered now. In fact,
since any Banach space is isometrically embedded in its
bidual, this is not really a special case.

Definition 2.5. f: U — % is weakly holomorphic if
x +— (A, f(z)) € C is holomorphic for each A € #*. It is
densely weakly holomorphic if the condition holds for a
set of \’s dense in #*.

fruU = L(¥;2Z) is strongly holomorphic if
x> f(x)y € Z is holomorphic for each y € #; and
weak-operator holomorphicif x — (X, f(x)y) € Cis holo-
morphic for each y € # and A € Z°*. As for weak holo-
morphy, these may be modified with dense to indicate
that the set of y’s [resp. pairs (y,A)] in question is dense
in & [resp. ¥ x Z™*].

The following Lemma is preparation for Propositions
and Some obvious abbreviations (‘st.” for
‘strong’, ‘loc. bdd.” for ‘locally bounded’, ‘holo’ for ‘holo-
morphic’) are used.

Lemma 2.6. For f: U — L(¥; %), the following prop-
erty implications hold.

(a) st. G-holo. = G-holo.

(b) loc. bdd. & dense st. holo. = st. holo.

(c) st. holo. = loc. bdd.

(d) loc. bdd. & dense st. G-holo. = holo.

(e) st. holo. = holo.

Remark 2.7. Parts (a), (b), and (c) are really just prepa-
ration for (d) and (e).

Proof. (a): Since G-holomorphy concerns affine planes
independently, assume that & C C without loss. Assume
(to be justified later) that f is also continuous. Then, for
every y € % and simple closed contour I" in U,

0= § g = [ frpe]n ©

Continuity of f is used here to justify taking y outside the
integral. Since y ranges over %, which is separating for
L(¥; %), the integral in square brackets is zero. Finally,
Morera’s theorem implies that f is holomorphic, because
T' is arbitrary.

To complete the proof of (a),
that f is continuous at ( € U. Suppose not.
Then there is a sequence U > (, — ( such

that [|f(¢") = f(ONI/(Cn —¢) = 00, and by the uni-
form boundedness principle, y € % such that
(f(Ny— f(Oy)/(¢n — ¢) diverges. However, since f
is strongly holomorphic, the limit of the latter is
L (f(2)y)|:=¢. Contradiction.

(b): We need to show that, for each y € %,  — f(x)y
[abbreviated here f( )y] is holomorphic near each point
of U. By the dense strong holomorphy assumption, there
is D dense in % such that, for every u € D, f( )u is
holomorphic. Also, for any sequence D > vy, — y, local
boundedness implies that the sequence f( )y, converges

we must show



not merely pointwise, but locally uniformly, to f( )y,
which is therefore holomorphic by Prop. 2.11]

(¢): Fix compact K C U. For every y € %, f()y is
holomorphic by hypothesis, therefore continuous, there-
fore bounded on K. The uniform boundedness principle
secures boundedness f on K.

(d): local boundedness & dense strong G-holomorphy im-
plies strong G-holomorphy by the Gateaux version of (b),
which implies G-holomorphy by (a). Finally, holomorphy
follows by Thm. 2.3

(e): We have G-holomorphy by (a), and local bounded-
ness by (c). Again, conclude via Thm. O

Proposition 2.8. For f: U — %, the following are
equivalent:

(a) holomorphy

(b) weak-* holomorphy

(¢) local boundedness & dense weak-* G-holomorphy

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma [2.6] for the
case #* ~ L(#; C), realizing that the adjective “strong”
there specializes to “weak-*”. O

Proposition 2.9. For f: U — %, the following are
equivalent:

(a) holomorphy

(b) weak holomorphy

(¢c) local boundedness & dense weak G-holomorphy

Proof. % is isometrically imbedded in its bidual
G = L(%*;C). Now apply Prop. O

Proposition 2.10. For f: U — L(¥; %), the following
are equivalent:

(a) holomorphy

(b) weak-operator holomorphy

(c) loc. bdd. & dense weak-operator G-holomorphy

Proof. Use the same trick as in Prop. to write
f:U — L(¥;L(Z*;C)), apply Lemma [2.6] directly, and
then Prop. O

Although holomorphy for the case 2" = % = C is not
usually discussed in terms of linear operators as here, we
may note that it fits in perfectly. The operator D f(a) in
that case can be construed simply as multiplication by
a complex number, df(a), so that a — Df(a) is iden-
tified with the complex function a — Jf(a). Differenti-
ation does not generate objects of a fundamentally dif-
ferent type in that case. For higher-dimensional Banach
spaces, however, it does so, and part (b) of Thm.
thereby gains in importance. The D™ f, as n varies, all
have distinct codomains, yet they are all holomorphic if
f is so.

We close this Section with a proof of the sequential per-
manence property mentioned earlier, which is also found
as Prop. 9.13 of Mujica.

Proposition 2.11. If f,,: U — ¥ is a sequence of holo-
morphic mappings converging to f uniformly on compact
subsets of U, then f is holomorphic.

Proof. Use Thm. (G-holomorphic and locally
bounded < holomorphic). For any compact subset K
of U, the f,’s are bounded, and converge uniformly to
f, hence f is bounded. By Prop. G-holomorphy of
f reduces to the case U C & = C, which is a well-known
result of classical complex analysis. O

3. HILBERT RIGGINGS

This section is also primarily background, although
Prop. [3:2)is not standard and will play an important role.
Section is a concrete illustation of Hilbert rigging in-
tended primarily for those unfamiliar with the idea. A
Hilbert rigging of a Hilbert space 7 is a sandwiching
Hp C S C 2 by two other Hilbert spaces such that
J€_ is the dual space of . with respect to the orig-
inal inner product on 5#. They will be used through
the identification of a family C5 of s-forms in 7 with
L(A; ) for an appropriate 574. Prop. concerns
the identification of isomorphisms from S to S with
closed operators on 7.

A. Example: kinetic energy

Before presenting the abstract construction of Hilbert
rigging, we illustrate briefly with the concrete and per-
tinent example of kinetic energy. The reader unfamiliar
with Hilbert riggings may find it helpful to keep this ex-
ample in mind in Section

Thus, take 5 to be L?(R™); the inner product is

(ulv) = / w(z) o(z) d = / W) ) d'p. (9)

Fourier transform will be indicated (in this subsection
only) by an over-tilde, as above.
Now, a sesquilinear form corresponding to kinetic en-

ergy is

n

(@), = (D) + D (9:dldie)) . (10)

=1

To be precise, [|¢]|3 = (1|¢), is the kinetic energy of
vector state 1, up to the addition of [|¢||?. The notation
suggests, as indeed is the case, that this sesquilinear form
is a legitimate inner product. Moreover, it corresponds
to a Hilbert space s, based on a dense subspace of 7.
That this is so is best seen in momentum space, a move
which also alleviates the technical compication that we
must be careful to a priori interpret the derivatives in
in a weak or distributional sense. The momentum
space expression is

@l = / ) Iw) (L+ pP)dp. (1)



This clarifies both that there really is a subspace of 7
which is complete for the new inner product { | ), and
why we included the term (¢[t) in (10).

Authorized by the Riesz-Fréchet theorem, we could
identify 74 with its dual space as usual, associating
¢ € A with the functional ¢ +— (#|¢)),. However,
we want to identify the dual with respect not to { | ),
but with respect to ( | ). The momentum-space ex-
pression makes clear how to do this: Define J by
Jo(p) = (1 +[p|*)(p), so that (gv)), = (Jo|i), where
the last represents some extension of the inner product
on s¢. With the inner product

@lo)_ = [ )i

we get another Hilbert space 2 such that
S CH CH, and J: A — . is unitary.
All three of these spaces consist of functions in momen-
tum space, but elements of S are actually tempered
distributions, in general. For instance, if n = 1, %~ con-
tains delta-functions. Now we can clarify the meaning
of (J¢|p): The map 4 x 4 3 (P, ) — (¢|) admits
an extension by continuity to either J# in both factors
(vielding the ordinary inner product), or to s~ in one
factor.

+

)+ pl*) " d"p,  (12)

B. General construction

We now review the abstract idea of a Hilbert rigging
as summarized in the (not commutative!) diagram

J—l

N

Ao — s s (13)

W

Expositions of this technology can be found in §II.2
of Simorn!% §VIIL.6 of Reed & Simonl?, Ch. 4 of
de Oliveirat®, or §14.1 of Berezansky'?

Start with a Hilbert space ## with inner produce
(] ), and a dense subspace equipped with stronger in-
ner product ( | ), which makes it into a Hilbert space
J,, so that the inclusion of one underlying vector space
{7, } into the other {7’} induces a continuous injection
Lyt %+(—>%

The adjoint of ¢,

<L uly) 4 = < ’L+1/J> (14)

is also injective with dense image, since taking adjoints
swaps those properties. Use ¢} to define a new inner
product on {#°} via

(ulv) == (Gulv),, (15)

equipped with which it becomes the preHilbert space
{#}_, with a completion denoted .. The inclusion

, defined by

of {7} into . is 9. By construction, ¢* extends by
continuity to a unitary mapping
J Lo S oo (16)

Thus, suppressing the injection ¢y of J# into S, we

may rewrite as
(uly) = (T ulv) . (17)

Furthermore, according to the preceding, the right-hand
side extends by continuity to a continuous sesquilinear
map on S x ), with J~1# = #,. Using then
to define an extension of the J# inner product (|) to
FC x ., we say that 77 realizes the dual space of 574
relative to the original inner product.

The maps in naturally induce two bounded linear
mappings

T — LoTL+ : E(%) — ﬁ(%+;%_),
T o Ty L(I; ) — L(I).

These will be useful below. More interesting, though,
is a map that takes arbitrary T € L(J4 ;) into a
(generally unbounded) linear operator T on S# according
to the following notational convention.

Convention 3.1. For T' € L(,; ), T denotes the
restriction of T to domT = {1/} S ‘ Tt/} € jf}, con-

sidered simply as an operator in J¢.

Not every linear operator in .7# comes from an operator
in L(s#;; 7) in this way, so one should not think of the
hat as a map or transform of some sort; the map actually
goes the other way.

The following Proposition can be viewed as an analog
of Lemma [I.2] It plays an important role in the theory.

Proposition 3.2. Given T e Liso (545 7).
(a) T € Lo(H7), i.e., it is closed with dense domain.
(b) T T™Y: Ligo(Ho; H) — L) is holomorphic.

Proof. T-' = 1,T 14 is bounded with domain 2,
hence closed, hence so is 7. Since ¢p and ¢4 have dense
image, dom T is dense in 7. Finally, T — T~ is holo-
morphic since it is explicitly a composite of inversion and
composition with a linear map, which are holomorphic
operations. O

Certainly T~! exists for some operators 71 in
L(A; 7-) which are not invertible, and one may
ask whether T'+— T~ is holomorphic on a larger do-
main. Close examination of this question is postponed
to Prop. when more motivation will be in place.

4. FAMILIES OF FORMS AND OPERATORS

This section is the technical core of the paper, prepar-
ing for applications in Sections [B} [6] and [7] Section



recalls some basic ideas and definitions connected with
sesquilinear forms (s-forms). That is preparation for
consideration of families of sectorial forms parameterized
over an open set U of some Banach space. We want these
parameterizations to be holomorphic, hence the general-
ization of the R-centered notion of lower-bounded her-
mitian to sectorial. However, this can make sense only
if relevant classes of s-forms have a Banach space struc-
ture themselves. Thm. solves this problem, showing
that the class Cx of s-forms relatively bounded with re-
spect to an equivalence class C of closable forms is natu-
rally identified with £(5;; #2 ), where . C 5 C J
is an Hilbert rigging. Attention is then turned to the
closed operators associated with the sectorial forms C
in C. Thm. is the second main result, showing that
the operator H associated with h € C< is invertible iff
h viewed as an element of L(.7 ;7 ) is so. This gives
holomorphy of the R-map (¢, h) — (H—¢)~! on its natu-
ral domain in CxC<, which will be a basic tool in Sections
[fland[7] Attention then swings back to parameterizations
and convenient criteria for a family h of s-forms to be a
regular sectorial family, i.e., holomorphically embedded
in some C<.

A. Sesquilinear forms

This section consists mostly of definitions and nota-
tional conventions. as well as some notational conven-
tions. A standard source for this material is §§VI1.1,2 of
Kato’s treatisel?.

(1) A sesquilinear  form  (s-form  henceforth)

h on complex vector space £ is a map
(¢, ) = h[p,¢]: # x # — C linear in the
second variable and conjugate-linear in the first.
(Conjugate-linearity — distinguishes these from
bilinear forms.) Dirac-style notation will also be
used: (¢lh[1) = h[6, v].
To a sesquilinear form is associated a quadratic
form h[y)] : = h[,]. The sesquilinear form can
be recovered by polarization, so we will always use
the term s-form for economy.

We write |t| for the map ¢ — [t[)]|. This is not an
s-form, unless [t| = t.

(2) The adjoint of the s-form h is h*[¢,¥] := h[y, ¢]. If
h = h*, h is hermitian. h is split into real and imag-
inary hermitian parts as h = h” 4 ih? with h” =
1(h +h*), h = &(h — h*). Hermitian quadratic
forms are partially ordered similarly to self-adjoint
operators: h < h’ means Vip € J, h[y] < h'[y].
The inner product of the ambient Hilbert space pro-
vides the special s-form 1[¢, ] := (d|w).

(3) The numerical range of h is the set

numh := {h[y] | ¥ € domh, ||| =1}.  (18)

The role of numerical range for s-forms somewhat
analogous to that of spectrum for operators.

Lemma 4.1. numh is a convex set.

Proof. We need to show that the line segment in C from
h[¢)] to h[¢] is in num h, for unit vectors 1, ¢ € domh. By
suitable scaling and translation (replace h by ah + b1),
we may assume that h[i)] = 0 and h[¢] = 1.

Define ¢(s) = (1 — s) + se?¢ for 0 < s < 1, with 6 to
be chosen. Then,

hlip(s)] = * + s(1 — $){ hlip, @] + e hs, ] }.

For suitable choice of 6, the quantity in braces, thus
h[¢(s)] is real. h[p(s)] goes continuously from 0 to 1 as
s increases from 0 to 1, and therefore covers at least the
segment [0,1]. Since ¢(0) and (1) are already normal-
ized, normalizing ¢(s) will not alter this conclusion. [

(4) An open sector is a right-facing wedge,
Sctr(c,0) = {c+re|r>0,|p| <0},

in C for some vertex ¢ € C and half-angle 0 < 7/2,
and the closed sector Sctr(c,) is its closure. If
sector ¥ is contained in the interior of ¥’ and ¥’
has a strictly larger half-angle than does X, then
Y is a dilation of X.

(5) h is sectorial if its numerical range is contained in
some sector, and any such will be said to be a sector
for h. ¥ is an ample sector for h if it is a dilation
of some sector for h.

For any sectorial form h, h™ will denote an arbitrary
translate m1 + h” such that 1 < hT. (Of course,
the choice of m can be standardized, but for our
purposes there is no need.)

(6) Any operator T in % naturally induces an s-form
on dom7 by (¢,v¥) — ($|T+¢). The numerical
range of T is simply the numerical range of this
s-form. Caution: a closed operator is called secto-
rial if its spectrum lies in a sector. This is not the
same thing as the associated s-form being sectorial;
the latter is a stronger condition. The relation be-
tween numerical range and spectrum is taken up in

Section A HI

(7) The vector space of s-forms on a dense subspace
A of # will be denoted SF(#"). The set of sec-
torial s-forms on ¢, denoted SF(.¥), is a cone
in SF(#"). Generally, superscript ‘<’ indicates the
sectorial members of any class of s-forms.

(8) s-form t is bounded relative to s-form h, denoted
t < h,ifdomt O dom h and there exist a, b > 0 such
that |t[]| < al[v)] + blh[y]| for every ¢ € dom h.
The relation < is reflexive and transitive.



Ift < hand h < t, then t and h are equivalent,
denoted t ~ h. Equivalent s-forms have the same
domain.

Sectoriality of h can be expressed as: h” is bounded
below and h? < h".

=< has a modest but useful calculus. For instance,

Be L(H) = B=xh,
ce C\ {0} = h~ch,
t<h = h+t=h,

t,h sectorial = h g h+1t.

(9) A sequence (¢,) in domh is h-Cauchy if
(Ih| + D)[¢p, — Y] = 0. It h-converges to 9 if
(Ih| + 1)[tpn, — 9] = 0. h is closed if all h-Cauchy
sequences h-converge, closable if it has a closed ex-
tension.

Note that t < h is equivalent to every h-Cauchy
sequence is t-Cauchy.

B. Completion and closure

The notion of Cauchy-ness in item@above is common
across an equivalence (~) class of s-forms. This is an im-
portant fact, as it points the way to a “completion” of an
entire equivalence class on a common domain. Therefore,
we consider an equivalence class C of s-forms defined on
a dense subspace £ C 57, containing a sectorical s-form
h, and therefore a hermitian s-form h™ > 1. The class of
all forms on J# which are bounded relative to those in C
is denoted C4. The various sets of s-forms involved here
are related as

C'=CNSFY(X*) CCcCgCSF(X). (19)
The set CY, the sectorial forms among C, is a cone, while
Cx is a vector space. It will emerge that it has a natural
Banach space structure, up to norm-equivalence.

Two C-Cauchy sequences (z,,) and (y,) are equivalent
if (zp, — yn) is C-Cauchy. This is written as z ~ y, and
the equivalence class of () is denoted ™. Vectors in
J are identified with the classes of constant sequences.
The completion of C is constructed on the vector space

A = {~ -classes of C-Cauchy sequences in ¢},

and s-forms in C are extended to & according to

(=™ tly™)

(20)

= lim (,tlya)
as we now discuss.

The term completion suggests that we are dealing with
the ordinary completion of a relevant preHilbert space
structure on #. That is correct, and the inner product
represented by any ht > 1 in C will do. Let h € C
be sectorial, h* as in item above, and (£ ,h™) be
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the preHilbert space structure consisting of the space 2
with inner product (¢[¢), : = (¢/hT|¢). C-Cauchy is
the same thing as (¢, h™)-Cauchy in the usual sense,
and the usual Hilbert space completion of (J#,h™) can

be viewed as being carried on £ . In order to see that

s-forms in C can be extended to 9/677 we need to know
that they satisfy a Cauchy-Schwarz-like inequality.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose 1 < ht andt < h. Then, there is
some M > 0 such that for every x,y € domh™,

| (z[tly) |* < Mh*[z]h*[y] (21)
Proof. Only the case t hermitian, [t| < h™, t[z,y] real,
h*[z] = h*[y] = 1 need be checked, since the general
case follows by rescaling, multiplying = by a phase e’
and [t[z,y]| < [t"[x, y]| + [t*[z, y]|. Here is the verification
of the special case:

Aftla,y]| = tlz +y] — t{z —y]
< Itfe + gl + [tz — 9]
<hffz+yl+hTlz—y =4

O

This lemma asserts that every t € C is a bounded

sesquilinear form on the dense subspace J# of (JZ;, ht),
hence extends by continuity to the full space so as to
satisfy . Each such extended s-form is represented by

a bounded operator on (¢, h1); for instance, h™ itself is
represented by the identity. -

However, we also desire to identify . with a subspace
of the ambient Hilbert space 7. Certainly, the inclusion
L2 A — A extends by continuity to a bounded oper-
ator i: (' ,hT) — 5. The only question is whether
it is injective. It fails to be so only if there are two in-
equivalent C-Cauchy sequences in %", which converge as
sequences in 4 to the same vector. By linearity, only
the case z,, — 0 in 77 need be considered: x ~ 0 fails
if and only if t[z,] 4 0, for any t € C. The test may
therefore be performed for any member of the class C. If
7 is injective, we simply identify £ with its image, and
thereby obtain a closed s-form in 57 for every t in C.
In that case, C is said to be closable. Although it must
be checked, only closable classes are of interest to us, so
closability is assumed henceforth.

C. From s-forms to operators

With (2, h™) in the role of %, we obtain a Hilbert
rigging as in Section from which we now take over
various notations.

Any bounded sesquilinear form t on 4%, (in par-
ticular, one in C) is represented by a unique operator
[t]T € L(s#}) satisfying

(]1050), = (Blth) (22)



for all ¢,7»p € #. Using the unitary isomorphism
J: Ay — I, we get another “representation”
[t]; = J[t]T € L(S,; H) of t satisfying

(e|ltlzw) = (oltly).

[Recall that the inner product on # extends to
A X Ay U A x A as in (17).] The notation [t]" in-
dicates the domain and range spaces in the subscript and
superscript, respectively. It is unambiguous, but cumber-
some. Fortunately, it will not be needed much. Restrict-
ing [t] to those 9 such that [t]7¢ is in JZ yields yet a
third operator, [t] € Lo(#). The domain and range of
this operator are subspaces of 7.

(23)

D. Holomorphy of the R-map

The operator guise of t which is ultimately of most
interest is []5. However, the []7 and []T forms have
some especially nice properties, collectively:

Theorem 4.3. the map t — [t]; is a bijection between
Cx and L(H ;7). The image [CY); of C* under this
map s an open subset of Liso(H; 7)) — R

Proof of Thm. [[.3, part 1. We already know from Sec-
tion [AB| that there is a natural bijection between C5 and
L(#%,). By means of the unitary J, this is mapped into
L( A HL). O

Convention 4.4. From now on, we consider Cg to be
equipped with this Banach space structure — up to
norm-equivalence. This structure is independent of the
choice of h™ used to construct %, , and therefore intrin-
sic.

The proof of the second part of Thm. [£.3] relies on the
following three Lemmas.

Lemma 4.5. Ift € CY, then [t*]® = ([t]%)* for all choices
of a and b. (N.B., the two x’s mean slightly different
things.)

Proof. For [t]T and [t]7, this is a simple matter of check-
ing defintions. [t]S involves some consideration of do-
mains. ¢ € S is in dom [t*]S iff ¢ — (|t|¢) extends
to a bounded functional on 5%, whereas 1) € J¢ is in
dom ([t]9)* iff ¢ — (Y|T'¢) does so. Hence [t*]S C ([t])*

is clear. To see the opposite, recognize that these are
both closed sectorial operators, and without loss we may
suppose that they are both surjective. O
Lemma 4.6. If t € C9 satisfies 1 < t", then
[t]; € Liso(S; ).

Proof. For notational simplicity, set T := [t];. Also, we

may assume that t” dominates || - |3 without loss, since
some multiple does so.

kerT = {0} and rngT closed: |[¢]+ < ||T¢| - follows
from |93 < [(W[t]) | = [(¥T¥)ol < 1T -[12]]+-

11

mgT dense: (rmngT)+ = kerT* and |t*| = [t|. By
Lemma kerT* = {0} follows just as kerT = {0}
above.

rngT = J_: rngT is both closed and dense in 2. [

Lemma 4.7. Suppose X is an ample sector for t. Then,
3 is an ample sector for all s in some neighborhood of t.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may add a con-
stant to t so that 1 < t, and choose the form used to

turn ¢ into a Hilbert space such that [t =1+iK,
with K hermitian operator in £(7). Then, with
[s]t = (1+A)+i(K + B),
] — slll = |(Wl(A + iB)Y). |
< (1Al + IBDII I3
< (1Al + 1BIDt[]
O

Proof of Thm.[{.3, part 2. If t € C<, then for some
m > 0, t + ml satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma
It follows that [t]; € Liwo(/ ;) — Ry, It only
remains to show that some neighborhood of [t]] in
Liso (45 7)) corresponds to sectorial forms. This, fol-
lows from Lemma O

The pieces are now in place for a holomorphy-of-
resolvent type result.

Convention 4.8. If H € L(J¢), then R((, H) is the
resolvent of H at (. This is thought of as a function
of ¢, in a context specified by H. We will overload this
notation, writing R(¢, h) for R(¢, [h]3), or in the case of
an explicit parameterization, R({,x) for R(¢, H;). In
the latter two cases, we use the name R-map for R (even
though that’s redundant), rather than resolvent. The R-
map has two arguments; the context is specified by a
regular sectorial family.

We show now that the R-map is holomorphic on

Q= {((h)eCxCY ¢ eres|h)d}.
Since (¢,h) — [h]; — ¢ € L(JG; A7) is linear, this re-
duces to the question (recall Convention whether
T +— T ' is holomorphic on the subset of
Liso(H; 7-) — C where it is well-defined. Prop. ad-
dressed the case of Lis (94 ; ), and it is now a simple
matter to extend it:

(24)

Proposition 4.9. Given T’ € Liso (5 I
(a) T € La(57). R

(b) T is injective iff T' is injective.

(c) If T: domT — A is bijective, T € Liso(H\; H-).

~) + L)

Proof. (a) This follows immediately from Prop. and
Lemma [[.3]
(b) If T¢p =0, then ¢ € domT.



(c) By assumption, T + B € Liso(H; #) for some
B € L(s#). Hence, given £ € ., there is ¢ € . such
that £ = (T + B)p =T¢ + Bo. But Bp € . so the
equation B¢ = T can be solved for ¢ € J,, yield-
ing £ = T(qﬁ + ). That is, T is not only bounded, but
bijective as well, so T' € Liso(H,; #-) (Open Mapping
Theorem). O

Therefore, the supposed extension from Lis, (5% ; 52)
to Liso(F; 7 ) — C is illusory; all the operators we are
interested in here are actually already in the former set.
The following main result now follows immediately from
the preceding work.

Theorem 4.10. Forh € C7, the closed operator H = [h]}
has an inverse in L(S€) iff H = [h]; has an inverse in
L(A_; 7)), and R is holomorphic on 2 [see (24)].

E. Series expansion

We can reframe some of the main result in
terms of the simplest ideas about series expan-
sions. Suppose H is in Linv(s ;) and T is in
L(H; 7). Then, H=1 exists in Liso (55 5).
In case ||T||L(,;f+;3f_) <(||ﬁ_1||£(3f_;3f+))_1, both
TH ' e £(x) and H'T € L(#,.) are operators of
norm less than one, and

Z(gfljw)nﬁfl

n=0

A S (@G
n=0

(25)

Therefore, if H = [h]; and T = [t];, we have a more
or less explicit formula for ([h +t]9)~!, which we write
(H+T)~! (recognizing that ‘+ here must be interpreted
indirectly): Merely sandwich the expansions in be-
tween ¢y and ¢4. This exhibits holomorphy in a very
direct way. However, it does not itself show that H 4+ T
(or even H) is closed, nor does it show that invertibility

of H implies invertibility of H.

F. Holomorphic families

We now return to the idea of parameterizing families
of sectorial forms by an open set in a Banach space.

Definition 4.11. Let ¢ be a dense subset of Hilbert
space ¢, and U a connected open subset of a Banach
space. The map h: U — SF(%) is a

(a) [G-]holomorphic family in SF(J¢") parameterized over
U iff  — hy[¢]: U — C is [G-]holomorphic for each ¢ €
A

(b) regular sectorial family in CY parameterized over U
iff h: U — Cx is holomorphic with range in CY, where C
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is an equivalence class of closable s-forms on J#" and Cg
has the Banach space structure of Convention [£.4]

Various adjectives (“in SF(J¢)/C?”, “parameterized
over U”) may be omitted when context disambiguates.

Remark 4.12. By polarization, holomorphy of h immedi-
ately implies that h;[¢, ] is holomorphic in x for every
p,p e X

If h: U — C7 is a regular sectorial family, then the
composition of h with any holomorphic function on C<,
such as R or (as shown in Section@ &, is automatically
holomorphic:

Corollary 4.13. If h defined on U is a reqular sectorial
family, then R is holomorphic from its open domain in

C x U into L(HE).

On the other hand, the requirement to be merely a
holomorphic family is weak and easily checkable in ap-
plication. Hence to get the abstract machinery appro-
priately hooked up to specific parameterized families,
the only real question is when a holomorphic or G-
holomorphic family is actually regular sectorial.

Proposition 4.14. A G-holomorphic  family
h: U — SF(#) is regular sectorial if any of the
following criteria holds.

(a) h(U) consists of equivalent, closed s-forms.

(b) h: U — C* C Cxg is locally bounded for some clos-
able class C C SF(%).

(¢) h(U) consists of equivalent, closable s-forms, and
for every x, hy is uniformly bounded with respect to
h, fory in some neighborhood of x.

Proof. For (a), note that the assumption is that the forms
h, are already closed on J#". Hence, holomorphy amounts
to weak-operator holomorphy on #7.. Conclude with
Prop.[2.10(b). For (b), appeal to Prop.|2.10(c). Criterion
(c) is a rephrasing of criterion (b) in light of the preceding
theory. O

G. Operator bounded families

This subsection discusses an important kind of holo-
morphic family constructed on the basis of a given lower-
bounded self-adjoint operator H. It is not used until
Section [7] and can safely be skipped until then.

Take H to be a lower-bounded self-adjoint operator in
€, and assume 1 < H, which can be arranged without
loss by adding a constant. Choose £ = dom H. On ¢,
H defines an s-form h by

hi] := (Y|HY).

We denote the equivalence class of s-forms to which h
belongs by C(H), or simply by C in this subsection, when

(26)



there is no ambiguity. Once it is known that C is clos-
able, the theory developed in this section shows that
Cg ~ L(H; H), where S, is the completion of dom H
under the inner product (@|y), = (S|H).

Lemma 4.15. C(H) is closable.

Proof. 7, exists at least as the abstract completion
of dom H. Let (v,) C domH be an % -Cauchy se-
quence, such that ||| — 0, ||[¢Yn — ¥+ — 0. It
needs to be shown that ¢y = 0. Taking the limit
of ([ Yralls = 602 + [ |3 — 2Re (| Hop) as
n — oo, yields 0= |[¢[]3 + limy o0 [|m]|3, showing
that ¥ = 0, as required. O

Define the real subspace 2" (H) of SF(dom H) to con-
sist of hermitian s-forms such that the norm

| (9lt]¢) |

Iellzr = sup { Tollaw]

0£¢,0 € domH}. (27)

Z'"(H) corresponds precisely to the set of symmetric
operators on dom H which are operator bounded with
respect to H. Now, let
BH) := Z2"(H)®iZ"(H) (28)
be the complexification of 2'"(H), with the norm ex-
tended according to
It = "l + 1t ] (29)
We aim to show that B(H) is continuously embedded in
C(H)x. The following Lemma is the key step.

Lemma 4.16. Forte Z"(H), |t| < ||tz h.

Proof. Assume ||t||g = 1; the general case follows by ho-
mogeneity.

If for some v, [t[1)]] > h[¢)], the numerical range of at
least one of h 4+t and h — t contains a negative number.
Therefore, it suffices to show that 0 € num(h + t), and
even, by Prop. below, that (—c0,0] € res(H + T),
where T is the operator on dom H induced by t. That will
be the case if |[TR(z, H)|| < 1 for z < 0 (Lemma [L.2).
But this follows immediately from the definition of the
norm || - ||g:

TRz, H)|| < [HR(z, H)|| < 1.

The desired result follow immediately.

Proposition 4.17. Given lower-bounded self-adjoint op-
erator H, B(H) is a Banach space continuously embedded
in C(H)<. Moreover, if ||t —h||g <1, then Sctr (0, %) is
a sector for t.
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H. Numerical range and spectrum

This subsection collections somewhat auxiliary results
relating the numerical ranges and spectra of operators. In
general, the relationship is subtle. Prop. [£.20]shows that
the spectrum of a closed sectorial operator is contained
in the closure of its numerical range, but in general, the
spectrum could be much smaller: consider the matrix

1 . . .
(8 0), with spectrum {0} and numerical range a disk
of radius 1/2.

Lemma 4.18. Let S be a symmetric operator with nu-
merical range in [0, c] with ¢ < oo, and suppose that (¢r)
is a sequence of vectors such that (¢, |S¢,) — 0. Then,
S¢, — 0.

Proof. Assume for a contradiction that there is a subse-
quence n(k) such that |[S¢,|| > € > 0. Without any
loss, we may assume that the subsequence is the entire
sequence. Hence, there exists a sequence of unit vectors
(nn) such that

(M| Sn) |2 < (Ml S1n) (Pn|SPn)

e <|

< C<¢n‘S¢n> — 0.
The second inequality here is Cauchy-Schwarz, and the
contradiction finishes the proof. O

Proposition 4.19. For T a symmetric operator,
infnumT € specT.

Proof. Assume that inf num 7T = 0, since that can be ar-
ranged by adding a constant, unless num 7" is unbounded
below, in which case the Lemma is vacuous anyway.
Then, there is a sequence (¢,,) of unit vectors in dom T
such that

(¢n|Ttpn) = 0.

Assume, for a contradiction, that 0 €resT, i.e.,
T-! € £L(o#). We will show this implies 1, — 0. Mul-
tiplying T' by a constant if necessary, we may assume
|T-!|| = 1. Since

(@|Ty) = (T7'TY|TY) € |T9||(num T™1),

(30)

(31)

non-negativity of num7 implies the same for num 7!,
so that Lemma will apply to T~ .

Define ¢,, = Tt,. Then, [[¢y] > [|¢,] =1 because
|7~ =1, and is rewritten as

(¢n|T ) — 0.

By Lemma Yy, =T 1, — 0. Contradiction. O
Proposition 4.20. For an operator T,
(a) FEach connected component of the open set

C\ clnumT is either disjoint from resT, or contained
i it.



(b) In components contained in resT, the resolvent is
bounded as

1

(32)

(¢) If T is closed sectorial, specT C clnum 7.

Proof. For brevity, write G for the open set C \ clnum 7'
We first demonstrate the bound for arbitrary
¢ € GNresT, and use that to show that both G NresT
and G NspecT are open. That is equivalent to (a), and
proves the remaining part of (b).
Thus, check for any unit vector ¢ € domT"

(T = Qull = [ WHT = Q) | = | (|Te) — (]
> dist(¢,num T). (33)

This establishes .

GnNresT is open: The open disk with center ¢ and radius

IR(¢, T)|| ! > dist(¢,num T) is contained in resT. (See

Lemma [1.2])

G N specT is open: For w in G N specT, if

there is ¢ in resT with |w— (| < jdist(w,numT),

then |w — (| < dist(¢, num T"), contradicting the previous

paragraph.

For part (c), Since clnumT is convex, it is geomet-
rically more-or-less obvious that it is either bounded, a
closed sector, or bounded by two parallel lines. The last
is impossible since T is sectorial, and G has exactly one
component in either of the other two cases. The conclu-
sion follows from resT # & (T is closed). O

5. MAGNETIC SCHRODINGER FORMS

The core theory of the previous section is inert on its
own. To use it, we need some interesting regular secto-
rial familys, and some associated quantities and objects
which are holomorphic. The following two sections will
take up the latter issue. This section is concerned with
regular sectorial familys of nonrelativistic Hamiltonians
which are parameterized by scalar and vector potential
fields and a two-body interaction. Though inteded to
be more illustrative than exhaustive, the results are nev-
ertheless nontrivial. See Section for the summary
conclusion.

A. Nonrelativistic N-particle systems

We consider a system of N identical particles moving
in three-dimensional euclidean space. Hence, the ambi-
ent Hilbert space is 2 = L?((R®)V). As s-forms, the
Hamiltonians we wish to consider are sums

hauv =kao+a + Uugtu + Vog+u, (34)
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where

N
S Ve — iAo dz,  (35)

a=1

alvl = |

is kinetic energy with magnetic vector potential A;

%wraéw[Ejm%ﬂhmmﬁm (36)

is a one-body potential energy for scalar potential u; and

/ 1
R | 2

is a two-body interaction. These are taken to be defined
on the space % = C®(R3N) of compactly supported,
infinitely differentiable functions. In , Ap, ug and
v are fixed background or unperturbed fields, while A,
u and v are variable, drawn from appropriate Banach
spaces (to be determined) so that h4 ., is a regular sec-
torial family.

We do not say anything here about statistics because
all the s-forms/operators to be considered are invariant
under particle permutations; thus, one can simply restrict
attention to the subspace carrying the desired represen-
tation of the permutation group. Taking spin explicitly
into account is similarly unnecessary since we are con-
cerned with spin-independent Hamiltonians.

The uperturbed scalar and interaction potentials are
taken to be locally integrable, non-negative functions:

v, [0 > v(za —2p) | (@) dx

a#p

(37)

U0, V0 € Lioc (Rg)-‘r' (38)
An interesting and natural choice for the unperturbed
scalar potential ug is some kind of confining potential,
e.g., |z|? or |z[*. Tt is actually somewhat artificial to
consider an interaction potential which could not be
treated as a perturbation, since the Coulomb interaction
v(z) = |z|~! can be. Since we are not aiming for an ex-
haustive treatment, Ay is dropped (or taken identically
zero). Other choices complicate the analysis consider-
ably.

Local integrability of ug and vy ensures that 2 is
in the domains of u,, and v,,, while positivity then
implies closability on .#. Indeed, u,, is closed on
the space of functions square integrable with respect to
14>, u(zq)] dz, and similarly for vo. Closability of kg
was already considered in Section Closability of the
sum ko + Uy, + Vy, is @ new problem (the pieces are not
equivalent), which, however, is easily solved as follows
(see paragraph VI.1.6 of Kato!): if t,s are sectorial s-
forms closable on a common domain % (with closures t,
5), then t+s is also closable on .#". This is true because a
Cauchy sequence with respect to t+ + st is Cauchy with
respect to each of tT and sT separately, hence has a limit
in domtNdoms. By induction, this extends to any finite
number of closable s-forms.



In summary, the unperturbed form hg oo is sectorial
and closable on % = C°((R*)"), being a member of
an equivalence class C of forms on 2. We are inter-
ested in pertubations h 4 4, lying in C9, and which, more-
over, vary holomorphically with the parameters (A, u, v).
Prop. [£:14] will be the main tool for demonstrating this.
Note that the identification of an unperturbed form is
arbitrary. Any form in CY would do. Even on a prac-
tical level, this can be so to some extent. For example,
one may prefer ug(zr) = R* if |z| < R, otherwise |z|* to
the “simpler” |z|*, and if there is a background magnetic
field, different gauge choices may recommend themselves.

B. Scalar potential

We begin the search for suitable perturbations with
scalar potentials: bounded potentials, L3/2 potentials,
and proportional modifications fuy of the background
potential. Note that uy,4, = Uy, + Uy, so we work with
u, by itself, although u,, plays a role in determining
which u’s are acceptable.

The following new concept, an extreme sort of relative
boundedness, is now going to be very important.

Definition 5.1. For s-forms t and h: t is (Kato) tiny
with respect to h iff, for any b > 0, |[t| < al + b|h|, for
some a € R;. This is denoted t << h.

Here are some simple yet useful properties of <<.
1l.t~0 = t<<hforanyh

2. {t|t =< h} is a vector space.

3. Given t =< h:

h+t~nh
h~h = t=<h’

(a)

(b)

(c) h sectorial = h + t sectorial
)
)t

(d) h, h' sectorial = t << h + h’
(e

The main point here is that we can accumulate tiny
perturbations indefinitely without danger of moving out
of C9. Because of item 3(b), it makes sense to write
t << C. But, beware: a set of forms tiny with respect to
C might still be unbounded in Cx.

<h =t «<h

1. Bounded potentials

These are complez functions, u € L>(R3), even though
ultimately we are (probably) only interested in the real
subspace L>°(R3;R). This expansion is for the sake of
holomorphy, as usual; we need to work in the complex
space to use the theory of Section [4]

This simple case is a good illustration of the basic
method: check that the perturbation does not move
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h A v,» out of CY; check G-holomorphy; check local bound-
edness.
Now,

luu[¥]] < [lull Lo re) L[] (39)

This immediately demonstrates local boundedness of
ho,u,0 due to the factor ||ul|pe(rs), as well as that
uy ~ 0 << hg0,0. G-holomorphy of u,[¢] in w is trivial
because it is linear. In complete detail:

Uy 4zu/ W] = Uu[d’] + 2Uy [w]’

so the issue reduces to holomorphy of the right-hand side
in z, which only requires that u,[i)] and u,[¢)] be well-
defined. N.B. This argument has nothing to do with the
topology of L*° and will hold for any vector space for
which u,, € SF(#). Conclusion: L>(R3) 3 u + hg 40 is
a regular sectorial family.

2. Unbounded potentials

Now we move on to a space of unbounded potentials,
namely, u € L3?(R3). The following Lemma provides
a bound playing the same role as . The Sobolev in-
equality used can be found in bOOkb on Sobolev bpaces20
partial differential equations?!' and general analysis?®

Lemma 5.2. Ifu € L3/%(R?), then
|Uu| < CHHU||L3/2(]R3)k0. (40)

Proof. For fixed y = (z2,...,zn
gives

1/3
[t )P do < clul o { / |w<:c1,y>|6dx}
— cllull e (-, y

), the Holder inequality

24
For the integral here, use the Sobolev inequality

pd

£l La(ray < Cl||f||W,§(Rd), p<gq< p (41)

with the values d =3, k =1, p = 2, ¢ = 6 to obtain

/Ilw(-7y)\|is/z(R3)dy < c//|V1w($1,y)|2dy.

Adding up the inequalities with each of zo,...,xxN in
place of 1 yields
uu [¢)] < c'lfull psr2ko[¥].
O
This demonstrates local boundedness of

L3?(R%) 3w+ hgupo, but would allow us to con-
clude that hg 0 € C? only for ||u| ps/» sufficiently small
(depending on ¢”’). Fortunately, it can be improved by
using density of L in L3/2.



Lemma 5.3. For u € L3/?(R?), u, << ko.

Proof. Split u as u = v’ +u”, with v’ € L>°(R3) and u” €
L3/2(R3). W] Ls/2(rsy can be made as small as desired
by choosing u' appropriately (e.g. v’ = ul[|u] < M] for
large M). O

Conclusion: L3/2(R%) 3 u + hg .0 is a regular secto-
rial family.

Remark 5.4. This result is very important to Lieb’s
framework?3 for DFT.

3. Modulating the confining potential

The final kind of scalar potential to be considered
is modulation of the background (confining) potential:
L®(R?) > f — uyy,. Evidently,

[Upuo| S [ f1 Lo (3 Ung - (42)
Local boundedness is thus secure, but hg_ fy,,0 Will gen-
erally fail to be sectorial if ug is anything like what we
have in mind. Thus, we need to restrict f to the open
unit ball B(L>°(R?)). With that restriction, another reg-
ular sectorial family is obtained.

4. Removing redundancy

Combine the preceding three kinds of scalar potential
perturbation yields a holomorphic map

L= (R%) & L**(R%) & L= (R®) — Cq4
given by

(u/a u//7 f) > Uy + Uy + Ufyg = U/ + fug - (43>

However, this should be restricted to the open set

U :

= {ww e ar= || <1} (4
to ensure that hg u/tu/+fue,0 is in C9. Thus, we have a
regular sectorial family in C? parameterized over U above.

However, this is not entirely satisfactory because there
is redundancy: many distinct triples (u’,u”, f) may give
the same total potential w' + w” 4+ fup. To cure this
infelicity, we pass to a quotient. Recall that the quotient
2| M of a Banach space 2 by a closed subspace .# is
a Banach space with norm

172l o .0 = inf{llx+mlla |me.#},

where 7: 2 — Z'/.# is the canonical projection. A
continuous linear map f: 2 — % naturally induces a
linear map on the quotient 2"/ ker f, eliminating direc-
tions along which f is constant.

This simple picture is complicated in situations which
interest us for two reasons. f is not sure to be either
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linear or defined on the entire space 2", hence a slightly
generalized notion of kernel is needed, and taking a quo-
tient by a subspace is not an immediately sensible thing
to do.

Lemma 5.5. Given U C 2 open and convex, and

VER %, holomorphic, let
M = Ngey ker D f(x).

Then, f has a unique holomorphic extension to U + A ,
given by f(x —|—~m) = f(z) form € A . In turn, a holo-
morphic map f: (U+ H)] M — ¥ is induced on the

quotient, given by f(rz) = f(z).

Proof. First, note that ker Df(x) is a closed subspace
of & for each v € U, so .# is indeed a closed sub-
space. To see that the asserted extension is well-defined,
suppose that y = x +m = 2/ +m/, for z,2' € U,
m,m’ € .. Denote the affine (two-C-dimensional) sub-
space containing x,z’,y by A, and consider the restric-
tion of f to ANU, which is convex. The restriction of
Df is everywhere zero, hence f is constant on ANY, i.e.,
f(z) = f(«') and the extended f is well-defined. That
the extension is holomorphic follows immediately from
Df(z +m) = Df(x), and unicity from U + .# being
connected and f given on an open set, namely U.
Therefore, f is well-defined on U/.# according to the
given formula, and it remains only to show that it is
holomorphic. As usual, we use the equivalence with G-
holomorphy plus local boundedness (Thm. . For G-
holomorphy, note that f(wx + (my) = f(z + Cy), so the
question reduces to G-holomorphy of f itself. For local
boundedness, note that |7z — g|| < € implies that z is
within distance e of 71. O

To apply this, one only need check that U in
is convex, which is immediate. So, define
L®(R3) 4 L32(R?) + ug L= (R?) to be the space of func-
tions (equivalence classes under a.e. equality) u such that

inf {[[u'l| Lo + [u”[[psrz + [ fllzee [ w=u"+u" + fuo}

is finite. This is a norm ||u|| making L> + L3/ 4 ug L™
a Banach space, and the subset U, consisting of u with
some decomposition obeying the constraint ||f|p~ < 1
is open. Conclusion: the map u +— hg, is a regular
sectorial family parameterized over U,,.

C.

Interaction

The message of this subsection is that two-body inter-
actions can be treated in much the same way as one-body
potentials, an observation that goes back centuries. In-
deed, instead of coordinatizing configuration space (R?)"
with x1, xs, ..., 2N, We may use %, 3”2\'/";1 , L35, TN,
and thereby control an interaction between particles 1
and 2 by the kinetic energy just as an external potential




for particle 1. Aslong as we use only Kato tiny perturba-
tions, as was done in Section[5 B} then, owing to property
2 of Section [ B|it is not possible that each perturbation
alone is controllable, while the combination is not. We
have, for example, an regular sectorial family of pair in-
teractions parameterized over U, = L>=(R3) 4+ L3/2(R?).

D. Vector potential

For out purposes, the form of k4 given in is not
good for complex vector potentials. In order that k4
be holomorphic in A, it should not appear complex-
conjugated. The correct definition is

N J—
alv =Y [ (Vo + 1A(20)T - (Va — 1Al do

— (V= iA)|(V — iA)0) (45)
We take a somewhat different approach with this than
for scalar potentials. V, is a bounded operator from
WE(R3N) into L2(R3N) (we use an over-arrow to indi-
cate ordinary, complex, three-dimensional vectors). The
integral in will be a legitimate L? inner product if
multiplication by A (or A) has the same property. This
is very natural train of thought, but before pursuing it,
we consider bounded vector potentials.

1. bounded A

Lemma 5.6. If A is bounded, then kg is a tiny pertur-
bation of k.

Proof. For an arbitrary v € W2(R3V),

kaly] — ko[¢]

= (v = Ayp|(v —ia)e) - Vo)
<A 12 + 20 Al V] 6]
(46

Control the final term with the inequality

1
2IVolllell < el Vel + <[l e>o0.

Since € can be taken as small as desired here,

ka — ko =< ko. (47)

O

Just as G-holomorphy of u, followed from holomorphy
of C 3 z — z, G-holomorphy of k4 follows from holomor-
phy of z — 22. Local boundedness of k 4[] as a function
of A € L*(R?) follows from an estimate like that in .

Thus, L (R?) > A — ka is a regular sectorial family.
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2. Sobolev multipliers

Now we return to the idea mentioned at the beginning
of this section. Multiplication of elements of W2(R%) by
a fixed function f is a linear operation. If it is actu-
ally a bounded linear operator into L?(R?), then f is a
member of the space M (W2(R%) — L?(R%)) of Sobolev
multipliers®*2%, This space is nontrivial (it contains L)
and is a Banach space with the norm it inherits from
L(WE(R); L*(R7)):

Vfllasaweossey = sup {Ifolze | Ilwe =1} (49)

Therefore, we consider A € M(W32(R?); L2(R3)). One
needs to check that this lifts from 3-dimensional to 3/N-
dimensional space properly, but that is simple: abbrevi-
ating y = (z2,...,ZN),

/ Al b(ar, y)P das

< Al sz ey [ V2l )P dan.

Integration over y shows that the norm is independent of
N.

G-holomorphy has nothing to do with the topology
of the space over which A ranges, so it follows for
M (W2 (R3N); L2(R3*N)) just as for bounded vector po-

tentials. Local boundedness follows from a calculation
much like :

Kavalt] — kalyl]| <I(V = i4) llav)|
1V — A lla] + llar|*

This establishes that, for A € M(W2(R3N); L2(R3Y)),
ka < ko. However, the opposite, kg < k4, is problematic
in general, although it does hold if |[Al[yrw2_r2) < 1.
The situation looks at first like what we faced with
u € L3/? for u,. However, L* is not dense in M (W2 —
L?). The norm is an operator norm and we face the
familiar problem that strong convergence does not im-
ply norm convergence. Thus, we settle for what is clear,
ko ~ ka for A in the unit ball B(M(W# — L?)).

On one level the preceding is entirely satisfactory. The
Sobolev-multiplier norm is natural. However, one might
prefer something more familiar and easier to work with,
such as given in the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.7. For A € L3(R3), ks ~ ko.

Proof. Use a Holder inequality and the Sobolev inequality
cited in Lemma [5.2] to obtain

[AP|[z < [|AllLsl[¥lle < cllAllLsllPllws-

Again, just as in Lemma [5.3] a bounded vector field can
be subtracted from A so that the L3 norm of the residual
is as small as desired. O

(49)



3. Removing redundancy again

As for scalar potentials, there is also redundancy
here, since L>® intersects E3, and is contained in
M (W2 — L?). It can be solved in exactly the same way
to obtain a regular sectorial family parameterized over
an open set Un in L + M (W2 — L2) or all of L + L3.

E. Putting it all together

Here is the summary of preceding investigation. With
lower-bounded locally integrable background potential
and interaction and no background vector poten-
tial, ha,uw is a regular sectorial family on all
of (L3 + L°°) x (L3/? + 1) x (L3/? + L>=).  Alterna-
tively, the L? summand for A can be replaced by
M(W2(R3)) and summands 1oL (R3) and voL>(R3)
added to the potential and interaction factors with re-
striction to an open neighborhood U of the origin. The
condition to be in U does not factorize.

6. LOW-ENERGY HAMILTONIANS & EIGENSTATE
PROPERTIES

The previous section was concerned with one compo-
nent of application, namely the construction of regular
sectorial familys useful for nonrelativistic quantum me-
chanics. This section and the next tackle the question:
given an regular sectorial family h defined on U, what
interesting functions/quantities are holomorphic? To a
considerable extent, this can be fruitfully discussed with-
out reference to any concrete regular sectorial family.
This section uses Riesz-Dunford-Taylor integral meth-
ods to discuss “low-energy Hamiltonians” in case there
is a gap in the spectrum, i.e., a curve I' in the resolvent
set of H, running top-to-bottom in C (recall, we deal
in “Hamiltonians” which are sectorial but not necessar-
ily self-adjoint). The part of the spectrum to the left of
I" then corresponds to a bounded Hamiltonian which is
holomorphic on some neighborhood of x. Properties of
nondegenerate eigenstates associated with isolated eigen-
values are considered in section [E] The eigenvalue it-
self and expectations of all ordinary observables, as well
as of generalized observables such as charge-density and
current-density (when they make sense) are holomorphic.
Some of the material here, primarily Section [6A] and
Prop. are appealed to in section

A. Riesz-Dunford-Taylor integrals

Recall that one of the main conclusions of Sectiond was
holomorphy of the map (¢, z) — R({, H;). As a function
of the single complex variable (, it is natural to integrate
this around contours. The Riesz-Dunford-Taylor calculus
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constructs a holomorphic function f(A) of an arbitrary
bounded operator A by integrating f(¢)R(¢, A) around a
contour encircling the entire spectrum spec A, where f is
an ordinary holomorphic function. Some basic references
for this technology are §II1.6 of Kato*?, Chap. 6 of Hislop
& Sigal?Y, or §3.3 of Kadison & Ringrose?”. Since we deal
with unbounded operators, we cannot do that, but the
idea can be modified for some interesting purposes.

The first basic idea is that, if H is a closed operator, E
is an isolated eigenvalue, and I' is a simple anticlockwise
closed contour in res H, surrounding E but no other part

of spec H, then
dg¢
_ H) 2>
]iR(C, )5

is a projection onto the corresponding eigenspace. For
normal (in particular, self-adjoint) operators this is
straighforward as the relevant part of the resolvent looks
like (E —¢)~'P, where P is an orthogonal projector onto
the eigenspace, so that P(I') = P. The restriction of
a non-normal operator to an eigenspace is generally not
simply a multiple of the identity if the algebraic multi-
plicity exceeds one. Consequently, the resolvent generally
has higher-order poles. If the eigenvalue is nondegener-
ate however, that cannot happen and its value can be
extracted as

(50)

d<

(51)

=-—Tr 7{ (R(¢, H)
We can profitably generalize somewhat. First, we have
the basic result

Proposition 6.1. Given: A € Lo(Z") and T’ a simple
anticlockwise contour in res A, surrounding the part o of
spec A. Then,

(a)

d
- $ R A5 (52)
T T
is a projection with rng P(T') C dom A.
(b)
%CR ¢, A) e (53)
2 i

) (hence maps
), and its spec-

satisfies A(T") AP(T) PMAP(T
rng P(T) into itself), annihilates ker P(T
trum as an operator on rng P(T') is o.

(¢) More generally, for open U containing T' and the re-
gion it surrounds, and f an ordinary holomorphic func-

tion on U,
- —ror

maps rng P(I') into itself and annihilates ker P(T).
PT) = 1(A|l) and A(T) = id(A|T") are special cases.
f = f(AD) 4s a Banach algebra morphism from the
space of holomorphic functions on U (with uniform
norm) into L(rng P(T)).

F(A|D) : CZ (54)



FIG. 1. The concept of right-boundary. X is a sector for
num A, and the cross-hatched regions represent spec A. The
green region, containing all of spec A to the left of T, is sur-
rounded by a contour bordered by parts of I" and the edges of
3., and the precise choice of X is irrelevant for Riesz-Dunford-
Taylor integrals as in .

Proof. For the parts concerning P(I") and A(T"), see His-
lop & Sigal??, Prop. 6.9. For the Banach algebra aspects,
see Kadison and Ringrose. O

We are not nearly so interested in varying f in ,
however, as in varying A for a few simple cases of f,
principally 1 and id.

Theorem 6.2. Given regular sectorial family h and sim-
ple closed contour I' C res H,, there is a neighborhood YW
of v such thaty € W = I C res Hy, and for each f holo-
morphic on and inside T', y — f(Hy|T'): W — L(I€) is
holomorphic.

of T' and holomorphy of
O

Proof. By compactness
(€ y) = R(C, Hy).

B. Low-energy Hamiltonians

No contour can be drawn around the entire spectrum
of an unbounded operator H,. However, since H, is
bounded below, it might be possible to surround the part
of spec H, in some left-half-plane, if there is a gap. That
such a contour will continue to surround the “low en-
ergy” part of the spectrum when x is perturbed is not
immediately evident: Each H, is bounded below, but is
it possible that spec H, has a part that drifts off to —oo
as y — x?7 Fortunately, such pathology is ruled out by
Lemma [4.7] which says that a slight enlargement of a
sector for one member of a regular sectorial family is a
sector for all sufficiently close members.

More generally than a vertical line, we may start with
a continuous curve I' C C such that each horizontal line
Im z = constant intersects I' in exactly one point. In
other words, I' goes from bottom to top of the plane
without overhangs, as illustrated in Fig.[l}] Such a curve,
with upward orientation, will be called a right-boundary.
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Suppose I' is a right-boundary contained in res H,, and
let X be a sector for h, with vertex to the left of I' (Fig. []).
Then we may form a closed contour by running along
the lower edge of ¥ away from the vertex until meeting
T', then running upward along I' until meeting the upper
edge of 3, and then back to the vertex. This contour,
called I', encircles all the numerical range of h, to the
left of I', hence the part of spec H, in that region. And,
therefore, according to the preceding paragraph, I' also
encloses all of spec H,, lying to the left of I', for y in some
neighborhood of . Now we extend the notation in ,
, and (as long as f is holomorphic on the region
to the left of I'), writing for instance f(H,|I') for the
integral taken around [. The point is that it does not
matter how I' is completed to a closed contour as long as
all the spectrum to the left of I' is enclosed. Since that
can always be done (assuming I'" C res H, ), the notation
is justified.

C. Schatten classes

The preceding part of this Section showed how we get
a variety of holomorphic maps f: U — L(J#). What if
the image of f happens to be in some restricted class of
operators which has its own Banach space structure, for
instance, the trace-class operators £(#), the Hilbert-
Schmidt operators £2(.#), or more generally a Schatten
p-class LP(°)? Nearly automatic holomorphy in these
situations is shown in Prop. below. Only the trace-
class £L}(#) is used in this Section, but other Schatten
classes LP(.°) will be put to work in Section

First, we recall some basic facts about the Schatten
p-classes?S 53U that we will use.

Definition 6.3. For 1 < p < oo, LP(H) is the set of
compact operators T such that |T|P € L'(5#), where
|T| = (T*T)"/>.

Proposition 6.4. The classes LP () have the following
properties.

1. Equipped with the norm ||T||, = (Tr|T|?)/?,
LP(H) is a Banach space.

L LP() is also
IAC B, < [[AlIC,| B

whenever it contains C'.

x-ideal:
C*

two-sided
and it contains

a

. LY(#) is the dual space of the compact op-
erators Lo(€) with the usual operator norm,
while for 1 <p<oo, LP(SH) realizes the dual
of LY, where p~L +q~t =1, via the pairing
(S,T) — Tr ST. On the other hand, the finite-rank
operators are dense in Lo(F) as well as LP(IC)
for 1 <p < oo. Thus, every LP() (1 <p < o0)
is the dual space of a Banach space in which the
finite-rank operators are dense.



Proposition 6.5. Given: f:U — L(I#) holomorphic.
If f is a locally bounded map into LP () (1 < p < o0),
then f is holomorphic into LP ().

Proof. For B finite-rank, Tr f(x)B is a finite sum of terms
of the form (@q|f(x)1)a), each of which is holomorphic
by hypothesis. Hence, the result follows from the remark
about density of such operators in the pre-dual which
precedes the Proposition together with Prop. O

D. Finite rank

Prop. does not quite give holomorphy due to the
hypothesis of local boundedness. However, if we special-
ize to Riesz-Dunford-Taylor integrals and ask that P, (T")
have finite rank, holomorphy into £!(.5#) follows without
an explicit local boundedness assumption. The next two
well-known Lemmas encapsulate the simple key observa-
tions.

Lemma 6.6. If P and Q are projections (not necessarily
orthogonal), ||P — Q|| < 1 implies that rank P = rank Q.

Proof. If tmg@Q > ¢ +— P¢ is injective, then
rank P > rank ), which suffices by symmetry of the sit-
uation. However, for ¢ € rng @),

1Pl = Q¢ + (P = Q)oll > |4l = |1P = Qllll¢fl > 0.
O

Lemma 6.7. A continuous function into L(€) with
range in operators of rank < N < oo is actually con-
tinuous into L(I).

Proof. ||A — B||; < (rank A + rank B)||A — B||. O

Proposition 6.8. rank P,(I') = N < oo implies that
x has a neighborhood W such that rank P,(I') = N for
every y € W, and y — f(Hy|L): W — LY(S#) is holo-

morphic.

Proof. Lemma ensures existence of W such that
rank Py(I') = N for y € W. Therefore f(H,|TI') also has
rank N since it maps rng P, (T") into itself while annihilat-
ing ker P, (T"). Lemma then completes the proof. [J

E. Eigenstate perturbation

The extreme case is rank P,(I') = 1. Then we are
in the venerable context of eigenstate perturbation. A
general rank-1 projection can be written as

[#)(nl, with (n[¢) = 1L and [|¢[| =1,

where ¢ and 7 are determined up to a common phase
9 Suppose, now, that h is a regular sectorial

(55)

factor e*.
family that H, has an isolated nondegenerate eigenvalue
at E,, and let " be a contour which separates E, from

20

the rest of spec H,. Then, Prop. shows that as y
varies in some neighborhood of z,

Py(T) = |oy)(nyl s (myldy) =1, lloyll = 1, (56)

and

Hy () = Ey [dy)(nyl (57)

with Py(T') and E, = Tr H,(T') holomorphic. A fortiori,
E, moves continuously with y as long as it remains sep-
arated from the rest of spec H, — the isolation condi-
tion, for short. As y moves along any continuous curve
in 2 beginning at x and respecting the isolation condi-
tion E, can be continuously tracked, but if the path re-
turns to x, we may not return to E, unless the path can
be contracted to a point without violating the isolation
condition. Therefore, we consider W, a maximal simply
connected open set containing x and with the isolation
condition satisfied everywhere in W. For y in W, we can
simply write P, and E,, since the particular choice of I
is immaterial.

Now, E, is holomorphic as a C-valued function and P,
and H, as L£'()-valued functions, for y € W. There-
fore, for any bounded observable B € L(.7¢), its “expec-
tation”

y = Tr Bloy)(ny| = (ny|Boy)

is holomorphic on W. The quotation marks are because
this coincides with the usual notion of expectation only
when n, = ¢y, e.g., when H, is self-adjoint.

There are other interesting holomorphic quantities
which do not fall into this category, however. E, itself,

E, = <77y|Hy¢y>a

is one such. The charge and current density are others
when our parameter space includes scalar and vector po-
tentials. This is because these quantities are the deriva-
tives of E, with respect to scalar and vector potential,
respectively. At a heuristic level, this claim is straight-
forward, but there are delicate details, which we will now
check.

(58)

(59)

Lemma 6.9 (Hellmann-Feynman). Suppose finite-rank
projections Py and bounded operators A, depend differ-
entiably on parameter y, and that [Py, Ay] = 0. Then
D, TrP,A, =Tr P,D,A,.

Proof. (y subscripts will be suppressed for notational
simplicity) Differentiating P(1 — P) = 0, deduce that
DP maps rng P into rng(1 — P) and vice versa. Since
both rng P and rng(1 — P) are invariant under A, it im-
mediately follows that Tr(DP)A = 0 (put (P +1— P)

on each side and use cyclicity of trace). O
Since H,(I") is analytic, the preceding Lemma gives
DyEyly=z = (0:| DHy(T) |z ¢2)
= § (DR H)O) G5 (60)



(z subscripts are being omitted now, for simplicity.)
Now, may we may write
DR(C, H,)=R(¢, Hy))D,H,R(C,H,)? A priori, this
makes no sense since H,, here is the full (not projected)
operator. However, if we understand R((, H,) as being
in L(J ;) (see Sections and , so that

(IR (¢, Hy)$)=(n|(H, — ¢)"*¢), all is well. Here, ¢ is
considered as an element of J#;, and n of J#_. Then,

Dy (n|R(¢, Hy)¢) = (n|(H, — )~ Dy H,(H, — () ¢).
(61)

To continue, we need
Lemma 6.10. H;n, = E,n, and n, € H,.

Proof. First, note that P;n, = n,. Now (Prop. ,
H, = PH,+(1-Py)H,(1 - P,), and P, commutes
with H, on dom H,. Therefore,

Y € domH, =
<77y|Hy¢> = <77y|PyHy¢> = <77y|HyPy¢>
=E, <77y|¢u> <77y|w> =Ey <777/|¢> . (62)

This shows that Hyn = Eyn. Also, n, € J#}, because
(Lemma Hy = [h}]5 and hy € C? even if not in our
parameterization. O

Using this Lemma, the previous display is rewritten as
—(¢ — Ey)"*(n|DH,¢), which, inserted into the contour
integral allows an easy evaluation. In conclusion,

Proposition 6.11.

DyE,

=D, <77w‘hv‘¢w> (63)

xT x

To do much with this requires explicit knowledge of h.

1. charge/current density

For a concrete case, consider a regular sectorial fam-
ily of Schrodinger forms as in Section The differen-
tials of E with respect to u and A are linear forms on a
perturbation du or dA (the ‘6’ doesn’t actually have any
independent meaning from our perspective), given by

(64)

and
DAE - 6A = (0An|(iV + A)¢) + ((iV + A)n|6A ¢)

= —/5A-Jd§ (65)

using the abbreviated notation of . These define the
charge density p and current density J of the state in
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question. In classical notation, one writes p = d F'/du and
J = —0E/5A. More explicitly,

p(.%‘) = Z/ﬁ¢|(mazx) d@—a

(66)

and
I(r) = 2A@)p(x) + Y / KT )y dz_os (67)

where the notation means that integration is over all po-
sitions except those of particle «, which is set equal to
x.

Of course, when h is not hermitian, the physical inter-
pretation of these as charge/current densities is rather
unclear, but the identifications are natural generaliza-
tions, indeed analytic continuations.

Restricted to hermitian h, p and J are R-analytic,
but as maps into what Banach spaces? Simplifying very
slightly what we had in Section [5} we take u and A in
2 = L32(R?) 4+ L°°(R?) and 24 = L3(R3) + L>(R?),
respectively. As differentials of a scalar function on
Zu % Za, then, (p,J) is in Z.F x 2%, a priori. This is
highly inconvenient due to the presence of the L>° sum-
mands. Fortunately, we can show that p € %, = L3N L*

and J € ¥y = L3N L. It then follows that (u, A)
(p, J) is analytic into %, x % because#4 2, = g,
which implies that %), is embedded into 2, [= %] as
a closed subspace, and similarly % into Z ;. Here, we
understand LP N L9 to be equipped with the max norm
11 = a1 11 l)-

It suffices to show that p and J are integrable, since the
integral forms , and the fact that they induce lin-
ear functionals on L°/? and L3, respectively, then shows
that p € L? and J € L3/2. Here are the required bounds:
First, from (66), [lplly < Nlnl|* = N|P*P|| = N|P|?,
P being the state projector [see ] Then, from ,
what was just shown establishes that pA is integrable,
and the Cauchy-Bunyakovsky-Schwarz inequality shows
that the second term is also, since n,¢ € .. As dis-
cussed in the Introduction, these conclusions are relevant
to density functional theory (DFT), current-density func-
tional theory (CDFT), and magnetic-field density func-
tional theory.

7. SEMIGROUPS AND STATISTICAL OPERATORS

Whereas the ideas of the previous section trace their
lineage back to the primitive notion of inversion, the pro-
genitor of this section is exponentiation. We will study
the operator family e ## as 3 ranges over a vertex-zero
sector and H over operators associated with a regular
sectorial family. In quantum statistical mechanics, e~
assuming it is trace-class, is the unnormalized statistical
operator of a system with Hamiltonian H at tempera-
ture T = S~!. The trace, Zg g =Tr e PH is the parti-
tion function, and Fjg iy = —3711n Zg g is interpreted as



thermodynamic free energy. At nonzero temperature, the
statistical operator and free energy play roles analogous
to those played by the ground state and ground state en-
ergy at zero temperature. Temperature, however, is not
the only thermodynamic control parameter. For a sys-
tem with variable particle number(s), for instance, there
are chemical potentials p; for the various species, i. SH
should be replaced by 8 (H — > u;N;), where N; is the
number of particles of species i. This can be treated as a
Hamiltonian on a Fock space with variable particle num-
ber. Another thermodynamic parameter, volume can be
incorporated in the form of a confining potential. In this
way, we naturally move in the direction of considering
the Hamiltonian as being a highly variable object and
studying the dependence of the statistical operator and
free energy on it.

This statistical interpretation ceases to be viable if
the trace-class requirement is dropped, but this more
relaxed setting also has physical interest, especially in
connection with ideas around “imaginary time” evolu-
tion. Here, the semigroup aspects come to the fore.
[0,00) > B+ T(B) = e P should be the operator semi-
group generated by —H. As Cor. showed that the
R-map (¢,z) — R((,z) = (( — H,)~ ! is holomorphic
on its natural domain in C x U, Cor. shows that the
E-map (B,x) — &£(B,z) = e PH= is holomorphic, where
£ in the right half-plane C_ is restricted only by the re-
quirement of sectoriality. Section [7C| considers a case
where the statistical interpretation is viable. With Hy
a lower-bounded self-adjoint operator with resolvent in
some Schatten class, and an regular sectorial family in
B(Hy), Fp, is holomorphic for 4 in some neighborhood
of Ry and z in some neighborhood of zero. Similarly
to the case of nondegenerate eigenstates considered in
section this implies analyticity of (generalized) ob-
servables. Charge-density and current-density are again
examined in detail.

A. Operator semigroups

We begin with a recollection of some relevant
definitionst¥33%55, A map U: [0,00) — L(Z) is a
strongly continuous operator semigroup if
(1) It respects the semigroup structure of [0,c0):
U(0)=id and U(s+t) = U(s)U(t).

(2) For each x € 427, the orbit map ¢ — U(t)x is contin-
uous.

The generator A of the semigroup is defined by

Ax —

Ar = lim ,
t

10

(68)

dom A being the subspace on which the limit exists. A is
a closed operator with dense domain and for z € dom A,
4y (t)yx = U(t)Az (e.g., Engel & Nagel*¥, Thm II.1.4
and Lemma I1.1.1). The semigroup U () is often denoted
et4, which can be understood in a very straightforward
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FIG. 2. The contour I' is adapted to the sector 3. The
dashed line is the boundary of a dilation of ¥ and T' lies
exterior to it.

(power series) sense when A is bounded. A strongly con-
tinuous semigroup is necessarily locally bounded in op-
erator norm.

If we leave everything above the same, except to ex-
pand the domain from [0,00) to Sctr(0,6) U {0} (also
a semigroup), U is a holomorphic semigroup. That the
appelation is deserved follows from denseness of dom A
and local boundedness, which implies that U is strongly
holomorphic, and therefore [Lemma (e)] holomorphic
Sctr (0,0) — L(Z).

Now, if H were bounded, e # could be obtained
with a Riesz-Dunford-Taylor integral of the function e =#¢
along a contour surrounding the entire spectrum. If H is
sectorial, though, its spectrum is unbounded only toward
the right in C, where e~#¢ is rapidly decreasing, assum-
ing | arg | is not too large. This suggests that a contour
such as I' in Fig. 2] might work. That it does so is the
content of the following theorem, for the proof of which
we refer to the secondary literature.

Definition 7.1. The contour I' in C parameterized by
arc-length s is adapted to sector ¥ if ReT'(s) — +oo
as s — +oo, and T' is exterior to some dilation of X

(item [(4)] Sec. [LA).
Theorem 7.2. Let A be a densely-defined operator with
spec A contained in a sector ¥ of half-angle 0, such that
M%)
I+ 1

(€Y = R A < (69)
of X. Then, with T a

a holomorphic semigroup
0) — L(A) with generator A is defined by

for every dilation X'
contour adapted to 3,
Sctr (O, 5 -

By e=PA — /F R(C, A)eP< % (70)



Proof. See §11.4 of Engel & Nagel’?, §IX.1.6 of Katol!,
or §X.8 of Reed & SimonZ. O

Because e #4 is holomorphic into bounded operators,
it has a strong regularizing property not enjoyed by the
generic operator semigroup:

Corollary 7.3. 3 — e P4 is a continuous linear map of
S into dom A (with the A-norm).

B. The exponential map &

Just as we earlier expanded the usual holomorphy of
the resolvent R (¢, H) with respect to the spectral param-
eter to find that it was holomorphic in a parameterization
of H via a regular sectorial family, we will in this sub-
section (Thm. [7.6) expand the holomorphy of 3+ e =8
just discussed to include H. If we imagine varying A in
, we see that we should restrict to A with spectrum
in a sector to which I is adapted. Since we deal with op-
erators coming from s-forms, we want to consider sectors
for the numerical ranges, not the spectra.

Notation 7.4. For a sector ¥, Op(X) denotes the set of
closed, densely defined operators on J# with numerical
range in X.

A key ingredient of the theorem is the following lemma,
which shows that the resolvent bound in Thm. [Z.2]is re-
spected.

Lemma 7.5. Given sector X, and ¥/, a dilation of X,
there is a constant M(3,%') such that

M(2, %)

CEY = IREGH) < Ty

(71)

for every H € Op(%).

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Prop.
O

Theorem 7.6. Let h be a reqular sectorial family. With
the notation H, = [h,] as in Sec. |4 B

y e vl — L() (72)

is holomorphic.

Proof. Let ¥ be an ample sector for h,. Thus clnum H,
and, a fortiori, spec H, is contained in Y. Furthermore,
by Lemma there is a neighborhood V of x such that
for y € V, the same holds for spec H,,.

Now, let I be a contour adapted to ¥ (Fig. pa-
rameterized by arc length s, and I'), the restriction to
—n < s < n, for n € N. The integrals

In(y) = /F R(C,Hy)€_<%7 (73)
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and Z(y), the integral over the entire contour, are well-
defined on V. Since I',, is compact, Thm. guarantees
that y — Z,,(y) is holomorphic.

Finally, holomorphy of Z will be secured by uniform
convergence Z,, — Z on V, according to Prop. Such
convergence holds due to the damping factor e~ ®¢¢ in
the definition of Z(y) combined with the resolvent bound
in Lemma [7.5] which holds uniformly on V. O

Definition 7.7. For a regular sectorial family h, the
E-map is defined by

E(B,x) = e Pl (74)

on the domain

Q:={(B,z) € C;t xU | BH,, is sectorial}, (75)
where C, is the open right half-plane Re 8 > 0.

As with the R-map, we may also write £(53,t) for a
particular s-form t, thinking of CY as an regular sectorial
family parameterized over itself.

Corollary 7.8. Let h be a regular sectorial family defined
on U, with associated family x — H, of closed operators.
Then £: Q — L(A) is holomorphic.

C. Statistical operator and free energy

In quantum statistical mechanics, e ##= is used in the
following way: with real £ interpreted as inverse temper-
ature, the partition function is Zg , = Tr e PH= the free
energy is Fg, = —3711InZg ., and the statistical opera-
toris pg . = Zﬁ_’;e_ﬁHw. The latter describes the (mixed)
thermal state at inverse temperature § under Hamilto-
nian H,, so that the thermal expectation of (bounded,
at least) observable B in this state is

(B)y = Tr pgaB. (76)
The basic condition for this to make mathematical sense
is that e"#H= be trace-class. When we generalize to al-
low non-real § and non-self-adjoint H,, the additional
condition that Zg , # 0 is required.

Phase transitions are generally identified with points
of non-analyticity of the free energy density in the ther-
modynamic limit (quantity of matter tends to infinity at
fixed temperature and pressure, or whatever parameters
are appropriate). For simple lattice models in particu-
lar, it is easy to see that free energy density is analytic
for finite systems, while (not so easy to see) singularities
can occur in the thermodynamic limit. This is strongly
connected with the dogma that phase transitions are
phenomena purely of the thermodynamic limit3%. One
may well ask, however, to what extent we may rule out
non-analyticity with more realistic Hamiltonians and a
greater, possibly infinite, number of parameters, without
any thermodynamic limit. This question is addressed
here. Thm. is an important stepping stone, but the



conclusion of holomorphy into £(4#) must be strength-
ened.

A very useful frame in which to think is that of an
“unperturbed” Hamiltonian with a polynomial-bounded
energy density of states. This seems to be about the
right assumption, since it will allow a good perturba-
tion theory as we shall see, while being satisfied in the
usual models. For instance, for N distinguishable par-
ticles moving in d dimensions, the density of states for
a harmonic oscillator hamiltonian is O(E3¥~1), and for
the usual kinetic energy in a box with periodic boundary
conditions, O(EGN=2)/2) Nontrivial quantum statistics
or repulsive interactions only improve matters, by the
min-max principle. The main theorem ([7.9) is framed in
the context of the space B(Hy) of Sec. where Hj is
a lower-bounded self-adjoint operator with resolvent in
LP () for some p, and says that e~#= is holomorphic
for 8 in a nontrivial sector and x in some neighborhood
of 0. The key ideas involved are Prop. bounding the
integral simply by bounding the R(¢, H,,), and using
elementary semigroup properties to get an L!(.#) bound
from an LP(s¢) bound.

Here is the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 7.9. If self-adjoint Hy is such that R(¢, Hy)
is in LP(I) for one (hence every) resolvent point and
some 1 < p < o0, then

£: Sctr (o, %) % B1(B(Hy)) — LY(A)

is holomorphic.

Proof of the theorem proceeds through four lemmas.
The first reduces the context from L£1(J#) to LP (7).

Lemma 7.10. Suppose
E: Sctr (0,0) x U — LP(H)
is locally bounded. Then, £ is holomorphic into LY ().

Proof. According to Thm. [7.6] and Prop. what needs
to be shown is that £ is a locally bounded map into
L1 (7). Given the hypotheses, though, that follows from
the generalized Holder inequality

lle™ ]|y < [le=C/PH P, (77)

O

To make use of this Lemma, we need conditions which
will ensure the hypothesized local £P-boundedness. In
the next two Lemmas, sector ¥, and ¥’ a dilation of X,
and a point (o € ¥’ are understood as given, while H is
arbitrary in Op(X). They reduce the problem to one of
bounding [|R(Co, H)||p-

Lemma 7.11.

IR(C, H)llp < C(2, %, ) IR(Co. H)ll,  (78)
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Proof. Lemma ensures that the factor in
brackets in the resolvent identity

square

R(¢H) =[1+R(C, H)(C — G)R(Co, H), (79)

is bounded uniformly for ¢ & ¥'. O
Lemma 7.12.

le™ 5], < M(Z,%,Go, B)IR(Co, H)lps  (80)

with M(%,%, o, B) locally bounded in

B € Sctr (0, 53— 9), where 0 is the half-angle of ¥'.

Proof. Let contour T satisfy {; € T' C ¥ (hence, T is
adapted to X). Then,

le=PH]|, = H /FR(C,H)G_Mﬁ

2mi

|
d
< [ IR el
< C(r.8)sup R W),
¢er
<MY HIRG. D)y (8D

The third line follows since [, e ®°#¢|d(| < oo, and the
fourth line is by Lemma [7.11 O

Lemma 7.13. If domH
IAR(Co, Ho)|l < 1, then

IR(Co, H + A)lp < [[(1 + AR(Co, H)) "M IR (o, H) Iy

- domA and

Proof. Immediate. O

Completion of Proof of Thm.[7.9 Now it is merely a
matter of stringing the pieces together. Prop. [6.5 asserts
that local boundedess of e=#= in £1(#) suffices to es-
tablish holomorphy, Lemma@ shows that £!(#) can
be replaced by L£P(); Lemma [7.12] that we only need
a local bound on R({y, H;); and Lemma shows how
big the perturbation can be. According to the definition
of B(Hy) [see Section especially Prop. , it suf-
fices that ||t—h|| g, < 1. The restriction on § is needed to
insure that SH, is sectorial for all « in By (B(Hyp)). O

D. Thermal expectations

This subsection is concerned with consequences of
Thm. In other words, what do we do with the holo-
morphic statistical operator? We Suppose given a regular
sectorial family in B;(B(Hy)), and adopt the notational
convention that h, corresponds to the operator Hy + T,
on dom Hy (i.e., this is [h;]l). We can be fairly explicit
about the Taylor series expansion of e #(Ho+T=) By ap-

peal to Cor. [7.3]

1
e—ﬁ(Ho-i-Tz):/ ¢~ SBUHAT) (g o= (1=5)8Ho g
0

(82)



for any h, € B(Hp). Iteration shows that the n-th term
of the Taylor series has the familiar form

(=B)" | s €t Tem =
sp=1

Ty sPH g,

(83)
Thm. implies that this actually converges for small
enough x.

In the following, we will be concerned only with the
first term, however. For (8, z) in some neighborhood of
R4 x {0}, Zs,, is nonzero and therefore the free energy
Fg . is well-defined and holomorphic. According to ,
the derivative (also holomorphic) —BD,Fp . is the ex-
pectation value Tr pg D, T .

1. charge/current density

Parallel to the treatment of properties of energetically-
isolated eigenstates in Section[6 E] we will consider charge
and current-density in the thermal context for an sys-
tem of N nonrelativistic particles in a three-dimensional
box, under a periodic boundary condition Hamilto-
nian consisting of a kinetic energy operator Ka =
Za 111V + A(z,)°, a one-body potential operator

= Z u(zy), and a repulsive two-body interaction
Vv =3 Za?éﬁ v(xzq — 28). The variables here are v and
A. Hy=Ka+V, has a polynomial-bounded density
of states, hence Thm. [7.9] applies and the free energy is
holomorphic. Charge and current-density are obtained
by differentiating the free energy with respect to v and
A, respecively, hence are also holomorphic if the per-
turbed Hamiltonians comprise a regular sectorial family
in B(H())

Now, apply the result of Kato (§ 5.5.3 of Katol’,
Thm. 6.2.2 of de Oliveiral® or Example 13.4 of Hislop &
Sigal?%) that a potential in L?(R3) + L% (R?) is relatively
bounded with respect to the A = 0 kinetic energy oper-
ator —A with relative bound zero (See Def. [L.1]). Since
the system is confined to a box, a bounded potential is
automatically square-integrable.

For the kinetic energy operator

liV+A>=—-A+2iA -V +idivA +|A]%,  (84)
A must be restricted so that each of the last three terms
is adequately tame. It will suffice that A € L*(Box) if
we work in Coulomb gauge, i.e., divA = 0, or in Fourier
components, g - A(g) = 0. We will denote this subspace
of “transverse” vector fields by E4(BOX)trans. That re-
striction obviously takes care of the divergence term.
I[AP[|z2 < c]| All74 (85)
by Holder’s inequality. Finally, since the box is
bounded, L?(Box) is continously embedded in L*(Box),
SO demonstrates a suitable bound for A - Vi when
¥ € dom (—A). For the scalar potential, no trickery is
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required to apply the result cited above. Simply assume
u,v € L*(Box).

Thus, we obtain an regular sectorial family in B(Hy)
defined for x = (u, A) on some neighborhood of the ori-
gin in L2(Box) x L*(Box)tans. The charge/current den-
sity (p,J) = —fDyFp 5 is then an analytic function of =
valued in L2(Box) x L*/3(Box).

8. SUMMARY

Here is a summary of the apparatus developed here,
from an application-oriented perspective. The starting
point is a family h: 2" DU — SF*(¥") of closable, mu-
tually relatively bounded, sectorial s-forms parameter-
ized over U. Thinking of these as generalized Hamil-
tonians, sectoriality is an appropriate generalization of
lower-bounded and hermitian, which allows use of holo-
morphy. If quantities related to these forms h, or their
associated operators H, are holomorphic in the parame-
ter x € U, then real analyticity results for proper Hamil-
tonians by restriction. If z +— h is a regular sectorial fam-
ily, then holomorphy of ({,z) — R(¢(,z) = (( — H,)™!
and (B,z) — E(B,z) = e PHz as maps into L(I7),
is secured on natural domains. This is the content of
Cors. and respectively. Prop. provides a
few sets of convenient criteria for z — h to be a regular
sectorial family. One of these is, (a) G-holomorphy: for
eachz e, we £, and ¢ € X, ( — hyicw[¥] is holo-
morphic on some neighborhood of the origin in C; and
(b) local boundedness: each x € U has a neighborhood
such that h, is bounded uniformly relative to h, for y
in that neighborhood. The practicality of these criteria
is demonstrated in Section [5] where an regular sectorial
family of multi-particle Schrédinger forms is constructed.

The R-map and £-map are themselves mostly means
to an end. An important tool in using them is Prop.
which says that either is actually holomorphic into the
Schatten class LP(#) (not just into L£(52)) if it is
merely locally bounded into LP(J#). Using this, we
can effectively deal with properties of isolated eigen-
states, or of thermal states when the &-map is ver-
ified to be locally bounded into trace-class operators
(Thm. [7.9). Particularly interesting are derivatives of
the energy or free energy with respect to scalar poten-
tial u or vector potential A, which give (expectation
of) charge-density and current-density, respectively. As
differentials of holomorphic functions, these are auto-
matically holomorphic thembelves In the case of iso-

lated eigenstates (Section , (p,J) is analytic in
(L3(R3) N LY (R3)) x (E3/2(R3) N L*(R3)). as function of
(u, A) in (L3/2 + L) x (L3 + L™). For thermal states,
additional restrictions are required on the potentials to
ensure existence of the free energy. For a system in a box

(Section[7 D 1)), (p, J) is analytic in L2(Box) x L*/3(Box)
as function of (u, A) in L2 x L4, with A in Coulomb
gauge.
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